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The SPEAKER (M r Thompson) took the Chair
at 4.30 p~m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

CLOTHES AND FABRICS (LABELLINC) ACT
AMENDMENT BELL

Introduction and Firs: Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Orayden
(Minister for Labour and Industry), and read a
first time.

ROAD TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 9th August.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.02 p.m.]: This
amending legislation will provide for a 30 per
cent increase in vehicle licence fees and a $2
increase in driver's licence fees. Similar legislation
came before this House in 1974, at which time
vehicle licence fees were increased by 65 per cent;
I will refer to that matter later in my submission.

This is another taxing measure on the people of
Wes~tern Australia introduced by the Court Gov-
ernment. The Opposition asks, "Where is it going
to end?" We wonder whether National Country
Party members in the coalition Government feel
the same concern as we do, because the impact
of this 30 per cent increase will have a very
detrimental effect, especially on the rural sector,
on Western Australian industry generally, and on
the pensioners throughout our State.

In 1974, the then Minister for Traffic (Mr
O'Connor) blamed the Whitlamn Government-
as he did on every other occasion-for not
making available to this State sufficient funds to
enable Western Australia to fund its road main-
tenance and moad construction work throughout
the State.

The position now has changed a little. We
now have this new concept of federalism. I find
myself wondering what has broken down the good
understanding we believed had been created
between the State Government and their counter-
parts in Canberra, because if this is the direction
in which we are heading, there does not seem
to be too much liaison taking place.

Reference to H-f nsard dlearly spells out how the
former Minister consistently attacked the Whitlam
Government for its failure to make sufficient funds

available far the States. In all fairness to the
current Minister, I should point out that in his
second reading speech he refers to insufficient
funding coming from Commonwealth sources, as
a consequence of which the increases now before
the House are necessary to enable the State to
continue with its road works programme.

In his second reading speech, the Premier, on
behalf of the Minister for Police and Traffic,
made the following statement-

Without the proposed increase in vehicle
and driver's licence fees, it would not be
possible for the State Government to
endeavour to maintain in real expenditure
terms a balanced road works programme
throughout the State for the next three years,
including substantial grants to local authori-
ties. This is because of the very small increase
from $58.3 million in 1976-77 to $60.2 million
in 1977-78, an increase of only 3.26 per cent
in the total Federal road grants to this State,

Why is this necessary, with the new federalism
we have heard so much about? We have heard
a new member referring to this new concept in
his maiden speech, and saying what a great thing
it was; and, it has been spoken of in another
place. In fact, we have heard so much about new
federalism that it is hard to reconcile it with the
statement I have just quoted. One wonders where
new federalism is today.

Mr Laurance: It is alive and well.

Mr T. H. JONES: The honourable member
says, "It is riding well." I wonder whether his
electors will be riding well when they have to pay
the 30 per cent increase. Will they be happy
about that? Apparently the honourable member
believes they will be, but I can assure him the
People I represent will not be happy with the
Government. I take it from his interjection that
he could not care less about the increases, other-
wise he would oppose the proposal put forward
by his Government.

The Opposition is concerned for the welfare of
Western Australians generally, and that is why it
is opposed to these increases. Where are they
going to end? When can the people and industry
of Western Australia expect some relief from
these vicious taxing measures, so many of which
have been introduced by the Court Government?
Inflation is running at about 14 per cent per
annum, so is it any wonder that we on this side
are concerned? I have received letters from many
organisations expressing their concern at thne
proposed increases because they come at a very
bad time for Western Australian industry. When
coupled with the forecast rise in petrol prices, the
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increased vehicle. fees and driver's licence fees wilt
have a considerable impact throughout Western
Australia.

I do not think the Country Shire Councils'
Association would be very happy about the Court
Government's proposal. Country members repre-
senting the various shire areas would know the
hopeless position in which some country shires
are finding themselves in relation to funding their
road works programmes. This increase will be
yet another impost to be met by the country shires,
particularly in the farming areas of Western
Australia.

I should like to refer to the reasons for imposing
these increases spet out in the second reading
speech. The Premier stated as follows-

Therefore, to offset the shortage of Federal
funds and to meet the pressing road needs
of this State, particularly in such areas as the
Pilbara where considerable upgrading of
roads is required to improve transport and
living conditions, and to continue grants,
including statutory payments to local authori-
ties for which complementary legislation will-
be introduced shortly, it is necessary to in-
crease vehicle and driver's licence fees to
fund the States road budget.

This is the same story as we heard in 1974. Surely
the Government could have come up with some-
thing mnore novel. For the sake of the record, let
us have a look at what the Minister of the day
had to say in 1974. 1 refer to volume 204 of
Hanserd-

To offset the deficiency in Federal alloca-
tions and to meet the pressing road needs of
this State in such areas as the Pilbara whe
vast sums of money are required and to
maintain grants ..

I am sure members will agree that is the same
old story, the same old swan song. How* long
is the Pilbara argument to be used? How long
will the Government continue to pull the wool
over the eyes of the people of Western Australia
with the same old arguments? Surely we will
not hear the same arguments used the next
time there is an increase in vehicle licence fees.
I wonder what argument the next Liberal-Country
Party Minister for Police and Traffic will give
to the House to justify the next increase in
vehicle licence fees. I wonder whether he will
use the Pilbara?

Mr O'Neil: What did you say about roads in
the l'ilbara in your election policy?

Mr T. H. JONES; I did not mention the Pit-
bara roads in my election policy.

Mr O'Neit: Well, the policy of your party.

Mr T. H. JONES; I am sure we have members
on this side who are looking after the north-
west. With the mess this Government has
created in the south-west, I have my hands full
looking after my own area. However, if the
Minister wants to digress for a moment, and if
the Speaker will permit, I can talk for several
hours about the problems in the south-west.

Mr Laurance; The ALP finishes at Midland.
Mr T. H. JONES: We have members on this

side who concern themselves with the north-
west.

Mr Bertram; The Government is already in
trouble in the north-it cannot take a trick!

Mr T. H. JONES; One would not think so-
I wonder whether the people in the north arc
happy with the proposed increases. The inter-
jection from the member for Gascoyne seems to
indicate that they are. I see him laughing in his
place; it is a big joke to him. However, I am
certain his electors, including the pensioners, will
not think it is a joke.

As I have pointed out, the argument used to
justify vehicle licence fee increases in 1974 was
almost identical with that used on the 9th August,
1977: the only difference is that we have a dif-
ferent Minister of the Govcrnment.

The Minister has indicated the need to increase
not only vehicle licence fees but also driver's
licence fees- The proposal is to increase driver's
licence fees from $5 to $7 annually. It is
estimated that the increases will bring in an extra
$7.9 million this financial year, and some $10.5
million in a full year. What the Minister did
not explain is whether the people who have already
renewed their vehicle registration, or their
driver's licence will have an adjustment made to
take into account this legislation.

Mr O'Neil: If a person has paid his licence
fee, that will be the end of it;, there will be no
adjustment.

Mr T. H_ JONES; In other words, if a person
renews his Vehicle registration or his driver's
licence the day before the legislation comes into
effect, an additional charge will not be imposed
at a later date. They will be the lucky ones.

Mr O'Neil: I think I renewed my driver's
licence only a few weeks ago.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Deputy Premier is one
of the lucky ones; perhaps he knew the legislation
was coming forward.

Mr O'Neil: No, it just happened to fall due
for renewal at that time.
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Mr T. H. JONES: The point I make is that
these things are not mentioned in the second
reading speech.

Mr O'Neil: This sort of situation will arise
whenever increases of this nature are put forward.
Some licences will fall due for renewal pri or to
the legislation coming into effect, and some will
fall due after the legislation is promulgated.

Mr T. H. JONES: The problem I envisage is
that some people may not be able to afford to
renew their licences for the full 12-month period.
I refer primarily to pensioners who as a general
rule would relicense their vehicles for only six
months. There may be some who can afford to
renew their licence for 12 months, but as a rule,
this would not be the case. The Opposition is
worried about the low wage earners and the
pensioners throughout Western Australia; these
are the people who will be hardest hit by this
legislation. The Minister has cleared up that
matter.

When introducing the Bill he also mentioned
that there would be no changes with regard to
the 50 per cent concession applying to farmers'
or graziers' trucks. However, the pensioners are
the ones who will be hit.

Mir O'Neil: The concession still applies to them.

Mr T. H. JONES: The existing concession, but,
with the exception of TPI pensioners, there are
no new concessions for the average pensioner in
Western Australia.

Mr O'Neil: No new concessions.

Mr T. H. JONES: There is nothing for pen-
sioners.

Mr O'Neil: The existing concessions remain.

Mr T. H. JONES: I am rather surprised at this
situation and in a moment I shall quote from
Mansrard what the Minister's predecessor said
when we were debating the Traffic Act Amend-
ment Bill in 1974 when the increase was 65 per
cent. Of course, concessions for pensioners will
be increased from $2 to $4 and in introducing
this Bill the Minister said-

..:the drivers' licence fee for eligible
pensioners will be maintained at the current
level of $3, which means that their present
licence fee concession of $2 will be increased
to $4.

Mr O'Neil: No increase in licence fees.

Mr T. H. JONES: That falls into that
category only. The matter that worries us on
this side of the House is the impact generally

on pensioners in Western Australia. Last
Thursday night we were debating a Bill in rela-
tion to the general concessions which have been
made available to pensioners as the result of a
report of a committee appointed by the Govern-
ment. It is true, as the member for Subiaco
said, that concessions here are not in line
with concessions applying in other States. For
the record, he suggested that rebates on local
government, water, and sewerage rates should be
50 per cent. He said that the Western Australian
pensioner rebate system coincided with only three-
fifths of those in other States.

In reply the Premier said -

The Government would review the rebate
percentage as the system became established.
The term "eligible pensioner" was well under-
stood by pensioners. In a system such as
the one proposed it was not necessary to have
some definite cut-off point. Sliding scales
would be too confusing.

The important part was-
At the end of a year's operation enough
statistical evidence would be available to see
if the rebate could be increased.

The sorry part about this situation is that there
is nothing for pensioners. When we debated the
Traffic Act Amendment Bill in 1974 we on this
side of the House drew the Government's atten-
tion to the financial plight in which pensioners
found themselves. When handling the Bill on
that occasion I said-

We, on this side of the H-ouse, are very
disturbed at the taxing measures which
are being introduced by the Government.
It is my intention, with your permission,
Mr Speaker, to touch briefly on the
measures already introduced by the Gov-
ernment and the burdens they have placed
not only on the low wage earners but more
particularly on the pensioners of Western
Australia. I wish to refer to the plight of
the pensioners because only last week the
M -inister indicated when he replied to a
question that consideration was being given
to the pensioners by a committee appointed
by Cabinet. However, after studying the
Bill I see that no provision is made for
any relief to be given to pensioners in con-
nection with license fees, other than the
concession which applied previously. I will
come to these matters in a moment.

For the sake of the record, that is an attitude
which we on this side of the House still mauin-
tamn. Later in the same speech, when referring
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to Mr O'Connor, the then Minister, I had this
to say-

The Minister later went before the Pen-
sioners League and its members must have
been kind to him, because he gave them
greater cause for hope than his reply to
me would have Liven them. In an article in
The West Australian of the 31st July this
year, under the heading "Plan to cut pen-
sioners; fees", it states-

The Minister for Transport, Mr
O'Connor, is investigating possibilities
of pensioner exemption from pro-
posed increases in vehicle licensing
fees.

That was in 1974. When are we going to get
some action? I am not criticising the Minister
because he is not the Minister, who is in charge
of this Bill. But he expressed that view clearly
and loudly in 1974, and he did not hide behind
the bushes. He came out in the Parliament
and said that he felt, as the Minister in charge of
the portfolio, that some relief should be forth-
coming to pensioners. It is now 1977 and
unfortunately nothing has been done. When is
something going to be done to help these
unfortunate people out of their financial
difficulties? That is the question I raise and
leave with the Government to answer, but it is
quite clear that the Hon. Ray O'Connor, the
Minister then responsible, had no mixed feelings-

The SPEAKER: I ask the member to refrain
from using the Minister's name.

Mr T. H. JONES: I shall Correct it to the
former Minister for Transport. It was firm in his
mind, as he clearly stated and as is reported in
Hansard, that we have to do something for
pensioners. I am of the firm opinion that we must
do something to rectify those taxing measures
and to bring some relief to pensioners. There were
approximately 10 000 pensioners in 1974 but I do
not know what the exact figure is today.

I ask the Government: When are we going to
get sme action to help alleviate the financial
burden being placed on these people? Some Pen-
sioners in Western Australia will use their vehicles
for only two or three days a week to go shopping.
to go for a drink with their mates at the weekend,
to place a bet, or to go to church on Sundays,
as many of them do. No-one can deny that many
pensioners do not have the financial capacity to
run their cars as frequently as the average work-
ing person. Under these circumstances surely the
Government can go further and do something to
alleviate the problem. The Government knows the

problem exists, I wonder how Government mem-
bers would like to live on the pension? Even with
the increase of $2.20 which has been forecast in
the Budget, a single pensioner will receive only
$49.30 a week and a married couple, with the
projected increase of $3.70. will receive $82.30 a
week. That is mere peanuts.

How can we expect pensioners in Western Aus-
tralia to survive and to enjoy life, as they are
entitled to do? Surely at the end of their working
lives they should not have to dispose of their
vehicles which they enjoyed throughout their work-
ing lives and to which they are justly entitled
when they become pensioners.

There is another matter which is worrying
pensioners-the increase in fuel costs. Members
will know that it was announced in the Federal
Budget that the cost of fuel is to be increased
by 2.5c per litre, which is 19c a gallon. Here
again the poor old pensioner is going to be hit.
Admittedly a working person has a small capa-
city to meet these increases but certainly pen-
sioners do not have that capacity. I appeal to the
Government to look at this question and to bring
some relief to these people. The Government
knows the story as well as I do. Surely Govern-
ment members have pensioners in their electorates
and have received representations in the same
way as I have.

With the increases in the pension a married
couple will receive $164.60 a fortnight. A single
pensioner will receive $98.60. But what can we do
sLbout overcoming the price rises which have been
imposed by the Court Government? They have
been substantial, to say the least, and I shall
mention some of them for the sake of the record
to try to inform Government members of the
situation in which the pensioners of Western Aus-
tralia are finding themselves.

Admittedly there have been some recent
announcements of small rebates but they have
not been very big, as the member for Subiaco
clearly spelt out in this House last Thursday
night. The increases to which pensioners have been
subjected tell the story. Country water rates and
metropolitan water rates have increased by 60.3
per cent; country water rates north of the 26th
parallel by 92.27 per cent; excess water rates by
143.11 per cent: sewerage rates by 83.3 per cent;
electricity rates by 84.82 per cent; gas rates by
60.93 per cent. State Government abattoir
slaughtering fees, which affect the price of meat,
have risen by 93.3 per cent for the domestic
market and 72.7 per cent for the export market.
The Health Act inspection fees have risen by an
average of 270 per cent. State Shipping Service
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freights have gone up by 60.5 per cent. Westrail
freight rates have increased by 62.1 per cent.
Metropolitan rail and bus fares have gone up by
60.3 per cent.

Transport concessions were granted by the
Tonkin Government and unfortunately have been
taken away to some extent, but t am relieved that
the Government has at least tried to alleviate the
problem of transport in Western Australia. If this
Bill is passed-which no doubt it will be because
it is a numbers game-vehicle licence fees will be
increased by 94 per cent. A $4 recording fee has
also been imposed. Transfer fees are- up by 50
per cent and drivers' licence fees by 66.6 per cent.
Third party insurance fees have risen by 52 per
cent and ScGtO comprehensive insurance by 52 per
cent. State Housing Commission rents-this is
where pensioners have been affected and will be
affected again shortly-have risen by 80 per cent
and an annual management fee of $60 has been
levied on all State Housing Commission purchase
contracts signed before the 1st January, 1974.

State housing charges have risen by 100 per
cent; stamp duty on cheques by 33.3 per cent;
pay-roll tax by 11.1 per cent; and country road
and bus services by 35.13 per cent. In addi-
tion, of course, there is the increase of 19c a
gallon on fuel. If we were pensioners trying to
live a normal tile how would we manage on the
level of pension they are receiving? Surely as
a progressive State, and with the assurance given
by the former Minister for Transport that it is
time something was done in relation to conces-
sions for pensioners generally, something should
be done so far as vehicle licence registration
fees are concerned.
*Now we know that the royalties from timber

orders have been increased by 25 per vent. Mem-
bers might ask how this will affect everybody.
Of course, it will affect the young person starting
a home because the price of timber will increase.
As the Daily News indicates, the increase of
2.5c a litre in the cost of fuel will cost the
average motorist $50 a year. I am not suggest-
ing that it will cost the pensioners that amount
but at least it will cost them something.

What is going to he left out of the very small
pension increase of $2.20 a week for a single
person and $3.70 for a married couple? What
are they going to have left with inflation running
at 14,2 per cent? What will a pensioner have
left out of this "massive" increase so kindly
handed down under the Fraser Budget?

I pose this question to those members who
have pensioners in their electorates: Where is it
going to end as far as these unfortunate people
are concerned? When are we going to get some

relief, as indicated by the former Minister for
Trans port three years ago? It is of no use waiting
for 12 months. The Premier tried to get off
the hook by saying that the scheme would be
allowed to run for 12 months and then a re-
view would be made in the light of circumn-
stances. The regrettable thing is that there are
no concessions at all, with the exception of those
applying for pensioners generally in Western
Australia.

Of course, we have heard a lnt about Whitlam;
and did not he take a hammering when he was
Prime Minister of Australia. But we have heard
not a word about Fraser. We do not hear any
argument about the new policy of federalism
and we are told that everything is rosy. But it
is as clear as day that if that is so we would
not be here tonight arguing about this 30 per
cent rise which has been imposed on owners of
vehicles in Western Australia.

I have been asked to place on record the feel-
ings of the Australian Pensioners' League. The
members of the league, I understand, had a meet-
ing last week because of their concern for the
effect this measure will have on their incomes.
The letter from the league, which I will quote,
is dated the 18th August, 1977, and is addressed
to me at Parliament House. It reads as fol-
lows-

Ret: Reduction on Car Lice nces
for Pensioners

It has been brought to my notice that new
legislation is to be introduced shortly in
which could be involved the cost of regis-
tration and licence fees for motor vehicles.

As you are the representative of a country
area I am Sure that you would be well
aware of the necessity for some pensioners
to retain whatever motor vehicle they may
have, in order to visit their doctor, chemist,
for normal shopping and etc., because of the
lack or insufficiency of public transport.

I will disgress from the letter, for a moment.

This is a problem in country areas; it may
not be a problem in city areas where public trans-
port is available. However, organised bus trans-
port in country areas is limited, and pensioners
either have Co have their own vehicles, or pay
taxi fares when they go shopping in order to
obtain the ordinary necessities of life. As the
Secretary of the Australian Pensioners' League
(Mrs Fleming) points out, the lack of transport
facilities applies to a number of areas in Western
Australia. The letter continues--

I wish to ask if you could make a strong
plea on behalf of such pensioners, not only
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in your own area but pensioners in general.
that there be some provision made in ac-
cordance with the recommendation of a
Committee of Enquiry, held some time be-
fore I camne to Western Australia, that a
reduction in cost be provided for eligible
pensioners.

In a recently published newspaper report
it was stated that the cost of living for an
average family, presumably two adults and
two children, is in the vicinity of $179.00
per week. This amount seems ludicrous to
we pensioners even allowing for the half or
quarter of the stated amount which could
perhaps be estimated from that report to
apply to a single pensioner or married couple,
but in view of the Fedetal Budget proposal
to increase the cost of petrol by I I cents
per gallon I do make this urgent plea for
extra consideration for all pensioner car
users.

Those are not my words; they are the words of
the organised pensioners of this State. Surely
it is not too late for the Minister to have an-
other look at the legislation in order to provide
some help for those unfortunate people referred
to by Mrs Fleming. I compliment her on her
tenacity, and the letter she has written to raise
this matter on behalf of the pensioners.

I urge the Minister to take notice of the pro-
mises of the former Minister. A concession for
pensioners would be minimal when compared
with the amount of money which will be received
as a result of the proposed increases. It is not
too late for something to be done to alleviate
the worries for the sector of our community to
which I referred.

During his second reading speech the Minister
gave examples of comparative fees charged in
the various States. He was not able to mention
ait makes of vehicles, but following a question
I asked on the I1Ith August, he did supply figures
tn connection with certain makes of cars. From
the information supplied to the House it appears
that the fees charged in this State will not be
the lowest of all States by far.

Iwill quote some of the figures which were
given for purposes of comparison. The licence
fee for a Datsun 120Y in this State at the
moment is $24.07. That fee will rise to $31.25.
The fee charged in Tasmania is well below that
which applies in Western Australia, and is only
$21.84. The fee in New South Wales is $31.70.

As an example of a medium-sized car, the Min-
ister quoted the Ford Falcon. The licence fee
for a Ford Falcon will rise from $48.97 to

$63.64. The fee for the same vehicle in New
South Wales is $48.05-below Western Aus-
tralia. The fee in Queensland is $54; in South
Australia, $59; and in Tasmania, $48.36.

It will be seen from those figures that the
licence fee for a Ford Falcon is higher in this
State than in any other State in Australia. At
the moment the fee for licensing a Holden Kings-
wood is $47.31 and that will be increased also.
The fees for the other States are: New South
Wales, $45.30; Queensland, $54; and Tasmania,
$45.24. The licence fees in those States will be
well below those which will apply in Western
Australia when the provisions of this Bill are put
into effect.

Mr O'Neil: I hazard a guess that the other
States, except probably Victoria, will adjust their
fees very soon. Victoria' raised its fees in 1977.

Mr T. H. JONES: If the Minister has a look at
the Hfansard report of the debate which took
place in 1974 he will see that the position which
applied then has not changed.

Mr O'Neil: The position has changed, because
New South Wales adjusted its figures in Novem-
ber, 1976;, Victoria in January, 1977; Queensland
in September, 1976; and South Australia in
August ' 1976. So. none of the rates mentioned
by the member applied in 1974.

Mr T." H. JONES: But it is now 1977. The
same situation applied in 1974 when we last
examined licence fees. So, if the other States
work on a period of three years, they will not be
looking at an increase until 1979?

Mr O'Neil: I hazard a guess they will be
adjusted reasonably soon-probably not in South
Australia or in Queensland for reasons other than
economies.

Mr T. H. JONES: We do not know. If the
Minister examines the comparative rates I have
mentioned, which applied in 1974, he will
find the other States were below us at that time,
and they are still below us today.

Mr O'Neil: No.
Mr T. H. JONES: The figures are available at

page 883 of Honsard for 1974. If the Minister
wants me to spell out the figures again I can do
so. We did not have the cheapest licence fees
then, and we certainly do not have the cheapest
fees now. The figures I have mentioned clearly
illustrate the relativity of the situation then and
now.

It could well be, as the Minister suggests, that
increases will apply in the other States, but if
those States operate on a three-yearly basis, as we
do, there will not be an adjustment for another
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two years. As a result, the motorists in this
State will be subjected to the increases well before
their counterparts in the other States.

To continue the comparison of licence fees I
will quote the Ford Fairlane. The licence fee in
Western Australia at present is $68.06,' and that
will increase to $88.47 as a result of the 30 per
cent increase which is to apply. The fee for the
same vehicle in New South Wales is $49.40;
Queensland, $78; and Tasmania $67.86. So, in
this State on the move, we are moving backwards.

Mr O'Neil: What about mentioning Victoria;
that was the last State to make an adjustment-
on the Ist January, 1977. The member con-
veniently forgot to mention that State.

Mr T. H. JONES: I admit I did omit Victoria,
which is slightly higher.

Mr O'Neil: Slightly! About 10 per cent.

Mr T. H. JONES: If the Minister examines the
figures he supplied to me he willI see that a
majority of the States will be lower than Western
Australia. Admittedly, one State may be higher.
The Minister cannot deny the situation because it
is demonstrated by the figures he supplied to me
last week.

We have heard so much about the State on the
move; our prices certainly are moving up. An
examination of the new rates which will apply
to pensioners should give members some apprecia-
tion of the reason I am expressing concern on
their behalf in this Parliament tonight. I have
mentioned the figures to show we are not the
cheapest State. Admittedly, Victoria is slightly
higher, but the majority of the States are much
lower than Western Australia.

There is very little the Opposition can do in
regard to this matter. We have argued against
increased costs and we have moved an amend-
ment to the Address-in-Reply in connection with
the increase in the cost of electricity. All we are
able to do is to raise a protest; this is a numbers
game. It does not matter what we say, and it
does not matter whether I speak for four hours
or for all of tonight and tomorrow; the result
cannot be altered because, unfortunately, no merit
is placed on arguments which are put forward-
it is the numbers that count.

We all know what will happen to this Bill,
and what will happen to the pensioners. Even
though I have read to members the letter written
on behalf of all pensioners in Western Australia,
I know that nothing will happen. If the Gov-
ernent were dinkurn in its claim to be looking
at rebates for pensioners generally, this is an
area which should be examined.

As the member for Subiaco said, the rebate
system for pensioners will be of little benefit
to them because there are so many of them who
do not hold health benefit cards and who will
not receive any rebate. With the exception of
TPI and invalid pensioners, most of the pensioners
in Western Australia will not receive any relief.

I will be interested to hear the views of
National Country Party members. I hope they
make a contribution to this debate. I wonder
what those electors represented by the Country
Party Ministers opposite, and a Minister in an-
other place, think of this measure. I wonder
what the people in Esperance think about it.
Are they jumping up and down in the pub
on a Friday night saying that everything is all
right, and they are not worried about the 19c
increase in the price for a gallon of petrol, or
the increase in elecricity charges? Do they
consider that everything is rosy; that they are
on top and are not worried, simply because of
the federalism so readily mentioned by the Pre-
mier as being the answer to our problems over-
night? A member from the Government side
mentioned that the people in the Pilbara are
not worried about these small increases, and
that everything was all right. I wonder what
the member for Kimberley will say, and whether
he is interested in the farmers in that electorate.
I wonder whether those farmers are happy with
the 30 per cent increase in licence fees and the
fact that they will have to pay an extra 19c for
a gallon of petrol.

Mr H-arman; He might be writing another
letter.

Mr T. H. JONES: I am worried greatly by
an announcement last week that royalties on
timber will increase by 25 per cent. That in-
crease, on top of the 19c per gallon impost on
petrol-and the increase in electricity charges-
will increase the price of timber available to the
building industry in Western Australia. How will
it be possible for young people to overcome that
additional cost? Young people face enough prob-
lems already in having to raise the capital cost
of a home because of the high cost of building.
H-ow will those young people fare under the new
federalism policy about which we have heard so
much?

Mr Sodeman; They were saying that when
Whitlam was in Government, and you were silent
then.

Mr H-. D. Evans: He was only an amateur
compared with you lot.

Mr Sodeman: He sure was!
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Mr T. H. JONES: I will refer to what the
former Minister had to say in 1974. His remarks
read-

I would like to explain to members that
the .provisions of the Federal Roads Grants
Act now being considered by the Federal
Parliament will result in a serious deficiency
in Commonwealth funds for rural local roads
and rural arterial roads in this State.

Members who represent country electorates and
others will no doubt complain about a similar
situation today. We may hear from them a little
later in the debate.

Mr Sodeman: You will.

Mr T. H. JONES: To continue-

While they did not do so in this House
they certainly complained to me personally.
Members of the Country Party and the
Liberal Party contacted me in my office per-
sonally and also by correspondence complain-
ing about the increases and seeking details
of them. They realised eventually that if we
had a more sympathetic Commonwealth
Government in office this problem would not
exist.

Of course, the Minister handling the Bill quite
clearly attacked the Whitlamn Government and
said it was the cause of the increases. The State
Government could blame the Whitlam Govern-
ment in 1974; the Minister will not deny that in
1974 he said it was because of the policies of the
Whitlamn Government that Western Australia had
no alternative but to increase the fees by 55 per
cent. Of course, that excuse can no longer be
used.

With the defeat of the Whitlam Government,
we thought all would be rosy for the State Gov-
ernment. We heard all about the new federalism
but what is the result? I wonder whether the
electors represented by Government members are
happy about all the taxes and charges which have
been increased throughout Western Australia so
continuously by the Court Government since it
came to power.

M r Sodeman: They are not happy about explora-.
tion being scared out of the -area. However, that
is slowly coming back.

Mr T. H. JONES: We want to see some result
of the good understanding that has been estab-
lished between the coalition Government of
Western Australia and the Federal Government.
Where is it? Something seems to be lacking. If
this good rapport is operating, as we were led to
believe it would, why is it necessary to have all

these increases week after week? Why is it neces-
sary to increase the cost of power? Why is it
necessary to increase drivers' licence fees and other
charges? We arc waiting for- this new federali&...
we have heard so much about. We are waiting to
see it; we certainly have not seen it yet.

Mr Tonkin: You will wait a long time.

Mr T. H. JONES: Of course, it was easy for the
State Government when Gough Whitlam was
Prime Minister. The State Government then had
an easy way out, but of course, in 1977, that
argument cannot be used because Gough Whitlam
is no longer in power.

When the Premier introduced the Bill he said
that these increases were necessary because of the
very small rise in Federal funding and that the
States had to accept greater responsibility. He did
not condemn the Federal Government for this; he
did not state that the Federal Government should
be making money available to the States for their
road planning. That was not admitted, but it was
certainly mentioned in 1974 when the State Gov-
ernment introduced legislation for an increase in
these fees.

Mr O'NeiI: You have not been reading the
Press. We have not been backward in criticising
the Federal Government in regard to road funds.

Mr T. H. JONES: In his second reading speech
the Premier said this increase was necessary be-
cause of the small increase in road funds for
Western Australia.

Mr O'Neil: That is right; we have been critical
of the Federal Government.

Mr T. H. JONES: Is the Deputy Premier happy
about this?

Mr O'Neil: Of course we are not happy about
increasing taxation.

Several members interjected.

Mr T. H. JONES: Let me take the interjections
one at a time.

Mr Sodeman: Tell that to some of your col-
leagues.

Mr T. 1-I. JONES: Not that it would be difficult
for me to deal with the interjections together, but
for the sake of the Hansard reporter I will deal
with them one at a time rather than en bloc.
1 have plenty of time-unlimited time.

Mr O'Neil: Do not use it all up.

Mr T. H. JONES: Of course, Government
members can say what they like, but little
emphasis has been placed on this point. The
Minister handling the Bill in 1974 complained
very strongly about the poor performance of
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the Whitlam Government, but in his second read-
ing speech on this occasion the Premier said very
little about the poor performance of the Fraser
Government.

It is clear that we on this side of the House
strongly oppose the measure. Before t resume
my seat, I ask the Minister in all the circum-
stances to have another look at this legislation.
In the light of the letter received from the Pen-
sioners' League, surely it is not too late to recon-
sider the matter in an endeavour to bring some
relief to the pensioners of Western Australia.

DR TROV (Fremantle) [5.50 P.m.]: I too
oppose the Bill. The primary and only reason
for the Bill is to increase vehicle icence fees
by 30 per cent and to increase drivers' licence
fees by $2. This is a very inflationary action
which will react on every worker in the State. It
is, or it is intended to be, an inflationary exercise
perpetrated on them by this Government.

When the Bill was introduced, the justification
for the increased charges was that the Federal
Government had cut back road fund allocations.
The road fund allocations for this financial year
are estimated to be $60.2 million as compared
with $58.3 million for the previous year. That
represents an increase of a little over 3 per cent.

The Federal Budget estimates that inflation will
run at around 10 per cent, so this means a real
cut-back in road funding. In his introductory
remarks to this measure the Premier said the
significant area or cut-back was in the urban
arterial roads category.

Mr O'Connor: Do you know what the increase
was in the previous three years from the Com-
monwealth Government?

Dr TROY: No, I cannot give the Minister that
figure. H-owever, it may be that the needs for
road funds were more realistic in that period than
they were in the previous period, so to raise the
question of the grant for that period compared
with the prior period is really a very ineffective
way to talk about it, unless we have additional
material.

Mr O'Connor: If you are the recipient of
virtually no additional funds, you will find it is
fairly important.

Dr TROY: I do not follow the Minister's point.
This cut back in road funds by the Federal Gov-
ernment is considered by members of this Gov-
ernment to be a responsible act, and in replies to
questions and by interjections, it appears that the
Premier believes the Federal Government has
acted responsibly in cutting back road funds. It

was responsible to the extent that it has forced
the State Government to increase its funds by
raising taxes. Is that an act of responsibility?

At the same time as the Federal Government
failed to increase the funds appropriate to the
rate of inflation and appropriate to our road
needs in Western Australia, it did not cut back on
general expenditure. If one looks at the total
estimated expenditure for the financial year it
appears that the increase is in line with the rate
of inflation. Where is this money going to?
There has been a change of policy here, and
the money is certainly not going to meet the
needs of the people.

The Federal Government has not cut back in
terms of the amount it takes from the people.
Its receipts will be at least as good as its receipts
last year, even allowing for inflation. So here
we have a Government which on the one hand
gives less-forcing State Governments to take
more at a State level to provide services at the
same standard as hitherto existed-and on the
other hand it is taking more. So this means
that the ordinary people are being short changed
all the time and, in fact, the State Government
is a party to that act.

There are some interesting points about road
funding which I believe ought to be brought out,
and one of them is that in the course of the
election campaign last year the Premier made
some statements about the estimated costs for
road needs and, in particular, for the Pilbara.
In fact, the figures he gave were underestimates
of the real projected figures prepared by the Main
Roads Department, so that is- one thing the
Premier did. He actually understated the real
needs.

The second thing he did was to promise to
fulfil the road needs for the area. Of course.
those estimates are then put forward to the
Federal Government, and the promises are ful-
filled. On the other hand, the funds for urban
road programmes are the ones that will be cut
back, and this means that most of the population
of Western Australia will suffer.

We are asked to agree to this legislation to
increase road funding. That is the reason the
Government gave for the increase, but it has not
given any detail of the area in which the extra
money is to be spent, or whether it is reason-
able to take this course.

A study was undertaken in regard to transporta-
tion to the Pilbara. The bitumen road is an
important transport access to that area. How-
ever, the reco mmendat ions of the study indicate
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clearly that in terms of overall economies the
most -viable type of transpot-that is, land trans-.
port-is road transport. The Government has
said nothing about rail transport, but just last
week we heard that plans are afoot to cut the
main link between the Pilbara and the existing
rail link; that is, the Meekatharra railway line.
So there is no concerted or sensible approach on
the part of this Government in regard to trans-
port in the Pilbara. It is operating very largely
on an ad hoc basis that tends to favour one form
of transport without real consideration at all for
the people of this State.

Mr O'Connor: Are you saying it would be
cheaper to transport by rail from Meekatharra
than by road?

Dr TROY: I am saying that from the report
on transportation in the north, the considered
view of experts is that rail transport would be
the cheapest form of transport.

Mr O'Connor: For bulk commodities you are
right.

Mr Coyne: Is that the Wayne report?

Dr TROY: The honourable member mentioned
it the other day in his speech to the Address-in-
Reply.

Mr O'Connor: I have read right through this
report.

Mr Coyne: Good stuff, too.
Dr TROY: The move to increase these fees

is an irresponsible act on the part of the Gov-
ernment. Before such an increase was considered,
the Government should have considered the over-
all transport needs of this State, and the overall
distribution of funds; that is, whether our funds
are better spent on roads in the Pilbara or on
urban arterial roads.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [5.58 p.m.]: I
think it has often been said that the public can
have anything they like, as long as they are
prepared to pay for it. The Federal Govern-
ment has cut back the grant for urban arterial
roads by $9.7 million, so the public of Western
Australia will have to pay for the roads if they
are to have what they expect to have.

As the Federal Government is cutting back
loan funds, one would expect a reduction in tax-
ation so that the taxpayer would at least receive
some saving. However, from the Federal Bud-
get figures there has been nothing to suggest
any reduction or saving to the taxpayer. So the
Federal Government is still bleeding the tax-
payers for the same amount, but a smaller per-
centage of this money is coming back to the

State. The State is then having another go at
the taxpayer and we find that licence fees are
to go up by 30 per cent. So irrespective of
where the blame lies, it is a fact that the tax-
payer will be making up the short fall.

This legislation will affect every car-owning
member of the public, and very few families,
if any, in Western Australia today do not run
a car, and some have two or even three cars.

The road funds will be $9.7 million short this
year and this represents, I think, 2.83 per cent
of the total amount. The Premier said that
because of this shortage in the funds, it will be
necessary to increase motor vehicle licence fees
by 30 per cent and drivers' licence fees by $2.
This is going to bring in $7.9 million this
financial year and an estimated $10.5 million
in a full year, I think the Minister said the
money that comes from licence fees is some-
thing like $30.46 million in a full year and so
a 30 per cent increase on that figure will return
roughly $t0.5 million in a full financial year.

However, the Government does not seem to
take into account the increasing number of road
vehicles which will appear on the roads and will
be licensed during that year. There will surely
be an increase in the overall number of vehicles
per head of population within the State during
the year and this is going to add a little more
than $10.5 million. It is London to a brick on
when we look at the Budget figures at the end
.of the 12 months, after the Budget has had a
chance to be fully operative, the figure will be
something like $11 million or $12 million.

This is similar to all the concessions the Gov-
ernment makes. The Government made grandiose
concessions last year in regard to pay-roll tax
and netted something like $13 million or $14
million more than before the concessions ap-
plied. There was going to be a great saving
in taxation paid by the average man, but when
one has a look at the papers that came with
the Budget one finds that the average tax paid
will be increased by about 17 per cent.

So the fact remains that more money is being
dragged from the community. The Opposition
does not take this lightly, particularly when con-
iideration is given to the great increases in all
other charges which have been capably detailed by
the member for Collie and other members of the
Opposition on previous occasions.

I am going to make a special plea as I have
done before on behalf of the pensioners in the
community. t realise, as did the member for
Collie, that it does not matter how much the
Opposition opposes the Bill or how much it
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points out the injustices of the increases. It is
no good the Government saying it needs the money
because it has a programme. One needs to go
further and realise these people will be seriously
inconvenienced if the Government does take the
money.

No attempt has been made by the Government
to suggest that economies are being made, or that
they could be made, in the overall programme.
This is something that should always be looked
at. There is no need for the Government to say
it needs that money. Why does not the Govern-
ment indicate that economies have been effected
in the department and that new techniques have
been introduced to facilitate work done by the
department?

Are we getting value for the dollars spent on
roads? This is the catch cry the Government has
taken up. We have to get value from our medical
dollar and our tax dollar. This attitude can be
attributed to the Labor Party. It was an attitude
taken up by the Opposition and then put into the
Government's election policies. However, I get
back to the point I was making: What has the
Government done to effect economies in the
department and in the form of work accom-
plished?

1 want to mention the pensioners particularly.
The member for Collie, like myself, understood
that when the Act was being changed in 1974 the
Government was going to have a sympathetic look
at what could be done for pensioners. Of course,
we know what transpired subsequently. The
Government elected a supposedly representative
committee. However, I point out as I have done
before, that there was no-one from the Pensioners'
League on that committee yet the Pensioners
League is the largest group of its kind in the
State.

The Government considered it a representative
committee and the committee look time to take
evidence, interview people, write a report, and then
bring down the recommendations. That report has
been referred to on many occasions. The Gov-
ernment first of all excused itself from not taking
any action by saying the report was being sent
to all other Premiers and the Australian Govern-
ment to see what could be done to effect uniform
concessions throughout Australia.

This did not worry Victoria, as that State made
concessions without waiting for uniform legisla-
tion to be introduced throughout Australia. Vic-
toria increased rebates for rates from 25 per cent
up to 50 per cent. I think other States also took
unilateral action. When I asked the Premier
what was happening with regard to replies to his

suggestions, he said he bad not received any.
However, the inquiries I made showed that the
South Australian Premier had replied and indeed
that there had been a reply from Canberra.

However, as we all know, Governments change
and the Premier seemed to think that because of
the change of Government in Canberra it was a
further excuse for not following up the conces-
sions he had made known to other States, and
used that as an excuse to take no action Thene
are many recommendations in that report hut
only one put into effect in regard to invalid
pensioners and at one stage we had a member
of the Government saying, "No, we wilt not
increase the permissible income to give a con-
cession to invalid pensioners." The previous
Minister for Transport is on record as saying that,
in answer to questions asked by me. In a follow-
up question he answered he would not even exam-
ine the matter and then three months later he put
forward a new concession. I do not know
whether I inspired him to do that, but the
Government did acknowledge the old standard
was out of step and indicated there would be a
concession for invalid pensioners related to mini-
mum weekly wages. I have not checked to see
how the pension, Plus earnings, plus minimum
wage, now compare.

The fact remains that in the recommendations,
other points were brought up by the committee
and wholeheartedly agreed with by the Oppo-
sition, indicating something should be done in
the way of motor vehicle licenees. This refers
to the recommendations on pages 59 and 60 of
the report. The recommendations indicated there
should be a 25 per cent rebate for all eligible
pensioners. Eligible pensioners means those who
have a medical entitlement card and are limited
in the amount of earnings they can receive each
week above their pension.

I should remind the House that this committee
was charged with considering all information
placed before it in the light of concessions cur-
rently available to pensioners in this State from
Commonwealth and State departments and
instrumentalities and other private organisalions
such as sporting bodies, theatre groups, and par-
ticularly business houses, before making recom-
mendations to the Minister for Community
Welfare and the Minister for Education
regarding-

(a) retaining or improving the concessions/
benefits now available,

(b) the implementation of further conces-
sions/benefits resulting from the
enquiry.
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The report sets out fairly concisely the matters
into which the committee was charged to inquire.

The report deals quite extensively with trans-
port concessions and I think in the general sub-
missions made there were more in regard to trans-
port concessions than to any other. This was
mentioned particularly in the report. Costs
associated with owning a motor vehicle were
mentioned on 80 occasions and were clearly the
main concern of pensioners in the broad area
of transport concessions. The report continued-

Other aspects to feature prominently
included those pensioners excluded from
travel concessions by virtue of the Means
Test; the position of pensioners living in
the country who saw themselves at a dis-
advantage in relation to their metropolitan
counterparts who receive free travel; those
pensioners who do not receive free travel
for their dependent children and the special
needs of the infirm, disabled and isolated
pensioner.

It is in regard to motor vehicles, the matter we
are now discussing, that I want to draw attention.

The committee said that many pensioners who
came before it had bought their motor vehicle
as a last purchase before retiring, and they
probably intended to nurse it along and did not
expect to buy another before their time was up.
The members of the committee also mentioned
they were very surprised and pleased with the
fact that pensioners generally took it Upon them-
selves to transport people less fortunate than
themselves to various functions. I have noticed
this in regard to our senior citizens' organisations
whose members usually load up their cars when
going to various meetings and then bring another
load back. The committee also mentioned that
the average distance travelled by a pensioner
was roughly 15 miles a week. Mr Speaker, I
am sure you would be surprised at that when
you consider you travel perhaps 15 iles a day
to work and back. Pensioners' average mileages
are very small and perhaps the increase through
petrol charges and so forth might not be as great
on pensioners as it is on other persons who
use their cars more regularly and for greatei
distances.

Pensioners, however, cannot escape the charge
for motor vehicle licence fees, If they do not
use their cars at all they still have to pay the
full fee. It seems a shame when it is obvious that
the need for a car by pensioners is so great,
even if they travel only small distances, and it is a
shame the Government is not prepared deliberately

to offer them some concession and to indicate
it will have another look at this matter. The
Government has had three years to act but it
has let the pensioners down time and time again.
The Government should write amendments into
legislation which would provide pensioners with
a 25 per vent rebate. The relevant recommend-
ation reads as follows--

(a) The State Government allow a rebate
of 25 per cent on motor vehicle registra-
tion fees (excluding third party fee)
for all pensioners eligible for fringe
benefits and concessions (limited to sole
owners and one car per couple or
family).

(b) The State Government allow a reduc-
tion of 50 per cent on corresponding
motor vehicle drivers' licence fee.

'rhe 50 per cent reduction is remaining because
they are paying $3 for a $7 charge, so they are
being treated fairly there, but there is no con-
cession whatsoever on motor vehicle licence fees.

This matter I greatly regret because, as pointed
out in this report, to many pensioners it was a
matter of great importance and a matter of great
hardship to try to continue to run their cars. As
I said, there were more submissions made in
regard to requiring a concession on this aspect
than on any other. I believe the Government
has let pensioners down by not acknowledging
the recommendations made in this report. Like
the member for Collie. I hope the Government
reconsiders the matter.

I believe the estimated $10.5 million in a full
year which is likely to be received will be even
greater than that figure, and if pensioners are
allowed a 25 per cent reduction as recommended
by the committee the Government will still receive
its $10.5 million in a full year, which it is aiming
to do.

Fi .nally, I would like to suggest that some
action be taken to instruct people working behind
the counters who receive licence fees, particularly
drivers' licence fees, to ask the people who are
paying whether they are pensioners, and if so
inform them they are entitled to a rebate on their
driver's licence fee. I have had many people
come into my office and indicate they did not
know about the rebate, and had paid the full fee.
When I have referred the matter to the RTA
it has said there is no refund payable to them.
So it would seem that it is necessary to publicise
this fact, just as they are told, when paying rates,
that if they are pensioners they can complete a
form in order to receive a concession. Mr Speaker,
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although I said that was my final point there is
another matter I would like to raise after the
tea suspension.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr DAVIES: I was going to make one or two
extra points, but in view of the fact that other
speakers will follow I shall content myself merely
with recapping the remarks I have made. I
pointed out that whilst there is a cut-back in
Federal funds, thene is no cut-back in Federal
taxation. Indeed, the increase this year in personal
taxation will be about 17 per cent. The State is
picking up the shortfall for the $9.7 million cut-
back and is asking the taxpayer, the public, to
make good that shortfall.

We have not had any evidence from the Minis-
ter as to what economies are being practised lor
are likely to be practised in the department or
whether any attempt has been made or will be
made to effect economies. When we talk about
economies, many people think that the first
economy is to cut down on staff. I do not suggest
that in any way. With its appalling unemploy-
ment record the Government cannot afford to cut
down on staff; so it must look at other economies
which it may be possible to practise.

I mentioned the committee of inquiry into pen-
sioner concessions which had brought down a
unanimous recommendation that vehicle licence
ifees. should be rebated to eligible pensioners by
25 per cent. I drew attention to the fact that
the Government was now considering elegible
pensioners to be only those who hold a medical
entitlement card under the National Health Act,
and this effectively disallowed about 25000 per-
sons-approximately 12 000 married couples-
who are not able to enjoy any pensioner con-
cessions. So if the Government allowed this 25
per cent rebate, as recommended, only to eligible
pensioners it will still include only a proportion
of people who are on pensions.

Finally, I pointed out that from the quotations
made by the Minister himself even the cheapest
licence fee-for a Datsun 120Y-is just over
$31 which is in excess of the pension for half a
married couple. It is not quite a week's pension
[or a single person, whose pension works out at
approximately $45 a week. So any modest car
takes at least one person's pension in a week;
and that is a fairly steep amount.

I pointed out that pensioners travel only small
mileages but have to pay exactly the same amount
in licence fees as people who might travel 1 000
or more miles a week. That is totally unjust.
When adjusting electricity rates the Government
did try to balance out the exceptional increase

for the law consumer. It has allowed a contes-
sion only to the pensioner and not to other per-
sons who consume low amounts of electricity;
but the Government did try to do something. It
is minimal-it is almost negligible-but it in-
dicates that the Government was prepared to
make an attempt.

If the licence fee is reduced the impost on the
person using his car for only a small mileage
each week will also be reduced. So I hope chat
the Government will show more than willing and
that it will act to make good the undertaking
that was tacitly given in 1974 when we were
increasing motor vehicle registration fees. At
that time the Minister said he was in favour of
some concessions being made to pensioners but
three years later fees are going up again and there
are still no concessions for pensioners.

Things are hard enough for a married man
with a family, and goodness only knows that a
married man with a family can hardly afford
to own a car these days. The extra increase
which he will have to bear, together with the
increases in petrol and associated costs, will be
more than he can reasonably be expected to bear.
But the pensioner is in a special position and I
hope the Government will act on its previous un-
dertakings.

MR MeIVER (Avon) [7.36 p.m.]- I also wish
to make a small contribution to the debate before
the House. Together with the member for Vic-
toria Park, who has just resumed his seat, I
emphasise the importance of this impost on pen-
sioners not only in the metropolitan areas but
also in country areas where the motor vehicle
is a necessity. We are now seeing the federalism
policy introduced by the Federal Government in
its true perspective. Despite the utterances of
the Government that it would make no difference
at all to the people of Western Australia, that
there would be no double tax, and that no rimpost
would arise from this federalism, it is plain to
see that those were hollow and shallow remarks.

The reason put forward by the Minister [or
this increase is the Federal Government's short-
fall this year in the allocation of road funds.
There is no need to travers that ground; it has
already been outlined by the member for Collie
and other speakers. But I emphasise again to
the Government the necessity to give pensioners
a concession. it is a national scandal that be-
cause of the increase in the price of petrol an-
nounced in the last Budget oil companies Ihrugh-

out Australia will receive millions of dollars, and
in addition imposts such as the one we are dis-
cussing now-a 30 per cent increase in motor
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vehicle registration fees-are being passed on to
the average person in Western Australia. I refer
specifically, of course, to the pensioner.

Mr Tonkin: Shameful!

Mr McIVER: It is shameful. Of course, it
does not matter what we on this side of the House
say because we are dealing with a Government
without compassion and without feeling which
must tipport the directors of oil companies. It
is the greatest national scandal in the history of
this country.

I shall be going into this matter in greater
depth on another occasion but the opportunity
must not pass without emphasising the import-
ance of this impost of 30 per cent that has been
placed on the pensioners and people of Western
Australia whereby the oil companies will receive
millions of dollars profit. An increase of 1 ic
per gallon is absolutely scandalous.

Motorcars are purchased by many pensioner
families. In many country areas and in many outer
metropolitan suburbs the motor vehicle is a neces-
sity-it is not a luxury-but the time is coming.
with the continual increase in the price of fuel,
when such people will have to make alternative
transport arrangements. We have reached the
pinnacle in this situation and now we are on the
decline.

I also take this opportunity to emphasise a
hobbyhorse of mine. I have spoken on this matter
on many occasions. If I am correct, the Govern-
ment expects to receive $10 million in one year
from these increased licence fees. I trust the
Government will make some allowance from that
money to make an allocation of funds for a driver
training scheme. I have spoken of this necessity
previously and I wish to reiterate some of the
points 1 raised on that occasion because we now
have another Minister for Police and Traffic.

The road toll in this State is again on the
increase and one of the major factors in this
situation is insufficient driver training. I refer par-
ticularly to young people in the 18 to 22 age group
with high-powered motorcycles. Many of them
can hardly lift the motorcycle to get it to the
point where it is to be licensed. The Government's
activities in this regard are stagnant. It is most
reluctant to act and has done nothing about the
situation except to say that in some way it has
combated the road toll in Western Australia.

Statistics mean nothing. Every day we read in
the newspaper of famities facing the bereavement
of a loved one. If one stands on the steps of
Parliament House one can hear the continual wail
of ambuilances going to points in the metropolitan

area. I maintain that one answer to this problem
is to increase driver training not only in the
metropolitan area but also at regional centres to
train young people how to drive motor vehicles
with large horsepower. How many young people
today drive on gravel roads from the time they
get their licences until the time they dispose of
their vehicles? Not many. When they get the
opportunity to drive they are not able to handle
a skid situation.

The motor vehicle is bad enough but it is a
killer in the hands of the wrong person. The high-
powered 750cc motorcycles that are being im-
ported from Japan certainly attract young people,
it is their one aim to own one of these machines.
Yet many people do not receive any instruction
on how to handle them. Unfortunately this is
often their undoing and it is not long before it is
the end of the road for many of those young
people. Of course, we in Western Australia lose
the benefit of those people.

I ask the Minister to look at this situation and
to try to make available-not just cast it aside
-from this $10 million the Government will
receive in 12 months sufficient money for such
a scheme, even if only one is commenced, I have
spoken to many senior traffic officials about this
matter and I have not yet come across one who
disagrees with the general concept of what I am
suggesting, if perhaps not in the same form.

.We do have the National Safety Council, but
it cannot train everyone and the time to act is
now. The funding of any operation is always a
problem, but there must be a commencement
point, Surely with the receipt of these increased
funds from licences, this is the time to start.

Many aspects of the Bill have been well can-
vassed by previous speakers, and I do not wish to
reiterate what they have already said. In con-
clusion I come back to the main point I men-
tioned about pensioners. Perhaps we could say
that the people of Western Australia-particularly
the pensioners-are receiving their reward for
returning the Liberal-National Country Party
coalition Government to office. Ahthough this
is only the first year since the election, I hope
people will remember the impost being placed on
them and, in particular, the 30 per cent increase
in the licence fees.

Many more increased fees wilt be applied.
This must be the case under the federalism
system because if we are not to receive the money
from the Federal Government it will be the
responsibility of the States to find it.
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With those remarks, I urge the Minister to
consider the proposal I have submitted.

MR MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [7.47 p.m.]:
I wish to make a contribution to the debate before
the House and to offer some criticism of the
Federal Government on this matter. Of course
NCP members are very concerned about the
necessity to impose these increases, but the Gov-
ernment has been forced into a most difficult
situation. We cannot blame the State Govern-
nment because the fault is that of the Federal
Government as a result of its refusal to allocate
sufficient funds to the State.

I have here a history of the Federal road
grants, but I do not intend to deal with it at
any length. In 1931 for the first time the Fed-
eral road grants were directly linked to the
proceeds from the petrol tax and amounted to
about 40 per cent of the total petrol tax col-
lections. In 1959-60 the Act was amended and
that amendment could be regarded as a serious
setback in the interests of the Australian motoring
public because the nexus was broken between
the fuel tax and road grants. The Federal grants
for roads from that time on were appropriated
from Consolidated Revenue rather than being
directly linked to the proceeds from the petrol
tax.

In recent times criticism has been levelled at the
State Government by federal parliamentary
members. I will read a short extract from a
letter I have-I1 will not name the memnbr-in
which he quoted the Federal Minister for Trans-
port as follows--

I have told my State counterparts that
unless and until I can be certain that the
Government's priorities for Local Govern-
ment are met, it is the Commonwealth's
intention to channel its funds in such a way,
and to such an extent, that there can be no
credence to any claim that the Common-
wealth is responsible for road-funding diffi-
culties at Local Government level.

Mr Bertram: Was that Mr Nixon?

Mr MePHARLIN: That was- Mr Nixon;, and
that attitude adopted by the Federal Government
is most unacceptable. No State Government
appreciates it when it is forced to increase charges.
The States have ne other method by which to
meet the matching arrangements required to
obtain the funds from Federal sources.

On Monday, the 25th July, an interesting article
appeared in The West Australian ina which the
Queensland Premier was talking about the attitude
of the Federal Government, and he strongly

criticised the Federal Government. He indicated
that it appeared that it did not have its priorities
right. He was referring to the amount of money
which would be allocated to other countries. He
said-

It had been estimated that Australia would
give $228,762,000 to Papua New Guinea in
1976-77.

There was a $930 million commitment to
the new nation over five years with an agree-
ment to consider further annual commit-
ments...

The total official development aid from
Australia was $398,504,000-enougb to build
two Gladstone power stations or more than
40 times the compensation offered by the
Federal Government for closing down sand-
mining on Fraser Island.

It was enough to cut sales tax by 23 per
cent...

In The West Australian of the 8th August
appeared an article concerning a conference in
Kuala Lumpur at which five ASEAN countries
were discussing their problems. The Prime
Minister had offered an extra $90 million in aid.

When such amounts are being allocated over-
seas, it makes one wonder why this State-along
with other States-is being forced to impose these
extra charges in a number of directions. Surely
the Federal Government should, in a more gener-
ous way, consider the requirements of the States,
particularly the motorists because transport of all
forms is vital to our very existence.

According to the figures I have, in 1966, 72
per cent of the money collected from the fuel
tax was allocated to the States for road funds.
It is reported that in 1976 this amount was
reduced to only 49 per cent. I understand that
the Bureau of Roads recommended in 1977 that
$745 million be allocated to the States for road
works, and yet, if my figures are correct, only
$450 million was allocated.

Therefore my criticism is not levelled at the
State Government because it has been forced into
a difficult situation. My criticism is levelled at
the Federal Government because of its restriction
in the allocation of funds. We know that suc-
cessive: Ministers have been to Canberra and done
their best to try to arrange a more equitable
distribution of the funds. We know that the
Premier also has done this. All their entreaties
have been to no avail and so the blame must be
placed fairly and squarely where it belongs. We
do not like imposing these increased charges, but
the blame for them must be attributed to the
Federal Government.
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MR H4. D. EVANS (Warren) [7.54 p.m.): I
listened with interest to the honourable member
who has just resumed his seat and I was pleased
to hear at least one of the hitherto mute mem-
bers on the other side voice some objection to
and regret about the increased charges. How-
ever, he did not explain the reasons the increases
were necessary or compare the situation as it
exists now under a Liberal Government regime
with the situation under the previous Labor Gov-
ermment.

It is rather interesting to note that in 1974
Western Australia did reasonably well by way
of returns from the Federal Government. West-
ern Australia received an overall payment of
about $430 per head of population compared
with an average of about $337 national average.
The loan funds allocated to Western Australia
were $74.6 per capita compared with $66.9 per
capifta for the other combined six States. West-
ern Australia was in a reasonably happy posi-
tion under the funding adopted by the Whitlam
Government.

It should be noted that at the end of 1976-77
the allocation was quite different. The loan al-
location for Western Australia was $147.27, for
Tasmania, $297.99, South Australia, $177.72,
Queensland, $176.19, Victoria, $173.30, and New
South Wales, $162.31. 1 repent that the figure
for Western Australia was $147.27. Western
Australia had dropped back very sadly in the
1976-77 year which was during the regime of
the Liberal-Country Party coalition Government.
The honourable member who has just resumed
his seat did not mention that the Federal Gov-
ernment is of the same ilk and colour and has
the same attitude and the same principles as
the Government in this State. Both Govern-
ments are tarred with the same brush and their
fiscal policies are comparable. The damage they
are doing to their areas and spheres of govern-
menit is almost identical.

The new federalism espoused by the Premier
is now starting to bear fruit, and the demands
which are being placed on the people of this
Stale are becoming increasingly excessive, not
only in the field of woads, but in other fields as
well.

I have not had an opportunity to refer to the
fact that abattoir fees are now 100 per cent more
than they were when this Government took office.
This is the situation not only with regard to
abattoir fees but also to many other imposts as
well, and now a similar situation has been reached
with regard to vehicle and driver's licence fees.

The true situation under the new federalism is
becoming clear and was indicated in the speech

by the Minister when he introduced the Dill. He
said that the imposts were necessary in order to
maintain in real expenditure terms a roads works
programme throughout the State for the next
three years including substantial grants to local
authorities.

This is truly not the function of the State. The
Federal Government is abrogating its respons-
ibility. It took over the petrol tax, then placed
it into General Revenue and then apportioned
funds back accordingly. The amount going into
General Revenue from the road users of Australia
is considerable.

The Federal and State Governments stand con-
demned. I will not go through the list of in-
creases and imposts which country people are
oblged to pay at a time when they can ill afford
to do so. I will make mention of what has
happened to pensioners in country areas. We
must bear in mind that there is an absence of
public transport in most country areas. The
public transport system in the country has de-
teriorated sadly in recent years and is continuing
to decline. Bearing this in mind, and also the
fact that pensioners must travel far greater dis-
tances in the country than in the city, we must
be aware of what these increases will mean to
them.

Let us consider the town of Greenbushes, the
nearest shopping centrec to which is some 10 miles
away. The pensioner population there is greater
than it is in most other places and it is these
people who will be disadvantaged under the Bill.
These pensioners will find it very difficult to be
able to afford to maintain a vehicle now that
petrol prices are on the rise.

Once again, not only the pensioners but all
rural dwellers will suffer. The fact that the fee
for a driver's licence has remained the same for
a pensioner is very little consolation. The impost
on motorcars is far greater than the average pen-
sioner can sustain, and it is to the everlasting
shame of this Government that the recommenda-
tions in the report of the committee which inquired
into pensioner concessions and benefits have not
been implemented. A rebate of 25 per cent would
have been little enough but pensioners deserve
and need far more than that. All country towns
have the same pensioner problem. It is not a case
of owning a motorcar as a luxury; a motorcar is
a necessity in the country, especially in the higher
rainfall areas where the inconvenience is far
greater.

Reference should also be made to the need for
economising. We have heard tonight about getting
the greatest value for the hospital dollar and the
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education dollar-the National Country Party
members seem to be greatly attached to the
greatest value for the education dollar-but no-
body seems to have got around to looking at the
greatest value for the road tax dollar.

In answer to' a question on the 3rd August, the
Minister advised that the cost of the Road Traffic
Authority was a modest $706 000 in 1975. In
1975-76 the cost was $12 523 619, and in 1967-77
it was $14.9 million. The manner in wvhichr the-
Police Force and the RTA have been structured
must surely be as wasteful a method of operating
the law enforcement bodies of this State as one
could possibly devise. The duplication of work is
considerable. Worse than that, for the cost to the
State the service given is certainly not what one
could expect. The restructuring of the Police Force
and the RTA is a necessity for sheer economic
reasons if for no others.

The restructuring will come about; there is no
doubt about that in my mind. It is only the
political consequences to certain country members
opposite which prevents it taking place now.
Common sense and economic rationale dictate
that it must come about, and the sooner the
better, Ultimately the Government will have to
face up to the situation where it must say, "We
made a mistake. We should have taken heed of
the Opposition at the time the Bill was introduced,
but at least we can cut our losses at this juncture."
To increase vehicle licences by 30 per cent, repre-
senting something in the order of $10 million in
a full year, is an imposition on the people of this
State which could at least be minimised by ration-
alising the control of traffic in Western Australia.

This matter must be looked at. It is not too late
for the Government to turn around at the eleventh
hour and make a concession to pensioners.
It is long overdue and is something which
is virtually theirs by right. The Gov-
ernment stands condemned for not taking any
action whatsoever in this direction, especially in
the light of the recommendations in the report
to which I have referred.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the
Opposition) [8.05 p.m.]: On behalf of the Western
Australians whom I represent in this Chamber,
I would like to join with the member for Collie
and express my disgust and their sense of horror
and dismay that the Government has made a
decision to impose a savage 30 per cent increase
in the cost of licensing a motor vehicle. The
Government has made the decision and I must
take issue with the member for Mt. Marshall who
said the State Government is not to blame.

We see before us tonight a Bill which amounts
to new federalism in the raw. Western Aust-
ralians are paying the price of placing trust in
Sir Charles Court and the Liberal Party at the
last State election.

Mr Young: How would you have described
John Tonkin's pay-roll tax?

Mr BRYCE: At the last election the Liberal
Party promised the people of this State a new
deal. There was to be new federalism, and the
essence of new federalism was a sincere under-
taking to the people of this State that Western
Australia would receive a better financial deal.
There would be a new era of co-operation between
the State Government and the Federal Govern-
ment. Western Australians were "conned". They
are now beginning to realise, as a result of
measures such as the one now before us, that
the philosophy contained in the Premier's basic
undertakings to the people amounted to a pup.
The people were sold a pup.

For the member for Mt. Marshall to say the
State Government is not to blame simply avoid$
the responsibility which lies squarely at the feet
of the Government, because every politician in
Australian knows that the Leader of the Gov-
ernment in this State was one of the architects
of new federalism. There can be no doubt in
anybody's mind that without the energy and
enthusiasm of the Western Australian Govern.
ment new federalism may never have gone as
far as it has today.

I suggest that had a Labor Government been
returned to office in Western Australia in 1971,
there would have been four Labor State Govern-
ments, and the Fraser Government would have
been forced to sit back and take stock of its
reactionary economic policies, particularly in
respect of the allocation of moneys to the State.
The Fraser Government is only acting in the
manner in which it has been encouraged to act
by the Governments of Western Australia.
Queensland, and Victoria. The essence of new
federalism in practice means that Premiers and
Governments such as ours have encouraged the
national Government to shelve its responsibilities
onto the States.

Mr Laurance: Dcentralisation!

Mr BRYCE: By virtue of his interjection, the
member for Gascoyne. has indicated he whole-
heartedly agrees with the decision to impose an
extra 30 per cent in licence fees on all the
people who own vehicles in his electorate, He
thinks it is a great thing because he happens to
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be one of the Premier's greatest apostles, and
our Premier is the leading apostle of new
federalism.

Mr Shalders: At least he is not a prophet
of doom, like your people.

Mr BRYCE: The result. has been to encourage
the national Government to withdraw from its
social and economic responsibilities and place
these burdens on the States. The Premier went
to the people and promised a better deal for
Western Australians and more co-operation
between the States and the national Government
on these vital financial questions. The Bill now
before us ably demonstrates there has certainly
been no question of a better financial deal. If
ever there was evidence that Western Australia
is paying the price of accepting the word of the
Premier, we have it in the form of this Bill.

Mr Laurance: We saw how far centralism got
you.

Mr BRYCE: In regard to the new era of
co-operation between the State Governments and
the national Government, I wish to draw the
attention of members to the very famous remarks
of the former Minister for Transport. We are
reminded that in this atmosphere of chummy
co-operation between the national Government
and the State Governments, on the occasion of
the last meeting of Transport Ministers in Can-
berra, and at the very moment that the Ministers
were meeting in conference to determine how
much money would go to the States for road
works, somebody on the staff of the Federal
Minister released to the national Press details of
precisely how much the States were going to
receive. There was no question of co-operation
in the mind of Mr Nixon or the national Govern-
ment at that time. The national Government
had made up its mind it would allocate a certain
clearly inadequate sum of money to the States
in road funds, in keeping with its philosophy
to shelve the responsibilities onto the States and
make the people pay in terms of their responsi-
bilities to State Governments.

There has been no such thing as a new era
of co-operation under new federalism, but there
has in fact been a new era of dictatorship by the
Federal Government, and it is high time some
of the members opposite began to admit, both
publicly and to their parliamentary colleagues,
that this is the situation.

At the time, the present Minister for Housing
was the Minister for Transport, and in his sense
of disgust as he emerged from that meeting he

said, as reported in The West Australian of the
26th February-

It is a bloody disaster. I do not know
whether Mr Nixon is trying to rape the West
or lead us to the slaughter but it is certainly
one of the two.

If we accept this we are gone for all time
on road funds. We will never pull them
back up again. I am still simmering.

in appropriate parliamentary language, I would
like to indicate to the Minister-who I know is
genuinely concerned for Western Australia--that
new federalism is an outright disaster. The legis-
lation now before us indicates new federalism is
an outright disaster for Western Australians. To
use the Minister's words: I do no know whether
the Premier and his Ministers are trying to rape
Western Australians or lead them to the slaughter
but it is one or the other.

This piece of legislation, providing for a savage
30 per cent increase in motor vehicle licence fees,
clearly demonstrates to us that the people 'of
Western Australia. who placed their trust in those
extravagant, over-exaggerated promises of a new
era and a better financial deal which the Premier
put to them in 1977, have been sold a pup. I
have a great dent of pleasure in joining with my
colleague the member for Collie in indicating to
the House, on behalf of the people I represent,
that I am vehemently opposed to the decision to
increase licence fees in this manner, and I will
oppose the Hill in every way that is available to
Me.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [8.15 P.m.]: In
opposing this legislation I would like once again
to express my disappointment that we have heard
so, very little from the silent majority of members
on the other side. One would think the back-
benchers on the Government side might possibly
speak, even if only occasionally, on matters of
importance such as this. In the three years at least
in which I will remain in this place I hope I will
hear contributions now and then from members of
the silent majority. Someone made the point that
members opposite are still not accepting, or did
not accept, some pay increase; I would think that
from the contributions they make to debate they
may as well give back ail the money they receive
and spend their time sitting in the gallery.

Mr Young: The voice of experience!
Mr Williams: We don't have to.

Mr B. T. Burke: He has made more speeches
in three weeks than you have made in three years.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr Bryce: And he doesn't have to write them
out.

Mr PEARCE: A rather interesting economic
point occurred to me when reading the second
reading speech of the Premier. I will quote his
words first, and then draw the economic lesson
from them. He said-

While the Government has been reluctant
to increase vehicle licence fees, it was faced
with little option in the matter because of
the low level of Federal road rants which
is part of the Federal Government's anti-
inflation policy.

That is to say, the Federal Government has
decided that certain areas of expenditure need
to be cut back in order to reduce the rate of
inflation. So what is the State Government doing?
It is increasing its expenditure and raising funds
in exactly those areas; and, one assumes, thereby
defeating the anti-inflation measures of the Federal
Government.

The Premier has tried to justify the cut-backs
of the Federal Government in terms of new
federalism, but the sad fact is that he is forced to
admit time and time again whenever the Federal
Government cuts back on funds as part of its
supposed anti-inflation policies-which are pro-
ducing record unemployment and are not making
a marked difference in the rate of inflation-the
State Government is forced to raise additional
funds to gather the money the Federal Govern-
ment is cutting back on. What sort of co-ordinated
anti-inflation policy is that? The State Government
is adding to inflation by this very measure.

I am concerned about the economic aspects
of the matter at this stage; I wilt talk later
about what the Government is doing to provide
alternative forms of transport. However, I think
one has to note that these great economic man-
agers, these great housekeepers, in whose firm
hands is this State seem to have very little grasp
of economic policy, because they are defeating
what they themselves claim to be anti-inflationary
policies. I would like to hear some of the silent
majority comment on that later.

Mr Bertram: They are not allowed to.

Mr Laurance: You obviously enjoy it over there.
I am glad of that.

Mr PEARCE: There is a fact to which I would
like to draw the attention of the House. The
Premier, in his second reading speech on behalf
of the Minister for Police and Traffic, said that
one of the reasons additional fund raising has to
be undertaken was the very small increase-from

$58.3 million in 1976-77 to $60.2 million in 1977-
78--of only 3.26 per cent in the total Federal
road grants to this State. It does not require a
genius to work out that when inflation is running
at over 10 per cent, that increase of 3.26 per cent
is in real terms a significant cut-back.

When the Premier can follow that statement
with the following sentence-

Currently it does not seem likely that there
will be any increase in rest terms in the
Federal grants for 1978-79 and 1979-80.

is he expressing indirectly a sort of pious hope
that there will not be further cuts? If the Federal
Government as part of its anti-inflationary meas-
ures has to go on cutting other funds to the State,
then the State will be forced more and more into
fund raising activities of its own, which will defeat
those anti-inflationary policies; and it wil be
forced to carry much more of the fund raising
burden.

The way it does this is by raising all sorts of
ad hoe indirect charges such as sales tax, licence
fees, etc., and by raising any sorts of tax that
is available to the State.

Mr Laurance: Sales tax is not.

Mr PEARCE: That is true; I should not have
used that example. However, if that is the way
the State intends to raise the additional funds, it
is going about it in the wrong way.

Mr O'Neil: These funds are for roads; we are
not talking about general revenue at the moment.

Mr PEARCE: I wonder whether the Deputy
Premier will accept the point that if in fact the
Federal Government had not cut back the road
funds granted to the State in the way the Premier
suggested it did in his second reading speech, this
current increase in charges would not have been
necessary? Would it have been necessary to
increase licence fees?

Mr O'Neil: I would think so.
Mr PEARCE: Even if the Federal Government

made more money available, it would stilt be
necessary?

Mr O'Neil: There is matching money involved
in this.

Mr PEARCE: Answer the question directly.
Mr O'Neil: I will answer when I respond to

the debate; not in your kindergarten class.
Mr Bryce: It takes one to recognise one, doesn't

it?
Mr O'Neil: Yes.
Mr PEARCE: I must say that I was surprised

to find during my last speech when the Deputy
Premier was jumping up and down quietly so
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that the Hansard reporters would hear but I
would not, he accused me of being an e-teacher.
I thought that was rather strange considering his
own occupation prior to his entering Parliament.
A man who has spent time in the classroom ought
not to denigrate others who have done the same

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Mr O'Neil: Say that again slowly.

Mr PEARCE& The point is that the Deputy
Premier, who will respond to this debate, may
have something to say about the Premier's words
in his second reading speech, because he said
quite clearly, "The reason we have to raise
Federal funds is because the Federal Government
has cut back the allocation." The Deputy Premier
said that is not true. The Government would have
increased the charges anyway.

Mr O'Neil: I did not say any such thing.

Mr PEARCE: You did so.

Points of Order
Mr O'NEIL: Mr Deputy Speaker, I appreciate

the honourable member did not use the word "lie"
but he said that something I said was not true:
I object and ask for a withdrawal.

Mr Tonkin: That was not unparliamentary.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I request the mem-
ber for Gosnells to withdraw the remarks.

Mr BRYCE: Mr Deputy Speaker, on a point
of order, I would like to know precisely what are
the words the Deputy Premier is demanding to
be withdrawn and, if necessary, I would like you
to consult Hansard to see precisely what the
transcript says. We have seen enough tommyrot
in this place with people standing up to request
withdrawals. I believe you ought to ask the
Deputy Premier to state precisely what remarks
he wants withdrawn.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It would probably
be simpler to ask the Hansard reporter to write
down the words used.

Mr TONKIN: On a point of order, it would be
very difficult for the Hansard reporter to deter-
mine that. It is unfair to ask Mansard to deter-
mine which words are unparliamentary.

Mr O'Neil: He has the whole record.

Several members interjected.

A member: What is your point of order?

Mr TONKIN: My point of order is that the
Deputy Premier should know what it is he is
objecting to, and if he does not know, then his
is a very strange point of order. I would make
the further point that it is not good enough for

a member to stand in his place and ask for some-
thing to be withdrawn when under Standing
Orders the ruling has to come from the Chair
regarding whether what was said was unparlia-
mentary.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Thank you. That
is the reason I am asking that the Hansard
reporter provide me with the words used, so that
I may make a ruling.

Mr Tonkin: Which words?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The words the De-
puty Premier finds offensive.

Mr Tonkin: How could Hansard possibly know
anything that is in the mind of the Deputy Pre-
mier?

Sir Charles Court: He happens to be brighter
than you are.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am seeking a
transcript from the Mansard reporter. When I
have it I will be better able to form an opinion.
I will leave the Chair until the rinsing of the
hells.

Sitting suspended from 8.25 to 8.34 p.m.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have
viewed the transcript of the relevant part of the
debate to which the point of order was taken by
the Deputy Premier. I do not find the words
used to be unparliamentary and there is no point
of order. I call the member for Gosnells.

Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: The second point I wanted to

make, apart from the economic points I was
raising earlier, is this: In applying ad hoc charges
and imposts made by the Federal and State Gov-
ernments, because of the different way they act,
there does appear to be a lack of co-operation
and consultation. There is another ad hoc type
of charge that affects motorists heavily and that
is the recent increases in petrol price and the
likely increases to be expected. This is besides
the imposts of the charges contained in this Bill,
the sales tax charges on motor vehicles gen-
erally, and the effects of devaluation on vehicle
prices, which all mean that the cost of operat-
ing private transport is getting very expensive.

If the Government did not have such an in-
coherent policy and there was not such a high
expenditure on road funds, one could perhaps
applaud the Government's action as a move in
the right direction if it were designed to move in
the right direction.

However, the sad fact of the matter is that
these charges are not being used in that way
at all and the public transport situation in the
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Perth metropolitan area and the area I represent,
which is a fair way out oftthe city, is in a bad
situation. The Mfl is doing a very good job
considering the buses it has, but in growing areas
there is not a sufficiently good service. The ser-
vice needed to convince people in outlying areas
that public transport should be used in lieu of
private transport is insufficient. We see people
using private transport and we have a situation
where there is only one person in a car travelling
the 18 miles from Armadale, or 15 miles from
IKelmscott, or 12 miles from Gosnells, This makes
it necessary for a vastly increased expenditure on
urban arterial roads which is the very area the
Federal Government has seen fit to cut back in
making funds available to the State. So the lack
of cohesive policies is causing conflict.

I have raised the question of rail services
before. One would think a good way to get people
to use public transport would be to increase the
speed, convenience, and passenger carriage
capacity of suburban rail transport. But the
fact is that the Perth metropolitan rail transport
system is on its last legs and is insufficient to
meet peak-hour needs during the mornings and
afternoons.

Rail transport has of its nature to be slightly
more inconvenient than bus services but in the out-
lying areas it has the potential to be far faster and
less restricted. However the Government does
not seem to be increasing rail services to take
pressure off the roads.

In answer to a question I asked by letter the
Minister for Transport indicated it might be pos-
sible to buy extra carriages from Canada, Convert
them from electric to diesel, and use these as
a fill-in and in the ineatime the Government
would ask the Commonwealth Government for
extra funds, but nothing has happenend. A
co-ordinated policy is needed to bring together
the needs of the motoring public, for the pro-
vision of roads and road funding, and a greater
series of incentives and not just cost penalising
incentives.

So if this Bill were part of an overall Govern-
ment strategy to provide transport that would
more fully meet the needs of Perth people, I
would support it, but it is an ad hoc policy
that defeats the need of the Government. The
Government is forced to raise revenue from the
people of the Slate in an ad hoc way which
would otherwise create a funding deficiency for
the State Government. This is not something
to be admired.

The point has been made in the Minister's second
reading speech about comparisons with other

States, as if somehow this has some meaning.
The Government tries to indicate that we are
not as badly off as other States; that the other
States are going to increase their charges and
that we are really not in a bad position. The
Liberal Commonwealth Government's federalism
policy penalises this State aind other States as
well. Governments which espouse this new federal-
ism find there is no profit for them and this State
Government can get no advantage from making
State by State comparisons.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [8.40 p.m.): I raise
objection to the proposal to amend section
47 of the Road Traffic Act with the respon-
sibility that has been imposed upon me to
represent the people in my electorate with re-
gard to a fair system of government. One
surely must become concerned when one has a
look at the proposed amendments and the
disastrous effects they will have on many of my
electors. My electorate has a predominance of
low-income earners who are unable to supplement
their income as are others. I also speak on behalf
of a preponderance of aged people who will have
problems with the increase.

I will deal with the 30 per cent increase
on licence fees and the $2 increase for drivers'
licence fees and the reason for these impositions.
The Government said these had been brought
about because the Federal Government has not
come up with the dollars needed to sustain a
valid and workable road system in this State. I
wonder whether or not it is just another of
those political -stunts by this Government to
overcome the necessity to put pressure on the
Federal Government.

If I may, I will mention here the fact that
the Liberal Government in this State often said
the Whiclam Government was a disaster and that
when it was replaced by a Liberal Government
the State would be provided with funds and
everything would be okay and there would be
no problems.

There is no doubt that there will be an
election either this year or early in 1978 and
one must surely look at this Government's actions
as politicking in the extreme, as it has not
had the courage of its convictions with a view
to approaching the Federal Government for an
increase ini road irants for this State. This State
Cove rnment has adopted a hands-off attitude
and does not want to embarrass the Fraser Gov-
ernment. It intends to get thc money from the
people of this State who can least afford it.
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It has imposed upon the workers and people
generally one of the most savage increases in
fees when the sustenance of the people today
requires them to meet ever-increasing costs, infla-
tion, and a lack of appreciation of wage justice
to all concerned. We have State and Federal
Governments which go to the various commissions
crying poverty, saying that the economy is such
that wages for workers should not be increased,
and then the State Government has the bide and
the audacity to come back to the people of this
State and say, "Notwithstanding that we do not
believe you are entitled to any more wages, we
are going to cut you down to size again by im-
posing increases for licence Lees." I find that to
be incredible. Even if there is to be no Federal
election, one must reflect on the position of this
Government in backing away from the Fraser
Government. It simply has not made the approach
to the Federal Government.

When the Whitlam Government was in power
this Government continually berated and derided
it for not doing this or that. The most remark-
able part about it is that when we had a change
of Government in Canberra we received less funds
and then this Government screams like a wounded
bull and increases charges. It would not be so
bad if these charges were to be levied over the
whole of the community but this is not taking
place.

Why should the motorists sustain all the costs
involved in road maintenance? Is it to be believed
that the passenger in a car going to and from
work does not have the right to pay Some road
maintenance costs? Is it right to assume that
people travelling by bus to Part Hedland or the
Eastern States are not supposed to meet their
share? Of course not.

What I am saying is that the level of taxation
imposed on the people of this State is not right,
proper, or moral. This Government should not
impose a singular tax on a section of the com-
munity merely to overcome a deficit of funding
from the Federal Government, which collects
taxes which should be returned to the State.

That is a basic and fundamental problem faced
by the Opposition. We do not concede there
should be any increase at all in licence fees, and
in Particular, fees which apply to motorcars. It
would not be so bad if we had in Perth a trans-
port system which was efficient and able to cater
for the shift workers. In fact, even I-as other
members of Parliament will realise-have to own
a Motorcar if I want to remain a-member in
this place. If members did not own motorcars

on many occasions they, would have to walk home,
or go by taxi, because public transport is not
operating at the time the House rises. The same
applies to those workers who want to work shift
work. They are forced into a position of having
to own their own means of transport in order to
get to work and home again. Of course, I
am referring to those who work shifts and who
travel when public transport is not operating.

When the Premier introduced the Bill, on behalf
of the Minister for Police and Traffic, he stated
that the fee of $24.07 for a Datsun i2OY-which
was supposed to. be a typical small car-would
Increase to $31. I do not assume that the aver-
age worker would be able to buy a Datsun 120Y,
but the increase in that case would be around $7.
Not many workers can afford a Datsun 120Y and,
in the main, they would not be driving that type
of vehicle. It is true that they would prefer a
small four-cylin~er car, but because of inflated
prices it is difficult for the average worker to
buy such a car. I hazard a guess that the average
worker, in order to drive to work and home
again, purchases'I a six-cytinder medium sized car
such as a Ford\ Falcon or a Holden. That is
the type of vehicle the average worker would
drive, and it is the iype of vehicle which con-
sumes huge quanlitiei of Petrol. The licence fee
for that type of vehicle is to be increased from
$48.97 to $63.64,1 an increase of about $15. In
those circumstances, such an increase in licence
fees is intolerable.

The proposed increase is in tine with the policy
enunciated by this Government, which claims
that the worker is the cause of all our inflation
problems. The Government argues in the courts
that the worker should not receive a wage in-
crease, and then increases taxes and charges. I
point out to the Minister that the Federal
judgment which was handed down recently made
it quite clear there was no question that wage
increases were not the primary cause of inflation.
Obviously, wage increases contribute to inflation,
but they play a very small part.

A decision was handed down by the court, but
this Government was not prepared to accept it.
This added imposition will affect the take-home
pay of the average worker. I find it incredible
that this Government should be increasing its
finances in this way. It is a sectional increase
which imposes a burden upon a certain group
of people whereas it should be spread right across
the community. It is intolerable that the people
who own and drive motor vehicles have to sustain
the increases.
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I do not deny that money should be made
available for outback roads, and I do not decry
the fact that money is made available for roads
in the far north. However, I would suggest the
requirement for expenditure on roads in the north
is virtually nil, other tha 'n for maintenance. Very
few funds are required for maintenance work be-
cause 80 per cent of the roads in the north have
been upgraded from existing roads. Very little
money would be involved in road-building mate-
rials. To say that money is required for those
roads is a specious argument.

Money has been granted to this State for the
construction of main roads, but it is patently
clear from the figures that those roads are well
catered for, and funds are not required for them.

I am not suggesting the amendment now before
us deals with that aspect, but where are the
priorities of the Fraser Government in the alloca-
tion of funds for roads? The Commonwealth
road allocation for 1976-77 was increased by over
43 per cent, Surely if the Government was
doing its job, and was conscious of the size of
the increase, a proportionate sum of money would
have been made available for rural and urban
roads. Some money should be reallocated.

I believe this is one area where the Govern-
ment has fallen down. I do not want to say
very much more other than to state my opposi-
tion to the Bill. It is an imposition which should
not be countenanced by this ParliamentIt is an
imposition on the workers, and will add to the
burdens and tribulations facing the workers in
their attempt to get ahead. The action by this
Government is aided and abetted by the Federal
Government and its economic policy, which is
disastrous for this State.

The present Bill reflects the type of amend-
ment and the type of measure which this Gov-
ernment will introduce to overcome its obvious
lack of funds. It is up to'the State Government
to secure a fair and equitable distribution of the
taxes which we pay.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) [8.58 p.m.]: The
Bill now before the House is a very important
one, and it is one which every member should
oppose. The purpose of the Bill is to raise an
amount of $7.5 million from Western Australians
by means of a surcharge on existing motor vehicle
licence fees. The Western Australian motoring
public are being asked to pay this additional sum
of money because the Federal Government, which
collects the taxes of all Australians, has decided
it will not pay as much as it ought to for road
funds for Western Australia,

The Federal Government having made that
decision, what is the attitude of the Western Aus-
tralian Government? It does not turn around
and make any sort of stand against the Federal
Government, as it did when the Whitlam Govern-
ment was in power in Canberra. The present
Government made a few noises in the Press.

Mr Tonkin: Grandstanding.

Mr HARMAN: The State Government has not
done anything positive, and it has not approached
the Federal Government and asked for more
money. It has not presented to the Federal Gov-
ernment any sort of plan or proposal to convince
the Federal Government that it should provide
more money-money which is required in Western
Australia. It just accepts whatever the Federal
Government dictates.

The Government has told the people of West-
ern Australia that it does not intend to fight the
Federal Government and ask it to Increase funds;
the Government is simply asking the people to
pay an additional amount this year, and next
year, and the year after, to cover the costs of
Its requirements.

This introduces another point. The Western
Australian Government has not indicated to us
where it intends to spend the additional $7.5 mil-
lion this year, or the additional $10 million It
will raise during the next two years. Neither has
the Government said positively that the Federal
Government will not grant additional road funds
in the next two years.

It does not take very much In the way of
mental gymnastics to realise that this is another
of the commonly-called, "Court dodges". As soon
as the Premier gets into power, at the beginning
of a three-year term of Parliament, he decides
to increase as many taxes as possible during the
first year of government, notwithstanding the fact
that additional funds could become available from
the Australian Government during subsequent
years. It is as clear as crystal that as soon as the
Premier is elected to Government he increases all
sorts of taxes and charges during the first year.
That means, of course, that he does not have to
increase charges in subsequent years.

It is not necessary for all charges to be increased
during the first year of a term of office of a new
Government. The Government has not stated
where it will spend the additional money which
it intends to extract from the people of Western
Australia. Is there not some area which could
forgo roadworks during this financial year? 11
could be argued that some people may be
retrenched because of a lack of funds for road
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works, but that has not been suggested by the
Government either, That was mentioned two or
three years ago when the Whitlam Government
was in power. The previous Minister for Trans-
port tried to put fear into the hearts of people
when he claimed that the refusal by the then
Federal Minister for Transport (Mr Jones) to
increase road funds for Western Australia would
mean that workers would be retrenched, and
people would be in receipt of unemployment bene-
fits.

But we have not heard the 'present Minister
saying that in recent months. We have not heard
him telling the present Federal Minister for Trans-
port that people in Western Australia will be
retrenched, put out of work, and in receipt of
unemployment benefits because of the refusal to
increase road funds for this State.

Does it not have a hollow ring about it? Does
it not really come down to this, that the Premier
is following a course of action which he took
three years ago when, in the first year in office,
he put up every conceivable tax and charge so
that in the next two years he need, not increase
them, because he would have plenty of money
coming in, and he could say to the people, "We
have responsible financial management, our house-
keeping is good", and so on? That is what this
is all about.

I therefore think every member of Parliament
should now make a stand and protest against this
impost for the reason I have mentioned; namely,
this is just a dodge by the Government to increase
the money in the coffers so that in subsequent
Years it need not raise charges and it can try to
attract to itself the picture of a responsible Gov-
ernment with good financial housekeeping.

Let us have a look at the second reason. The
second reason can be traced back to the days
when the present Prime Minister was Leader of
the Opposition and he brought forward a docu-
ment which is now known as "Fraser's federalism
policy". As soon as that document appeared, our
present Premier was quoted on the ABC news as
saying the Fraser federalism policy was a monu-
mental decision which would have far-reaching
effects upon Western Australians.

Mr H. D. Evans: He was right, too.

Mr HARMAN: He has never said a truer word.
It certainly has had monumental effects and it will
have many more monumental effects because we
have not yet seen the full impact of the federalism
policy which the Fraser Government. -intends to
inflict on every Australian. That is the second

reason that we should protest. We should pro.
test against the obvious dodge by the Govern-
ment of this State, which it used three years ago;
and we should -protest. about this brand of financial
federalism which is being expounded by the
Liberal and National Country Parties in Canberra.

It obviously means the people will pay more
tax. We are already one of the highest taxed
people in the world, and the new federalism
policy will ensure we move higher up on that
list of countries which pay high taxes. To rue,
they are two very good reasons why we should
oppose this legislation. I do not think the Govern-
ment has really made out a case' for Western
Australians paying this impost.

We know from the record of the Federal Labor
Government that when it was in office it deplored
the dilapidated transport system which the Liberal
and National Country Parties had allowed to
degenerate for some 23 years. They loved and
wanted a dilapidated transport system. They were
at the beck and call of the oil companies to
ensure there were roads and motorcars and people
using them; but there was no evidence at all in
the 23 years of government by those two parties of
any constructive attack upon the public transport
system in Australia.

When the Whitlamn Labor Government came
to office a determined attempt was made to do
something about the public transport systems in
the capital cities. Even Western Australia was
for-tunate enough to obtain some Federal funds
to carry out feasibility studies. And one thing is
certain; that at the time it was asked to leave
the Treasury benches the Tonkin Government was
getting close to making a decision about the
future public transport system in the metropolitan
area.

But in the three years and several months since
then, no policy in relation to the public transport
system for the metropolitan area has been enunci-
ated by this Government. It does not have such
a policy. Will it ever have one? Of course not.
It is not part of the Government's philosophy or
policy to have a planned, integrated public trans-
port system. It wants to maintain the status quo
or go back to the old days when things just rolled
along with buses and trains. Some of the trains
in which people travel were built just after the
Ark; that is how old they are.

We should use the debate on this particular
Bill to make a very strong protest to the Gov-
ernment about its action. We must point out to
the Government that it should not be able to get
away with an attack of this kind upon the people
of Western Australia; and at the same time we
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should take the opportunity to criticise the Gov-
ernment for its failure to do something about
the future public transport system for the people
who live in Western Australia.

MR CRANE (Moore) (9.06 p.m.]: I would
like to express my concern and disappointment
that it has become necessary to introduce the in-
crease proposed in the legislation before the
House.

Mr B. T. Burke: Who made it necessary?
Mr H-. D. Evans; Was not this a Government

with good housekeeping?
Mr Bertram: This is financial management.

Mr CRANE: When members of the Opposition
have finished I will continue with my address.
I usually accord members opposite the courtesy
of allowing them to make their own speeches.

Mr Bertram: We are all ears.

Mr CRANE: The member for Mt. Marshall
indicated very clearly why it was necessary to
impose this increase. We know there has been
a shortage in the allocation of Commonwealth
funds and it is necessary to increase our match-
ing requirements. This is an indication that the
new federalism, which has been talked about so
much, is not working as well as we hoped it
would.

About three years ago I spoke in this House
of the need to go back to the original federalism
as envisaged by our forefathers who drew up
the Constitution. We have gone back to some-
thing which will not help us to the great extent
we hoped. I am sorry to make the criticism
from this side of the House but I entirely be-
lieve what I am saying is true; and I would
wager with anyone in this House-my cheque
book is in my pocket if any member would like
to cover $1 000-that in three years', time no
matter which party is in office, charges will in-
crease again. That is the system we have.

Mr H. D. Evans: But not by 100 per cent.

Mr CRANE: One of our greatest problems
is the fact that the Federal members of Parlia-
ment from Western Australia do not represent
us as truly as they should.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!

Mr CRANE: I am not necessarily talking
about those who are in the Government. it
makes no difference whether they are in the Gov-
ernment or in Opposition: when they reach Can-
berra they seem to become injected with a kind
of centralism which causes them to alienate them-
selves from the State they supposedly represent.

I know these are strong words and many people
will take me up on them, but the experience over
the last few years will prove what I am saying
is correct.

It is unfortunate that the fee for a driver's
licence must be increased by $2, but the Premier
is keen to balance his Budget and he has a great
record for being able to do just that.

Mr Bertram: Hie has a huge surplus.
Mr Mclver: He must if he does not spend

anything.

Mr CRANE: Pensioners in the country will

need to make their contribution also. As has
been pointed out, this is an impost on people
who have no other method of transportation but
their own motor vehicles. I am very much aware
of this because the MTT will not operate outside
of the metropolitan area, and so people who live
outside that area must use their own transport.
I feel it would have been much appreciated had
we been able to make a contribution to pen-
sioners and not increase their licence fees.

I have said earlier that the system under which
we operate will make it necessary for costs to
continue to rise. I believe it will do so as long
as the Federal Government refuses to accept its
obligation to create its own credit from its own
Reserve Bank. If this were done in a manner
similar to that in which the transcontinental rail-
way was financed, we would find much of govern-
mental needs, whether State or Federal, could be
fnanced from our own credit within our central

bank. I mentioned the other night that the Com-
monwealth Bank financed World War I to the
extent of £350 million.

Mr B. T. Burke: The Liberals started it.

Mr CRANE: That bank could do the same
thing today if only we recognised its capacity. It
seems we are not prepared to do that, and we
are carrying on with the process of taxation and
of pawning our assets to the debt merchants.

I know it is not of much use objecting to the
legislation before us, but I am most concerned
that what we are doing tonight will be repealed
regularly, probably after three years. as has been
stated. I hope I am proved to be wrong in this
respect, but I do not believe I will be.

I make my appeal on behalf of the pensioners,
and particularly those in the outlying areas. I
hope perhaps we can offer them some relief in
the not-too-distant future.

We should look very seriously at OUr trans-
port system In Western Australia. I am aware
the SWATIS report will be released soon, but
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probably it will not give us as much hope as we
are looking for. I consider the matter of metro-
politan transport should be looked at seriously.
As I have said on other occasions, I believe the
metropolitan system should be upgraded and elec-
trified.

I believe perhaps we should look to the north
for our electricity. I understand a study was
carried out at Walcott Inlet, which proved that
electricity could be provided by tidal power.
Recently we heard that thousands of millions of
dollars will be spent on the development of gas.
fields on the North-West Shelf. I do no'
criticise this; in fact I encourage it. However,
I feel we should look also at the possibility of
joining up our grid system and providing much of
our power needs from Walcott, if it is still
feasible to do so, as I believe it is.

Mr Jamieson: There could be a thermal power
station in your electorate.

Mr CRANE; Yes, perhaps there will be.

Mr Jamieson: Enough coal has been proven
there already.

Mr CRANE: I believe the only way we will
ever finance such projects is not by taking the
money from the public and charging them interest
on it, but along the lines I suggested. As I
mentioned last week, it is time we looked very
seriously at this proposition.

I would conclude by saying how sorry I am
it is necessary to increase this charge. I only
hope the people in the country, who will -feel
the greatest blow, will be able to continue. For
my own part, it will cost our family the additional
licence fee in respect of three tractors and five
motor vehicles, and that will be a considerable
impost upon the cheque book I was waving
around a moment ago. There are mans' others
who might not have to make such a contribution.
I feel in the rural industries incomes will be
declining in the coming months owing to the
fall in the price of wheat, and this additional
charge will be a severe blow to those people.

I appreciate the fact--and I am very sorry
for it-that under the present system whereby
our Commonwealth Government has once snore
-failed us, we have no alternative to this
measure.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister for Police
and Traffic) [9.16 pm.): I am obliged to the
number of members who have contributed to the
debate.

Mr Skidmore: I bet you are.

Mr O'NEIL: I did not say "thankful" but
"obliged". I believe a number of members were
overcome with the exuberance of their own
verbosity.

Mr H. D). Evans: You will give the pensioners
a concession then, won't you?

Mr O'NEIL: A considerable number of
members spoke, and a considerable number of
.suggestions were put forward, some of which
interested me greatly. However, if you will
permit me to say so, Sir, there was very little
discussion on the subject matter of the Bill,
which is the proposal to increase that part of the
registration fee of a motor vehicle called the
licence fee by an amount of some 30 per cent.
In fact, as was pointed out, this really means the
c~ost per year of putting a motor vehicle on the
road will increase by something between 30 and
12 per cent, or thereabouts, depending upon the
class of the vehicle.

We heard a great number of generalities and
a great deal of discussion on the subject of
federalism, as if this Dill proposes to introduce
a tax which would be shared by the States and
the Commonwealth-which is, of course, phase I
of the federalism scheme to put. income tax
sharing arrangements on a much surer basis than
has ever existed in the past. However,
"federalism" is apparently the 'in' word with the
Opposition at the moment, and therefore one
would not expect members opposite to lose any
opportunity to be critical of that proposal.

There was some discussion on the matter of
public transport and its problems, disabilitiesi
and inefficiencies. We also heard some talk about
inflation; and, as one would expect, we heard
some talk about the problems of that group of
people within our community generally referred
to as pensioners. Indeed, the reaction of the
Opposition, and its opposition and comments
to the measure were expected and understandable;
in fact I suppose members opposite put up the
kind of argument we on this side would raise
in similar circumstances should by some accident
we find ourselves on the side presently occupied
by the Opposition. Therefore, one could expect
their comments.

However a number of matters were raised
which need to be brought into perspective. One
such matter relates to the accusation that this is
a taxing measure.

Mr B. T. Burke: Of course it is.

Mr O'NEIL: I am glad that is what the Oppo-
sition thinks; come and join me in my kinder-
garten! The moneys raised by the imposition of

(26)
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vehicle licence fees are used specifically for the
purpose of road construction and maintenance:
they are not part of the Goverment's Revenue
Budget calculation.

Mr B. T. Burke: Who said they are?

Mr O'NEIL: There are members-and the
member for Maylands was one--who said that
the reason for our putting a surcharge on existing
licence fees was to enable us to balance the
Budget. He called this increase in the charge a
surcharge. Let me tell you, Mr Speaker, it is
not. In fact, as far as that is concerned, what
are the existing fees used for at the moment
if this is purely a surcharge on them? The
extra money proposed to be raised by increasing
licence fees will be used for the same purpose as
those moneys currently raised from that source.
Therefore, this is not a surcharge. It is a straight-
out increase in the charge.

Mr B. T. Burke: A tax.
Mr O'NEIL:- It is an increase in that part of

the charge which goes to make up the registration
fee of a motor vehicle.

Mr Tonkin: What is your definition of a tax?

Mr O'NBIL: I made the point that iat is an
imposition.

Mr Jamieson: An understatement!

Mr O'NEIUl It is an increase in an existing
charge for a specific purpose: road building.

Mr Tonkin: And because it is specific, it is
not a tax: is that your argument?

Mr O'NEIL: I made that point when I was
referring to the fact that a number of members
opposite said it was necessary to do this to balance
the Budget. The moneys raised by this legislation
are not part of the Revenue Budget of the State;
they are for a specific purpose..

Mr Bertram: If you did not keep taking huge
profits out of the Revenue Budgets, you would
not need to have this legislation.

Mr O'NEIL: No wonder the honourable mem-
ber's Government lasted only three years! He
has not the slightest knowledge of how the finances
of this State operate.

Mr Davies: You said in your introductory
speech that it was to pick up the shortfall.

Mr fYNEIL: Yes, the money made available
from the Commonwealth to the States in respect
of road funds does not come from general
revenue.

Mr Davies: We know that.
Mr O'NEIL: Then I thank the honourable

member for having more intelligence than mosi
of his colleagues. There is no-one, whether in

Opposition, in Government or outsde this place
who is happy about any increase in charges of
any kind.

Mr Bertram: I am not too sure about that.

Mr O'NEIL: Name one.

Mr Harman: You.

Mr O'NEIL: Mr Speaker, members opposite
depict me as Uriah Heep, washing my hands with
invisible soap, and gloating over the money that
will be raised by this legislation. Mr Speaker,
you are perfectly aware, as most intelligent people
are aware, that it is necessary to raise these funds
in order to maintain a reasonable road works
programme in Western Australia.

Mr H. D. Evans: And because you have such
a shocker of a Government in Canberra.

Mr O'NEIL: If I weie to look at the
way the Commonwealth Government-this
Government as well as previous Common-
wealth Governments-allocates road funds, I
think I would be as critical of the Gov-
ernment as was the then Minister for Transport
on the occasion he last attended a meeting where
loan funds were allocated to various States. In
fact, that criticism has been quoted by members
of the Opposition.

On the one hand, some members opposite say
we took no direct action or offered no criticism
of the Federal Government in respect of the
allocation and on the other hand, the lie- was
given to that allegation by members of the Oppo-
sition themselves.

If I were to be the devil's advocate, I
would produce some of the arguments which
probably were produced by the Federal Govern-
ment when it examined fund raising within States
for road works. There has been established a
body called the Bureau of Roads which I believe
has a heartless computer, from the bowels of
which comes a mathematical calculation as to
what amount of money each State should receive.

It is true that on the last occasion last year
the machine produced a completely unpalatable
figure for Western Australia and the Premier made
a special protest to the present Prime Minister,
as a result of which he received an increased
allocation of some 53.2 m 'illion which simply
restored the allocation to the figure obtaining for
the previous year. It was pure coincidence that
the increase amounted to 3.26 per cent.

it is interesting to read from a schedule which
has been duplicated for me indicating the source
of road funds for each State for the years
1973-74, 1974-75, and 1975-76. Taking the role
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of devil's advocate, let me indicate to the House
the source of road funds from each of the States
for the year 1975-76. In Western Australia,
54 per cent of the funds came from the Common-
wealth, 26 per cent was raised by the State
Government and 21 per cent by local government
authorities. The Commonwealth used that argu-
ment to point out the very small percentage-
compared with Commonwealth funds--raised
from the people in this State.

In the same year, 31 per cent of New South
Wales' road funds came from the Commonwealth.
36 per cent from the State and 33 per cent from
local government.

Mr T. H. Jones: Have not those figures changed?

Mr O'NEIL: I am quoting for the year 1975-76:
1 do not have any later figures. In Victoria, 35
per cent of road funds came from the Common-
wealth, 35 per cent from the State and 30 pei
cent from local government. In Queensland, 47
per cent of road funds came from the Common-
wealth, 22 per vent from the State, and 31 pei
cent from local government.

Mr B. T. Burke: But we have special problems
some of the other States do not have.

Mr O'NEIL: I know. I said I was being the
devil's advocate, and using the sort of arguments
advanced by the Commonwealth to insist that
the people of Weste rn Australia put their hands
into their pockets and raise more money.

Mr B. T. Burke: I am simply encouraging you
to be a little more aggressive when talking to the
Commonwealth Government.

Mr O'NEIL: In South Australia, 41 per cent
of road funds came from the Commonwealth, 36
per cent from the State and 23 per cent from
local government. In Tasmania, 50 per cent of
road funds came from the Commonwealth, 19 per
cent from the State, and 31 per cent from local
government.

That sort of information, disgorged by this com-
puter owned by the Bureau of Roads, is the basis
of the argument used by the Commonwealth, and
follows the philosophy of the Whitlam Govern-
ment that the user must pay.

-Mr H. D.- Evans: You have your hands on- the
computer now. Why don't you reprogramme it?

Mr O'NEIL: Good lord in heaven above! How
did the member for Warren ever become a mem-
ber of Parlament. This is information supplied
by the Bureau of Roads.

Mr H. D. Evans: The Whitlam Government
is not there now; what are you talking about?

Mr O'NE1L: The honourable member would
not know.

Mr H. D. Evans: Sit down!
Mr Bryce: Somebody tell the Deputy Premier

that the Liberal Party is in power in Canberra.

Mr O'NEIL: As I mentioned earlier, there was
a noticeable avoidance on the part of members
of the provisions in this legislation. I think the
member for Collie with due regard made some
reference to these provisions, but let me once
again explain what will be the impost upon people
in respect of this new charge.

Mr Harman: it will be 30 per cent.

Mr O'NEIL: It is 30 per cent of that part of
the cost of putting a vehicle on the road, which
represents the licence fee, and that is about 10
per cent or 12 per cent of the total cost. In
answer to a question from the member for Collie,
I gave a number of examples indicating how one
would equate the new charges to the normal sorts
of vehicles on the road. I gave examples of
small vehicles, medium-range vehicles and larger
vehicles. In respect of a small car, such as the
Datsun 120Y, the increase will be $7.18 per
annum which, according to the little computer I
have in my pocket, amounts to 13.8c a week.
That is the extent of the increase in the licence
fee on a small car.

Mr Davies: Plus petrol.

Mr O'NEIL:. I heard an honourable member
say, "Plus petrol". This Bill seeks to increase
the registration fee. The member for Swan said
in his dissertation that most workers in his area
would not drive small cars; they would drive
bigger vehicles.

Mr Skidmore. Only because of economic
necessity.

Mr O'NEIL: Because of economic necessity!
I read in the newspaper recently-and I sup-
lose when I receive my copy of the Road Patrol
I will get the full story-that it costs $600 a
year more to run a six-cylinder vehicle than it
does a four-cylinder vehicle. So, the economics
of it should persuade these people to drive smaller
cars, if that is their big problem.

Mr T. H. Jones: What are you driving?

Mr O'NEIL: As a matter of fact, I have a
Suzuki at home and I can only just fif into it.

Mr Bertram: That is the car your wife is
driving.

Mr O'NEIL: My wife does not drive.
Mr T. H. Jones.: I thought I saw you driving

a six-cylinder- vehicle,
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Mr O'NEIL: No, I drive an eight-cylinder car.
Mr Skidmore: What sort of environmentalist

are you?

Mr O'NEIL: I can see now why the Opposi-
tion failed to really attack the provisions con-
tained in this Bill, which seeks to increase motor
vehicle licence fees because, in essence, it is not
the savage increase which the member for Swan
depicted it.

Questions were asked by a number of members,
principally the member for Maylands, as to where
the money was going to be spent. As members
know, a road programme is finally produced. We
have not raised this money yet. The Opposition
seems to be intent on our not being able to do
it but certainly a road programme would be de-
veloped.

That brings me to another point. I remem-
ber the member for Victoria Park asking re-
cently why we did not build the Burswood Bridge.
If we did that, that is probably where a lot more
than the $10 million, which this measure is sup-
posed to raise, would be spent.

I also remember the member for Swan saying
that there is no need to spend any money on
roads in the north.

Mr Skidmore: I did not say that.
Mr Tonkin: Where are those black top ones

we are waiting for?

Mr O'NEIL: It is generally accepted-and I
think parochial Western Australians would sup-
port this point of view-t4hat our black top road
system in the south-west of this State is superior
to that which exists in most States in Australia.

Mr Tonkin: What about the Pilbara?

Mr O'NEIL: The member for Swan could not
see that there were requirements in respect of
roads in the north. He said that requirements
for roads in the north must be practically nil. I
can recall-and if I am wrong I am sure the
Opposition will put me right-that lust prior to
the last election a promise was made by the
Leader of the Opposition that the Opposition
would put a black top on the road between Port
Hedland and Broome within three years.

Mr Skidmore: Those funds are allocated from
a different source.

Sir Charles Court: It is all money.

Mr O'NEIL: I did not do an exercise on this
but I am led to understand that to do that job
would utilise the great bulk of all road funds
available to Western Australia for those three
years and probably the road would not be finished
then. In common with some members, I would

have driven over most of the roads in the north.
I have taken the opportunity to visit most towns
in the north by road. I have driven myself on
most occasions because I enjoy driving and I
believe that when visiting towns in the north it
is very important to be able to say to the people,
"We appreciate your problem because we have
driven over the roads about which you com-
plain." Too often the accusation is made of
Ministers and members that they do not travel on
the roads-they travel by air--and therefore do
not appreciate the problem.

A great deal of work has been done on roads in
the north. Throughout the Kimberley the roads,
I believe, are in excellent condition. There is

a black top road from Broome all the way through
to Fitzroy Crossing and the road from Halls
Creek to Darwin is bitumen.

Mr Barnett: All of it from Halls Creek to
Darwin?

Mr O'NEIL: Yes.
Mr Jamieson: Not quite.

Mr O'NEIL: Where is it not?
Mr Jamieson: Near Halls Creek.

Mr O'NEIL: Between Turkey Creek and Halls
Creek?

Mr Jamieson: Yes.

Mr O'NEIL: That was under construction on
the last occasion I drove over it and I was
assured it would be completed within the year.
So it is almost completed. To all intents and
purposes, other than the piece which is under
construction through the hills section, I imagine
that very shortly bitumen will be on the road.
As I understand it, the area between Fitzroy
Crossing and Halls Creek is being subjected to
a considerable amount of work, as also is the
road between the Goldsworthy turnoff and the
Broome turnoff.

The last time I drove over it was earlier this
year and some 35 kilometres of road immediately
in front of the Sandfire Tavern was sealed and
I understand the first section was opened the
day after I passed through on the side track.
Certainly it is absolutely vital that these areas
of the north be provided with a major road link
to the south, and it is the Government's intention
to proceed with that just as quickly as it can.
Certainly it was a little wishful thinking on the
part of the Opposition to indicate that that job
could have been done in three yeairs. I am not
sure how long it will take but it certainly makes
nonsense of the statement by the member for
Swan that perhaps we are concentrating too
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much on roads in the north and there is no
requirement to do so.

The other matter that was raised in respect
of this was something that does not appear in
the Bill-again I think it was used mainly as
a party political ploy--and that is the fact that
no further concessions have been granted in this
Bill to pensioners generally. In order that the
record might be accurate, I shall quote from die
provisions which now obtain in respect of con-
cessions for pensioners because, despite what the
Opposition has said, there has been recognition
of the need for special consideration to be given
to pensioners in a particular class in respect of
the difficulties they have with transport.

Mr Tonkin: You have recognised it and then
done nothing about it.

Mr O'NEIL: If the honourable member will
listen, in order that the classification of those
pensioners and their entitlements might be
recorded correctly, I should like to quote fairly
closely from my notes. Pensioners with the
greatest need to use motorcars are incapacitated
pensioners with little other means of income so
that they are on the full pension;, and the
largest group of these pensioners consists of
civilian invalid pensioners. The Western Aust-
ralian Government provides these pensioners
whose incomes are below the State minimum wage
with a 100 per cent concession on vehicle licence
fees. This is she highest concession given to
pensioners in any State. TPI repatriation pen-
sioners also receive a 100 per cent concession
on their vehicle licence fees-

Where the total inc ome of an invalid pensioner
on the full pension exceeds the State minimum
wage the pensioner is entitled to a 50 per cent
concession on vehicle licence fees. With regard
to these incapacitated pensioners, last year the
State Government liberalised the means test pro-
visions by basing the means test on the State
minimum wage in place of the much lower ba&Tc
wage and thereby enabled a larger number of
physically handicapped pensioners to qualify for
this concession.

The Western Australian Government also pro-
vides a concession on drivens' licence fees to
eligible pensioners. This concession is available
to all pensioners who hold pensioner health
service cards and they include aged, invalid serv-
ice, and widowed pensioners. The pensioners
concession on the drivers' licence fee was $2 in a
total fee of $5 and in the Bill that is now
before us we propose to increase the pensioner
concession from $2 to $4.

This measure will exempt eligible pensioners
from paying any of the proposed increase in
motor driven' licences. I might add that the
pensioner rebate of $4 on the drivers licence fee
compares favourably with the rebate in any other
State.

One other matter that came under considera-
tion was she relationship to some degree between
motor vehicle licence fees in this State and in
other States. The most recently adjusted vehicle
licence fees were in Victoria on the 1st January
of this year, and they stand way above those of
any other State and are certainly well above us
even at this stage. It is important to have regard
to the total cost of putting a motor vehicle on
the road each year because we are talking in this
Bill only about that Part of the cost which is the
vehicle registration. if one looks at the situation
which obtains in other States with regard to
other incidental costs, I think we will see that in
most respects we in Western Australia are below
the figures obtaining in other States. There is
a tendency, of course, to regard the motor vehicle
registration amount as being the registration fee.
Of course, it is not. It contains other factors,
including third party insurance.

Mr Davies: And the $4 charge.

Mr O'NEIL: And the $4 charge, which is not
uncommon. If we look at the situation with
regard to the total cost of putting a vehicle on
the road, once again for the purpose of this
exercise taking the example of the Datsun 120Y.
I think we will see that Western Australians are
still not as badly off as their counterpart in
other States. The Opposition would always have
Us say that we are all Australians, not Western
Australians or Victorians; -however, when the
argument suits them they say, "Let us not corn-
pare our situation with our brothers across the
border".

Mr Bateman: What about our sisters?

Mr O'NEIL: In New South Wales as at the
1st January this year this particular vehicle, the
Datsun 120Y four-door, cost $31.70 to license
and $93.15 for third party insurance; in Victoria
this car cost $31.90 to license-very close to New
South Wales-SI 11.30 for third party insurance
if it is within 32 kilomnetres of the Melbourne
GPO, and $85.40 third party insurance elsewhere.
In Queensland-

Mr Davies: What is that all about? What is the
32 kilometres for?

Mr O'NEIL: I have explained why I am giving.
the figures; if the honourable member was asleep
at the time that is his problem.
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Mr Davies: I said: What is the 32 kilometres
for? lIs that a special concession?

Mr O'NEIL: It is dearer. The licence fee for
Queensland is $33 and the third party insurance
is $40.10: in South Australia the licence fee is
$26, extremely low, and the third party insurance
is 571; in Western Australia the licence fee is
$24.07 and third party insurance is $42.25.

Mr Davies: You would not say that the Datsun
is a typical vehicle would you?

Mr O'NEIL: In Tasmania the licence fee is
$21.S4 and third party insurance amounts to
$56.60.

Mr Davies: That is not a typical car though.

Mr O'NEIL: I am just giving these figures as
an example; there are plenty more examples.

Mr Davies: You are choosing that car because
it suits your convenience.

Mr O'NEIL: I am saying the other information
is available and I am quite happy to give it. We
have spoken about the Datsun 120Y but we can
choose any other car we like.

Apart from that, there is A table attached here
which shows other charges; for example, the
cost of collection in New South Wales is $10
compared to Western Australia where the cost is
$4; in Tasmania the collection charge is $7.50.

Mr Bateman. What is the position in Queens-
land?

Mr O'NEIL: In Queensland there is no charge
for collection.

Mr B. T. Burke: How do they charge for col-
lection?

Mr O'NEIL: The charge is probably included
in the licence fee.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are trying to economise.
You are right off the mark.

Mr O'NEIL: I am answering a question.
The fact remains that despite what members

opposite have said, the cost of putting a vehicle
on the road in Western Australia no matter into
what class it falls is still less than anywhere else.
Secondly, it goes without saying in my view that
each State, with the possible exception of Queens-
land and South Australia, can be expected to
increase motor vehicle licence fees this year.

Mr T. H4. Jones: You only think that.

Mr O'NEIL: I believe that is a fair bet. I have
not checked the figures with the member for
Moore, but I believe, in common with other
charges in respect of raising funds for road pur-
poses, that one can naturally expect other States

will fallow suit. Mr Speaker, I believe I have
touched-

Mr T. H. Jones: What about our request to
look at pensioners again? You have not mentioued
that. Not only have I made that request but
other speakers have asked the Government to
look at pensioners.

Mr O'NElL: One is always sympathetic to the
plight of pensioners. I have already pointed out
a number of concessions that have been pranted
within the last year, and in this Bill, to pensioners
who receive some kind of consideration, In fact
the measures taken last year embrace considerably
mare pensioners than had previously been covered.
So the accusation that we are not concerned about
pensioners is not founded on fact.

There is a document from which the member
f or Victoria Park quoted which referred to the
committee giving deep consideration to all kinds
of pensioner situations that exist at the present
time and which compare with other States. They
were made available to the Commonwealth and
I would hazard a guess that a considerable number
of those recommendations have in fact been put
into effect. We passed a Bill quite recently in this
House giving exemptions to pensioners in respect
of those matters which related to water rates and
local government rates. There are other conces-
sions which have been granted in respect of
electricity charges. However, it always seems to
me that the moment one starts granting exemp-
tions there is someone who is just across the
border who is most critical of it, and someone
who falls within the exemption and says it is
not quite enough.

Therefore, the Government cannot be accused
of neglecting the problems of pensioners. I did
conduct an exercise--and I know that one does
not measure the plight of pensioners in money
terms--but if we take the situation where the
increase in licence fees for this very small Datsun
car amounted to something like 13.8c per week,
then the category of pensioners who in fact already
have a benefit either do not pay anything at all
if they fall within the category of. 100 per cent
exemption, or those in the 50 per cent exemption
category pay something like' 6.9c per week.

So we are not looking at a very serious impost
upon those who are already covered. We must
have regard also to the fact that in respect of
the vehicle drivers' licence fee, of course, pen-
sioners have been entirety exempt from the
increase.

I wish to pay particular attention to the com-
ments that were made by the member for Avon
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because I believe his contribution, whilst not so
much an the Bill itself, did have some relation
to the problems which fall within my responsi-
bility as Minister for Traffic, I believe members
are aware that the Road Traffic Act contains the
schedule which sets the vehicle licence fees
and the like, Of course, the money is for my
colleague, the Minister for Transport, who runs
the Main Roads Department, but I was inter-
ested in the comments raised by the member for
Avon because he related his comments to some
of the problems which fall more within my
responsibility.

He said that he hoped some of the funds which
were raised under this scheme would in faet be
used for improved driver training. I will be
introducing into this House, I trust in the not-t oo,
distant future, a number of amendments to the
Road Traffic Act apart from this one, which will
in fact answer some of the questions the honour-
able member has raised. We are looking very
closely at a different method of funding the opera-
tions of the National Safety Council, other than
from the Main Roads Department, once again
in order to ensure that the great bulk of the
money raised by the motorist is used on the
roads, It will be my desire to implement some
of the suggestions that have been made in respect
of better driver education and particularly in the
field of motor cyclists. I recall passing through
the phase where mhotor cycles were very popular,
and then for a period of time we had those-

Mr Bryce: Brohm, brohmsl

Mr O'NEIL: --scooter bikes, and the motor
cycle disappeared. We are now back to the era
of the, motor cycle. I can recall In the early
days that riders of motor cycles were referred to
as "temporary Australians on murder cycles", and
I think the name has come back. ,It Is a great
pity, of course, that the affluence of our society
enables our young people to be able to afford
to buy these hit-powered machines at a time
when they are not as steady as they might be
and when they have. not had sufficient experience
in driving. So it is hoped that we can introduce
some kind of special training for motor cyclists,

The National Safety Council has already devised
a crash avoidance course. I do not know whether
the member for Avon is still a member of the
National Safety Council, but he will probpbly
be aware of its proposals, which I believe we
might be able to do something about.

Whilst it is true that it is not the best way to
measure the effectiveness of traffic education and
control by using the figures concerning fatalities,

it is significant that although last year was regarded
as a reasonably good year in respect of road
fatalities, this year-and let us hope it slays ais
way or improves-the number of fatalities on our
woads in the country and in the city is 11 down
at this stage on what it was at the same time last
year. I think this is a great tribute to officers
of the RTA for their policing of the roads and
certainly to the efforts of the National Safety
Council in its endeavours to educate drivers to
stay alive. I commend the Bill to the House.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [9.51 p.m.]: It is very
disappointing that members on the Government
side are not jumping to their feet to speak to
this Bill. I will refer to the very sad speech
made by the member for Moore who said that it
was not much use objecting to this legislation.
This underlines the powerlessnes and the impotence
of this place if a member of Parliament, whose
vote is needed to give a measure the substance of
law, believes that really there is not much point
in his speaking on the matter because he is
powerless. This does emphasise the sad fact: and
we are concerned that members such as the mem-
bers for Cottesloe, Clontarf, and Mundaring have
not seen fit to speak to such an important measure.
Week after week and month after month they
will occasionally bestir themselves to interject,
hut not to speak to a measure of great importance.
This indicates the reason for the sad comments
by the member for Moore.

This measure is a measure of the "new federal-
Ism" and we remember that before Malcolm
Fraser came to power his chief supporter in the
Liberal Party throughout Australia was the Prem-
ier. He has backed the Prime Minister to the
fullest extent as he has backed the "new federal-
ism", and this measure is an indication of
the "new federalim"-this idea that there shall
be some kind of sharing. We notice a very
humorous comment made by the Premier when
he moved the second reading of the Bill. HeI
said that this was part of the Federal Govern-
ment's anti-inflationary policy. What a wry and
comic remark to make about a taxing measure
that increases the costs upon the Motoring public
who, as the member for Gosnells said, in his
eloquent way, are forced to -use private vehicles
because they have no adequate substitute.

This is another example of "ad hocery" and of
a Government not planning for the future. The
discredited system of freeways which, all over
the world, have been shown to be inadequate, is
still being pursued by the Government. The
metropolis of Perth is many miles behind what
is needed if we are to use the freeway system.
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Mr Clarko: We need freeways.

Mr TONKIN: Why not build them then?
Mr Clarko: We are. Look at the Mitchell

Freeway.

Mr TONKIN: The position is that we have
fewer than a quarter of the freeways required for
a city of this size, given overseas car ratios. The
fact remains that our ratio per head of popula-
tion is much higher and therefore we need more
freeways than do comparable cities overseas.

Mr Clarko: Do you support more freeways?

Mr TONKIN: No. I am saying that freeways
have been shown not to be efficacious in moving
traffic. In those countries where the system has
been tried it is not working. However, even if
we were building freeways at four or five times
the present rate, it is doubtful whether we would
be able to keep up with the demand.

There are other methods and systems. The
Olivero system should be tried. The Main Roads
Department should study this one and give it a
go because the problem is not that arterial roads
are full: they are empty most of the time. The
problem involves the intersections. If we have
vertical separation at intersections we may well
solve the problems of our arterial roads.

All this indicates that planning is required. We
must look ahead. At the present time the CGoy-
erment is merely reacting to a daily and monthly
series of crises, and one of the manifestations of
that reaction is this increase in charges.

From our point of view the worst aspect-.
do not think this would cut much ice with many
Government membrs-is that these taxes are
regressive. They do not take any cognisance ot
a person's ability to pay. It does not matter
whether a Datsun or Holden is owned by a
pensioner, realising that most pensioners do not
receive any concession. It does not matter
whether the motorcar is owned by the average
pensioner who does not receive the concession,
by a person on a minimum wage, by a person on
$ 10 000 a year, or by a person on $50 000 a year.
Each one pays the same amount and if a person
is on a lower income he pays a much higher
percentage of that income. Therefore it is a
regressive tax. *It particularly hits the poor people
and we are concerned with regressive taxation.
We believe that those with a greater capacity to
pay more should do so.

Mr Clarko: It charges a man with a Fairlane
more than a man with a Datsun.

Mr TONKIN: All that indicates is that the
Fairlane will do more damage to the road than

the Datsun. The point is that whether the Datsun
is owned by a person almost penniless, a person
on a minimum wage, or a person on $50000 a
year, the same amount of tax will be paid by
each. Therefore it is certainly not progressive
taxation.

I am amazed at the member for Karrinyup
who has some claim to being an academic. I do
not know whether the fact that he taught at a
secondary teachers' college makes him an aca-
demic. I suspect that the people at the university
would regard him as a poor relation. However,
a lecturer at a tertiary institution says that this is
a progressive tax. I suggest that he should go
back to a second-year high school class and ask
any of the 14-year-old boys or girls what they
think. They would tell him that it is a regressive
tax and not a progressive tax. I am amazed at
the ignorance of the honourable member in a
simple matter like this. This is not a complex
question at all. It is a regressive tax and it hits
the people on lower incomes for which reason
we are concerned about it.

We believe the Government should plan for
the future. It should not just react in an ad hoc
way to every situation which arises. It should
not necessarily follow the carrot of the freeway
hoping that it will solve traffic problems, because
it has been shown that freeways have not solved
traffic problems overseas.

We must get more value from the dollars raised
for the roads, and the way to do that is to
look for alternatives. I commend the Olivero,
system to the Government because it is well
worth studying. It has been tried in other Places
and certainly the only comment I heard from
the Main Roads Department when there was some
discussion about the Narrows Bridge was a cynical
and slighting remark by some officer who simply
said that be thought it was a joke. That is about
all the credence he gave to it. They were not
his exact words, but in essence it is what he said.
In other words there was no attempt to take the
whole concept. seriously. All concepts should be
studied seriously because clearly the motor vehicle
is a monster which must be controlled. At the
moment it is controlling us- We are reacting to
it and we must devise unique ways to solve the
problem.

The problem has been tackled overseas, and
once more the findings are not being followed.
What we need in Western Australia is a very
good study of the transport needs in toto of the
metropolitan area, looking at various options and
not being so narrow as to use longitudinal think-
ing to cxaminc the problems, and try to solve the
problems in a conventional manner.
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We have to be really imaginative and look at
the possibility of overseas experience, and realise
that countries overseas which have adopted the
systems we are trying to adopt have found them
not to be successful. We should be able to look
at those problems and try out new methods; try
out experimental Olivero exchanges. We should
become a pioneer in this area, rather than just
following the rest of the world long after research
has discredited some of our ideas for coping with
traffic problems.

MR CARR (Geraldton) 110.02 p.m.]: The Gov-
ernment has suggested to members that the cause
of this Bill is the reduced allocation of roads
funds from the Commonwealth Government. I
will join other members who have criticised the
Federal Government allocation to this State. The
increase was 3.26 per cent in roads funds for the
year. However, if we look a little closer at the
allocation we find there is more to it than at first
meets the eye. It would appear the average
national allocation was 8.8 per cent, and Western
Australia fared very badly with an allocation of
5.6 per cent less than the average of the other
States.

If we look further, and refer back to the pre-
vious year, will will see that with the nil increase
last year we are looking at 3.26 per cent in two
years. We are are all well aware of the fact that
inflation has been running at 12 per cent and 13
per cent in the last two years. Of course, the in-
flation rate in Western Australia, when compared
with the national figure, is considerably worse.

I will refer particularly to the breakup of the
different allocations, and I will quote figures from
the report of the Executive Committee of the
Country Shire Councils' Association of Western
Australia. The report contains a table of the
Commonwealth roads funds allocations in Western
Australia, and it breaks up the allocations into
national highways, and other rural and urban-
local, and arterial roads. In the case of national
highways, there has been a considerable increase
of $6 million, or 43 per cent. The other section of
the table refers to roads under the headings, rural
arterial, rural local, urban arterial, and urban
local. In that table we find there is a decrease from
$43.610 million in 1976-77 to $39.18 million in
1977-78. That is a decrease of $4.428 million or,
in percentage terms, a decrease of 10.15 per cent. I
might mention there is an error in the table of
figures which suggests there is a positive increase
of 10.15 per cent, but it is quite obvious the
difference is a decrease.

So, in this most important area for Western
Australia of rural arterial, rural local, urban

arterial, and urban local roads we have a decrease
of 10.15 per cent which involves $4.428 million.

It may be argued that to take out national
highways is an injustice but, after all, they are
a national responsibility and we do have vast
lengths of national highways in this State. It is
reasonable that the maintenance of those roads
should be a national responsibility.

I would like to express my appreciation to the
Deputy Premier for quoting from a paper put
out by the Bureau of Roads. In so doing, be
clarified an argument I had with the Premier in
this House two weeks ago. At that time the
Premier was emphatic on the point that it was
Mr Whitlamn who said that Western Australia
an d South Australia were getting too much money.
I made the point it was the Bureau of Roads
that made the comment. Our remarks appear at
page 78 of Hansard and they read as follows-

Sir Charles Court: No, Mr Whitlamn was
the man who said that South Australia and
Western Australia were getting too much.

Mr CARR: That was not Mr Whitlam-
it was the Bureau of Roads.

Sir Charles Court: No, it was Mr Whitlam.

Mr CARR: It was the Bureau of Roads,
as I am sure the Premier is well aware.

I thank the Deputy Premier for his contribution,
proving my point to be correct.

Mr O'Connor: Are you sure that it was not
both Mr Whitlamn and the Bureau of Roads that
made the comment? I think the Prime Minister
at the time also made the statement.

Mr CARR: I am not sure, but I stand to be
corrected if the Minister can produce evidence
to show that is so. The Premier was not aware
the Bureau of Roads had made the statement.

The point which needs to be made is that the
Federal Government is making the States bear
the burden of fighting inflation. The Federal
Government was elected on the great cry that
it would solve inflation by pruning Government
expenditure. The Federal Government is not
only prepared to do that at its own level, and
is not only prepared to reduce funds for educa-
tion, social security, and the like, but it is also
asking the States to bear a substantial portion of
the fight against inflation-a fight it is clearly
losing. Quite clearly the Federal Government is
not making any substantial inroads into the fight
against inflation, and it is determined to force
the States to bear a cut in expenditure funds.

The philosophy of the Federal Government
seems to be to hand back to the States as much
responsibility as is possible. That seems to be
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the philosophy of the new federalism: to make
the States responsible for as much as possible.
Unfortunately, the corollary is that the States
are not getting sufficient funds to enable them
to carry that responsibility. We have the situation
where the Federal Government is handing over
responsibilities without providing the States with
sufficient funds to move into the breach.

.The Federal Government is taking this action
on the philosophy that we must not harm private
enterprise, and the way to promote a private enter-
prise investment-led recovery is to prune Govern-
ment spending. However, the Federal Govern-
ment does not seem to realise that by pruning
Government expenditure it is pruning the work
that would go to private industry, which would
result in Federal money being available for the
construction of roads, schools, hospitals, etc.
Such work would provide more Government con-
tracts to private industry. The present policy of
the Federal Government is doing tremendous
harm to the private enterprise sector. If the
Government does not wake up and do something
to stimulate the private sector by increased Gov-
ernment spending, it simply cannot continue.

Mr Laurance; By increasing the deficit?

Mr CARR: Quite frankly, if the alternative is
a slightly increased deficit or a worsening of em-
ployment, I would like to see the deficit increased,
if it were part of a plan to get Government pro-
jects off the ground so that those industries in
dire straits would be able to employ people.

I suppose the member for Gascoyne and I
simply disagree on a point of philosphy. He
sees keeping the deficit down as having a greater
priority' than stimulating the economy and pro-
viding employment; I see it the other way around.
We have had this argument many times and I
do not think we need to take up the time of the
House with it again.

Mr Laurance: Perhaps we can agree to disagree.

Mr CARR; That is what I said.
I would like to turn to the allocation of road

funds in Western Australia to match the Com-
monwealth road funds, and I quote again from
the same document-

The above Commonwealth funds are ad-
ditional to the quota expenditure which the
State is required to. provide from its own
resources. The amount for 1977/78 is to
be set at $39.8 m. This is a minimum amount.
The quota expenditure is allocated to the
urban or rural categories by the State ac-
cording to its own priorities.

I have previously in this House criticised the
State Government-and I do so again-for the
priorities it has shown in its allocation of funds.
The Commonwealth -in fact made substantial
increases in some of the categoris-an increase
of 17.5 per cent for rural arterial roads, 18.7 per
cent for rural local roads, and 72.9 per cent for
urban local roads.

The important point is the Federal Govern-
ment was recommending that considerable in.
creases be made in the funds which would nor-
mally go to local authorities to enable them to
proceed with their road programmes. The Fed-
eral Government provided a decrease of 46 per
cent for urban arterial roads; that is, in effect,
freeways. As I have said previously, I under-
stand that is based on a questioning throughout
Australia of the role of freeways. We in Western
Australia seem to be freeway mad, and I agree
with the member for Morley that we should be
exploring alternative urban road systems.

Apparently we have a decision from the Fed-
eral Government that less money would be al-
located to this State for freeways and more money
would be allocated in other areas; and the State
Government has allocated its own funds largely
to fill up that gap for freeways at the expense
of funds available to local authorities for local
roads. In spite of the fact that we had an in-
crease of 18.1 per cent for rural local roads and
72.9 per cent for urban local roads, local author-
ities have received an increase of only 4.85 per
cent. That clearly shows the syphoning into
urban freeways of State Government funds which
should have gone to local authorities, and I sug-
gest it is an unfortunate trend and one which is
causing considerable concern in many country
areas.

I attended the annual conference of the Country
Shire Councils' Association on the 2nd August,
at which several shires made the comment that
they had not received an increase in road funds
during the last four years. This situation is
causing them tremendous concern and trouble, and
difficulty in meeting their road commitments. It
means they must increase their rates to make
up for the shortfall in funds they do not have,
in order to proceed with their road programmes.

Several of the shires also related the failure
to increase their road grants to the question of
licence fees which they have lost. Sonic four
years ago the shires were able to collect the
licence fees *and apply them directly to their
road programmes. They do not now have that
revenue available to them. Licence fees have in-
creased by something like 90 per cent in those
four years, so a source of income-which, if the
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shires still had it, would have improved their
position by 90 per cent-is no longer available
to them.

It is true, as the Premier said in a previous
debate, that the money collected from licence fees
is being channelled into road funds, but that is
no consolation to a shire which has not had an
increase in road funds. A shire which has lost
its licence fees and has seen its population, num-
ber of cars, and miles of roads increased but at
the same time no increase in road funds, is in
a poor position, and this is a matter to which
the Government should give attention.

It is the country areas, particularly, which are
suffering as a result of this measure. These are
the areas with poor communications and the least
money available to improve their facilities. This
demonstrates a degree of contempt by State and
Federal Governments foi the people who live In
country areas. The 30 per cent increase hits
most at country people.

The first point I make is country people have
more motor vehicles on a per capita basis. The
member for Moore mentioned the number of licen-
ces he has to take out for tractors, farm vehicles,
and the like. So someone who has several vehicles
is obviously hit more than someone who has only
one motorcar. People in some country towns are
more likely to have two motorcars per family
than are people in the metropolitan area. This
follows from the fact that in many country areas
there is no public transport, whereas in the metro-
politan area people have an alternative.

The hitting of. the country people which goes
on day after day at State and Federal Govern-
ment levels was again demonstrated in the Federal
Budget by the increase of tiIc a gallon for
petrol. The Government will refer to what
the Whitlamn Government did in regard to the fuel
taxing scheme. I acknowledge those decisions
were not in the interests of country people. I
was not in Parliament at that time but had I been
in Parliament I would have been critical as I am
now of the Federal Government for increasing the
burden on country people as far as travel costs
are concerned. Not only will they have poor
roads to travel on by virtue of the reduced road
funds but they will also have an increase in
freight rates, and as increases are on a per gallon
basis the further the goods are carted the higher
the freight differential resulting from the increase
will be. It sickens me to see measure after
measure being introduced by this Government and
another Government of the same colour in Can-
berra hitting at the country people in this State.

I want to make one final point. It has been
said by the Government that this increase in
licence fees was introduced in order to meet the
road funds bill for this year. It was implied
that if the increase in licence fees did not take
place the money which has been allocated to the
roads programme would not have been available.

I quote the Commissioner of Main Roads who,
when attending the Country Shire Council's Asso-
ciation conference on the 2nd August, said very
clearly to a gathering of something like 300 people
that in the 1977-78' programme the funds needed
to finance the agreed road programme were
available without this increase. He said that
looking ahead to future years funds would not
be available from other sources to meet the
expected road programmes and it was anticipated
an increase in licence fees would be required next
year or the year after to meet the programme.
He was quite emphatic. I do not want to be
critical of him because he was obviously repre-
senting the Government and stating the Govern-
mnent's policy. He was being- as loyal as he could
be to the Government but it came out quite
clearly and without any mistake that the Govern-
ment does not need the funds involved in this
increase to pay for its 1977-78 road Programme.

Mr Shalders: When you say they are not
required, do you mean the matching funds from
Canberra?

Mr CARR: The figure arrived at for Western
Australia of $39.8 million and the amount from
Canberra were available without this increase. So
it seems to me we have the situation where the
Premier knew he could wait until next year to
Introduce the increase but he thought that was
too close to an election, and the year after that-
was much too close to an election, so if any
increase was in the offing he would put the licence
fees up straightaway, as soon as possible after. the
last election, to give the people three years to
forget about it.

Mr H. D. Evans: And fill up the piggy bank.

Mr CARR: Yes, and fill up the piggy bank, so
the Premier can ihen say all sorts of things
about responsible administration and the like.

I oppose the legislation, particularly because of
the severe burden it will impose on country people.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
[10.20 pm.]: In view of the fact that I intro-
duced the measure on behalf of my colleague, I
am still its official sponsor and therefore I will
close the debate.
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I want to be. very brief, but I must point out
that members opposite seem to have missed a
number of very salient points and these points
should be mentioned before we vote on the second
reading.

Only a few days ago in this place we were
being blamed about unemployment and the fact
that the Government should make more money
available for unemployment.

Mr Pearce: For employment.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We should make more
money available to cure unemployment or to
reduce unemployment, if the honourable member
wants to be pedantic.

Mr Pearce: Accurate.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I just wanted to remind
members opposite that they said the Government
should make more money available to abate the
unemployment situation, or to create employment,
whichever phrase they prefer.

Although my colleague did his best to remind
members that the whole purpose of the increase
in licence fees is to put more money into the
road funds, members opposite seem to have for-
gotten this.

Mr H. D. Evans: It should have come from
the Federal Government.

Mr T. H. ]ones: We are not arguing that, but
this is obtaining monet, from the wrong source.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I[have expressed myself
in strong terms about the amount of money we
have been allocated for roads by the Federal
Government; not only the proportion of the avail-
able funds allocated to Western Australia, but
also about the amount allocated for roads through-
out the whole of Australia.

I remind members opposite also that the real
rot started a long time ago in regard to this
problem;, it started when we broke away from
the original formula whereby the funds were
shared partly on a population basis and partly
on an area basis.

Subsequently, when the Bureau of Roads
became powerful, it put up a proposition which
would have completely annihilated Western Aus-
tralia. At that time the then Prime Ministei
(John Gorton) intervened and made a political
decision, quite independent of the bureau's
decision, at least to give Western Australia some
relief from what would have been a punitive
situation- It was not enough then, and the posi-
tion has worsened since.

I remind members opposite again that during
the life of the Whitlam Government, it was Prime

Minister Whitlam who said Western Australia
and South Australia were receiving too much of
the road fund's cake.

Mr Bryce: That decline started in 1969.

Sir CHARLES COURT: At that time Prime
Minister Whitlain was very emphatic, and he
also made the memorable statement that Western
Australia did not need as much money for roads
as did the other States because we did not have
any big rivens. We had to remind Mr Whitlamn
that during flood periods in this State some of
these rivers become miles wide and we have to
work towards a programme to provide roads that
are usable in all weather situations. I remind
opposition members of some of these facts.

The present Federal Government has carried on
and built on the situation that was created then
and of course, until someone in Canberra has
the good sense to rethink this roads funds alloca-
tion system completely, we will remain at a dis-
advantage.

Mr T. H-. )ones: Can you not persuade them?
Sir CHARLES COURT: It is a fact that Mr

Whitlam said more money should go to the areas
of greater population, because these areas had
greater needs. One road about which he had
an obsession was the highway between Melbourne
and Sydney. He wanted to detour the highway
on an expensive and extravagant basis. Such a
detour would have cost a fortune to build, and
no doubt the then Prime Minister was hoping it
would be called the Whitlamn highway.

One of the problems we have today commenced
with the trend I have referred to. The other
States-are receiving a much higher percentage of
the total roads funds allocation than we are. We
will not even receive the average, which is over
8 per cent; instead we are to receive 3.26 per
cent.

Regardless of that matter, I wish to come back
to two points. The first is this: Do members
opposite want us to cut back the road programme
and sack men?

Mr T- H. Jones: Nobody suggested that.
Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: If this legislation does

not go through, hundreds of men will be sacked.
Mr Jamieson: That is nonsense and you know

it.
Mr T. H. Jones: It has not been suggested.

Sir CHARLES COURT- What else arc mem-
bers opposite suggesting with their opposition to
the Bill?

Mr T. H. Jones: We are suggesting that the
money should come from another place.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind members
to examine their consciences. Do they want
hundreds of men sacked? The money to be
raised through this legislation is to build roads.

Mr T. H. Jones: We never said tbat--be fair
there.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course members
opposite have said it, because they are opposing
the Bill.

Mr T. H. Jones: Not on that basis.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If the Bill is defeated,
the men will not be employed.

Mr Jamieson: That does not accord with what
you said.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, it does
not matter what has been said from the other side
of the House. The simple fact is that the money
to be raised through this legislation will go into
building roads, and if the money is not available
to build roads, men will have to be sacked.

Mr H. D. Evans: It is all the fault of Canberra.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The second point that
has been missed tonight is that members on the
other side would be the first to criticise the Gov-
ernment if road programmes were not proceeded
with at a certain level. Road programmes can-
not be proceeded with at a Certain level if we
do not have the money. We have all admitted
that we should have received more money from
the Federal pool but that is another issue. We
will not receive more money from the Federal
pool so we must obtain It from here.

The member for Ceraldton amazes me because
he does not seem able to comprehend the most
simple sums. I am sure he did not even teach
second grade arithmetic. The question omatch-
ing money is one thing, and the question of money
for the roads programme is another. Tat is avery important difference. The money to be raised
by this legislation will go into roads and it will
be a means of employing people.

Mr Carr: The people from the Main Roads
Department said the money is already there; you
do not need it this year.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The lack of under-
standing of the member for Geraidlon just amazes
me. Again he has put his foot Into his own
mouth.

Mr Canr: Perhaps the Premier will clearly and
logically tell me where I am wrong.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Geraldton is confusing matching money with
money going into roads.

Mr Jamieson: He never said anything like that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The extent to which
the money coming from this source will be ex-
ceeded by what is needed for matching moneys
means that the other money will go in to boost
the roads programme. Surely the member for
Geraldton can understand that. This money does
not go into Consolidated Revenue; the Treasurer
does not get his hands on it for the purpose of
the Consolidated Revenue Budget at all.

Mr T. H. Jones: Just as well.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Quite apart from the

fact of creating employment and maintaining em-
ployment, I come back to the point that we
must keep up a roads programme-

Mr H. D. Evans: You embraced the federalism
concept.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -if we want to have
the necessary money to keep up a necessary level
of road works, not only from the point of view
of employment, but also to provide the service
that the people demand. I hope sincerely that
this Bill is passed so that we can get on with the
job.

Mr H. D. Evans: We are seeing the new
federalism now.

Question put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassel
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes 29
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mensaros
O'Connor
Old
O'Neil
Rushton
Sibson
Sodeman
Spriggs
Stephens
Tubby
Watt
Williams
Young
Shalders

Noes 19
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

(Teller)
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pairs
Ayes Noes
Mr Ridge Mr T. 1. Burke
Dr Dadour Mr Taylor
Mr Nanovich Mr Wilson

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Mr O'Neil (Minister for Police and
Traffic) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 3 put and passed.

Clause 4: Second Schedule amended-

Mr T. H, JONES.- Clause 4 of the Bill im-
poses the additional charges and I want to make
it clear that although we have not argued the
Bill clause by clause, it does not mean that we
so along with it, as we are opposed to all the
clauses. I want to make it clear that nowhere in
the debate did the Opposition suggest theme should
be a curtailment of the road programme.

Sir Charles Court: You could have fooled me.

Mr T. H. JONES: What we did suggest is
that we should be seeing all these great benefits
and boom conditions flowing from the new fed-
eralism policy of the Fraser Government. The
Premier has been one of the greatest supporters
of this federalism concept and it is time we re-
ceived some results. The Opposition never sug-
gested there should be any curtailment of the
road programme, but what we are suggesting is
that funds are coming from the wrong source.
They are coming from the motorists of Western
Australia and this should not be.

I take the Premier to task on this point, as
he well knows that when a similar Bill was before
the House in 1974, the Whitlamn Government was
denigrated left, right and centre and it took the
impact of the then Opposition's complaints when
the charges were applied in 1974. All we have
at the moment is the Premier saying it is because
of the attitude of the Federal Government. Why
does he not change that attitude? If the Premier
is as powerful as he thinks he is, it is time he did
something and showed us the results of federalism.
The Premier cannot deny he is a supporter of
federalism.

Sir Charles Court: And I still am.

Mr T. H. JONES: Since the Court Govern-
ment came to power we have not seen any bene-
fils.

Mr Shalders: You have a guaranteed return
of funds from the Commonwealth Consolidated
Revenue.

Mr T. H. JONES: Now the member for
Murray wants to make some comments. At least
some members made a contribution during the
second reading stage. I assume, due to his
silence, he goes along with the increases and is
not worried about the people in his electorate.
At least the member for Mt. Marshall and others
were game enough to get to their feet and in-
dicate they were concerned and perturbed for
the Western Australian motorists. The member
for Murray did not take advantage of the second
reading debate, but he can still speak to the
third reading stage.

The Premier suggested the Opposition got a
number of salient paints wrong. I think the
Minister for Police and Traffic did a very poor
job tonight. I can give him only one out of 10
for his performance. He is one of the Ministers
we usually hold in high regard, but he got right
away from the Bill and wrongly suggested that
we did not know what the Bill meant. We know
what it means and we expressed opposition to
it, which can be clearly seen by the number of
Opposition speakers who took part in the debate.

We are concerned that there is no provision for
pensioners. The Premier said it was a small
amount, but for them it is a big increase. The
former Minister has said previously they should
he receiving some relief and we were disappointed
there was nothing in this Bill to assist them. I
will take the opportunity to inform the Pensioners'
League of Western Australia of the attitude of
the Government members who have spoken to
this Bill. The Government can rest assured that
organisation will receive copies of the speeches
of the Government members who were game
enough to get to. their feet. I am sure the pen-
sioners will realise the Opposition is very con-
cerned and that the Court Government obviously
has little concern for them.

The Minister mentioned the concessions for
electricity charges, water rates, and shire rates.
This is a mere pittance. It is costing this State
little 'and in money terms it does not mean much
for the pensioners. It is, a poor performance
when we consider the under-privileged people. If
members of the Government were pensioners I
wonder how they would feel, and whether they
would be happy tonight. How would they like
to receive $140 a fortnight and have to look
after a wife and run a car? They would not be
smiling as they are now.

Mr Shalders: Remember it is their grand-
children who would be unemployed if this Bill
were beaten.

Mr T. H. JONES: Once again I say that the
Opposition made no suggest ion that there should
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be a curtailment of the road programme. We
oppose this clause and the entire measure, and
we are bittetly disappointed that at least some
consideration was not given to the plight of the
pensioners.

Mr SKIDMORE: I wish to comment on re-
marks attributed to me by the Deputy Premier,
and also on remarks made by the Premier in
respect of road funds. I wish to quote from the
Commonwealth Record 2:28, of the 18th to the
24th July, 1977, in respect of the national roads
programme for Western Australia. I quote as
follows-

24 July 1977-The Minister for Transport,
the Hlon. P. J. Nixon, today approved a
major works program for Western Australia
national highways for 1977-78. Mr Nixon
said the program would involve Common-
wealth expenditure of $21.02m this financial
year. He said:
Legislation to provide non-repayable grants
to the States for roadworks over the three
years 1977-78 to 1979-80 would be intro-
duced into Parliament during the Budget
sittings. The Government has already an-
nounced that it will provide a total of $475m
to the States for roadworks in 1977-78 and
will maintain this real level of effort for the
following two years.

Western Australia will receive $60.Z2m for
1977-78 with $21.02m to be spent on the
national roads within that State. This com-
pares with a Commonwealth national roads
allocation of $14.69m during 1976-77, and
represents an increase of just over 43 per cent.

So 43 per cent is the increase in the funding for
national roads in Western Australia. Let us
consider this as it applies to the national roads
in the north-and this is where I want the posi-
tion to be made clear so there will be no mis-
understanding in the mind of anyone who reads
the remarks of the Deputy Premier.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the member for Swan
to make certain that he relates this directly to
clause 4 of the Bill.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am pleased you pointed
that out, Sir, as it is my intention to show it is
irelevant to the intention. of clause 4, which
covers the schedule of increases, because it has
been assumed the money to be raised is needed
to carry out these works. I am pointing out that
the money to be raised is not needed to do these
works because it has been provided already by
Federal funding in another way. -We are receiv-
ing an increase of 43 per cent, certainly in one
section.

Therefore, it is very pious indeed for the Gov-
ernment to say jobs will be forfeited if the Bill
is defeated, because further on in the same article
Mr Nixon said-

This means that $5;25m. is now available
to Western Australia during the three months
until the end of September for spending on
the national roads projects which I approved
as being eligible for Commonwealth assist-
ance during 1977-78. These funds will be
wsed for maintenance and Clonstruction pro-
jects on the Perth to South Australian border
(Great Eastern and Eyre) and Perth to North-
ern Territory border (Great Northern)
national highways.

I raise that issue because the matter of funding
contained in clause 4 is the heart of the whole
issue, as the clause increases licence fees to pro-
vide for funds for roads, and it has been sug-
gested the Opposition wants to defeat the Bill and
to create unemployment. Yet the Government
has received an Increase of 43 per cent in fund-
ing.

Mr O'Neil: That is only on national roads. It
Is only one category.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister raised the issue;
not 1.

Mr O'Neil: It is only one category.

Mr SKIDMORE: That is exactly why I am
taking him to task.

Mr O'Connor: There has been an 80 per cent
reduction in other areas.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not know whether that
is true: I am taking the Premier to task for
saying the Opposition is seeking to subject the
people of Western Australia to unemployment by
opposing the Bill. I am pointing out that he
has an increase of 43 per cent in the funds for
national roads: so why does ha not employ work-
ers in that area?

Sir Charles Court: That is only a tiny part of
the programme.

Mr O'Connor: The total funds have not Increas-
ed.

Mr SKI DMORE: I am not talking about the
total funds: I am talking about the Premier's
remarks. HeI raised the issue, and I am putting
it to him that there would be no risk of unem-
ployment if we were to spend the money that
has been made available for national roads.

In respect of the Deputy Premier's misquoting
moe on the matter of northern roads, I did not
say they do not need attention. I said they need
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a minimum amount of attention because most of
them are constructed out of natural soil.

Sir Charles Court: Oh!
Mr SKIDMORE- Let the Premier accompany

me on a trip similar to one I made within the
last three years, and I will show him that once
one gets off the main roads one finds very few
roads, other than those at creek crossings, which
require any base other thati the natural materials
which are available on the spot.

Sir Charles Court: Shades of Cough Whitlam!

Mr SKID MORE: I conclude by saying I believe
there is no way the Premier can say members
on this side are advocating unemployment by op-
posing this measure. I believe the Government
is abrogating its responsibility by not ensuring a
better and more direct distribution of the 43 per
cent increase in the funds available for national
roads.

Mr BRYCE: The rremier does himself absol-
utely no credit at all when he needs to find a
scapegoat or an excuse in this Chamber; because
we saw him a few moments ago drag out that
old, worn record that the Whitlam Government
was to blame for his dilemma. He alleged the
Whitlamn Government created the precedent for
this attack on Western Australia's roads funds; and
with remarkable immunity national conservative
Governments followed this evil trend.

A few days ago in this place I committed the
facts to the record in an endeavour to achieve
a situation where ihe Premier could see for him-
self that the gradual decline in the proportion of
funds allocated to Western Australia for road
purposes started years before the Whitlam Gov-
ernment. The Premier is experienced enough in
politics io know the record reveals it to be true
that it was the Gorton Government, and then the
McMahon Government, that made the political
decision not to overrule the decision of the Bureau
of Roads to allocate an appropriate amount of
money for road building in this State. The figures
I committed to Hansard indicate clearly that from
1968-69 there has been a gradual and perman-
ent incremental decline in the proportion of na-
tional road funds allocated to Western Australia.
Our share of the cake has been dwindling on a
permanent, annual, incremental basis since 1968-
69. Why must the Premier cling to the excuse
of blaming the Whitlam Government? Has no-
body told him that Whitlamn is no longer the
Prime Minister?

I turn specifically to the implications of clause
4, and express my grave concern that the schedule,

which provides for a 30 per cent increase in the
cost of licensing a motor vehicle, contains a
deliberate and conscious decision on the part of
the State Government to encourage inflation in
Western Australia. This decision must be seen
in the context of the Government's frequently
stated policy in respect of inflation, because it
has argued at almost every turn since 1974 that
inflation is the number one enemy confronting
the economy and the State and national Govern-
ments alike.

This Government promised to solve inflation
in Western Australia. It promised to curb State
taxes and charges and, for the benefit of the
Deputy Premier, I repeat the word "charges" as
distinct from taxes. Every time a State Govern-
ment makes a conscious decision to increase a
tax or a charge it affects the rate of inflation in
that State. It is a matter of record, which
nobody in this Parliament disputes, that Western
Australia has the highest inflation rate in the
nation, and it is only actions such as the one we
see before us tonight which are helping to ensure
that Western Australia will continue to lead the
nation in this respect. This clause deals with
a proposal to increase by 30 per cent the cost
of licensing a vehicle and to increase from $5
to $7 the cost of a driver's licence. Both of
these imposts will involve inflationary pressure.

We see that this Government and its national
counterpart are prepared to argue publicly that
unemployment is a justifiable side-effect of the
battle against inflation. We reject this on political
and moral grounds. We have heard repeated
statements from the Court Government that
unemployment is with us as long as inflation
remains the No. I enemy. Yet this measure, seen
as one of perhaps a dozen or more decisions by
the Government to increase State Government
taxes and charges means the Government has
made a deliberate and conscious decision to affect
the rate of inflation, to add fuel to the fire.

The Government simply cannot have it both
ways: Either it is dinkum about the problem of
inflation, or it is not. Of course, the painful
reality for the people of Western Australia is
that this Government, together with its Federal
counterpart, has taken economic decisions which
have thrown people out of work and at the same
time have had no impact on the rate of inflation.
The rate of inflation for the year ended June,
1977, was I per cent higher than the rate of
inflation for the year ended Tune, 1976.

If the Government is genuine it must appreciate
that since almost every family in Western Aust-
ralia owns a motor vehicle of some description,
almost every family in Western Australia will feel
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the direct impact of this decision. So, through
the wage fixing processes in this State, pressure-
natural, justifiable and logical pressure-is going
to be applied to the agencies which fix wages to
increase those wages and so affect the general
inflationary trend throughout the State.

I draw the attention of the Committee to the
examples given by the Minister. The Deputy
Premier spent a great deal of time pointing out
to members that the Datsun 120Y was a small
car, and he talked in terms of so many cents a
week. But in fact, this legislation will increase
the fee from $24.07 to $31.25. The licence fee
for a Holden Torana will rise from $36.52 to
$47.44; the Ford Falcon 500 from $48.97 to
$63.64; and the Ford Fairlane from $68.06 to
$88.47. To those people who are in business
and perhaps see the need for a Bedford three
to four tonne truck the fee will rise from $207.10
to $269.23. Nobody can argue that these direct
increases, which are going to be felt by every
family that owns a motor vehicle are not going
to have an inflationary effect. So, far be it for
the Premier to suggest that we on this side of
the Chamber would willingly see the road building
programme in Western Australia reduced.

I said by way of interjection a short while ago
-and I now have the opportunity to elaborate-
that the Premier, by virtue of his single-minded
support for new federalism has made his bed
and now he must lie in it. By his determination
and his cold-blooded commitment to new federal-
ism, he has ensured that the Federal Government
would be encouraged to throw these respons-
ibilities back onto the shoulders of the States,
and not give them the necessary financial
resources to cope with those responsibilities.
So, the point members of the Opposition
have felt the need to emphasise is that if this
Government had not stuck its neck out and
gone so far, to such an extreme limit, to espouse
and encourage the development of new federal-
ism, we would not be faced with this legislation.

Had there been some worth-while, statesmanlike
opposition from some of the State leaders, the
Fraser Government would not have dared to so
savagely slash the money it has allocated to State
road building programmes. Western Australia
suffered because we had a Government which
was led by an individual who encouraged the
Federal Government to do these things, and
now this Government has to turn on the people
of Western Australia to impose additional taxes
and charges to raise the money which should
have come to this State from the Federal
Treasury.

Mr H. 1D. EVANS: The Premier cannot be
allowed to get away with drawing a red herring
across the trail, as he has endeavoured to do
on this occasion. In closing the second reading
debate, the Premier accused the Opposition of
having no interest in unemployment. He sug-
gested that unemployment was the alternative
to this legislation, and we would be held to
account if we did not go along gracefully with
the imposts he was proposing. In other words,
he suggested the Opposition would condone
increased unemployment because the road works
programme would be curtailed.

Nothing could be further from the truth. I
thought the amendment moved by my colleagues
during the course of the Address-in-Reply debate
would have demonstrated that most amply.

The issue is that the Premier has espoused
new federalism. It is a different story now from
just over a year ago when the Premier so jubilantly
came back and said the State was on the
verge of a new financial deal. Of course, it was
not tong before the loan funds fiasco became
known. However, the Premier did not realise it at
the time.

According to the newspaper clippings I have
with me, the Premier again refused to commit
himself to whether State taxes and charges would
be increased. What has happened since the cur-
tailment of loan funds is that State taxes and
charges not only have been increased to make up
for the lost loan funds but also have gone
way beyond that point. Abattoir fees have been
increased by more than 100 per cent. The list
is endless; every possible charge which could be
increased has been increased. In addition to
State Shipping freights and Westrail freights there
is the increase in the price of petrol which will
affect the country people very seriously and will
affect the incomes of rural producers. This is
classical. The increase in vehicle licence fees
during the life of the Court Government has been
114.5 per cent. That is not the end of it.
Drivers' licence fees have gone up by 132.4 per
cent. These figures are far in excess of the rate
of inflation and the increase in wages which are
only peanuts compared with the increases in
charges that this Government has brought down.
Those increases must straightaway contribute to
inflation in this State and in Australia. The Gov-
ernent stands condemned for this increase, as
it does for others.

The Premier is looking ahead; he should be in
a handy position when he comes to balance the
Budget next year Or even the year after. It is
not only a matter of meeting declining funds

817



818 [ASSEMBLY]

from the Commonwealth; he is so far in front
of them it is not even humorous.

This Government stands condemned for im-
posing the most savage increase on the people who
can least afford it-pensioners who drive a car
and the ordinary family man with one or two
cars. Even to leave the car sitting on blocks
without running it must cost some dollars per
week, and inmposts of this level just cannot be
justified.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the re-

port adopted.
Third Reading

MRB O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister for
Police and Traffic) [11.03 pm.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MIR JAMIEON (Welshpool-Leader of the
Opposition) [11.04 p.m.]: I missed the oppor-
tunity to make a few comments at the second
reading stage and I indicated to the Minister
in charge of the Bill that I would be making
those comments now. To indulge in this sort
of financial attack for the purpose of providing
road funds is very wrong and it is unjust to charge
the same sum of money to people with similar
vehicles although some of them travel only a few
thousand kilometres a year whilst others travel
many thousands of kilometres a year and use
the roads more extensively.

Throughout the world the best basis for deter-
mining such a tax is by a levy on petrol col-
lected by the central Government and not put into
Consolidated Revenue. This should be the type
of income to provide funds for roads: The United
States of America and other countries use this
excise-type impost where other things such as roads
have to be provided from the excise. After an
excise is imposed on items such as tobacco and
liquor and after the product is sold and consumed,
there is no further responsibility on the Govern-
ment to provide anything, except a few hospitals,
if they are required. There is virtually no fol-
low-up requirement as there is with automobiles,
once they are taxed, to provide roads for them
to run on. It is true that in countries which
have this sort of impost which.- is not put into
Consolidated Revenue, the highway systems have
benefited greatly. I have mentioned previously
that the United States has billions of dollars
tied up in Federal funds which cannot be used
for any other purpose than roads. They will not
allow all the funds to be used because they feel

that could be inflationary, and the funds remain
tied up. Nevertheless, they are not used for any
other purpose and if they are wanted for the
highway system between the cities and the major
towns the funds are available.

I think it is the responsibility of the central
Government to make sure that trunk and main
roads are provided from such funding. It will
be a happy day when we get back to that sys-
tern. In the meantime I think State Governments
have to look to some form of excise taxing
whereby they can obtain from the people a sum
of mon ey in proportion to the extent they use
the roads rather than a fixed amount, as is the
case here.

Several court cases have already been judged
and the courts have cleared the way for the licens-
ing of service stations. It is high time we saw
a change of attitude on the part of the Govern-
ment. We might then get the $1 000 out of the
bank account of the member for Moore because
it might not be necessary to raise licensing fees
and we might be able to finance these funds
in a different way. I do not think it is beyond
the realms of possibility.

Probably the easiest method is just to put a
blanket over the lot and to say, "if one has a
licence and a car one pays an extra licence fee."
I do not think this is fair or proper. The
method of taxation I have suggested would save
us getting into arguments as to whether pen-
sioners should have some concession because they
travel only 2 000 kilometres a year compared
with a commercial traveller or some other person
who probably covers that distance in one week.
This would overcome all those problems but it is
far too simple for a Government to attempt.
It must go the hard way about knocking the
population about and obtaining more finance for
roads. It is certainly something that should be
attempted.

I cannot follow the reasoning that the Com-
monwealth Government is adopting at present
which is that its action is to avoid inflation. When
introducing this Bill the Premier said-

While the Government has been reluctant
to increase vehicle licence fees, it was faced
with little option- in the matter because of
the low level of Federal road grants which
is part of the Federal Government's anti-
inflation policy.

I cannot for the life of me see how It becomes
anti-inflationary because the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment does not spend the money but it comes
from somewhere else. It appears to me to be just
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as inflationary in the long run because the money
is still being spent although it is being taken off
the people in the various States.

Itis a fict that in this State we consume more
liquid fuel per head than is the case in any other
State. People in our State are travelling far
greater distances than are people in other States.
Therefore the Commonwealth should ensue that
those responsible for producing the wealth in the
country should not be penalised. The Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund profits not only as a re-
suit of the fuel tax, but also from the sales
tax on the vehicles and the spare parts, and so
on. A multiplicity of sources are available to
the Federal coffers.

I will not have it that the Whitlamn Govern-
ment was particularly at fault on the issue of
road funding. It is true that it might not have
been as generous as it could have been, but the
present Federal Minister for Transport has not
ever impressed me in his portfolio. When I was
the Minister looking after the portfolio dealing
with roads I met a number of other Ministers
because I had the Works portfolio also. Other
Ministers seemed to have a greater grip of and in-
terest in their particular portfolios than did Mr
Nixon. He is a National Country Party man and
should have a responsible altitude towards road
extensions and a national road grid for the benefit
of country people.

I do not agree with the Premier's claims regard-
ing Whitlam's forte. He had some refreshing ideas
on transport. His idea was to try to keep cars
away from the centre of the city and encourage
people to use public transport. This will have
to be done here too before the situation gets
out of hand.

In 1973 we were running out of road finance
and all States were concerned about the situa-
tion. We were negotiating with Mr Nixon for a
five-year plan, but he stalled and would not come
to the party on the issue. Finally he did not
attend the last conference we1 had In Darwin.
That is bow interested -he was. The Ministers
had their conference without him and made cer-
tain decisions. They were still concerned because
they did not know what the future held. Of
course in December after the election the Gov-
ernment changed hands and then we were worse
off in regard to representatlons because we had a
new Minister with whom we had to deal.

If Mr Nixon had not stalled, the five-year plan
would have been in force, and it would have
carried us through until the end of this year.
However, he would not be in it. I suppose he
realised he might not be in the Ministry after

the election and so he did not give a hoot about
what occurred. That is how the situation
developed.

The conference included three Labor Ministers
and we were all negotiating with Mr Nixon at
the time because we knew there had to be an
on-going programme so that our departments
knew where they stood.

The next year Mr Jones was appointed the
Federal Minister for Transport and so we had to
approach a new Minister who was being advised
by the massive organization to which I was very
abusive two or three times. I do not know that
my attitude did this State any good, but I was
not prepared to accept the statements made and
the reports that were being given; and I said so.

We approached the new Minister who merely
gave us an assurance that there would not be
any less money available than there was the
previous year to enable us to carry on with our
programmes. We were told that some legislative
coverage would be provided later on. Of course,
I did not have to worry about that legislative
coverage because I ceased to be the factotunm and
others took over my responsibilities.

However, there was no need for the present
situation to develop. Road financing plans should
cover greater periods than is the case at present.

The national road grid system which was
envisaged by the Federal organisation is a good
one, but it should have been financed as soon
as possible. This was not done and it does not
look like being done.

In the Premier's famous north-west policy, he
said that his Government would undertake some
of the State's major road works in the Kimberley.
It was rather humorous because I had said we
must ensure that the road continued around
Australia in order that we might take advantage
of the tourist potential in the Kinmberley region.
One aspect which was preventing this was the
horror stretch between Broonme and Port lied-
land which was known as the worst stretch in
Australia.

After considerable representations were made to
me I stuck my neck out and stated that if a Labor
Government were returned to office it would
build that road within three years; and I meant
it. We might have had to curtail other works
in order to achieve this, but we believed it was
important to complete that road. However, we-
were criticised in this Chamber and in other
places. Questions were asked as to how many
other road works would be curtailed in order
to achieve our objective. Of course, the questions
were similar to those asked of Dorothy Dix, but
they came thick and fast.% It was stated that all
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other moad works would have to cease to enable
the horror stretch to be completed in the three-
year period.

I was beginning to think that I had made a
classic blunder, but when the Liberal Partys
north-west policy was enunciated it indicated that
the Hedland-Broomei section of the national high-
way would be black-topped to Goldsworthy by
the middle of the following year. It was also
stated that some other urgent works would be
put in train as soon as the wet season was over.
The policy speech continued-

It is expected to be completed by the end
of 1980, for which purpose we are prepared
to make a contribution from State funds.
even though this is a national highway and
the Commonwealth should finance it all.
The Commonwealth, up to this stage, has
refused.

I thought I had made an error, but the Premier
made a similar promise to the people of this
region.

I cannot agree that it is altogether a Common-
wealth responsibility. We must get back to some
form of better funding. Finance should be provided
by the people who use the roads, and I am not
referring to a road tax becamse such a tax is
obnoxious and too hard to collect. It is time
we got away from all that nonsense and placed
the responsibility fairly and squarely on the road
users who should pay according to the amount
of use they make of the roads.

This is only another form of charging a toll
on roads by applying it in an indirect way. How-
ever, be that as it may, whether one travels by
steamer or by rail, one virtually pays a toll to
the people who are providing the transportation.
If one is driving over a highway system con-
structed by the State, there is no reason that one
should not be paying a toll in some form, either
by way of a petroll tax -or by some other means.

Surely it is not beyond the realms of possibility
to come up with a proposition. like that, rather
than be playing around, altering schedules to Bills
to accommodate an amount of money for the
purpose of building roads. I do not know whether
we really needed the money this year. There
seemed to be a large amount of flack flying round
between the Premier and the member for Gerald-
ton, but as I understand it, the member was trying
to tell the Premier that the Commissioner of
Main Roads, at a recent country shire conference,
said that while next year things could be sticky
if road funds were not improved and there was
not some input from the State, this year there
was sufficient capacity to handle the necessary
work.

If that were a fact-and it is only hearsay ais
far as I am concerned but I have no reason to
doubt my colleagues interpretation of what he
heard-I would say that probably some of the
arguments that have been put forward that the
Premier is accumulating a nest egg, be it even in
this particular field, are correct. So perhaps a pro-
mise may be made at a later stage for some
road construction that is not contemplated at
the present time.

Mr H. 1D. Evans: A piggy bank the size of a
bath tub.

Mr JAMIESON: This would be right too: the
Premier has a piggy bank the size of a bath tub.
We would hope that the people of this State
would realise that they are being sent up because
they are not only paying the excesses, they are
also paying more tax to the Commonwealth per
head of population than any other State in the
Commonwealth for the purpose that was originally
stated to be the building of roads. It certainly
is not now. The sooner we return to that concept
the better. I could agree that other excises should
go into the Consolidated Revenue Fund because
they have no other association with any particular
responsibility of the Commonwealth or State Gov-
ernments.

As far as road funding is concerned, this seems
to be the most equable and sensible way of ap-
proaching the situation and until we have that
sort of system for funding our roads we are al-
ways going to have binds over the way we are
charging additional licence fees.

Licence fees after all were not generally meant
to be a revenue-producing charge. In recent
times they have gravitated towards that situa-
tion. Licence fees have been a registration for
the purpose of indicating the ownership of some-
thing. It is like registering a dog: one licenses a
dog and one is not going to make any great
profit out of selling dog licences and one would
never expect to. The purpose of the licence is to
provide a record of ownership so that in the case
of an accident the owner may be traced. This
has been the main reason for the licensing of
vehicles, rather than as a means of acquiring
money to pay for the construction of highways.
That may be a bit farsighted and futuristic in
attitude, but I believe we have to achieve that
situation eventually and the sooner we do so
the better.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council .

House adjourned at 11.24 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

Records System

432. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

I refer to the new road traffic accident
records system introduced on the 8th
August, and to the new form titled
"Report of Road Traffic Accident Road
Traffic Authority-Western Australia":

(1) Will the form be presented to
members of the public with the re-
quest or demand that they complete
the form?

(2) Is there any law which imposes an
obligation on any member of the
public to complete the form in
whole or part?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes" what
is that law, and how does it impose
an obligation to complete the form,
as distinct from supplying, orally,
the name and address of the person
concerned?

(4) Will members of the public who are
presented the form for completion,
or who are questioned by Road
Traffic Authority officials for in-
formation to complete the form, be
advised orally or in writing that
they have no legal obligation to,
complete the form or to supply all
the information necessary to com-
plete the form?

(5) If the answer to (4) is "No" will
he instruct that a clear and proper
written note of advice be given to
all members of the public affected
that-

(a) there is no legal obligation to
complete the form;

(b) there is no legal obligation to
answer questions allowing the
whole form to be completed:

(c) if the form is completed
or information is supplied to
allow it to be completed by the
Road Traffic Authority officer
the form and information may
be used against the interests of

the member of the public con-
cerned:

(i) in a prosecution;

(ii). by the insurer, including
the Motor Vehicle Insur-
ance Trust, of the person?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) The form will be presented to mem-
ben of the public with the request
that they complete it. Statistical
information forms have been com-
pleted by persons involved in acci-
dents in this and other States for
many years. Traffic accidents
involving injury and damage above
a certain value must be reported.
The information requested on the
new form is basically the same as
that on the previous form. The
information is essential in order to
ascertain what causes accidents, and
when and where they take place.

(2) and (3) No.

(4) and (5) Since filling in the form
is purely voluntary, advice would
not be given unless requested.

PROBATE DUTY

Benefits from Legislation

433. Mr YOUNG, to the Treasurer:

(1) If a man died on the 30th June, 1977,
leaving a net estate of $200 000 of which
$100000 is left to his widow and
$100000 is left to his children:

(a) what duty is payable; and

(b) how is it calculated,

under the Death Duty Assessment Act
and the Death Duty Act?

(2) If a man died on the 1st July, 1977, leav-
ing a net estate of $200 000 of which
$100000 is left to his widow and
$ 100 000 is left to his children:

(a) what duty would be payable; and

(b) how would it be calculated,

if the Bill for a Death Duty Assessment
Act Amendment Act, 1977, and the Bill
for a Death Duty Act Amendment Act,
1977, were adopted?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(t) Date of death the 30th June, 1977

Net state 5200 000 Beneficiaries--Widow
Children

SiDO00
5100 000~)Duty pmsblo-5S28 1S0

Calculauton or duty on above example
Net estate .... -1 5200 0o0
Less spouse allowance 50 OD0

Reduced fintalblance . $10000

Widow Children
Apportionment of estate 3100000 $100000
Lcs spuse allowance .. 50000

Duty on 5150000 n 328 150 as per Table I duty rates
S0OO0

Widow - a $28 150 - S 9 383.33
150000
300000

Children a 32815 -S 18766.67
150000

328&150.00

(2) Date of death the I1st July, 1977
Net estate 3200 000 Beneficiaries--widow $

Children 3
(a uypybe-S IS 766.67

(b aclaino duty on above xml
Net estate .. $0)o
Less spouse allowance 50000)

Reduced final balance $150000

Widow
Apportionment of estate .... 3100000

Duty on S5150000) - $28150S
Widow-Duty Nil

100000
Children - xS28 ISO - S5IS766.67

150000

100000)

Children
$100 000

HOUSING
Government Policy

434. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) Is it the Government's policy to build

State Housing Commission dwellings in
discrete areas separated from privately
built dwellings?

(2) When was the present policy adopted?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) No.

POLICE
Corporate and White Collar Crime

435. Mr TON KIN, to the Minister representing
the Attorney-General:

Will he table the paper on "Corporate
Crime and White Collar Crime" referred
to in his answer to question 318 of 19777

Mr O'NE1L replied:
No.
The preliminary paper, which is merely
a broad outline, is a confidential paper
prepared for the standing committee of
Attorneys-General.
The paper, which is being prepared for
the United Nations Congress, will be
available at the congress.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT
Dealings With Public Servants

436. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier:
For the guidance of members and ad-
verting to his answer to question 3 15 of
1977, will he define "routine matters"?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Within the context of the answer to
question No. 315 of 1977, the term -,rou-
tine matters" was intended to include
any- subjects of a conventional, stereo-
typed nature which are embraced within
well established customs, procedures and
guidelines;, i.e., matters which involve
information normally available to the
public and which relate to the normal
established activities or policies of de-
partments.

FOOTPATHS
Use by Cyclists and Pedestrians

437. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Has there been any -consensus arrived at
as 1o the conditions under which path-
ways should be used by cyclists and
pedestrians?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
No. The matter is currently being con-
sidered by member councils of the Local
Government Association.

COCKBURN SOUND NAVAL BASE
Delays

438. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
Is his Government aware whether the
Federal Budget provides for any delay
in the final stage of development of the
new naval base in Cockburn Sound?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
My understanding is that the commis-
sioning of the new naval base in Cock-
burn Sound will proceed as planned. it
will be commissioned in 1978.

DRY DOCK
Establishmient

439. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
Is he aware whether the Federal Gov-
ernment has provided funds for estab-
lishment of dry dock and ship repair
facilities in Cockburn Sound in the latest
Federal Budget?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
There is no provision in the Federal
Budget known to me.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Muja Power Station and High

Voltage Power Line

440. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware whether the Federal Budget

provided a grant to the State Govern-
ment to help with the construction of
two new 200-megawatt generators at the
Muja power station near Collie?

(2) Is he also aware whether the Federal
Government providedl a grant to the
State Government in the Federal Budget
to build a new high voltage transmission
line from Collie to the metropolitan
area?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) No-nor would we expect to he

made aware, through the Budget, as
matters of this kind are normally sub-
jects for Loan Council.

METROPOLITAN RAILWAY
SYSTEM
Upgrading

441. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(1) Can he advise the House whether the

State Government received a grant or a
loan in the latest Federal Budget for the
purpose of upgrading the metropolitan
rail system?

(2) If "Yes", how much was received?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Any Commonwealth assistance

for this purpose would be provided
under the urban public transport agree-
ment which is subject to a cost-sharing
arrangement. The Federal Government
meets two-thirds of the cost of approved
projects.
An amount of $1 392 000 has been allo-
cated to Western Australia in the recent
-Federal . Budget under this agreement.
Of this, it is expected that approximately
$750 000 will be to meet escalation costs
on previously approved projects as well
as commitments for work in progress.
The balance is available for new projects
in 1977-78 but details of these approvals
have not yet been received from the
Commonwealth Government.

NEW LAND FARMERS
Industries Assistance Commission

Recommendations

442. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Commonwealth Government yet

announced its acceptance or rejection of
the recommendations contained in the
Industries Assistance Commission report
on new land farmers?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) which recommendations have been

accepted or rejected; and
(b) what action, if any, has been initi-

ated?

(3) If "No" to (1), what action does the
Western Australian Government propose
to take to have these recommendations
fulfilled?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) and (b) The first two recommenda-

tions, relating to farmers wishing to
leave their farms and the adminis-
tration of rural reconstruction, have
been covered by the Industries
Assistance Commission report on
rural reconstruction and the intro-
duction of the new more broadly
based rural adjustment scheme from
the 1st January, 1977.
The third recommendation relates
to the restructuring of existing debt
and the role of the Commonwealth
Development Bank. The Common-
wealth Government has indicated it
does not favour any change in its

*existing lending policy.

(3) Not applicable.

WATER SUPPLIES
Ord River Irrigation Scheme

443. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) In the year 1976-77 what has been the
total number of farmers operating on the
Ord River irrigation area?

(2) What was the total cost to the Govern-
ment in 1976-77 for-
(a) assistance to Ord farmers;
(b) development and maintenance of

the Ord irrigation scheme?
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(3) What was the total amount of each of
the various crops produced by Ord
farmers in the 1976-77 year?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) 23 farmers.

(2) (a) $150 818;
(b) $2 709 181I-inclusive of interest

charges and capital depreciation, but
exclusive of Department of Agricul-
ture expenditure.

(3) Total amounts of each of the various
crops produced by Ord farmers in the
1976-77 year are listed below. Tonnages
are estimated from crop areas that were
grown.

Sorghum ... ..

Rice ... ..

Sunflower
Safflower... ..

Peanuts
Mung beans ..

Hay ... ..
Oats ... ..
Barley ... ..

Wheat ... ..

Bananas ... ..

Additional avenues
clude-

Tonones
.. ...5200

... 900 igo
.... .... 25
.... .... 300
.... .... 40

.... .... 200
... 900

.... .... 75

.... .... 160

.... .... 580
.... .... 90

of production in-

(a) 1 083 cattle grazed on irrigated pas-
tures.

(b) 44 hectares of broom millet grown
for the manufacture of brooms.
Production figures not available.

(c) 19 hectares of assorted vegetables
grown for local consumption. Pro-
duction figures not available.

MEATWORKS
Kim berley

444. Mr H. fl. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Which meatworks have operated in the

Kimberley region in each of the last
three killing seasons?

(2) What was the number of cattle slaugh-
tered each season in each of these
works?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Export meatworks operated at Derby,

Broome, and Wyndham in 1974, 1975.
and 1976.

(2) The total number of cattle slaughtered
at these works in each season was-

1974-60 521,
1975-53 247,
1976-75 786.

The number of cattle slaughtered at
individual works is confidential to the
companies concerned.

ABATT'OIRS
Slaughtering Fees

445. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) By what percentage will State Govern-

ment abattoir slaughtering fees be in-
creased for local and export markets
from 22nd August this year in the fol-
lowing categories:
(a) cattle;
(b) calves;
(c) sheep;
(d) lambs;
(e) goats;
(f) pigs?

(2) Will he list the total revenue in the
1977-78 financial year from the increase
in slaughtering fees?

Mr OLD replied:
The Western Australian Meat Commission
has advised-
(1) (a) Cattle-

Export 15 per vent,
Local 15 per cent;

(b) Calves-
Export 25 per cent,
Local 25 per cent;

(c) Sheep-
Export 25 per cent,
Local nil;

(d) Lambs-
Export 25 per cent,
Local nil;

(e) Goats-
Export nil,
Local nil;

(f) Pigs-
Export 9 per cent,
Local 9 per cent.

These increases are based on average
carcase weights.

(2) At the new scale of fees, total revenue
is estimated to be in the order of
Si16500 000.
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CONSUMER PROTECTION
Autoways Transaction

446. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

With respect to his answer to question
348 of 1977:
(1) Was the Consumer Affairs bureau

advised that a representative of the
motor company had suggested that
the sale price of the vehicle be
shown as $500 rather than $999
'so that transfer fees would be less!
or words to that effect?

(2) Would such an action aimed at the
avoidance of State revenue, con-
travene any Statute?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), has this particular
case been referred on for action?

(4) How many complaints of a some-
what similar nature have been
made,
(a) against the company con.

cerned;
(b) against other motor com-

panies,
during the past 12 months?

(5) Does the recording of a price on
purchase documents, when that
price is different from that adver-
tised and/or otherwise indicated,
contravene any Statute?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) No, as the last action on the file

suggested that both parties had
agreed to cancel the agreement.
Where it can be established that
the avoidance of stamp duty has,
occurred, referral to the proper au-
thorities is the normal counte.

(4) (a) Besides the one in question, no
further complaints of this na-
ture have been received against
this firm;

(b) One similar complaint has
been received against another
firm.

(5) The recording of a price on pur-
chase documents which is different
to the advertised price does not
contravene any statute. The ad-
vertised price is merely an invita-
tion to purchase and many sales
are written up upon further negotia-
tion.

HOUSING IN FREMANTLE AREA
Applications Outstanding

447. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Housing:
With respect to t Fremantle area:

(1) How many persons are still
recorded with applications outstand-
ing for housing in each of the
following categories:
(a) purchase;
(b) rental-

(i) pensioner accommodation;
(ii) two and three bedroom;

(iii) fcur bedroom;

(c) emergent-
(i) pensioner;

(ii) two and three bedroom;
(iii) four bedroom?

(2) What is the present date with respect
to 'turn 'reached' in each of the
above categories?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) 1 276 (includes 440 applicants

also listed for rental assistance
and 377 applications from
existing tenants).

(b) (i) 137
(ii) 588
(iii) 56

(c) (i 19
(ii) 54 (including transfers

from Davis Park)
(iii) 8 (including one 5-bed-
rooms).

(2) Rental-Pensioner, February, 1975;
Two-bedroom, March, 1975
(Apartments), January, 1975
(Houses); Three-bedroom, Octo-

ber, 1976 (Apartments), Septem-
ber, 1973 (Houses); Four-bedroom,
March, 1968. Purchase-Three-
bedroom, January, 1967; Four-bed-
room, July, 1968.

HOUSING IN KWINANA AREA
Applications Outstanding

448. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Housing:
With respect to the Kwinana area:
(1) How many persons are still

recorded with applications outstand-
ing for housing in each of the
following categories:
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(a)
(b)

pure
Pren

base;
aT-
pensioner accommodation;
two and three bedroom;
four bedroom;

(c) emergent-
(ii pensioner;

61) two and three bedroom;
(iii) four bedroom?

(2) What is the present date with respect
to 'turn reached' in each of the
above categories?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) 553 (includes 117 applicants

also listed for rental and 271
applications from existing ten-
ants).

(b) (i) 66
(ii) 115
(iii) 19

(c) (i) 7
(ii) 6
(iii) 8 (including two 5-bedrooms).

(2) Rental-Pensioner, October, 1973;
Two-bedroom, Up to date (Apart-

ments), August, 1976 (Houses);
Three-bedroom, Up to date (Apart-
ments), August, 1976 (Houses);
Four-bedroom, January, 1973. Pur-
chase--Three-bedroom, June, 1967;
Four-bedroom, September, 1970.

BUILDING BLOCKS
Kwinana Area

449. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Housing:
With respect to vacant and serviced lots
owned by the commission in the Kw[-
nana area-
(1) How many lots are presently avail-

able for sale across the counter?

(2) What conditions pertain with re-
spect to--
(a) eligibility to purchase;
(b) period in which construction

must commence;

(c) any other?
(3) In what streets are any such lots

available?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Currently 3 lots, with a further 50

lots in two weeks.

(2) (a) (i) A person being the owner
of more than one resi-
denlial site or dwelling
unit in the metropolitan
area may not purchase
any lot:

(ii) One lot per person:
(iii) Applicant to be over 18

years of age.
(h) Construction to be completed

within four years from the
date of allocation.

(c) (Di 10. per cent deposit with
the balance payable with-
in 28 days of allocation;

(ii) Purchaser not to sell the
lot purchased until such
time as a house is com-
pleted thereon;

(iii) Purchaser to pay transfer
fees and stamp duty.

(3) Two lots-Maddox Place, and one
duplex lot--Carring Way, Parmelia.
Balance will be in Chisholnm and
Nutcher Way, Beckner Way, and
Parsons Avenue.

HOUSING IN KWINANA AND
FREMANTLE AREAS
Consstruction Programme

450. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Housing:
With respect to-
(a) the Kwinana area;
(b) the Frem antic area,
what is the commission's projected con-
struction programme for 1977-78?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(a) Parmelia-

10 single detached dwellings;
(b) Fremantle Area-

Palm yra 3 pensioner units,
East Fremantle 27 family units,
Mosman Park 7 pensioner units.

HOUSING IN FREMANTLE AREA
Vacant Units

45 1. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) With respect to the Fremantle area how

many of the following units of accom-
modat ion are vacant at present:
(a) pensioner accommodation;
(b) two bedroom single and duplex

units;
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(c) three bedroom single and duplex
units;

(d) four bedroom single and duplex
units;

(e) townhouses;
(f) apartments?

(2) Which of these are vacant because of
maintenance or like reasons?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

Including
Units units under
vacant maintenance

(1) and (2)-
(a) .... 1..

(c) .... .... 4 4

(d) .... .... I 1
Ce)
(f) .- ... 13 8

HOUSING IN KWINANA AREA
Vacant Units

452. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) With respect to the Kwinana area how

many of the following units of accom-
modation are vacant at present:
(a) pensioner accommodation;

(b) two bedroom single and duplex
units;

(c) three bedroom single and
units:

(d) four bedroom single and
units;

duplex

duplex

(e) townhouses;

(f) apartments?

(2) Which of these are vacant because of
maintenance or like reasons?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Including

Units units under
vacant maintenance

(1) and (2)-
(a) ... ..

(b) .. 4 3
(c)
(d)
Ce)
(f)

4 2

... 43
1

15

TECHNICAL COLLEGE
Kwinana

453. Mr TAYLOR. to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

In the light of the election promise of
his Government will he advise the ex-
pected date, this year, that construction
of the first phase of the Kwinana Tech-
nical College will commence?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
The Minister for Education gave an
undertaking on 12th November, 1976,
that initial planning for a new technical
school in the Kwinana area would
commence, and that some sections of the
proposed school would be in use during
the life of the present Parliament.

PRE-SCHOOL TEACHERS
Appointment and Conditions

454. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Edu-
cat ion:

(1) Further to his aiiswer to question 333
of 1977 and with respect to those pre-
school centres which choose to transfer
to the Education Department in 1978:
(a) will the present pre-school board

or die Education Department ap-
point the teacher for 1978;

(b) if the Education Department is to
be the appointing authority will the
teacher presently occupying that
position be automatically offered the
same position for 1978 should they
desire it;

(c) will such a teacher, by whoever ap-
pointed, automatically become a
staff member of the Education
Department in every respect other
than the one year probationary
period outlined elsewhere?

(2) With respect to those pre-school centres
which choose to remain independent in
1978:
(a) will the present pre-school board or

the Education Department appoint
the teacher for 1978;

(b) if the Education Department is the
appointing authority will the teacher
Presently occupying that position be
automatically offered the same posi-
tion in 1978 should they desire it;

(c) will such a teacher, by whoever
appointed, automatically become a
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member of the Education Depart-
ment in every respect other than
the one-year probationary period
outlined elsewhere?

(3) What is the position with respect to:
(a) part-time teachers;
(b) aides both full- and part-time,

in each of the situations outlined in
(I) and (2) above?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) Education Department;

(b) and (c) Yes, provided the teacher
possesses trained teacher qualifica-
tions.

(2) (a) Pre-School Board to the end of
1977. The Minister for Education
from 1978;

(b) not applicable;
(c) teachers not transferring to the

Education Department will continue
employment under the same condi-
tions as at present.

(3) (a) The above conditions apply with
the one difference that part-time
teachers are temporary staff;

(b) aides can continue in existing
centres or in transferred centres
under the same conditions as at
present.

COLLIER PINE PLANTATION
Australia-Italy Club Hall

455. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Lands:
Can she advise conditions or table copy
of any agreement by which a portion of
land from the Collier pine plantation
fronting Jarrah Road, East Victoria
Park, was made available to a group
generally known as the Australia-Italy
club for the purposes of constructing a
ball?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
In 1966, following representation re-
ceived on behalf of the Australian-Italian
Association, the then Minister for Lands
offened an area of about 1 acre on con-
dition that a suitable building be erected
within a period of three years subject to
any costs associated with the develop-
ment of the site being the responsibility
of the Australian-Italian Association.
On the 17th February, 1971, a crown
grant for Canning Location 2046 was

issued in the name of the Australian-
Italian Association of Western Austra-
lia incorporated to be held in trust for
"Site for Club and Club Premises". A
mortgage for a loan to build was regis-
tened in November, 1971.

KENT STREET
Extension through Collier Pine

Plantation

456. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Works:
Is he able to advise when Kent Street,
Victoria Park, will be extended through
the Collier pine plantation?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
No. This section of Kent Street is the
responsibility of the Perth City Council
and construction would depend upon the
priority assigned to it by the council.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOflCE

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
Apprentices

1. Mr GRAYDEN (Minister for Labour and
Industry):

In my reply to question 334 on Wed-
nesday, the 17th August, 1 informed the
House that the number of apprentice-
ships currently available in Government
departments and instrumentalities is
1 829. This figure was subsequently
checked by contact with each individual
department and instrumentality and I
have now been informed the correct
figure is 1 662.
The original information supplied to me
on the 17th August was obtained from
microfilm records. Investigation has re-
vealed that there are duplications on
these microfilm records. Immediate
steps have been taken to eradicate the
duplications.

GOVERNMENT AND NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Federal Funds

2. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Hlow much did the Federal Government

allocate to Western Australia in tat
year's Budget in capital grants for Gov-
ernment and non-Government schools?
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(2) How much of this amount was unspent
at the end of last financial year?

(3) Why was the money unspent?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
I thank the member for Cockburn for
some notice of this question.

The answer Is as follows--

(1) $7 203 500 plus supplementation
was allocated to Government schools
for 1977.

(2) and (3) No funds were drawn by
the 30th June for capital works
funded by the above allocation. The
capital works are all commissioned
and funds will be drawn as projects
proceed and are completed.

URANIUM PROCESSING
Experimental Work

3. Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

Because of the seemingly constant fears
being raised by the member for Rock-
ingham regarding the laboratory tests by
WMC of uranium ore-yellow cake pro-
cessing--and to alleviate those fears,
could he spell out the real insignificance
of the material dumped at Kwinana as
a result of these tests?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I thank the member for Murray for giv-
ing me notice of this question.

Eased on natural radiation background
data, the level of radiation-taking ran-
dom examples-at Rockingham, Kala-
munda and the WMC tailings disposal
area is of the order of-

Rockingham 1.7 micro roentgens/hour
Kalnmunda 16.8 micro roentgens/hour
WMC Tailings Pond 6.5 micro

roe ntgens/hour

To give some further examples-
A luminous watch using radium lumin-
ous paint would be expected to have a
background in excess of 3.5 micro
roentgens/hour.

A jet aircraft flying to Kalgoorlie could
be expected to receive cosmic radiation
at the rate of 5.7 micro roentgens/hour.
From the above, it can be seen that

the population in Kalamunda receive a
background radiation count from the
natural bauxite about three times as
high as the count at the WMC tailings
dam.

I wish to emphasise that the given level
of radiation at the WMC tailings pond
is not from the tailings of the uranium
yellow cake processing but in all prob-
ability from other natural causes. In-
side the Rockingham Shire's office, for
example, there Is higher radiation than
at the dump, probably because of the
natural radioactive properties of the
bricks used.

All these radiation background data are
very low. It is nonsense, and indeed
mischievous to say that the radiation
from the tailings dam will be harmful to
the population or the electorate of Rock-
ingham.

The International Commission on Radio-
logical Protection gives the maximum
permissible continuous, dose as 570 micro
roentgens/hour.

GOVERNMENT AND NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Federal Funds

4. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Were funds allocated to Western Aust-
ralia in last year's Budget as capital
grants for Government and non-Govern-
ment schools which were not spent last
financial year included in the allocation
to Western Australia in the same
category in this year's Budget?

(2) If so, how much was carried over in
this way?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) The Commonwealth Budget
papers indicate the estimated claim that
this State will make on the Common-
wealth Treasury. These estimates
include the amount to be granted under
the Schools Grants Act for 1978, the
final amount being confirmed following
receipt of the Schools Commission
Report, plus money granted for 1977
and committed but not yet actually
drawn. No funds have been or can be
lost to the Education Department.
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GOVERNMENT AND NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Federal Funds

5. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion;
(1) How much did the Federal Govern-

ment allocate to Western Australia in
this year's Budget in capital grants for
Government and non-Government
schools, excluding any amounts in this
category carried over from last year's
Budget?

(2) What was the percentage increase or
decrease over last financial year?

Mr
(1)

P. V. JONES replied:
and (2) The allocation from this year's
Federal Budget has not yet been finalised
as the report of the Schools Commis-
sion has not yet been received by the
Commonwealth Government. Follow-
ing receipt of the report the Common-
wealth Government will introduce
legislation to amend the Schools
Assistance Act to provide capital grants
for each State for 1978. Indications
at this stage are that this State will
receive the same allocation as in 1977.

SCHOOLS
Federal and State Funds

6. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has he yet received from his depart-

ment the report he requested last Friday
on the spending of capital funds from
State and Federal sources for school
buildings?

(2) If he has received the report, will he
table it?

(3) If he is not prepared to table the report,
will he explain to the House the reason
he will not do so?

Mr
(1)

P. V. JONES replied:
to (3) The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition has placed a very literal interpre-
tation on the word "report" which was
implied In the Press. Most certainly I
called for information from the Educa-
tion Department regarding the list of
capital funding which has been made
available to me, and what is contained
in the information I have received has
already been stated by way of answers
to questions which preceded his.

NORTH-WEST SHELF GAS
Production Platforms

7. Mr HERZFELD, to the Premier:

I refer to a report on the front page of
The West Australian on Friday, the 19th
August, 1977, indicating further delays
to the commencement of the North-
West Shelf gas project, and listing one
of the reasons causing the delay to be
a requirement by the consortium that
production platforms be brought to Aus-
tralia free of import tariffs.

In the light of this report-

(1) Can be confirm that It is the con-
sortium's intention to import pro-

* duction platforms?

(2) Will not overseas manufacture of
these major structures deprive West-
ern Australians, particularly boiler-
makers and welders, of many job
opportunities?

(3) Has Western Australia-

(a) the required technology:

(b) the facilities

to construct these platforms?

(4) If "Yes", can he confirm that the
reason the consortium has chosen to
manufacture overseas is that costs
in Australia are too high?

(5) Can he confirm that the financial
penalty of industrial unret was a
further factor in the consortium's
decision?

(6) If "Yes" to (4) and
not a further example
stated argument that
have priced themselves
market?

(5), is this
of the of t-
Australians
out of the

(7) Will he try to establish the condi-
tions under which the consortium
might be persuaded to manufacture
the production platforms in West-
ern Australia?

(8) Will he use his influence to do what
he can to encourage the manufac-
ture of the first platform in West-
ern Australia, thus generating much
needed employment in this State?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I thank the member for Mundaring for
some notice of this question. The answer
is as follows--
(1) The consortium will have to con-

sider the feasibility, cost and time
of sourcing the platforms here in
Australia or overseas.

(2) A decision to import major ele-
ments of the platforms would not
necessarily restrict job opportunity
here. Demands for tradesmen will
be great in any event.

(3) (a) Our technology could be supple-
mented.

(b) Facilities could be developed.
(4) If the decision is "Yes", then the

reasons will undoubtedly be either
cost or time, or both.

(5) and (6) This is supposition at this
stage, but our prices are generally
not competitive for such works, and
the labour relations in the Pilbara
did not enhance our reputation of
reliability.

(7) and (8) The study which the con-
sortium plans to commence shortly
will evaluate the factors, and the
State will be closely involved in
the process, pressing, as in all
developmental works, for the maxi-
mum feasible use of local products
and services.
The State will insist that at least
equal opportunity be given to local
manufacturers to bid where their
ability to perform is proven. We
have established an Organisation to
monitor this.

AMERICA'S CUP
Promotion Rights

8. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:
Is the Premier now in a position to
inform the House why Mr John Arthur,
a journalist with the Daily News, was
given information concerning details of
a grant of $50 000 to a syndicate which
is engaged in challenging a yacht race
in America, when that information was
not given to the House?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Further to
out notice
I gave, I

the member's question with-
last Thursday, and the reply
advise I have made some

inquiries and I cannot ascertain the
source of the journalist's information.

The Minister concerned has advised me
that he has declined to make the infor-
mation public for the reasons that I
have stated.

I still do not intend to table the rele-
vant do cuments because there are
matters of a commercial nature in them
which should remain as such; and I
can only repeat my earlier offer to the
member for Maylands that if he confers
with me privately I shall be only too
pleased to explain to him the nature
of the information which should remain
confidential. I am sure if he took that
opportunity he would agree with me.

Mr Harman: How did he get the information?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am not suggesting
he has the information.

HOUSING
Pensioners

9. Mr T. J. BURKE. to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

How many applications from
(a) single pensioners;
(b) pensioner couples
are at present outstanding with the
Housing Commission?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
I thank the member for Perth for notice
of this question. The reply is as fol-
lows-
(a) Single pensioners: Applications out-

standing as at 31st July, 1977-
Locatlon Aboriginal Caucasian Total

Metropolitan - 679 679
Country 19 174 193
North West 14 2 16

Total: 33 855 878

(b) Pensioner couples: Applications
outstanding as at 31st July, 1977-
Locttion Aboriginal Caucasian Total

Metropolitan .I 414 415
Country 11 64 75
North West 1 1 2

Total: 13 479 492
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STUDENT GUILSDS

Petition

10. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

When will the Minister present to the
House a petition given to him by repre-
sentatives of student guilds on Thurs-
day, the 28th July, 1977?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

We are having a little trouble in doing
so, simply because the guild forgot to
count the number of people who signed
the petition. At present, the petition
still reposes with the Clerk of the Legis-
lative Assembly, as those concerned have
not come to Parliament to put the peti-
tion in the correct form.


