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

the

TAXIS
Operating Costs, Bucket Seats, and Driver's

Offences: Grievance
MR HARMAN (Maylands) [2.19 p.m.]: I wish

to refer to several matters concerning the taxi
industry, and, if I have time, the Taxi Control
Board.

The taxi industry now inds itself in a very
serious financial position because of the rates
which apply to the taxi operators. Those rates
were last set on the 1st May, 1976, and I want to
mention very quickly some of the cost increases
which have occurred in the taxi industry since
that time.

In respect of capital costs, the cost of a Holden
Kingswood automatic on the 1st May, 1976, was
$5 252; today the cost is $6 490, which represents
an increase of 23.5 per cent.

In relation to operating costs, the wholesale
price of petrol on the 1st May, 1976, was 13.7c a
litre; today the price is 16.7c a litre, which
represents an increase of 22.4 per cent, or 13.5c a
gallon.

Another operating cost is the rate for labour for
repairs and things of that nature. The basic rate
for labour on the 1st May. 1976, was $12.45 an
hour; today the rate is $15 an hour. Licence fees
have risen in that period by 30 per cent, and the
insurance on taxis has risen by 37 per cent.

There are, of course, corresponding increases i n
the price of parts, although. it is very difficult to
pin down a percentage rise in the cost of parts.
Members will be aware that when I talk about
parts I refer to tyres, batteries, and items of that
kind, and I think we could presume there have
certainly been increases in the cost of those items.

All those increases in operating costs have
occurred since the 1st May, 1976; and in the 12
months ended June, 1977, the consumer price
index has risen by 14.4 per cent, and I feel sure an
increase is imminent in an expected
announcement in respect of the quarter ended the
30th September, 1977. Therefore, during that
period it can be said that the increase in the CPI
has been something over 14.4 per cent.

During all this time while licence fees, petrol
costs, insurance fees, labour costs, and parts costs
have been increasing, the poor old taxi operator

has been required to charge the prices for hire
that were fixed on the 1st May, 1976..Recently I
asked some questions of the Minister in respect of
this matter, and he has indicated to me that the
Taxi Control Board is considering increases of
about I I per cent which will become
effective-and I ask the House to note this-as
from the 1st December, [977. So for the past 18
months the taxi operators have had to withstand
all the increases to which I have referred, and I
am sure members would agree with me that this
has placed them in a serious financial position.

I do not think the proposed increase of I11 per
cent-and it is not firm, from what I have been
given to understand in answers to questions-will
go far enough. On the figures 1 have produced it
can be argued that the increase should be a great
deal more.

As far as I am aware, the board is still
examining certain proposals which have not yet
received approval. However, it is time the
Minister and the Government decided, as a
matter of policy on this particular occasion-and
if it is successful perhaps it could be done in the
future-that the Taxi Control Board and the
executives of the WA Taxi Operators' Association
should immediately confer so that there may be a
round-table discussion of the financial problems
that exist in the taxi industry in the metropolitan
area.

If the Government is prepared to ensure that
such a meeting occurs, then the taxi operators will
be able to put forward their point of view to the
Taxi Control Board; and at the same time the
board will be able to outline to the operators some
of the problems which beset it.

The second matter on which I want to touch
quickly is that of bucket seats. For some reason of
which I am not sure-perhaps the Minister may
be aware of it-the licensing of taxis which used
to be undertaken by the Road Traffic Authority is
now undertaken by the Taxi Control Board. Some
time earlier this year it was decided that that
competent body, the Road Traffic
Authority-which probably has the best experts
in that field in Western Australia-should no
longer be responsible for the licensing of taxi-cars,
and that that role should be undertaken by the
Taxi Control Board. I do not know why that
decision was taken, and I am not sure it is such a
good idea.

Apparently, whilst the licensing was
undertaken by the RTA certain taxis which were
fitted with bucket seats were granted a licence to
operate notwithstanding that the regulations say a
taxi must be licensed to carry five persons. Since I
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asked questions on the matter several weeks ago,
the Taxi Control Board has apparently stirred
itself an~d has recalled all those vehicles with
bucket seats which previously had been licensed,
and it has told the operators they must replace
those seats with bench seats.

1 am a little concerned that such action should
be taken as a result of questions I asked, because
obviously the board must have known this was
occurring for whatever period of time. I would
have thought the most sensible way to solve the
problem was to seek a change in the regulations
so that an operator could be granted an optional
licence in respect of bucket seats. We must
remember that bucket seats are quite fashionable
today and many vehicles are now equipped with
them.

I cannot see any reason at all that the board
should not give consideration to permitting
optional licences in the case of those taxis which
are fitted with bucket seats. After all, the men
who operate taxis do so as their business. I feel
the taxi industry is heavily over-regulated and
that, as a way of solving the present problem, the
board should give consideration to allowing taxi
operators to have an optional licence in this case.

The SPEAKER: The member has two minutes
remaining.

Mr HARMAN: The third point I wish to make
concerns the attitude of the board in respect of a
certain person who was charged with two offences
under Taxi Control Board regulations 29(2) and
34(l)(a).

Mr O'Connor: To what do they refer?
Mr HARMAN: They refer to the "For Hire"

sign, and the demeanour of a taxi operator and
the way he conducts himself. The person
concerned was charged with two offences, and the
charges were heard by Stipendi 'ary Magistrate
Harlock. He brought down a finding which
dismissed the two charges. The solicitors acting
for the taxi operator wrote to him and advised
him that Mr Harlock SM had upheld their
submission that the complaints against him
disclosed no offence. That was on the 25th May,
1977.

Later, on the 5th July, 1977, the Taxi: Conktrol
Board wrote to the operator and said this-

I refer to the recent prosecution action
initiated against you by the Board for a
breach of Regulations 29(2) and 34(l)(a) of
the Taxi Car Regulations and wish to advise
that in view of the Magistrate's decision to
have the charges struck out, I have been
instructed to issue you with a warning on this
occasion.

The two charges were dismissed, therefore the
taxi driver was not guilty of anything; he was
completely exonerated. However, the board
decided it would write to him and issue him with
a warning. The letter gets even worse. It
continues-

I would remind you however that
behaviour of this nature will not be tolerated
by the Board and any further complaints
could seriously jeopardise your future as a
taxi-car operator.

Mr B, T. Burke: He is lucky the board did not
put him in gaoll

Mr HARMAN: The implications of that letter
are fairly obvious to every member in this House.
If any friction exists between taxi operators and
the board, perhaps the Government would be
magnanimous enough to arrange a meeting
between the two bodies so that they can resolve
their differences in the interests of the public.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for
Works) 12.31 p.m.]: The honourable member has
made some comments in connection with a couple
of matter's of which I have some understanding;
but the matter comes under the portfolio of a
Minister in another place, whom I represent here,
and I have not seen the correspondence involved.
The three points he brought forward related to
the taxi drivers' views on rate increases, the
labour costs involved in the industry and a
supposed misdemeanour by a particular driver.

The last rate increase was effected in 1976,
when I was Minister for Transport responsible for
this area. We circulated a questionnaire
throughout the industry to try to establish
whether members wanted the. fare increases. My
recollection is that about 700 drivers replied to
the circular and they were about evenly split, half
wanting the increase and the other half opposing
it. Many members of the industry were concerned
that fare increases would affect their turnover of
business.

Despite the evenness of the replies, the board
and the Government of the day agreed to increase
the rate and I believe no big downturn in turnover
was experienced in the industry.

We must also remember that the Taxi Control
Board is not composed only of members of the
Department of Transport; three members of the
board are nominated and elected by the taxi
drivens themselves, to represent that side of the
industry.

Mt H-arman: Who are they?
Mr O'CONNOR: I do not know, offhand.
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Mr H-arman: Are you sure they arc elected by
the drivers?

Mr O'CONNOR: I am certain; did the
honourable member not know this?

Mr Harman: I was just asking whether you
were Sure.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, I am sure. If any
friction exists between the board and the drivers,
these are the men who should bring these
problems forward for discussion by the board, so
that eventually the grievances can be either
resolved or put before the Government.

The member for Maylands -said the board
recommended an increase of I I per cent by
December. If that is the case, the
recommendation would have taken account of the
suggestions of the industry, as put forward by the
industry representatives on the board; obviously,
they would have supported such a
recommendation.

The taxi industry probably is much more stable
'now than it was many years ago. In the time of
the Hawke Government, taxi plates were issued at
$1 each, and there were so many taxis on the road
it was almost impossible for individual operators
to run at a profit. Taxi drivers really knew what
problems were in those days. Since the advent of
Liberal-Country Party Governments, restrictions
have been placed on the issuing of taxi plates in
an endeavour to return the industry to a more
stable situation, where it is possible for taxi
drivers to make a living from the industry. The
Government has watched this situation very
carefully over the years.

Mr Davies: A person cannot buy a taxi plate
for $1 now.

Mr O'CONNOR: Nor should he be in a
position to do so.

Mr Davies: I think they are a bit excessive,
now.

Mr O'CONNOR: Does, the member for
Victoria Park believe taxi plates should cost only
SI today?

Mr Davies: No, but the price could be a little
more reasonable than it is today.

Mr O'CONNOR: By restricting the number of
people entering the industry we have created a
stable situation, where people are capable of
earning a decent return for their work.

Mr Davies: The drivers are not getting a great
deal, but the people leasing out their taxis are
doing very well.

Mr O'CONNOR: This Government also
introduced the scheme whereby a driver who has

been involved in the industry can apply to the
board for a taxi plate, and the money he pays the
board assists the industry.

Mr Davies: We agree, but the two stages add to
the rivalry.

Mr O'CONNOR: I believe this Government
has done a great deal in bringing stability to the
industry. As I say, if any frictiom -does occur
between the board and the drivers, or anywhere
else in the industry, the three industry
representatives on the board are the people who
should be approached, and who should raise these
matters. We believe that situation is well catered
for in the present composition of the board.

The member for Maylands also raised a query
in regard to bucket seats in taxis.

Mr Harman: Why did they change the
licensing system?

Mr O'CONNOR: I will return to that point in
a moment. I understand only a small number of
taxis-some 10 or I11 vehicles-presently have
bucket seats, and they have been given a period of
time in which to convert their vehicles to bench
seats. We must always try to think of the public
and taxis with bucket seats are capable of
carrying fewer passengers than conventional
vehicles. If, say, five people are waiting in a group
for a taxi , and a cab with bucket seats pulls up,
one person in that group would have to wait for
another taxi. Once again, in order to bring
stability into the industry, where taxi drivers and
the public know how many people can fit into a
taxi, these people have beeb ordered to convert
their vehicles to bench seats. The board has
considered the public in this regard, and should be
supported.

As to the licensing query, I do not know why it
has been transferred from the Road Traffic
Authority to the Taxi Control Board. However,
the board has inspectors who from time to time
inspect these vehicles to make sure everything is
in order.

The other point raised by the member for
Maylan ids related to an individual who was
charged and taken before a court for allegedly
carrying signs on his vehicle. I do not know the
details of the case. However, I do know that the
Taxi Control Board-again, with three members
representing the industry-has set certain
standards it wants to maintain in the industry.
Some years ago we used to see taxi drivers
running around in dirty shorts and thongs. It was
felt that this was not good enough. Perth is
receiving an increasing number of international
and interstate visitors, and these people and the
people of Western Australia want to be treated a
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little better. Therefore, the board has set certain
standards which drivers must attain and maintain.

Another thing to which the board takes great
exception is the committing of sex offences in
taxis. I do not know the circumstances of this
particular case; the member for Maylands did not
refer the matter to me. However, if an individual
in the taxi industry is accused by a number of
people of committing or attempting to commit sex
offences in his vehicle, it is up to the board to
consider appropriate action.

Mr Harman: There was no suggestion of a sex
offence in this particular case.

Mr O'CONNOR: What was the offence?
Mr I-arman. The charge related to his "For

Hire" sign.
Mr O'CONNOR: Without knowing the details

of the case, I cannot be expected to give a
complete reply.

Mr Harman: My point was that the charges
were dismissed; the man was exonerated. Yet the
board wrote to him and told him he was being
warned.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is very easy for the
honourable member to give this information
without knowing the full background of the case.

Mr O'Neil: The charges may have been
dismissed on a technicality.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, or the case might
involve an individual who has been charged
previously with similar offences.

The SPEAKER: The Minister has one minute
remaining.

Mr O'CONNOR: It is the duty of the ooard,
composed as it is of members of the Department
of Transport, and industry representatives, to
protect the public in every way it can. I sincerely
hope it will continue to do so.

RECREATION

Facilities for Youth: Grievance

MR MacKiNNON (Murdoch) [2.40 p.m.]: I
direct my grievance to the Minister for
Recreation. It concerns a matter which I raised in
my maiden speech in this House: namely, youth
within my electorate. As members may remember
from my maiden speech, youth in my
electorate-that is, those people aged between 10
and 19 years of age-comprise 19 per cent of the
total population.

The problem in my area, just as it is probably a
problem in similar areas, is the lack of
recreational facilities (or youth. I do not mean
organised recreation facilities because many such

facilities are provided by voluntary organisations.
I am talking about the passive type of recreational
facility such as drop-in centres and the like.

The problem is that in modern society much of
the youth population is not attracted to organised
activity. This leads the type of youth with nothing
to do to gravitate into groups; and those groups
tend to gravitate towards vandalism. This
vandalism has been highlighted in a newspaper
called Southern Focus which is published by the
Western Australian Institute of Technology.
Recently it published a series of articles in which
some of these children of age 13 and 14 explained
to the newspaper how they had been breaking into
houses in certain areas because they had nothing
to do.

This sont of thing is happening not because of
Government action but because of a trend in
modern society. When we were children we could
walk down the street and go to the pictures.
Unfortunately today youth cannot do this because
they have to catch a bus to travel into the city and
then have to return home, which is not an easy
thing to do. Of course that also costs more money
today than it did when we were young. It used to
cost us 20c to sit in the lounge of the Royal
Picture Theatre or a similar place.

The trend for youth today is away from
organised activities. The Federal Government
report on youth, published in February of this
year, had this to say-

As a general rule membership of youth
organisations declines with age from around
14 years. Surveys of young people's
involvement with youth and sporting clubs
have revealed participation rates ranging
from 10 per cent to around 50 per cent-

So quite clearly a significant proportion of the
youth population is not being adequately catered
for.

Both the State and the Federal Governments
are not unaware of this fact. As a result of the
report brought down by the Federal Government
in February Of this year, the Office Of Youth
Affairs was created. This office is designed to co-
ordinate research and information facilities,
community support schemes, and community
recreation facilities.

Similarly, this State Government has
undertaken several projects. One has been done
through the Community Recreation Council
which provides capital grants, grants for
equipment and pools, and community recreation
officers' and youth leadership courses. The Police
and Citizens Youth Clubs also provide many
services, as does the YMCA which this State
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Government supported last year to the tune of
$70 000. Services are also provided by the youth
education officers of the Education Department
and the community use of schools.

I come now to the point of my grievance which
is that there does not appear to me to be enough
co-ordination between these bodies. For example,
community recreation officers are paid by the
Community Recreation Council and are employed
by the shires, and they operate in fields similar to
those in which the youth education officers of the
Education Department operate. Unless the two
get together there does not appear to be very
much liaison between the two. There also seems
to be very little contact in respect of formal
training, bearing in mind that a youth education
officer is a teacher and a community recreation
officer does not necessarily have to have any

~-formalised training.
The-Police and Citizens Youth Clubs cater for

a similar type of market. I am not decrying these
bodies; they are fantastic organisations, and the
one in Gosnelts is an outstanding example.
However, the police officers involved are not
trained specifically for youth leadership activities.
They are trained as police officers and, through
no fault of their own, are not really trained to
take advantage of the number of youths who
come into contact with Police and Citizens Youth
Clubs.

These sorts of people also tend to encourage a
more organised type of activity from which youth
today is turning away. The youth of today, as
evidenced by research, tends to move away from
organised club activities to the casual type of
activity. I am aware that the Community
Recreation Council is endeavouring to cater for
this to a degree, but I should like to see more co-
ordination of youth leadership training amongst
community recreation officers, youth education
officers, Police and Citizens Youth Club leaders,
and the many other voluntary groups. To
highlight this matter the Federal Government
report on youth said-

There is an urgent need for improvements
in existing arrangements as they affect the
co-ordination and development of youth
policy and the co-ordination of the delivery
of youth services.

The second point I wish to make is that I believe
the Community Recreation Council should
endeavour to encourage local government bodies
to take a more active interest in the provision of
this passive type of recreation. I am sure all of us
are aware of the outstanding work the local
councils do within our electorates in the provision

of sporting facilities, change rooms, and the like.
There are many outstanding examples of this in
my electorate and, I anm sure, in the electorates of
many other members.

However, a significant proportion of youth
today do not want this organised type of activity.
They want the sort of activity whereby they can
watch television or play pool away from the
alcoholic environment of a hotel to which some of
them gravitate at the age of 15 or 16 only because
there is nowhere else to go. Once again in support
of this argument the Federal Government report
on youth said-

A significant proportion of young
people-and perhaps notably the early school
leavens who lack adequate education and an
interest in organised activities--appears to be
bypassed by almost all youth directed
programmes.

I believe the Community Recreation Council
could encourage this to a greater degree at
probably very little cost to the taxpayer through
the community recreation officers and the
encouragement of the shire councils. I believe that
would be a significant step towards a reduction of
vandalism throughout the State of which I am
sure the: Minister and the shire councils are
already aware.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Recreation) [2.49 p.m.]: The member for
Murdoch has drawn attention to what is quite *
properly regarded as an area of increasing
concern. The growth of vandalism and the factors
of which it is symptomatic have caused increasing
concern for some time and are now becoming
aggravated by increasing unemployment. As the
member for Murdoch has rightly said, many
young people are not prepared to relate to the
organised forms of recreation which presently
exist in the community. I think that is probably
the greatest limiting factor in coming to grips
with vandalism and in providing opportunities for
what I might call the idle youth to occupy their
time.

This is manifested by the fact that the survey to
which the member referred identified certain
areas in which there are adequate recreational
facilities but in most instances there is
comparatively low usage when we consider the
degree of usage which is possible and readily
achievable. When related to the surrounding
population, some facilities are not being supported
to anything like the maximum degree.

The other limiting factor is the inability of
many young people to relate to what might be
termed the accepted community standards. in this

2108



[Wednesday, 12th October, 1977120

regard that also denies them access in some
situations to recreational facilities, It probably
denies them participation in various clubs, and
however unfortunate that might be it is a fact of
lire, and it is a limiting factor in this matter.

As the member identified, the Community
Recreation Council established a youth services
section some 15 months ago. It has only
comparatively recently come to grips with the
response from other organisations which have
been operating in this field.

There is a need to have several types of people
involved. One is the ordinary skilled youth
worker; that is, a worker in a social and
diagnostic sense who is able to identify reasons
behind some of 'the undesirable youth activities
that occur. These people are then able to suggest
to others the mnanner in which a remedy mnight be
effected.

This leads me to the two other types Of People
that are needed. One is the trained worker who
has a second job or who gives his service perhaps
one evening a week. He can identify with small
groups of people for a period of eight to 12 weeks;
overseas studies indicate that is sufficient time. In
that time the trained youth worker is able to
produce opportunities for alternative outlets to
these youths who might have been in trouble with
the law.

The other person is the more sophisticated
youth worker who trains other people to become
youth Workers themselves, We seem to be short of
this type of person, but this area is the key to the
whole business, However, we are now moving in
this area.

I wish to make two further points, and the first
is the question of link programmes. The
Community Recreation Council through its youth
services sections has established link programmes
with Police and Citizens Youth Clubs, the
YMCA, and various church groups in order to
provide the co-ordination which the member
rightly suggested has been lacking.

SIt has not been lacking through want of. effort
on the part of the groups involved, Probably it has
been lacking because not all those who are
enthusiastic amateurs readily appreciate the
social aspects that might be motivating these
problems. Hopefully we are getting that link
programme established which will provide a
better understanding and a more ipitegrated
progamme.

The Western Australian Voluntary Youth
Organisation has co-operated and it is changing
its structure to meet these link programmes. I am

hopeful it will show some effects soon, although it
is a slow process.

I think in this field of youth activity there has
been a considerable amount of effort, as the
member for Melville will be aware. A programme
had operated at the Melville High School hall and
'hopefully we will get that going again. It has
taken more management than was heretofore
expected, but no-one can deny the very good and
responsible motivation behind the operation of
that function.

The last point relates to the Community
Recreation Council itself. In this regard the
direction in which the Community Recreation
Council has addressed itself has been examined
by me, and I think we would all agree there is
need for increased emphasis on those two words,
"community recreation". In that regard some
changes in emphasis Will be made, recogniising
that not everyone wants to be involved in
organised sport. Not everyone is a champion
athlete and not everyone wants to participate in
the various types of pursuits made available on an
organised basis. However, there is a need for
community recreation in the passive sense as well
as the organised sense.

The member has drawn attention to a very
im portant aspect of our society and I think in the
course of the next few years we will be better able
to meet the problem.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENT

RTA Action: Grievance

MR HODGE (Melville) 12.56 p.m], My
grievance concerns treatment meted out tb a
constituent of mine by the Road Traffic
Authority. I will not divulge his name in this
debate, but should the Minister be interested I
will be happy to give him the details. I received a
letter in April this year from the constituent and I
quote from it as follows--

It is with regret that after 53 years of life,
I find it necessary in the cause of justice, to
write my first letter to a member of
parliament.

The Matter arose from a traffic accident,
and resultant action, or lack of it by the
Road. Traffic Authority of Marine Terrace
Fremantle.

Following the accident, I made a report to
Perth Headquarters of the R.T.A. on 14-3-
77 but later uncovered extra evidence.

When the extra evidence was revealed, I
made six attempts to report the same for
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-inclusion in the accident ile-papers, but was
unsuccessful.
Details:

Attempted Reports.
24 3.77 Phone enquiry to Perth

R.A.

24-3-77 Persnal attndance at
Fremiantle RITA,

253-77 Personal attendance at
Fremantle R.T.A.

2&3k-77 Pereonal attendence at
Fremnantle R.T.A.

29-3-77 Personal attendance at
Fremnantle R.T.A.

30-3-77 Personal attendance at Perth
H.. R.L.A.

Results,
Advised file-papers
forwared to Fresnantle
Branch .T.A.
Advised no trace of file-

AAA&c nothing known of
file-japurs and to call
back Saturday.
Advse that because of
skeleton staff to cell tack
following; week.
Advised that action had
bena taken for isse of
lflvindmnet Notice to
ate an file-papers
foracld to Perth
R.T.A.
Advised to take case to
curt ir wishe to
present evidence.

While the penalty of $20.00 is not the
main importance, I understand that with-
holding evidence is an offence, but I have
done my best to present such evidence.

May I ask for your kindly assistance in
adding such evidence (copy supplied) to the
Police file-papers No. 4523.

1 was alarmed when I received the letter; I took
immediate steps to contact the RTA headqiuarters
and spoke to the deputy chief executive officer,
Mr W. R. Dixon, who promised he would take
immediate action and investigate the matter.

I received a letter on the 20th April signed by
Mr R. J. Court the chief executive officer of the
RTA, advising me that action would be taken -on
the infringement notice and an inquiry would be
made forthwith. My constituent was later
contacted by an officer of the RTA, taken to the
RTA officers at Fremantle, and asked to identify
any of the officers he had dealt with. He did his
best in this case. He had considerable difficulty as
a couple of months bad elapsed. Nevertheless, he
did his best to co-operate with the so-called
investigation.

It was not until the 8th June that I finally
received a letter from Mr R, J. Court, the Chief
Executive Officer of the RTA. I do not think any
member would be surprised to learn that Mr
Court said there was no basis for this person's
complaint. Mr Court said an officer had
investigated the complaint and he considered it to
be unwarranted. According to Mr Court no
attempt had been made to fob this person off or to
stop him adding the extra evidence. The extra
evidence was a signed statement by a witness who
had seen the accident. It could have had quite a
serious bearing on the decision of the police or the
RTA as to whether they went ahead and issued
an infringement notice.

I was not satisfied with the result of the RTA

investigation and neither was my constituent. My
constituenf is a responsible middle aged* person
who holds a reasonably senior position in the
Public Service. I asked him to demonstrate his
genuineness by filling out all the details of his
complaint in a statutory declaration. This he did.
I then decided I would write to the Minister about
the matter.

I wrote to the Minister enclosing the statutory
declaration and a letter from the director of the
RTA, Mr Court. I thought the Minister, in the
interests of seeing that justice was not only done
but was seen to be done, would, if a reasonable
approach were made to him and all the facts and
details were given, be prepared at least to meet
me and my constituent in order to talk about the
problem and satisfy himself that justice had in
fact been done.

Of course, I was sadly disillusioned. I received a
letter from Mr O'Neil, the Deputy Premier and
Minister for Police and Traffic, on the 29th June.
I will read the relevant paragraph or that letter-

I have perused the papers you enclosed
with your correspondence and at this point of
time I feel that it would be improper of me to
intervene and therefore I regret I cannot
accede to your request.

I believe it would have been common courtesy and
decency for the Minister at ieast to have met me
and my constituent, because I believe we
submitted a genuine, well-documented case and
that on face valve it appeared as if a person had
been fobbed off and treated in a very bad way by
the RTA. My constituent had made six attempts
to have this extra evidence included in his
accident file. Six times he had been frustrated. I
believe if ever a ease existed for the Ombudsman,
the Parliamentary Commissioner, to be able to
investigate a situiaion this is such a case.

I did not realise that because the Minister had
refused my request that this was the end of the
line. I thought I could go to the Ombudsman, but
I found out after making inquiries that the RTA
was excluded from his jurisdiction. I believe there
is probably some argument for excluding the
police or actual police work from the
Ombudsman's jurisdiction; but this was not police
work. This was a case of bureaucratic bungling
and red tape. It was not police work; it was just a
case of the RTA giving this man the mun-around
and not giving him the proper service to which, as
a citizen, he was entitled.

I believe the Government should reconsider the
situation. The Minister is being dominated by his
department and refuses to act independently.

I do not know whether the Minister himself
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wrote the letter from which I quoted or whether it
was written on his behalf by the department. I
had some faith that at least the Minister would
give us a brief interview and have a look at the.
situation. Apparently he did not see fit to do so
and in the circumstances I believe there should be
some other avenue open to us. I do not believe it is
good enough to have the RTA investigating this
situation and writing to me and my constituent
saying it had investigated the matter and it was
blameless; saying the fault was not on the part of
the RTA. I believe the Government should give
further consideration to empowering the
Ombudsman to investigate these complaints,
particularly if it is a complaint concerning the
office side of police operations.

I believe the whole Police Force should be
subject to scrutiny by the Ombudsman, but if one
wants to exclude the. Ombudsman from
investigating actual police work, that is fair
enough. However, I believe the office side of the
Police Department and RTA certainly warrants
scrutiny by an outside person especially in this
particular case.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Minister for
Police and Traffic) [3.06 p.m.]: As the member
for Melville began to evolve his proposition I
seemed to recall some of the events which he
related. It brought the case to mind.
Unfortunately, I am not able to recognise the
name of the person concerned; but it aught to be
made perfectly clear to all members of Parliament
that, at least on this side of the House, Ministers
of the Government are not prepared to intercede
in a matter which is a breach of the law,
regardless of what it might be, when there are
adequate facilities for redress available to people
who allegedly breach the law.

Mr H. D. Evans: This is not a breach of the
law. It is procedure within the department,

Mr O'NEIL Let the member for Melville
expound his own theory. What he is saying is I
refused his request to have an interview with a
person who was charged with a traffic offence. I
would like to let it be known that I will continue
so to refuse.

Mr H. D. Evans: It was not. It was. to accept
the further evidence.

Mr O'N EIL: The member was accusing me of
refusing, in the company of the honourable
member, to interview a person charged with a
traffic offence. Let it be known. I will continue so
to do, no matter from which side of the House the
complaint originates.

Mr H. D. Evans: You are talking about
administration; not law.

Mr O'NEIL: The right of redress is available to
the accused person if he feels he has been unfairly
dealt with.

Mr Hodge: What is it? How can he get justice?
Mr O'NEIL: The honourable member was

saying this person was denied the right to present
further evidence in his defence. He said also this
evidence may have prevented the issue of the
infringement notice. Mr Speaker, the
infringement notice is issued on the spot. The
traffic authority in fact offered the accused
person-if that is the proper term-an extension
of time, as I understand the situation. That person
had the right in his own hands to go before the
court if he elected so to do and present any other
evidence in his favour that he might see fit.

Mr Hodge: Why was it necessary for him to
make six visits?

Mr O'NEIL: That is an entirely different
matter.

Mr H. D3. Evans: That is the crux of his
complaint.

Mr O'NEIL: The honourable member is saying
I refused to see an accused person-perhaps the
crime is very small-in his presenc e. I am saying
I will continue to adopt that attitude whether the
approach comes from this side of the House or
from members opposite.

Mr Skidmore: I understood the member to say
he was not concerned so much with the offence,
but with what happened after the alleged offence
had been committed.

Mr O'NEIL That is what the member for
Swan understands the honourable member to
have said.

Mr H. D. Evans: That is what he said.
Mr O'NEIL: If evidence was available to the

person issued with the infringement notice, and if
such evidence may have resulted in the
withdrawal of the notice, the person has the right
to present that evidence. However, the notice has
already been issued. There is no way in the world
that I will ever request the withdrawal of an
infringement notice against a person who is
charged with a traffic offence, because the avenue
of redress is available to the man in the court.

Mr Skidmore: I do not think the honourable
member wanted you to do that at all.

Mr O'NEIL: If that is the case, then the
honourable member is simply making a party
political point and it shows his naivety.

I want it to be known, and I have said this a
dozen times, whether a request comes from this
side of the House or from any other person, there
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is no way in the world I shall personally accept an
invitation from a member of Parliament to bear
the complaint of somebody who is accused of a
traffic offence or any other offence.

Mr Skidmore: You will not hear it from me,
Mr Minister.

Mr O'NEIL: I know I will not.

USED MOTOR VEHICLES
Unlicensed Dealers: Grievance

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [3.10 p.m.): I rise on a
grievance directed to the Minister for Consumer
Affairs. It concerns backyard motor vehicle
dealers, who have been a problem for a long time.

Mr Tonkin: Not to the Minister.
Mr SIBSON: It is not my intention to complain

about the Bureau of Consumeyr Affairs, but rather
to try to highlight the Problem as I and other
people see it and to endeavour to offer some
suggestions which may assist.

Since the introduction of the Motor Vehicle
Dealers Act in 1973, and even before that, there
has been an incidence of backyard dealers.
However, since 1973 a different situation has
occurred in connection with vehicles which have a
value of less than $500. The seller of such a
vehicle does not have to give a warranty. These
vehicles are bought by people who set themselves
up as backyard dealers. They may be mechanics,
panelbeaters, or a mixture of both, or simply
people who have no trade, but have a few friends
in the trade who assist them.

The -situation is that a vehicle is bought for
between $300 and $500 and an assessment is
made of the best way to deal with the car in order
that the best price may be obtained for it on the
market. Again I stress that a warranty is not
issued with such a vehicle when it is sold.

Let us consider a typical vehicle, perhaps a
1964 model which is selling in the trade at around
the $450 mark. Such a vehicle is bought and
tidied up for a figure of around $80 to $100. It
might need a clean, a couple of tyres, and perhaps
one or two mechanical adjustments which can be
done for $200. Vehicles of this nature are being
sold for anything from between $800 to $1 000
with, I say again, no warranty.

Mr Barnett: Do you give warranties with your
cars?

Mr SIBSON: The dealers know that this is
going on and they are concerned about it. They
definitely want to be rid of the vehicles which are
worth less than $500, but at the same time they
are concerned-

Several members interjected.
Mr SIBSON: I would like members to allow

me to continue because I have only 10 minutes,
and I am.trying to be constructive.

The dealers are concerned that this is occurring
because it does affect the industry and I have
several suggestions to make to the Minister.

Mr Barnett: So have 1!
Mr SIBSON: One, in particular, I believe

would assist greatly, but 1 want members to bear
in mind that in no way do I want to intrude into
the affairs of the genuine private seller. I believe
it should be compulsory for everyone who
advertises the sale of a vehicle to include the
registration number in the advertisement. This
would in no way be detrimental to the private
genuine seller, However, if the registration were
included in the advertisement it would enable
whoever was responsible-in this case the Bureau
of Consumer Affairs-to run a check on the
vehicles coming through. In other words, the
numbers could be checked with police records
because each day vehicles move in and out of
dealers' yards, a police record is kept of the
numbers. A cross-check could be made of the
phone numbers, and this is one way by which we
would have some check of where the vehicles are
going.

Mr Skidmore: An excellent suggestion.
Mr SIBSON: I have another suggestion which

I believe could be of great assistance, but before I
make it I want to stress that I am-not in any way
intending to be derogatory to the Bureau of
Consumer Affairs. However, I believe that the
responsibility for policing backyard dealers should
be taken away from the Bureau of Consumer
Affairs and handed over to the RTA vehicle
inspection squad who are trained in the inspection
of vehicles, which is very important, and also
trained to identify vehicles. Those who are
involved with vehicles get to know them and their
numbers and officers of the RTA would be able to
ascertain the situation and indentify certain
people who were appearing in the yards all the
time. They would also be able to check the phone
numbers in the paper and also the registration
numbers. In this way it would be possible to
detect the backyard dealers.

it is not my intention, nor is it the intention of
the Minister or the bureau, to restrict in any way
the sale of private vehicles. It is not the intention
of the trade, either. There is no way in which it
wants to be seen to be restricting the sale of
private vehicles. It has been said by some people
that the trade is only trying to create a closed
shop; but that is not so. Vehicles are being sold at
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figures of up to SI1000 and even more without a
warranty and they are, in fact, being sold by
illegal backyard dealers. These are the people
about whom we are concerned, If their illegal
activities were stopped, this would help the private
seller because at the moment even the genuine
private seller is under suspicion. The public knows
that backyard dealing is going on and that
therefore when a person goes to inspect a vehicle
for private purchase, particularly if the vehicle
has been touched up in any way, even though the
seller is a genuine private person, he is under
suspicion. Therefore, if illegal backyard dealings
were wiped out, the private sellers and buyers
would be assisted.

I would now like to refer to some
correspondence I have had with the Mi nister. I
wrote on the 8th August referring to the problems
of backyard operators and I received a reply from
the Minister which indicates that he and the
bureau are aware of the problem and that they
are endeavouring to do something about it. My
purpose iri raising the matter today is to
emphasise it so that some action can be taken.
Among other things, the Minister said-

Action is being pursued which should
evcntuate in recommendations to amend the
Act, to effectively deal with unlicensed
dealers and to allow Road Traffic Authority
officers access to vehicles suspected of being
offered for sale privately so that
roadworthiness examinations can be made.

I stress again that I believe the RTA officers are
the ones who should be policing the Act because
they have the ability, the skill, the knowledge, and
the power to seek out the illegal dealers who are
damaging the industry and, to use an old term,
"6ripping off" the public.

I make those suggestions to the Minister in the
hope that he and the bureau will accept them as a
constructive grievance. We must wipe out the
numerous backyard dealers who are operating in
the State today.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Consumer Affairs) [3.19 p.m.]: First of all, may I
say I agree entirely with everything the member
for Bunbury has said. The biggest problem
confronting the bureau in respect of backyard
dealing is the difficulty in obtaining evidence of
any of these improper practices. Recently I
received a deputation from the Australian
Automobile Dealers Association complaining
about the situation. We pointed out that although
we had monitored telephone calls and had done
all sorts of other things we have been unable to

(167)

obtain any evidence of this practice being
widespread.

We asked the association to provide us with
evidence, and it certainly has not come forward
and done so. We are confronted with the
difficulty of sheeting home the source of the
complaints in respect of backyard dealing.

The suggestion by the member for Bunbury to
require people who advertise in newspapers and
elsewhere to display or list the plate number of
the used car, is excellent. It is an original
suggestion; certainly, I have not heard of it
previously.

Mr O'Neil: When you mentioned phone calls,
you meant phone numbers?

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, that is right. [ meant the
phone numbers which were advertised. However,
that action was not very fruitful.

Getting back to the suggestion hy the member
for Bunbury, it is original and would go a long
way towards solving the problem, It could be
easily effected at a minimum cost.

A committee was set up some time ago
comprising officers from my own
department-the Department of Labour and
Industry-the Commissioner for Consumer
Affairs, the Chairman of the Motor Vehicle
Dealers Licensing Board, the Director of the
Road Traffic Authority, and Crown Law. The
aim of the committee was to examine ways and
means of dealing with the situation about which
the member for Bunbury is complaining. I would
be Very happy to reconvene that committee for the
purpose of putting to it the suggestion by the
member for Bunbury.

The committee could also go further into the
question of switching responsibility for used car
dealing to the Road Traffic Authority. This
suggestion, of course, has been put forward on
numerous occasions. If it were thought to be
advantageous, it would be an excellent move, but
it is something which requires further
examination because up to date the consensus of
opinion has been that the responsibility should
remain with the Bureau of Consumer Affairs.

I appreciate the remarks of the member for
Burabury and I can assure him I will convene an
early meeting of 'the cqmmittee. We will examine
the suggestion he has put forward; I am quite
certain it will be accepted, and we will implement
it as early as possible.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

11
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STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Consideration of Report

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [3.23 p.m.]: I
mnove-

(1) That the consideration of the standing
Orders Committee Report, laid on the
Table of the House on 6th October,
1977, and ordered to be printed, be
made an Order of the Day for the next
sitting of the House; and

(2) That the House when considering the
report allow general debate as on a
substantive motion and, after the
mover's reply, for deliberating each
proposed new, omitted or amended
Standing Order, use Committee
procedure.

Question put and passed.

ACT'S AMENDMENT (CONSTITUTION) BELL
Third Reading

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlinds-Premier)
[3.24 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
The SPEAKER: The question is that the Bill

bd read a third time. Those in favour say "Aye".
and those to the contrary say "No".

Mr B. T. Burke: No.
The SPEAKER: As this Bill requires a

constitutional majority it will be necessary for me
to divide the House. Ring the bells.

Bells rung and the House divided.
Division resulted as follows-

Ayes 29
Mr Blaikie Mr Nanovich
Mr Clarko Mr O'Connor
Sir Charles Count Mr O'Neil
Mr Cowan Mr Ridge
Mr Coyne Mr Rushton
Mrs Craig Mr Sibson
Dr Dadour Mr Sodeman
Mr Grayden Mr Sprigg
Mr Grewar Mr Stehcs
Mr Hamsel] Mr Tubby
Mr Herzfeld Mr Watt
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Williams
Mr Laurance Mr Young
Mr MacKinnon Mr Shalders
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Harmnan

Noes 18
Mr Hodge
,Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmnore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr McPharlin Mr Bryce
Mr Old Mr Jamieson
Mr Crane Mr Grill
The SPEAKER: I declare the Bill to be carried

with the concurrence of an absolute majority of
the whole number of members of the House.

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

SEX DISCRIMINATION BILL

Speaker's Ruling

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I am
prepared to rule in connection with the Sex
Discrimination Bill.

Members will remember that the Premier has
asked for my ruling as to whether or not the Bill
is properly before the House as it purports, in
several places, to create a charge on the Crown
and is not accompanied by a Governor's Message
recommending'appropriations.

I would remind members of comments I made
in this House at the time the Bill was introduced.
At that time I pointed out that the rule under
which we operate is subsection (8) of section 46 of
the Constitution Acts Amendment Act. There is
no doubt in my mind that this Bill is one which
does require a Message.

I am conscious that there is a precedent for a
Governor's Message being received concerning a
Bill introduced by a private member. However, so
rare is that precedent that I am inclined to the
view that it was a case of the exception proving
the rule. The great body of precedence shows that
Bills attempting to create expenditure have been
consistently ruled out of order unless they are
accompanied by a Governor's Message. As the
objection was raised by the Premier I am satisfied
that there is no possibility of a Message
recommending that appropriations be made.

Mr Tonkin: See what a joke it is.
The SPEAKER: I therefore rule that the Bill is

out of order.
Mr Tonkin: The Governor is sitting in his seat

over there.

Dissent twon Speaker's Ruling

Mr H. D. EVANS: With the deepest respect,
Sir, I move-

That your ruling be disagreed with.
I do so on a number of grounds. The Premier
requested you, Mr Speaker, to make that

(Teller)
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determination and I have taken note of everything
you said. Subsection (8) of section 46 of the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act reads-

(8) A vote, resolution, or Bill for the
appropriation of revenue or moneys shall not
be passed unless the purpose of the
appropriation has in the same session been
recommended by message of the Governor to
the Legislative Assembly.

The operative phrase is "shall not be passed".
Obviously a Bill is not passed until it has gone

through the third reading stage. It can remain
before the House right up to the third reading
stage. I have looked at the 14 separate examples
where, over the years, such Bills have been ruled
out of order, and it appears to be the convention
in the main-there are exceptions-that a Bill in
this position is ruled out of order after the second
reading explanatory speech. That has been the
convention and is th e convention which is now
followed, but I hold this Dill could be allowed to
persist until a vote is taken on the third reading;
and furthermore it should be allowed to persist
until the third reading stage, for good and cogent
reasons.

In the first place, the background and terms of
the Bill have been explained in the second reading
explanatory speech. However, the merit or
otherwise of the measure has not been debated.

Secondly, the Bill has no political bias;, it does
not profess and cannot be said to contain political
bias. It was introduced on the basis of basic
justice and a fair go for everybody. It is a
fundamental Australian trait that no-one should
be discriminated against on the basis of sex or
marital status. That is the underlying principle of
the Bill before us. To this concept there can be no
logical objection, and I challenge anybody to raise
an objection on that ground. Therefore it is not
proper that such a Bill should be ruled out of
order before the full details and the merits of it
are known and the position of the Government
has been established.

There is absolutely no question that a Message
from the Governor could be provided by the
Government of the day if that Government chose
to do so. It is not the Governor who takes the
initiative to provide a Message; it is the Premier
and his Government. No-one these days would be
so naive as to imagine the Governor initiates
action on these matters. He takes the advice of his
Ministers, as the Queen does under the
Westminster system. It is as simple as that. The
Governor does not meddle in the
Administration-or at least he should not do so,

even though the Governor in this State has been
called upon to make political comments at times.

The precedent to which you referred, Mr
Speaker, is a valid one. The precedent to provide
a Message for a private member's Bill does exist.
There was a Labor Government in this State from
1953 to 1959. In 1955, during the currency of
that Labor Government, the Hon. A. F. Watts,
who was a member of the Country Party and in
Opposition at the time, moved the Free Enterprise
Protection Bill, and a Message from the Governor
was provided. The second reading speech was
made on the 1st August, 1955. Debate ensued,
following adjournments, on the 21st and 2Sth
September, and a Message was received and read
on the 4th October. This was done by a Labor
Government.

I feel there is a responsibility on the
Government to allow this Bill to be fully debated
and to allow the House to judge whether or not a:
Governor's Message should be provided to enable
the Bill to be placed on the Statute book. I repeat
that the Governor's Message is purely and simply
a device used by the Government of the day.
What is more, it is anachronistic in nature, and
the provision for a private member's Bill to be
furnished with a Governor's Message was
canvassed in this Chamber last night in the course
of debate. The provision as it stands now is
hopelessly outmoded.

The Government of the day has full control
over the situation at every turn. It has full control
of every measure which comes before this House
and it can do what it will with it consistent with
the Standing Orders, be it a Bill involving money
matters of any kind, or anything else. Where,
then, is the need to be able to rule out a Bill
because it has no Governor's Message? What is
the purpose of it?

In the first place, it is the Government of the
day which provides the Message, not the
Governor. Secondly, the House, its business, and
its procedures are controlled by the Government
of the day with its numbers, A measure should be
judged on its merit and not be subject to an
anachronism of this nature.

It might also be asked why a member belonging
to a party which represents in excess of 40 per
cent of the population is unable to introduce as of
right a Bill which involves money matters and
have the measure fully examined. The
Government still has control of the House and, on
the merits of the issues before it, can take the
action that is appropriate.

As an aside, perhaps I should add that the
amendment of the Constitution Acts Amendment
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Act as of yesterday evening will commence the
erosion of procedures in relation to Bills involving
finance as far as the Legislative Council is
concerned, and in the fullness of tinme that
precedent will spread to private members' Bills in
the Legislative Assembly. But that is to be
determined in the future.

The Government has taken no initiative to
introduce anti-discrimination legislation in
Western Australia. On the 22nd September,
1976, in reply to a question, the Premier indicated
no action would be taken by his Government in
relation to sex discrimination legislation. The
headline accorded to the Minister for Labour and
Industry in The West Australian on the 5th
January. 1977, was "WA won't get sex bias Act".

Mr. Shalders: You did not introduce an Act of
this type when you were in Government.

Mr H. D. EVANS: A commitment was made
in the last policy speech of the Leader of the
Opposition.

At the same time, Western Australia lags
behind the rest of Australia in regard to anti-
discrimination laws. Such laws are in existence in
New South Wales, Victoria, and South Australia,
and it is intended to introduce them into
Tasmania. There has also been a move in this
direction on the part of the Federai Government.
Someone had to move in this matter, and at the
request and with the approval of the Opposition I
introduced this Bill into the House. It is now the
subject of your ruling, Mr Speaker, and my
appeal against your ruling.

It is up to the Government to state its attitude
towards discrimination on the grounds of sex and
marital status, and I would ask the Government
whether it is happy with the present position, or
whether it is prepared to adopt a laissez-faire
attitude to a matter in respect of which Western
Australia lags behind. Is it content to lag behind
the rest of the nation in this regard?

This Government claims to support the
conventions of the United Nations Organisation,
but to date it has been simply a matter of lip
service. It is true that a committee has been
established to look into discrimination in
employment, but that is just a committee with no
powers. It has no powers as opposed to the
Women's Legal Status Act of Western Australia,
and there is no way in which it can really enforce
any of its decisions. Therefore, it is of no use for
the Government to try to shelter behind that
committee, because it is useless.

In summary, the grounds on which I move to
dissent from your ruling, Sir, are fairly evident. In
the first instance I disagree with your ruling

because of the wording of section 46(g) of the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act, because it
can be seen that the phrase "shall not be passed"
when taken in its literal and fullest sense means
that a measure can remain before the House until
the third reading vote is taken. This Bill can do
that, and it should do that. It will do that, unless
the Government of the day takes action to ensure
otherwise. That is the essential point.

Therefore, a Bill can be knocked out at the first
reading stage, or it can be allowed to proceed to
the second reading stage where it is introduced
with an explanatory speech and, as I have pointed
out, this has been the function in the past. A Bill
can probably go right through until the third
reading vote is taken, and this is a measure to
which that procedure should apply.

The concept of the Bill has been explained, and
its tenet is that of fair play and a fair go for all
Australians and all people throughout the world.
So, Mr Speaker, the Bill should remain before the
House to be fully debated so that the House may
determine whether it is sound legislation which
merits a Governor's Message. Ultimately, this is
the decision of the Government of the day, and of
no-one else.

The precedent for providing a Governor's
Message for a private member's Bill has already
been established, and I am happy to say it was
established by a Labor Government-another
Labor first. The worth of the Bill has been shown
by the illustrations produced during my second
reading speech, and it is undeniable that those
illustrations show that discrimination does exist.

I would add that the concept enunciated in the
Bill has been embraced by the United Nations
Organisation, and action has been taken in every
State of Australia except Western Australia.
Where does Wcstern Aus tralia stand?

Therefore, the measure should not be ruled out
of order, and certainly not at this stage; it should
at least be allowed to be fully debated. The
Government should take the necessary action to
initiate a Governor's Message after allowing the
debate to proceed on the merits of the Bill and a
determination to be made. The Government is in
full control of the situation, even to the extent of
referring the matter to some form of inquiry.

The Government should instigate an inquiry if
it wishes to do so, or else it should provide a
Governor's Message. It just cannot allow the
present position to continue in Western Australia
without making some alteration to the
discrimination that exists on the grounds of sex
and marital status. The Government has taken no
intitiatives whatsover to rectify the position, and
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on those grounds the Bill should be given every
opportunity to be examined as to its worth,
because it is good legislation which should be
passed.

On those grounds, 1 disagree with your ruling,
Mr Speaker.

Sitting suspended from 3.4S 10 4.06 p.m.

Mr TONKIN: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: Order! I assume the member

for Morley is seconding the motion.
Mr TONKIN: Yes, Mr Speaker. I was deeply

shocked by your comments with respect to your
belief that because the Premier had risen on a
point of order, the Governor would not in fact
provide a Message to this Chamber. It seems you
are suggesting the Governor is politically biased,
and I would not have expected you to take such
an attitude. I draw your attention to Standing
Order No. 125, which states-

No Member shall use the name of Her
Majesty or the Governor irreverently in
debate, or For the purpose of influencing the
House in its deliberations.

What you did was to say that the Governor is the
plaything of the Premier and in fact, because the
Premier had risen on a point of order, no such
Message will be forthcoming.

Last night I canvassed the suggestion that the
Governor's Message was farcical; that in fact it
was not the Governor at all who was bringing the
Message here, but the Premier. However, the
Premier corrected me and in his best school
master manner he told me quite kindly that I did
not understand the situation, but that if I paid
more attention to what he had to say, in the end I
would grasp the nub of the matter.

Either we have a situation where the
Governor's Me~sage is a farce, and in fact it is the
Premier who decides to bring forward the
"Governor's Message", or it is not a farce, in
which case the Governor has a prerogative to send
down a Message. Mr Speaker, it is wrong for you
to suggest that in fact the Governor would not do
so, merely because the Premier rose to take a
point of order.

[ am concerned that the Standing Orders of
this House are being flagrantly ignored. I am
concerned that the only thing which rules in this
place is the numbers. It does not matter what
absurdity the Government wants to get away
with; it will do so by using its numbers, and I am
very disappointed, Mr Speaker, that you are a
party to this attitude.

In fact, the member for Warren made this

situation quite clear. Our Standing Orders
provide that a vote, resolution, or Bill for the
appropriation of revenue or moneys shall not be
passed unless the purpose of the appropriations
has in the same session been recommended by
Message from the Governor to the Legislative
Assembly. We are still in the same session of
Parliament. How are we to know that the
Governor will not issue a Message tomorrow, or
next week? I believe the Standing Orders are hers
to be obeyed and I am also concerned that an Act
of Parliament is here to be obeyed.

Section 46(g) of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act states quite clearly that we
cannot pass this Bill unless an appropriation has
been made. Surely we are not in a position to say
whether or not there will be an appropriation in
this session. This session is nowhere near over,
and "Passed" means that a Bill has been passed
by this Chamber. A law is not passed until it has
left this place; namely, until it has had its third
reading. Therefore, Mr Speaker, I think it is quite
premature of you to believe the Governor is not
going to issue a Message.

Standing Order No. 125 prohibits any member
of the House, including the Speaker, from making
imputations against the Governor.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for
Morley to resume his seat. I take offence at his
reference to my actions in this ruling, and I ask
him to refrain from speaking in the way he is
speaking at the moment.

Mr TONKIN: Would you be so kind, Mr
Speaker, to explain to me how I am to second a
motion to dissent from your ruling if I am not to
criticise you?

The SPEAKER: The member may criticise me
or my ruling, but he seems to be reading into
what I said things which I did not mean and
which I did not say. At no stage did I go beyond
the point of ruling as I should have ruled as the
presiding officer of this House. It is reasonable for
the member for. Morley to make the point that
perhaps I should not have ruled in this way until a
later stage, but to suggest that I am being
disrespectful to the Governor is something to
which I take offence.

Mr TONKIN: Mr Speaker, perhaps you have
not discovered what is contained in what you said;
so I shall repeat it. The comment you made was
that as the Premier had risen on a point of order
one could assume that no Message would be
forthcoming from the Governor. That seems to
suggest to me, and to any reasonable person
listening carefully, that it is assumed the will of
the Governor and the will of the Premier are one
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and the same thing; that because the Premier has
risen on a point of order with respect to the lack
of a Message, a Message will not be coming from
someone else; that is. from the Governor.

If that is so, we should recognise the situation
as such and should no longer continue with the
farce in which we suggest, as the Premier tried to
suggest last night in debate on another Bill, that
the Governor quite independently brings forth a
Message of his own will and volition. Either he
does or he does not.

To use the archaic method of stifling the
Opposition is to my way of thinking a cowardly
way of running away from debate. If the Premier
does not like this Bill he should attack the
substance of the Bill and say he does not agree
with it. He has behind him cohorts who will do
anything at his beck and call and I am sure they
will vote with him on this issue just as they have
done with every other issue.

I cannot see why this device should be used. If I
were to rise in this place and to suggest things
about the Governor and the Premier's relationship
with the Governor, suggesting that the Governor
is a plaything of the Premier, I have no doubt I
would be warned, and if I persisted I have no
doubt I would be named and then suspended from
the service of the House.

I am just suggesting that all of us should be
subject to the same rules in this place. We cannot
have it both ways. Either the Governor does not
do whatever the Premier says or he does do
whatever the Premier says, in which case it seems
to be superfluous, when the Government brings
forward a Bill regarding the expenditure of
money, that the Governor should issue a Message
as well.

Last night the Premier suggested to me that I
did not understand, but he very carefully did not
try to say where I was in error. He just made his
usual bland statement-"- You do not understand
the system." I am happy to learn. I should be very
pleased to hear how I am in error. If it is not a
case of the Treasurer deciding that there should
be a Message and if in fact you, Mr Speaker, are
suggesting that because the Premier rose on a
point of order there will not be a Message, then,
as the member for Geraldton suggested to me
earlier, we should call this a Treasurer's message
saying that money is available and will be made
available for such a purpose.

The real strength of the Opposition's case, as
put so well by the member for Warren, is that
subsection (8) of section 46 of the Constitution
Acts Amendment Act states quite dlearly that no
Bill shall be passed until there is a Message from

the Governor in the same session. We have not yet
reached the end of that session. We have not yet
seen the Bill put to the test of whether it shall
pass or not pass. Therefore, Mr Speaker, I believe
your ruling has been premature.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I oppose
the motion moved by the member for Warren to
disagree with your ruling, and for good reason. In
stating his case the member for Warren gave us a
mixture of support for your ruling, by saying that
you are right and have followed conventions, and
criticism of you for doing it now instead of just
prior to the third reading stage. On the other
hand, he has used the occasion for a bit of
propaganda for his Bill.

Mr H. D. Evans: I also indicated that there was
a procedure adopted by the Hawke Government
for Watts. Mention that too.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I shall mention that.
The honourable member is trying to play around
with words because if one reads section 46(8) of
the Constitution Acts Amendment Act on page 70
of the publication Acts, Etc., relating to
Parliament it states very clearly-

A vote, resolution, or Bill for the
appropriation of revenue Or moneys shall not
be passed unless the' purpose of the
appropriation has in the same session been
recommended by a message of the Governor
to the Legislative Assembly.

Mr Tonkin: It has not been passed.
Sir CHARLES COURT: What the honourable

member wants to do is tediously to go through the
whole of the second reading debate, the whole of
the debate at the Committee stage, and the whole
of the third reading debate, as if the Speaker is
supposed to blow a whistle, stop everything, and
say, "I am sorry boys but this is out of order and
we should not have been debating it and it cannot
pass." That is how absurd the proposition of the
member for Warren is.

Mr Tonkin: Why didn't you give the Governor
a chance to make up his mind?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Why does not the
member just listen for a while?

Mr H. D. Evans: You are withholding the
Message.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If it will put the
member out his misery, I shall tell him I have no
intention of moving for a Message and, in any
case, the Bill has been ruled out of order.

Mr H. D. Evans: You can reverse this if you
want to,

Sir CHARLES COURT: Does the member
want to listen or does he not?
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The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier will
resume his seat. The Premier listened to the
speeches of the two speakers when they moved
and seconded the dissent motion and I ask them
to accord to him the same privilege.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member for Warren needs to remember that
when he introduced his Bill we paid him. the
courtesy of listening to a very tedious and long
speech which was much longer than the time he
asked for when he was previously asked how long
he was going to take.

Mr Tonkin: He did not have to ask for any
time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind the
honourable mnember that if we had known how
long he was going to take I would have been
merciful and we would have all gone home. That
would have pleased many of his colleagues at the
same time and he could have had as long as he
liked on another day. I remind the honourable
member that we paid him the courtesy of allowing
him to introduce his Bill. The moment we looked
at the Bill we could see it was out of order and we
could have denied him at any time. the
opportunity to present his case.

He has been paid the courtesy of being able to
present his case and it is recorded for all time. He
was given unlimited time to do so. Surely he has
some understanding of the fact he was paid the
courtesy of being able to introduce this Dill.

There is a case, and perhaps there are others if
we researched the matter, where such a Message
has been provided by a Government, but I suggest
that if the honourable member researches the case
when legislation introduced by the Hon. A. F.
Watts was given a Message he will find it was one
of convenience and was accepted with
considerable enthusiasm by the then Government.
There could be occasions when a member could
go to a Government and ask whether he could
introduce a private member's Dill for which he
would need a Message. The Government might
say it was prepared to arrange for such a Message
but it would be a very rare case. The fact that the
member concerned would have to go to the
Government of the day to get that Message, as in
the case referred to by the honourable member,
further proves the situation covered by section 46
subsection (8).

I want to tell the member who referred to this
question as a device of the Government of the day
that his statement is wrong. It is in the Statutes,
and it has been there for many years. Therefore it
is part of the statutory requirements and not only
of the Standing Orders of this Parliament.

Mr H. D. Evans: It is the Premier who gives
the Message.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to refer to
some of the comments of the member for Morley.
Again in kindness I say he obviously does not
understand the procedures that are adopted.
Every month the Treasurer of the day has to sign
a certificate setting out the expenditure to the
Governor and setting out the progress that is
made month by month in the expenditure of
amounts that have been appropriated by the
Parliament. The Treasurer also has to sign certain
certificates concerning the revenue for that part
of the Budget which has expired. On top of that,
once a year we come to this Parliament and get
the total appropriations for the year approved.

There is another procedure whereby we get the
supply to fill in a blank period until the
appropriations are made. I want to remind the
member that a s far as that supply is concerned, if
the Premier of the day did not take action
promptly after the House meets, when we have
run past the period of appropriations such as
happens under the proceedings that have operated
here for years between the 30th June and the
assembly of Parliament late in July or early
August, the Governor would quickly be on the
heels of the Premier to find out when he was
introducing the Supply Dill.

This is the discipline the Parliament exercises
over the Government of the day. If we carry it to
the conclusion as proposed by the Opposition last
night and again today that anyone can stand up at
any time and bring down a Bill appropriating
money, the Government of the day in the final
analysis would be unable to exercise its
responsibilities.

Mr H. D). Evans: It should be judged on its
merits.

Mr Tonkin: You have the numbers in the
House.

Sir CHARLES COURT: That is ant
oversimplistic statement on the part of the
member for Morley. There could be situations
where a Government with a very small majority
such as the Tonkin Government had and such as
the Brand Government experienced for six years,
could be faced with defections over a particular
issue and the Premier and Treasurer of the day
would be completely at a loss to control the
Budget of his State, which is his final
responsibility. He is accountable to the
Government and to the Parliament. Such a
situation would be completely crazy.

I can give another analogy. Even in simple
company law there are provisions covering annual
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meetings. The shareholders can reduce the
directors' dividend recommendations but they can
never increase it. There is good reason for this; if
they could increase it they could put the company
into chaos. They may be in a position to outvote
the directors at the meeting.

The same principle applies with our legislation
and a Government could be placed in a similar
position unless it was necessary for the
Government to get a Message authorising the
appropriations of those moneys. It is as simple as
that, otherwise the Government has no special
position in the matter. Elections would have no
meaning if one were to follow the Opposition's
argument through to its conclusion.

So the question of the Governor's Message,
even if it is on the recommendation of the Premier
and Treasurer of the day, is a very necessary
formality; without it we would have complete and
utter chaos. It would be abused out of hand the
moment the constraint was lifted.

For that reason I not only support your ruling,
Mr Speaker, but I also believe it is time members
opposite started to realise there are certain
constitutional requirements which prevail in any
form of responsible government where the duly
elected Government of the day has financial
responsibility. Therefore I support your ruling and
oppose the motion.

Mr JAMIESON: Mr Speaker, I oppose your
ruling because, of certain things the Premier has
just said. One reason in particular is in regard to
financial responsibility. One can read through the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act and Aind no
reference to party political superiority. Therefore,
the Message is open to anyone in the Parliament.

There is nothing in that Act which sets out
anything to deal with the situation of the
Administration only being accorded the privilege
of Messages. If the Premier had a case he would
have hung it on that point because, as indicated
by my colleagues, this section is very clear; during
any stage of this procedure a Message could be
introduced, even on some Government Bills. My
recollection is that a Message is not always given
ahead of the legislation; at times it is given during
its progress.

One can only imagine then that this is a device
to achieve what the Premier is aiming at, which is
to have no anti-sex discrimination law on the
Statute book of this State. The Premier gives this
legislation lip service by his preferments in
Cabinet, but when it comes to the matter of
legislation he denies the people of Western
Australia the same legislation people in the other
States have.

It is easy to see that the Premier follows the old
Kaiser's line in thinking that women should be
kept in the kitchen, kindergarten and kirk.

Sir Charles Court: This has nothing to do with
the Bill; it is a question of the Speaker's ruling.

Mr JAMIESON: This is the reason he has
moved to upset things. He knows very well that if
he wanted to he could initiate the necessary paper
work to provide the Message. As a matter of fact,
as Premier he initiates all the Messages, except
when he rings Dial-a-prayer occasionally to see if
there are any messages for him.

Sir Charles Court: Don't belittle yourself.
Mr JAMIESON: The situation needs some

attention and I think it is clearly indicated in
Standing Orders that at any stage the legislation
introduced by any member of this Chamber can
be granted the privilege of a Message; they do not
mention the Administration only.

Sir Charles Court: You know that only one
person can apply for a Message.

Mr JAMIESON: That is the Premier; that is
what I have already told the Premier. However,
the Premier can apply on behalf of any member in
the Chamber.

Sir Charles Court: That is the reason you have
to have financial responsibility.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course one does. In the
matter of according financial responsibility, that
responsibility is tied up with the numbers that
control this House.

Sir Charles Court: There are a few other things
such as the Audit Act.

Mr JAMIESON: It is not necessary to go to
the Audit Act until the legislation is passed. The
legislation would be passed only in accordance
with the decision of the majority of the members
of this House. With the Premier's control of the
House, there is no danger that it would not be in
accord with what he desires.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: The Premier does not like the

legislation. It is not the Message to which he is
objecting, but the legislation.

Sir Charles Court: No, it is not; it is the
principle.

Mr JAMIESON: The Premier is using this
devious method to knock down something which

wIl cot a very small amount, if anything at all.
Sir Charles Court: Not for one second would

your predecessor stand for people going outside
Standing Orders.

Mr JAMIESON: This is not doing that.
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Sir Charles Court: Not much!
Mr JAMIESON: Let the Premier show ine

anywhere in the Standing Orders. where it
indicates that only the members of the
Administration can have a Message. Hie knows he
could not find it anywhere. He knows that Arthur
Watts was accorded a Message.

Sir Charles Court: The Premier alone can sign
a request for one.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course. That is the point
we arc making.

Sir Charles Court: I hope you have the message
right now!

Mr JAM IESON: Of Course the Premier does
not like the proposals in the Bill; he does not want
them on the Statute book.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: These are the things which

are hurting him, and he is using this devious
means and asking you for a ruling, Mr Speaker,
so he can get out of this mess.

Sir Charles Court: You knew the Bill was out
of order before you introduced it.

Mr JAMIESON; He clearly indicated earlier
through his Minister that Western Australia will
not get any sex discrimination legislation. The
attitude of the Premier and the Government is
quite clear. They arc not prepared to bring in
such legislation. They are not prepared to take
any action in respect of sex discrimination.

Sir Charles Court: What has that to do with
the Speaker's ruling?

Mr JAMIESON: It has a lot to do with it
because the Premier is using the Speaker's ruling
as a devious means of getting rid of the
legislation.

Sir Charles Court:. Not at all. It can be done
with anyone's legislation.

Mr JAMIESON: The situation is very clear.
Sir Charles Court: It must be done with anty

similar legislation, regardless of who introduces
it-our side, or the other side.

Mr H. D. Evans: You will not debate the Bill.
Mr JAMIESON. As my colleague has said, the

Premier is not prepared to debate the Bill.
Sir Charles Court: You can use other ways to

have a debate.
Mr JAMIESON: The Premier said clearly on

the 22nd September that there is not to be any
such legislation this session.

Sir Charles Court: That is right-this session.
Mr JAMIESON: The Premier does not want

it; he wants to get rid of the legislation before us,

and he has chosen this way by which to do it. I
have seen this method used a number of times
since I have been here with legislation which is
objectionable for some reason or other. I do not
think it does anyone any good to use Standing
Orders for that purpose, Members should live up
to their responsibilities and indicate where they
stand on these matters, instead of relying on the
presiding officer to do their dirty work.

Sir Charles Court: Is that why your predecessor
asked Speaker Guthrie to rule in connection with
the abortion Bill?

Mr JAMIESON: We know which sides
different people were on on that one.

Sir Charles Court: What prompted him to use
the Speaker's ruling for that onie?

Mr JAMIESON. The same expediency the
Premier is using now,

Sir Charles Court: You are reflecting on your
predecessor.

Mr H. D. Evans: Does that make it right?
Mr JAM IESON: The fact that he chose to use

that method to get rid of that Bill does not make
it right for the Premier to follow in his footsteps.

Sir Charles Court: You know he was
meticulous about Standing Orders.

Several members interjected.
Mr H. D. Evans: That does not alter this

position.
Mr JAMIESON: The position is very clear

here.
Sir Charles Court: You are saying he used it as

a matter or convenience, but on other matters he
used it as a matter of principle. He was
meticulous about Standing Orders.

Mr JAMIESON: He objected to the situation
at the time.

Sir Charles Court: He drove us up the wall on
Standing Orders, he was so insistent on the
Standing Orders being observed.

Mr JAM IESON: The Premier drives us up the
wall, but that does not help the Speaker's ruling
any.

Sir Charles Court: You are trying to pull a fast
one.

Mr JAMIESON: If it were necessary to get rid
of the Bill-

Sir Charles Court: I am sorry we did not do it
earlier instead of giving the honcurable member
the courtesy of allowing him to speak.

Mr JIAMIESON: I know where the Premier
expect the women of thi country to be-in the.
kitchen-
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Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: -and not to take part in any

of the affairs of the country.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr JAM IESON: That is where the Premier

stands on these matters at all times. H-e has never
been any different, and he is not likely to be any
different.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: However, in legislation such

as this we see a possibility for some improvement
in the lot of women. Therefore, we believe that
your ruling is wrongly timed. The Premier is
using you, Mr Speaker, to get over his problems
so that he is able to say that he was not against
the Bill, but the Speaker ruled it out of order.
That is a~coward's way out and he knows it.

Sir Charles Court: That is not fair comment,
and you know it.

Mr BERTRAM: It was not my intention
earlier to enter the debate,, but I do so now in
support of the motion to dissent from your ruling,
Mr Speaker. During the course of this particular
debate, the Premier has been asked a number of
times, and he would have heard the question: Are
you prepared to give this Bill a Message? Each
time he refused to answer.

Mr O'Neil: When was that?
Sir Charles Court: You must have been outside

the House, because I said that I would not. I
answered the question.

Mr BERTRAM: When did the Premier say
that?

Sir Charles Court: Several times.
Mr H. D3. Evans: And you would not indicate

your attitude to the Bill when asked.
Sir Charles Court: Of course we do not. It is an

out-of-order Bill, and you knew it was, but tried it
out as a smart trick.

Several members interjected.
Sir Charles Court: Why not bring it in as a

motion or something?
Mr Jamieson. You have no enthusiasm for the

measure; that is the truth.
Mr BERTRAM: He most certainly has not.

The Premier has more than supreme confidence
that the Governor will do what he tells him to do.

The principle which should always transcend
other considerations in the application of our
Standing Orders is the principle of allowing free
discussion and debate. This Parliament should be
permitted to operate in the way it is intended and

the Opposition should be permitted to perform its
legislative function to the extent that it has always
been the Opposition's right to -introduce
legislation, and it should not be inhibited or
restricted in any way in this regard. It should be
given the full scope of the law.

It is said here that certain convention has been
applied, and I think that you, Mr Speaker, also
expressed a comment that you were following
convention. Whether or not you did say that, I am
not too sure. Nevertheless, this is the argument
which has been raised; that is, that we are
following convention. What we should be doing is
not following convention, but applying the law,
Section 46(8) of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act reads-

(8) A vote, resolution, or Bill for the
appropriation of revenue or moneys shall not
be 'passed unless the purpose of the
appropriation has in the same session been
recommended by message of the Governor to
the Legislative Assembly.

With respect, I say that your ruling is wrong, Mr
Speaker, because it does not comply with the law.
In the second paragraph of the ruling you gave
today you say that the Bill will create a charge on
the Crown and that it is not accompanied by a
Message. The fact of the matter is that it does not
have to be accompanied by the Governor's
Message. One has only to read the provisions of
subsection (8) which I just read to come to the
conclusion that a Bill does not have to be
accompanied by a Governor's Message. That is
not the law.

If previously some convention has been built up
which flouted the law or shut its eyes to the law,
that is no concern of ours. We are discussing now
the question of whether or not your ruling is right
at this stage on this Bill. We are discussing what
the law is under this section. and not what some
convention may happen to he.

The Premier says that it will be a terrible waste
of time because we will complete the second
reading stage and the Committee stage, well
knowing that that argument is not applicable. He
is not going to grant the Message because he is
opposed to the Bill. Therefore, how will the Bill
get into Committee? That is just not on. There
will not be any waste of time at all..

Subsection (8) of section 46 was worded in this
way in order that the Opposition might perform
one of its functions; that is, to oppose
constructively the Executive and the Government.
The Opposition's other prime function is to
legislate. There is no law which says the
Opposition shall not legislate from time to time by
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way of Bills-not merely motions, most of which
arc time-wasting devices which convert this place
into a debating society. The Opposition has the
right at law and the obligation and duty to
introduce Bills.

It was never intended that by this section of the
Act Bills should be snuffed out the moment they
Were. introduced because they might conta 'in a
particular provision. Section 46(8) was worded in
this way to enable the Opposition to perform its
(unction to introduce legislation and give it the
opportunity to have its Bills debated

If members and Hansard readers read section
46(8) they will see it says "shall not be passed
unless", etc. A Bill is not passed until it goes
through the third reading stage. This Bill simply
would not reach that stage. It would be dealt with
at the second reading stage when the Premier and
his huge weight of numbers here would swamp
the Bill out of existence and defeat it.

This is the Premier's latest fancy, to dodge
commitment of his Government to a policy or an
amendment by, using Standing Orders. That is a
bad policy to develop in this place. It is one we
should recognise, meet fairly and squarely
immediately, and put a stop to. The Government
should not be Ale to trot out a Standing Order,
obscure or otherwise, to avoid its responsibility to
declare its position on a Bill.

This is a very important Bill; it is not an
ordinary one. As has already been said, other
States already have comparable legislation.
Women, generally, have been given a rather raw
deal in this State. They did not get the vote until
about 1900 and they were not able to become
members of Parliament until 1920. Why continue
with that attitude at this stage?

Mr Shalders: Your leader accused the
Government of pandering to women's interests in
appointing the member for Wellington to the
Ministry.

Mr Jamieson: I said he was pandering in the
sense that he was not prepared to go along and
give Support as to the proposed legislation.

Mr Shalders: Who introduced the woman of
the year award?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Jamieson: You have never seen other than a

Liberal appointed to that position. You are
talking nonsense.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mt.
Hawthorn is entitled to make his speech.

Mr BERTRAM: Finally, the Premier seeks to-
point out that the passage of the Bill would wreck
the whole fiscal edifice of this State. In the short

space of about four years that he has been the
Treasurer, the taxes, receipts, and expenditure of
the State have doubled. It took from about 1829
to 1974 for the Budget to reach $500 million, and
in three or four years he has more than doubled it.

Mr Blaikie: And managed it carefully.

Mr BERTRAM: So it is now up in the billions,
and the Premier is suggesting if we are not very
careful and do not stick rigidly to what he wants
us to do here the Treasury will bust or some
terrible thing will happen. The cost of this Bill
would not be found in the cash books of the State,
so he is once again using a very flimsy excuse to
dodge the reality; and the reality is that he and
those who meekly follow the leader of the band do
not want this measure and do not want the
Opposition to show the way. It is our traditional
position in this State to be progressive and show
the way.

Mr Speaker, you should not be tempted to
follow conventions. You should set the example
here and apply the law fearlessly, not follow the
mistakes in respect of this section which have
been perpetuated for years. Have courage to find
out what is the real meaning of the law and of
section 46(8) of the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act. The language is simple; it is
uncomplicated.

For the reasons I have given, I support the
motion to disagree with your ruling.

Q uestion put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T, D. Evans
Mr Karman

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes 18
Mr Hiodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 28
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Ayes
Mr Bryce
Mr Grill
Mr T. H4. Jones
Mr Taylor

Pains
Noes

Mr McPhanlin
Mr Old
Mr Crane
Mr Stepients

Question thus negatived.
Bill rejected.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

RENTAL ACCOMMODATION RENTS
Reversion to Previous Rates: Motion

Mr B. T. BURKE (Balcatta) [5.13.p.m.]:.l
move-

That, in the opinion of this House, the
State Housing Commission rentals sh~ould
revert to the rates applying before 1st
October, 1977, pending:

(i) the development of an adequate and
appropriate rebate scheme;

(ii) a full investigation into the
efficiency of the State Housing
Commission.

It is not the Opposition's intention to traverse all
that ground which has been covered previously in
debates in this place about the measures taken by
the Government through the State Housing
Commission which affected rentals so vividly
during the past month. However, I think it is
opportune to give the Government an opportunity
to reconsider its situation and to -allow those
members on the Government side of the House
whose electorates include a big proportion of
State Housing Commission estates to bring some
sort of pressure to bear upon members of the
Cabinet and members of the Government who
may be in a position if not to reverse then
certainly to reconsider the action which has been
taken.

I refer specifically to the member for
Scarborough who will agree with me that
substantial pants of his electorate have been very
much affected by the action taken in respect of
rentals by the State Housing Commission. I refer
also to the member for Karrinyup whose
electorate includes a big part of State Housing
Commission developments, many residents of
which are paying rent. I know the member for
Karrinyup has their interests at heart, and
perhaps he will explain how, having their interests
at heart, be can support a measure to increase
their rentals so drastically.

I refer also to the member for Murdoch, a new
and conscientious member, who must be aghast at
what the State Housing Commission increased

rents anc doing to many of the constituents whom
he represents. I refer also to the member for
Murray, who on a previous occasion has leapt to
the defence of State Housing Commission
residents in his area; who has said time and time
again that he favours vivid and florid development
by the State Housing Commission in his
electorate. Surety he cannot be pleased with what
the commission is doing to so many of the people
whom he represents.

It is also timely to point out to the Premier and
to the Minister for Housing and also to the public
of this State that what has happened has been the
result of a quite deliberate action by the
Government; a deliberate rejection by the
Government of an earnest request by the State
Housing Commission for additional funds. I do
not believe we can blame the commission for
actions that have been forced upon it, because the
commission made an urgent plea to this
Government for additional funds from general
revenue and that plea was rejected. The State
Housing Commission begged the Government and
warned the Government that if this money was
not forthcoming it would be in no position to fulfil
its present programme, let alone provide more
houses than were provided in prior years. It could
not even hope to provide the number of houses
that are needed by people desperately in want of
accommodation for themselves and their families.

As far as we are concerned, the whole of the
blame, or the whole of the culpability for what
has happened lies squarely upon the Government;
lies squarely upon the Treasurer of this State; and
li es squarely upon the Treasury which saw fit to
reject out of hand a request for funds from
general revenue. We on this side of the House
maintain that the rejection of that request by the
State Housing Commission caused rents to rise in
the manner in which they have risen.

The rejection of that request has caused the
State Housing Commission to embark on a very
dangerous programme of selling much of the land
stock it holds. In fact, the General Manager of
the SHC has warned the Minister that the policy
of sale of land stock is a dangerous one. HeI has
warned the Minister that it is something which
has to be taken very, very carefully. The general
manager has told the Minister that to prevent the
continued and perhaps dangerous sale of stocks of
land, money is needed from general revenue
funds.

The State Government, Mr Speaker-
Mr O'Connor: Does that come from

confidential files?
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Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister should not
talk to me about confidential files.

Mr O'Connor: 1 just did.
Mr B. T. BURKE: In that case, I shall tell the

Minister a little story. There was a confidential
document about water supplies and no-one could
work out from whence it came until it was
realised that the Minister had used a telephone
and had left the document in the ciibicle after he
had finished his phone call. I wonlder whether the
CIOI will investigate that.

An Opposition member: He is not denying it.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Of course the Minister is

not denying it.
Mr O'Connor: How do you know the Minister

did leave it there?
Mr Pearce: It had his fingerprints on it.
Mr O'Connor: Who picked up the document if

it was left there?
Mr B. T. BURKE: What I wish to say, Mr

-Speaker, is this: If the Minister wants to continue
interjecting when I am not provoking him, he will
get as good as he gives. At the same time I am
interested in spending as brief a period of time as
possible in getting to the crux of the matter which
is that a deliberate decision of government to
deny urgently needed funds to the SHC has
caused the commission to increase its rents in a
manner which drastically affects people who live
in constituencies represented not only be members
on this side of the House, but also by members on
the other side of the House.

We say also that this deliberate denial of funds
has caused the commission to investigate some
quite extraordinary proposals or propositions one
of which is the prospect of leasing houses which
have been privately built in order that these
leased dwellings may be rented out to State
Housing Commission applicants. That
investigation is a sign of the desperation with
which the State Housing Commission is now
approaching its tasks. It is a sign of desperation,
because no financial person in even the wildest
flights of his fancy could imagine that the SHC
and the people with whom it deals would be
capable of supporting the commitment necessary
to finance homes built by private people-private
investors--expecting return on their money
commensurate with the return available to them
in the general market place.

The harshness of what has happened because of
this denial of funds is best illustrated by reference
to two things: firstly, I refer to the Government's
established policy of increasing rents in line with
the movement in the Consumer Price Index. We

have heard this policy advanced time and tinme
again by the Government in justificat ion of its
previous actions. We have heard the Government
say it is fair if the Consumer Price Index
movements indicate an increase in costs, that a
replacement of these increased costs should not be
,denied the commission. But on this occasion we
see that the increase in the CPI was in the region
of 14 per cent. At the same time the increase in
SHC rentals is up to 37 per cent. So quite clearly
the increase in rentals is not in keeping with CPI
movements.

It may well be, as the Minister has been prone
to argue, that both items are moving in the same
direction; but it is ludicrous to use that same
movement in direction as an excuse or as a reason
for a much greater movement in the levels of
rentals.

The other matter which may best be used as an
illustration of the harshness of the action taken by
the Government, is the abandonment of the
Governmient's previous policy of increasing rentals
inasmuch as the Government has time and time
again reiterated that it acknowledges the problem
that sudden increases in rentals make sudden
drains upon families' budgets. As a result of that
concession by the Government, in the past we
have seen that the Government has been prepared
to increase rentals by a certain part of the total
increase for a certain period over which the
increase will take place. That is, perhaps $1 every
six months or $2 every six months with the
proviso that vacancies shall be occupied by people
who pay, on incoming, the full rental that is
appropriate- for the accommodation of which they
take possession. On this occasion that practice has
gone out of the window. The Minister should
explain why a practice previously thought to be
appropriate and suitable is no longer either of
those things.

The Minister also needs to explain how, if the
movement in rentals is not a reflection of
movem~nt in the CPI, the rentals were arrived at.
Was it some sort of magical figure plucked out of
the air or was it the CPI increase plus $5, as I
believe it was. If it was the latter, why was the
figure of $5 chosen? Let us have an explanation
from the Minister about these matters. We should
also have an explanation from the Minister about
the present rebate scheme.

The Minister makes fatuous remarks about the
number of people who have applied for rebates
since the new rents were aninounced. Of course
very few people have applied, because they are
well experienced in the hopelessness of making
applications which are bound to fail. That is well
known to these people who are in this desperate
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position. They know that if their income exceeds a
certain insubstantial and highly irrelevant figure
in 1977, they will not obtain a rebate.

What is the point of making an application for
a rebate when these people know the application
will be rejected? Exactly the same circumstances
applied when the Government proclaimed its
generosity at the time it imposed the management
fee. It said that pensioners and other people in
need could apply for a waiving of the fee. We
then round that pensioners who received the full
pension and nothing else were ruled to be
ineligible.

If that is the generosity with which the
Government approaches its rebate scheme, it is
not a generosity which is acceptable to the
Opposition and I would suggest it is not a
generosity which is acceptable to most people,
whether they are State Housing Commission
tenants or not.

The time is long overdue for the introduction of
an adequate and appropriate rebate scheme. It is
well past the time that the rebate,scheme came
into effect at a level much closer to the maximum
level at which people are entitled to assistance.
The people who are being hardest hit in this
situation are not those who are on the lowest
incomes; but people who are earning perhaps
5145 or 5150 a week, If we put ourselves in the
place of those people we would realise it is a
battle today to make ends meet.

The Government's indifference to this sort of
hardship is one of the reasons that so many of its
previous supporters have turned away from it.
The Government needs to realise that as time has
gone by and as inflation has had its effect $145,
$150, or $ 15 5 per week gross is no longer a living
wage. It is all Very well to talk about the average
wage which is now in the region of $194, but let
us speak specifically. Let us talk about the
specific hardships; let us talk about individual and
specific incomes.

The Opposition believes no family should be
,expected to pay in excess of a certain percentage,
fixed in relation to other commitments on a
family's budget, in rental or accommodation
costs. While it has not been possible to derive a
specific figure from the Opposition benches, that
percentage will probably fall in the region of 20
per cent. However, we say the percentage should
not vary and it should be derived in accordance
with the consideration of other factors which
affect the family's budget We also believe that if
there are people who occupy SHC homes and
earn $300 a week-if that is the example the
Minister wants to talk about-or $35 000 a year

as the Minister has quoted, those people should
certainly pay the full market rental. No-one has
any argument about that. The Minister does not
argue about it; but then he introduces a scheme
which makes sure those people do not pay the rull
market rental. He introduces a scheme which has
a maximum rental rate as its main feature and a
maximum rental rate that is not in accordance
with market values. If the Minister is dinkum; if
the Government is sincere about these people who
they say are occupying State Housing
Commission homes to the exclusion of people who
are more in need, then let us see a dinkum or
more sincere attempt to charge those big income
earners the amount of money they should be
paying in rent. The Opposition is not opposed to
that.

The Opposition is opposed to turning people out
of houses without making an endeavour to allow
them to pay a realistic market rental. The
Government has made no effort to make these
people pay the correct rental and because of its
actions it has penalised people who are in an
inferior position.

The Opposition believes that the rebate scheme
which would probably prove appropriate is a
scheme which would provide the greater
percentage discount to those on a lower level of
income, because there are certain fixed costs
which do not vary within each family's budget.
These costs remain a constant commitment of a
certain portion of the family's budget. At the
same time, if the Government is able to remove
that consideration by providing a bigger
percentage of rebate to people on the lowest
income who are facing the direst effects of these
increased costs, then that should be incorporated
in the rebate scheme.

The Opposition believes there will be cases of
special need where the commission should be
flexible. For instance, a family which earns an
income above that which entitles it to a rebate
may have occasion to support a child who
becomes chronically ill. At the present time there
is no provision, unless that illness affects the
income of the family, for that illness to warrant a
special rebate. We believe it should. The
Opposition believes also that the time is well past
for the Government to cease taking into account
gross incomes. This is causing an unreal sort of
attitude towards people in SHC homes in so far as
the gross income bears little relationship, in many
cases, to the actual disposable income of the
family.

We on this side of the House, believe also that
the rebate scheme which will prove appropriate
will be one in which the earnings of occupants of
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the house, other than the main bread-winner, will
be treated on a much more realistic basis. At the
present time the commission attributes far too
much to the earnings of the spouse and
subsequent bread-winners in the household. We
feel this is penalising people who are renting SHC
homes. We all know, and I suppose we may even
be able to remember our own experiences in the
past when we paid board, and most of us would
probably have borrowed the board back from our
mothers before the week was out. But at the same
time the Housing Commission is not a mother
that gladly returns donations previously given to
it.

We believe a much more realistic approach
must be taken to the kind of percentage of income
that is taken into account of the earnings of
people other than the major bread-winner in the
house.

As far as the efficiency of the State Housing
Commission is concerned, members on this side of
the House and those on the other side are able to
relate individual occurrences which indicate, time
and time again, that the State Housing
Commission's job is not carried out as efficiently
as it might be. In the minds of many members of
the Opposition, there is a complete lack on the
part of the SHC to adopt a welfare oriented
approach to those many people who seek
assistance.

The time has long since gone when the aim of
the commission was simply to provide housing for
people in need. That may have been the case
when a farmer Deputy Premier of this State (the
Hon. H. E_ Graham) initiated the State Housing
Commission and did such a marvellous job in
building so many houses in a short period of time.
However, that is no longer the case. The special
needs and the special problems of the people have
to be taken intb account, dot only with regard to
the accommodation offered, but also with regard
to the treatment those people receive prior to the
allocation of accommodation.

The Opposition says the recent rents which
were imposed on State Housing Commission
tenants were very substantial increases indeed.
We say also that whether or not the Government
likes it, many families cannot afford to pay these
increases. There are people who, if they pay the
increases, will not have sufficient money with
which to pay, for example, for their furniture
which they have on hire purchase; that is a fact of
life. If the Government wishes to persist in that
policy I do not suppose that we in the Opposition,
with our limited numbers, can do much about it.
However, we believe the Government should take
special note of that fact: the inability of some

people to meet the obligations being imposed on
them-not by harsh finance companies or
unbending hire-purchase operators, but by a
Government that is obliged to represent the
people.

This is a very real problem and I am surprised
that members on the other side of the House
cannot see that it exists. Surely some members on
the Government side who represent State Housing
Commission areas must know of people who earn
a little above the level which entitles them to a
rebate and who cannot afford to pay these
increases, It just is not on that a Government can
do that sort of thing to the people it is supposed to
represent, responsibly and sympathetically.

It seems to mc, and to other members on this
side of the House, that the SI-C is battling in the
context that it is still in the past. It is not being
updated to deal with the problems which it faces
in 1977, and this Government has given no
indication or made any attempt to modernise the
Housing Commission in that fashion. The
Government has made no attempt to realise that
it is a vital role of government to be involved in
the activities of organisations such as the State
Housing Commission. Rather, the Government
seems to have embarked on a deliberate policy of
pushing towards private enterprise the job of
constructing houses for people who fall into the
category of those in genuine need of assistance.

It seems the Government is hell-bent on
reducing the State Housing Commission to a
simple welfare agency to handle only the worst
possible eases-the eases that can be housed only
by a Government authority. That is not how we
see the role of the Housing Commission. We see
its role as competing with private enterprise. We
see the Housing Commission as assisting people
with as wide a range of choice and as wide a
range of. options as is possible. We see the
Housing Commission competing with the building
societies for capital. We see the Housing
Commission as having a graduated scale of
interest rates, by mixing funds-low interest
funds from the Commonwealth Government with
other funds from the private sector-and making
those funds available from the lowest interest
level right through to the top rate currently
charged by the- building societies and other
organisations. Why cannot the Government see
that this would be of benefit?

If the Government is so fond of promoting the
principle of private enterprise, why does it
discourage opposition in the building industry?
We believe the ,time has come for a definite
decision to be ma~de about the role of the SIIC. if
we are to allow the commission to continue to
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dwindle; if we are to allow imposts by way of rises
in rents to continue; if we are to allow the waiting
lists to grow and injustices to increase, let us
make our position clear. But, if we are to try
genuinely -to invigorate the commission until it
reaches the stage where it can say it is making a
fair impression on its waiting lists-and no-one
expects that there will not be waiting lists; but it
should be able to contain those waiting lists
within the limit we are seeking-then let us get on
with the job. Do not let the waiting lists grow to
ive or six years for a purchase home. That is

breaking the hearts of people, while the rental
policies of the commission are breaking the
people's backs.

I want to warn members that the
Minister-dcspite the statement by the
Premier-at a conference of Housing Ministers
quite clearly gave an indication that more
increases were on the way. The Minister seems to
have committed the State of Western Australia to
a policy of charging market value rentals for
State Housing Commission homes. Members
should not believe that the Opposition intends to
oppose that principle absolutely. Of course we will
not because there is a great deal of merit in
charging market values, and then applying
appropriate rebates. However, there is no merit in
increasing rents, and charging market values,
without having a proper rebate scheme. If a
rebate scheme is to be effective it should come in
closer to the maximum level at which people can
seek assistance. If the rebates are respectable and
in tune with the needs of the applicants, then the
commission can charge whatever it likes. The
rents levied do not matter so much as the rent
paid. However, the rent paid at present is causing
many families hardship.

The last thing which ill behoves any
Government-as it has this Government-is to
ignore the advice of the experts which it employs.
This Government has rejected out of hand a
request by the State Housing Commission for
additional funds. The request was couched in the
most urgent terms, and it included
recommendations that are underlined in the
correspondence between the Minister and the
General Manager of the State Housing
Commission. That is a very serious request to
reject, and because of that we need an
explanation from the Government as to how it
will justify the rejection. We need an explanation
from the Government as to why it is attempting to
emasculate the State Housing Commission. Those
who will be affected most are the people most in
need.

It is not with a great deal of hope the

Opposition puts forward this motion. We have put
it forward seriously, and we say seriously we do
not believe those members on the other side, who
may have some strong feelings about the
increased rentals, will be persuaded to go against
what has been announced by the Minister for
Housing, by the State Housing Commission, and
supported by the Premier.

We do say at least this motion will give an
opportunity for everyone to see who votes for
what, and for all constituents to learn just how
their members reacted in the face of a motion
which dealt vitally with their concerns.

MR WILSON (Dianella) [5.38 p.m.]: I second
the motion, and in supporting it I shall draw
attention to the first part which refers to the need
to develop an adequate and appropriate rebate
scheme. In imposing the increased rents, the
Minister and the Government have stressed two
things: They havestressed the number of people
who-in their estimate-can afford to pay more
rent, and they have stressed the vast amount of
money already being absorbed in rebates. The
Premier, in his Press release, referred to an
amount of $6.2 million for rental rebates this
financial year. He also referred to the fact that at
the end of August, this year, 9 113 housing
tenants were receiving rebates.

It is easy to quote figures, such as $6.2 million
and 9 000-odd tenants receiving rebates.
However, simply to quote figures and not refer to
the actual conditions under which some of those
tenants are receiving rebates-tenants on low
incomes and trying to survive-is to evade the
real issue which the Opposition has put before
Parliament today.

In moving the motion the member for Balcatta
has agreed there are a number of people who can
afford to pay more money. Those people are
known to members of the Government and to
members of the Opposition, and to the State
Housing Commission. We are not denying that at
all. We are saying that to bring in such a large
increase, in one hit-which will have to be paid
by many tenants on low incomes-and at the
same time emphasise the fact that there are many
tenants who can afford to pay more, is to
downgrade the position of those to whom the
member for Balcatta has referred as being in the
position of simply not being able to afford the
increases in the order of $8 or $9 per week in one
hit.

I am sure members of the Government who
have Housing Commission areas within their
electorates-with tenants in those houses-know
of people who are on incomes in the order of $150
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gross per week, and who cannot afford to pay the
increases in rents. We have not at this stage had
any indication from the Minister or from the
Government of any special policy intiative in the
area of rent rebates.

We know from the conference which recently
took place between the Commonwealth Minister
for Housing and the State Ministers for Housing,
in relation to the proposed new housing
agreement to come into force next year, that it
has been agreed between the Commonwealth and
the States that rents will be increased to market
value in all the States. In fact, the Federal
Government has. said that the willingness of each
State to move t owards market value rentals would
be taken into account when assessing the State's
loan programme advances.

Some States, apart from Western Australia,
have already begun to move towards increasing
rents to market value. It is known that New South
Wales has been moving towards a specific figure
of market value rent. That has been stated, and
people are aware of it. New South Wales is
moving towards 80 per cent market value rentals,
and has been doing so since July. However, the
New South Wales Government has also made it
clear to tenants that at no one time will rental
increases be more than $5 per week. The New
South Wales Government has made its tenants
aware of that fact.

I am not saying an increase of $5 would be
acceptable to all people, but I do say it should be
required reasonably of the Minister and the
Government to indicate to the people in the
position to which I have referred that if increases
are intended, then the people should know the
nature of the impending increases, and what they
might be expected to pay.

The Housing Commission tenants in Western
Australia have had a terrible impost placed on
them when they cannot qualify for a rebate unless
they happen to have more than two
children-when they might receive 23c for each
child after the first two children. Those people
should be in the situation of knowing that at no
one time, without warning, in some sort of
arbitrary manner, they will be hit suddenly with
an increase of $9 per week for rent. Those people
have suddenly to find an extra $9 per week, or
give up some need affecting the children in the
family. or some other basic need which they can
barely afford.

The situation is that there are particular cases,
which must be known to all members who have
Housing Commission areas in their electorates,
where this level of need is a realistic one, and

where people are on incomes which do not enable
them to qualify for any rebate. In those cases real
hardship exists, and many individual cases could
be quoted. In saying that I am not trying to avoid
quoting individual cases. I do not want to quote
any more cases; I do not think I need to. I think
the Minister must by now be aware that a large
number of people are in that position, and I am
sure other members of Parliament are aware of it.
It would be tedious of me to go on quoting
individual cases when members are well aware
that the cases exist.

One of the other factors that bears on this
matter in another way is the fact that what the
Government is doing is saying in effect to a
particular segment of our society-which
comprises in the main the low-income earners in
the community-that it has been a generous
Government and has provided them with
accommodation. The Government is not saying at
the same time that the accommodation has in
many cases been provided on the outskirts of the
metropolitan area, and this is a fact which is
acknowledged in a document produced by the
Australian Association of Permanent Building
Societies. In commenting on the recent
discussions about the new Commonwealth-State
Housing Agreement, the association made the
point that the situation in those sorts of areas is
one in which many recent tenants pay high rents
for houses and other units located on the
metropolitan fringe, distant from employment and
community services, and poorly served by public
transport.

So the Government is not only imposing quite a
burdensome increase on people in that position,
but also it is imposing this increase on people who
are disadvantaged in those particular ways.

Recently I addressed a question to the Premier,
drawing his attention to the problems of
unemployment in Girrawbeen. I admit those
problems had been unreasonably overstated in a
Press report, but in spite of that the problems are
real, and I suggested to the Premier that special
assistance might be generated through the local
authority to provide work opportunities for
unemployed people close to their homes. I
received the response that those people are not in
the same position as people in outlying country
areas, because they are in the metropolitan area
and have advantages available to them as a result
of that.

However, the whole point was missed by the
Premier. There is just no understanding in his
mind, and apparently in the minds of the other
members of the Government, that people on the
fringes of the metropolitan area are in many ways
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as much disadvantaged as the people in some
country areas. In order to cope with this whole
situation, we need an extension of the admirable
recognition by members of the Government of the
need for decentralisation of services and
administration so that people in country areas are
better served by the Government. What we need
is a double-tiered kind of decentralisation so that
not only is just and right consideration given to
people in country areas, but also equally just and
right consideration is given to those living in
Housing Commission areas on the fringes of the
metropolitan area, where many services which are
taken for granted by people in inner city areas are
just not available.

I was interested to hear in the news reports this
morning about the New South Wales Budget
which was introduced yesterday. I was interested
to hear that many of the comments made by the
Press of Western Australia in respect of the
Budget in this State were reflected in the
comments made by the Press in New South Wales
about the Budget in that State. It was referred to
as a responsible Budget, and terms of that nature
were used. However, the New South Wales
Budget includes a provision for increase
expenditure by the Government on welfare
housing.

That compares with the Budget of the
Government of Western Australia, which provides
for a decrease in expenditure on welfare housing
in this State. Whereas the Press in New South
Wales could refer to the Budget of that State as
being responsible, it could also quite freely refer
to. it as being a humane Budget. That term was
not used by the Press in Western Australia; a
Press which is so favourable to the present
Government. I did not hear the Press in this State
use that term in reference to the Western
Australian Budget.

What we need in respect of the housing policies
of this Government, in terms of rental rebates and
of what the Government is proposing by way of
rental increases, is a much more humane
approach. We need a Government that is
prepared to give a moral lead in this area, and we
are not getting a moral lead from the present
Government. We need a Government that is
prepared to talk more about personal, human
values and less about monetary values. We need a
Government that is more concerned about things
that count rather than a Government that is
concerned about counting things.

I have much pleasure in seconding the motion
and I hope although I have the same misgivings
as the member for Balcatta, that perhaps the
conscience of some members of the Government

might cause them to bring pressure to bear upon
the Cabinet and upon the Premier to bring more
humanity and more morality into the government
of Western Australia so that the people who need
our care and consideration receive it.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for
Housing) [5.52 p.m.]: In my opinion this motion
moved by the Opposition is suspect. In many ways
the Opposition has been insincere. Much has been
said during recent weeks regarding the State
Housing Commission rent increases, and not all of
it has been true. Some comments have been made
in a fruitless effort to cause disruption and to
incite despair amongst State Housing
Commission tenants.

Mr H. D. Evans: Tell us the true position.
Mr O'CONNOR: I will, if the member cares to

wait. On the 9th September the member for
Balcatta indicated that he had known of the
proposed rent increases one month before that.
He actually stated that he had been told of the
proposed increases by the General Manager of the
State Housing Commission. The general manager
was quite concerned to hear about that, and he
refuted it; as did Mr Mealy, who was with him at
the time. They say that nothing of the sort was
told to the member for Balcatta.

Mr Wilson: What has this to do with the
concern of the people in respect of the rent
increases?

Mr O'CONNOR: I listened to the member for
Dianella, so how about him listening to me?

Mr Wilson: We have heard enough about
history.

Mr B. T. Burke: My secretary was also present
at that meeting and she was a witness to what was
said.

Mr O'CONNOR: The general manager and
the assistant general manager at no time told the
member for Balcatta that increases were
proposed, and I have a document in this regard.
Those gentlemen informed me that the member
for Balcatta was invited to the State Housing
Commission in connection with another matter of
grave concern to the commission, in respect of
which they wished to ask him some questions.
When the discussion on that matter was
concluded, the member for Balcatta said, "I
believe the State Housing Commission rents are
going up by $7 Or $8", and neither the general
manager nor Mr Healy confirmed or denied it.
They went on to say that they did not disclose to
the honourable member the recommendations
which had been made.
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Mr B. T. Burke: What did they say? Did they
admit it was discussed?

Mr O'CONNOR: I say a slur was cast on the
management of the State Housing Commission.
Therefore, I thought I should rectify the matter in
this place.

Mr Wilson: That is very consoling to the people
who have to pay the increases.

Mr O'CONNOR: The Opposition claimed that
it knew about the increases some months ago, and
obviously it did, because on the 22nd July the
member for Balcatta went to the State Housing
Commission and claimed he knew about the rent
increases then. On Thursday, the $th September,
he attempted to move an urgency motion in this
House, two months after claiming that he knew
about the matter. This demonstrates the
insincerity of the Opposition on this matter.

Mr B. T. Burke: How many weeks after did we
ask the questions, which you denied? It was raised
within a month by way of questions.

Mr O'CONNOR: This sh~ws the total
insincerity of members opposite.

Mr B. T. Burke interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: Not only did members

opposite wait two months before moving an
urgency motion-

Mr B. T. Burke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for

Balcatta to desist from interjecting whilst the
Minister is obviously directing his comments to
the Chair and is ignoring the interjections that are
being made.

Mr O'CONNOR: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
Members of the Opposition not only waited two
months after first hearing about the proposed
increases before attempting to move an urgency
motion-

Mr B. T. Burke: We asked questions long
before that.

Mr O'CONNOR:. -but they waited a further
month, until approximately a fortnight after the
rents had been increased, before they attempted
to do anything. about the matter by way of a
motion, even though they could have proposed a
motion much sooner than that.

Mr B. T. Burke: What a sham!
Mr O'CONNOR: Does not this indicate the

insincerity shown by the Opposition, and by the
member for Balcatta? Does it not show his
concern? Of course he is concerned; he is
concerned about the insincerity of the Opposition
in this House-

Mr B. T. Burke: Rubbish!

Mr O'CONNOR: --or was the delay caused
because Caucus agreed to the rent increase?
Members opposite will not say.

Mr B. T. Burke: Are you the Minister for
Labour and Industry, or the Minister for
Housing? Don't be silly. Caucus cannot agree to
something that it does not propose. Caucus was
not increasing the rents.

Mr O'CONNOR: Is the member for Balcatta
saying that Caucus did not discuss the matter?

Mr B. T. Burke: I am saying that Caucus
discusses all the legislation that comes here.

Mr O'CONNOR: It discussed the rent
increases, did it not?

Mr B. T. Burke: You are crazy.
Withdra walI of R ema rk

Mr O'CONNOR: Mr Speaker, I ask the
member for Balcatta to withdraw that statement.

The SPEAKER: I agree that the remark made
by the member for Balcatta, was objectionable
and I ask him to withdraw it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I said the Minister was
crazy;.it is true, and I withdraw it.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Balcatta was not asked to repeat what he said,
and he will recall that I spoke fairly strongly to
two members, one on the Governmient side and
the other on the Opposition side, in respect of
withdrawing remarks 'in that manner. I believe
that to be an offensive way in which to make a
withdrawal. To repeat the remarks again in my
view makes the member commit double the
offence. I ask the member for Balcauta and all
other members to desist from making withdrawals
in that manner. It seems to me to be a Smart aleck
way of complying with the rulings of the Chair. I
call on the Minister for Housing.

Debate Resumed
Mr O'CONNOR: Thank you, Sir. We have

become accustomed to this type of thing from the
member for Balcatta, and it is a great pity for this
House that we have become accustomed to it. It is
true that the Commonwealth asked the States to
move their rents closer to market value.

Mr Pearce: Up to market value.
Mr O'CONNOR: No, closer to market value.

It is also true that all State Ministers were
present at the meeting, and I am sure members
opposite cannot say that any of the Labor States
opposed what was decided at the meeting.

Mr B. T. Burke: We said that we did not
disagree with that here, either.

Mr O'CONNOR: We agreed to move rents
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closer to market value, and we have already done
this. The Premier has already made a statement
saying that we do not intend to take the rents to
full market value.

Mr Wilson: What do you intend?
Mr O'CONNOR: The intention is to go closer

to the market value, and this is what we have
done. I advised the honourable member that we
had done this and I thought he understood.

Members have talked about rebates. Quite
frankly, tenants on lower incomes in State
Housing Commission homes are treated fairly in
this respect. We must remember that it was the
Court Liberal Government which made provision
for dependant children. It was also the Court
Liberal Government which altered the provisions
regarding the highest income in the house being
taken into account, which was very unfair and
caused extreme hardship particularly to widows
with children earning high incomes. Despite
repeated representations to various Governments,
it was not until the Court Government came into
power that we erased these inequities and gave
fairer treatment to these people,

I shall give a couple of examples of what
occurred in this regard. A widow with six
dependent children who is in receipt of $110.10
social security per week in a unit pays a normal
rent of $31.50 a week. The assessed rent on the
old formula, which was when the ALP was in
power, was - $27.20 after a rebate of $4.30.
Following the operations of the Court
Government such a person pays SI 8-not
527.20-and has a rebate of $1 2.70 instead of
$4.30 under the previous Government. A married
pensioner couple--

Several members interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: I can understand that this is

unpalatable to Opposition members, but if they
wish to listen I shall give them other examples.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is slightly absurd but
certainly not unpalatable.

Mr O'CONNOR: A married couple each
receiving a pension of $41.45 would pay a normal
rent of $21.50. The assessed rent on the old
formula was $16.70 after a rebate of $3.80. The
present assessed rent is $12 after a rebate of
$8.50. Members should have known this and if
they had asked the commission for information
they would have received it.

For a husband and wife on social security
incomes of $71.75 and $41.75 with one child
earning $100 plus three other children the normal
rent is $31.50. Assessed on the old formula it was

$31.50 with no rebate and on the present formula
it is $26.55 after a rebate of $4.95.

Comments have been made about the
difficulties of a number of people in paying State
Housing Commission rents. We must realise that
very many other people are paying higher rents
and can ill-afford to pay them. We must also give
consideration to these people by trying to obtain
sufficient funds to build homes far them as well.

Mr Wilson: What a heartless Government!
Mr O'CONNOR: Because we wanted to

provide homes for other people? Our rebate
system is as fair a system as exists in Australia. In
fact Western Australia pays out more by way of
rebates per head of population than any other
State. In Western Australia there are 23 000
State Housing Commission homes and 9 000 of
the tenants receive rebates. How many should
receive rebates?

Members must realise that someone has to pay
this rebate. We have provided more finance this
year for the State Housing Commission than any
previous Government. We have for spending an
amount of $9 million on maintenance, $5 million
on rates and taxes, and $6 million on rebates,
making a total of $20 million. That amounts to
approximately $900 per home per year or $18 per
house per week which is to be paid out for those
three areas -alone. Who is to pay for this?
Members know who is to pay.

I should like to refer to a couple of comments
which have been attributed to the member for
Balcatta. A newspaper attributed to him a
statement in which he criticised the policy with
regard to family incomes, alleging that because of
this children were forced to leave their homes. He
claimed that the commission takes two-thirds of
the income of a son or a daughter into account.

Mr B. T. Burke: That is not true.
Mr O'CONNOR: This is an account of what

the honourable member said. If it is not true, I
accept the honourable member's word.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is roughly two-fifths.
Mr O'CONNOR: The figure quoted in the

newspaper was two-thirds. The figure varies
according to the children involved and according
to their ages. Some of them pay 10 per cent, as
the honourable member knows. This paper figure
is wrong and I wanted to rectify it in the
honourable member's mind. If the honourable
member did not say this, I accept that.

An article attributed to a Mrs Cope in the
Weekend News of the 1st October stated that
only pensioners with a medical card qualify for a
rebate. This is not so. All persons on basic
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pensions- age, widow's, and invalid-are
automatically entitled to a rebate of rentals and
rents currently charged are $7.60 for a single
person and $12 for a married person.

Mr Laurance: How much did they go up?
Mr O'CONNOR: They did not go up at all. On

top of' those figures there is a $5 subsidy given by
the Commonwealth which brings their rents down
to $2.60 and $7 respectively. I think that indicates
very clearly that these people are not being badly
treated.

Mr Davies: Was that rebate 'or actual rent?
Mr O'CONNOR: The figures -were $7.60 and

$12 assessed rent after rebate, and there is a
further $5 subsidy by the Commonwealth
bringing the rents down to $2.60 and $7.

Mr B. T. Burke: We are talking about a
situation in which that rebate applied previously,
if you are talking about the social security $5
supplementary assistance.

Mr O'CONNOR: Are they worse off now than
they were previously?

Mr B. T. Burke: Of course they are.
Mr O'CONNOR: They are not.
Mr B. T. Burke* They must be. Supplementary

assistance has not changed. That is the first thing.
Rents have increased. That is the second thing.
The third thing is that the rebate, taking into
account the supplementary assistance, does not
bring the figure back.

Mr O'CONNOR: Previously they paid $2.60
and $7 and today they pay exactly the same
amount.

Mr B. T. Burke: Not taking into account both
payments. You are taking the $5 supplementary
assistance into account now because it suits you,
but it was previously taken into account.

Mr O'CONNOR: I am talking about an
overall position. I also saw an article in which the
Leader of the Opposition made some comments in
connection with this matter. He said that no-one
should have to pay more than a fixed percentage
of income for accommodation. State Housing
Commission tenants do not pay more than a fixed
percentage of income for their accommodation,
and the figure is below world standards of up to
25 per cent. The highest figure which I know a
State Housing Commission tenant pays-and the
manager assures me that he knows of none
higher-is 23 per cent; and the percentage is
ranged down very much from that figure.

Mr Wilson: Do you not agree that a person on
a low income who pays 23 per cent is

disadvantaged as against somebody on a much
higher income?

Mr O'CONNOR: All the people in the lower
income bracket are rebated and when they get
above that Figure-members know the 'figures
involved-rebates do not apply.

Mr Wilson interjected.
Mr O'CONNOR: The member for Din nella

recently sent moe a letter-and no names should
be mentioned-asking whether he could obtain a
rebate for two individuals. The case involved a
husband and wife who are both working. The
reason they wanted a rebate was that they had
two cars which they were paying off and they
were also paying off a colour television set and
various other commodities.

Mr Wilson. You make villains of people in that
position. They are in a position where they need
two cars to survive and get to work. But you will
not understand that because you do not have any
sympathy for such people.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Wilson: The Minister for Lands and

Forests has no sympathy.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Wilson: The Premier has no sympathy.
The SPEAKER; Order! The House will come

to order.
Sir Charles Court; You with your morals.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr O'CONNOR; 1 do not remember the exact

figures, but they were paying off $150 a month
for cars, so much a month for a colour television
set, and so much a month for a telephone and
various other commodities. Surely rents have to
have priority, and some people in State Housing
Commission homes do not own a car, a colour
television set, or have a telephone. I think
members have to get their priorities right.

Mr Wilson: Keep them down-that is right!
Mr B. T. Burke: That is about as nasty as you

have got for a couple of weeks.
Sir Charles Court: Did you want them to get a

rebate?
Mr Wilson: Keep them down and put them in

their place. That is what you want to do because
you are immoral.

The SPEAKER: Qrder! I call the Minister.
Mr O'CONNOR: I believe the Opposition has

shown a lack of sincerity by allowing this matter
to ride for such a length of time and by waiting
for rents to be increased before they moved a
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motion, although they could have moved such a
motion on any sitting day they wanted to.

Mr B. T. Burke: We tried to introduce an
urgency motion and you objected.

Mr O'CONNOR: Why did not the member for
Balcatta. move it on any other day?

Mir B. T. Burke: Let us take up this point

Mr O'CONNOR: I have not much time. I shall
continue, if 1 may.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are an empty vessel.

Mr O'CONNOR: That is better than being a
big mug. If I may continue-

Mr Skidmore: One each!

Mr B3. T. Burke: I shall cop that one but it is
the first one for four years.

Mr O'CONNOR: I believe the motion before
the House should be rejected. I believe the State
Housing Commission rebates fairly and is
operating tremendously efficiently. I oppose the
motion.

The SPEAKER: At this point I should like to
state the procedure which I shall adopt with
regard to the termination of private members'
business on Wednesdays. It is my intention to
continue the practice adopted in previous
Parliaments and for this purpose I shall read to
the House a statement made by a former Speaker
with regard to this matter-

In ehe House at 6-15 p.m.

I will interrupt the debate and ask the
member then speaking to seek leave to
continue his remarks in accordance with
Standing Order 152. If he fails to do so, or
leave is not granted, I will put the main
question to the House and accept an
adjournment motion, or the question will be
decided by a vote of the House.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 18

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Jamieson
M rT. H. Jones
Mr Pearce
Mr Skid more
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Mr hlaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Bryce
Mr Grill
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Mclver

Noes 28
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rustion
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodemnan
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

-Mr MePliarlin
Mr Crane
Mr Old
Mr Coyne

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

APPROPRIATION BILL (GENERAL LOAN
FUND) (No. 2)
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 22nd September.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool-Leader of the

Opposition) [7.30 p.m.J: At the outset of my
remarks on the General Loan Fund Estimates I
would like to make a comment to the member for
Murray who, the other night, paid me a
compliment when he said that there were people
who thought I was not capable of drawing up a
Budget on my own. I wish to assure him that I am
one of those people.

Ha~ring been associated with the drawing up of
three Budgets with the help of departmental
heads and with all that goes on around the
Cabinet table and the many contacts with
Treasury Department officials I think that even
he would have great difficulty in drawing up a
Budget on his own. I am sure that even the
Premier would have trouble. So let us get this
very clear; it does not take one person to draw up
a Budget; it takes hundreds and perhaps
thousands of people all playing their part and
indulging in all the niceties to draw up a Budget
in its entirety. To that extent even if the staff
were made available to the Leader of the
Opposition to draw up a Budget it would be a
complete waste of funds as far as the wages of all
the personnel who would need to be seconded
were concerned.

Mr Shalders: What I meant to say was you
should have explained how you would have placed

(Teller) a different thrust on Government spending.
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Mr JAMIESON: I did that even if the
honourable member did not seem able to
appreciate it. The West Australian newspaper
reporters were able to appreciate my remarks and
they gave them a fair coverage. 'Perhaps if the
honourable member cannot appreciate it from the
speeches given in the House it would be advisable
for him to cut that section out of the newspaper
and use it as a guide. 1 certainly would not put
myself in a class of someone able to draw up a
Budget on his own. I would not have the time,
ability, or the necessary troops to do so. I did put
forward certain propositions regarding the work
force on the Consolidated Revenue Fund Budget.
On a previous occasion I suggested as an
alternative that the work force should be
revamped to suit the occasion and I consider that
to be a legitimate comment.

We are dealing now with the General Loan
Fund Estimates of Expenditure and I think it is
high time we got rid of this misnomer. About a
third of the Bill does not cover loan funds at all. It
should be referred to as the works prograrrm of
the State and titled accordingly. One cannot
figure out from the Bill how much of all the
various items will be paid for from grants,
transferences, consolidated revenue, or pure loan
funds.

The works programme announced by the
Premier when introducing this Bill is a reasonable
one in the light of the problems created by the
severe restrictions of the Fraser Government.
That Government has placed restrictions on
capital grants and authorised borrowings.

We all appreciate the shortcomings of State
Premiers to be able to do anything magical within
the confines of these restrictions placed upon
them. The Fraser Government has failed utterly
to understand and cater realistically for the needs
of Western Australia. Western Australia needs a
major boost to public expenditure on public
facilities but we are not going to get it while there
is a Liberal Government in Canberra which is
ighting a bitter war of attrition against the

States. The Whitlamn Government was accused by
the Premier of not helping the States but his
criticism of the Fraser Government is mild in
comparison.

The main problem here is that the local Liberal
Government has played a major part in drawing
up the Fraser Government's battle plan so it has
some difficulty in being over-critical.

Western Australia is a developing State and it
needs special treatment; it needs special
consideration from the Fraser Government which
it is not getting. We ought to be getting funds so

that the State Energy Commission does not have
to be sold off to private corporations from
overseas. We ought to be getting funds to electrify
our outmoded railways. We ought to be getting
funds to eliminate a backlog of sewerage works
which makes Perth the most undersewered capital
in the Commonwealth.

This is nothing to be proud of, particularly
when we look as if we will have to draw from our
underground aquifiers in the metropolitan area to
-provide for our future water needs.

The other States have received big capital
grants and loan funds for large-scale works.
Western Australia has not been granted such
large proportions of the funds. The Government
of Western Australia is going to the Loan Council
meetings halfheartedly because it knows its
submissions will get short shrift. If the Premier
only goes halfheartedly he will be pushed on his
way without being able to get that little extra
money that is needed.

The most glaring fault in the loan programme
the Premier has presented is the mean and
inadequate contribution from the Commonwealth
Government. Its contribution ignores our needs
and the general purpose capital grants are
inadequate. The specific purpose capital grants
are inadequate; the general purpose authorised
borrowings are inadequate; and the specific
purpose authorised borrowings are also
inadequate. Overall, everyone must regard it as a
dismal. picture.

The programme presented by the Premier
contains nothing which deals with our really big
needs like updating the public transport and
sewering Perth and other regional centres.
Furthermore it neglects the interests of the people
of the State and sells out the energy needs of
Western Australia to faceless multi-national
companies which care nothing for the people of
the State and worry only about their own profits.

It is truly a backward step and it is not so many
years ago in Adelaide that the Adelaide Electric
Supply Company supplied power to the whole of
the city and thereabouts. It was the Playford
Government that saw the necessity to give
reasonably priced electricity to the people of that
State and moulded it into the grid system. It
became necessary for the company to be taken
over by that State. The multi-national companies
are in it for the profits they can make.

The works programme will have little impact
on unemployment because it provides little scope
for substantial increases in the number of jobs
provided by public works, particularly in the
construction industry.
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I want to refer again to the problem created by
the severe restrictions the Fraser Government has
placed on capital grants and authorised
borrowings. In his speech on the Consolidated
Revenue Fund the Premier correctly pointed out
that an expansion of the public sector works
programme would provide increased employment,
new work for the private sector, and stimulus to
business confidence. It would also create jobs for
the unemployed.

The Commonwealth Government's decision at
the July Loan Council meeting to restrict the
States to a mere 5 per cent increase in their works
programmes demonstrates a degree of
shortsightedness and meanness which is
unbelievable. Allowing for the inflation rate of
about 12 per cent there will be a modest increase
in the works programme not because of the
beneficial nature of the Commonwealth
Government but because of the manipulation of
finance to prop up the works programme by the
Premier from his Consolidated Revenue Fund.
However if the Commonwealth Government
continues its policy of failing to provide sufficient
funds to carry out programmes in the various
States the outlook is bleak and the works
programmes will fall behind in future years.

The Government cannot always be expected to
be able to transfer funds from the Consolidated
Revenue to the General Loan Fund. We may not
always be able to be in that position. The
Government has been a little lucky so far and it
claims good housekeeping.

Mr Rushton: That is what the Government has
done; you should do your homework.

Mr JAMIESON: The Minister is more suited
to homework than he is to commenting on these
matters. The funds transferred from the
Consolidated Revenue Fund could well have been
used to ease the burden of taxes and charges
which. were increased substantially in the first
three months of this financial year. On that point
I must draw the attention of the House to the fact
that on "AM" this morning there was a reference
to the editorial in The Sydney Morning
Herald-and that paper could hardly be
considered pro-Labor-which commended the
Budget of the Wran Government. While the
editorial was not madly excited about the Budget,
it was very complimentary in its remarks as the
Wran Government in its second successive year
has been able to stabilise charges and rates for
which it is responsible, which in this time of
inflation is a very laudable effort. This
Government cannot do it.

Mr Rushton: They were giving credit to the
Fraser Government's federalism policy.

Mr JAMIESON: That is not reasonable or
logical.' If the surplus of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund which is transferred into the
General Loan Fund were to remain in
Consolidated Revenue to provide concessions to
pensioners for taxes and charges, that would be a
far more appropriate way to use the funds than
putting it into the works programme.

It is not fair that the taxpayers of Western
Australia are being forced to subsidise the
meanness and shortsightedness of the Fraser
Government, which obviously is the case at the
present time. How much longer is the Premier
going to be able to use State funds to disguise the
Fraser Government's failure to accept its
responsibilities? This is the question the public
should be asking the Government.

How much longer is the Premier going to allow
Western Australia to be kept in the Fraser
Government's financial strait-jacket? The Labor
Government in Canberra got a lot of flack from
all around the place because it was said there was
not enough money for this, that, or the other.

Mr Herzfeld: -It would be tied money, too.
Mr JAMIESON: Is this Government so afraid

of offending its Federal counterpart that it is
prepared to sell out the interests of the Western
Australian people and cripple the development of
the State? Is it because of this new federalism or
whatever the Minister for Local Government
cares to call it? Is it just because there is a
Federal election in the offing? This could be an
alternative reason that the Government is not
prepared at this stage to stir the pot a little.

The Premier has a great deal to answer for. He
made a major contribution to the creation of the
problems we now face. He was an architect of the
new federalism, and thereby has created a rod for
his own back as Treasurer, and a rod for the back
of every Western Australian taxpayer.

Obviously this is the new federalism, which
none of the Premiers, except the Premier of
Western Australia, seem to like very much.
Obviously Western Australia will be hit the
hardest, because it is a big State and requires a
large amount of funds, but it has few people to
contribute.

The Treasurer cannot wriggle out of sce
responsibility for the limits being placed on
capital funds as part of the Fraser Government's
so-called new federalism programme. He was the
primary author of that Programme, and he has
claimed to be so. There is very little he can do to
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get away from accepting his responsibility in that
respect.

In his speech when introducing the Bill, the
Treasurer complained about the cut-backs which
the Fraser Government had made in specific
purpose funds. He certainly must have spoken
with tongue in cheek when he made that
statement, because of his previous attitude to
these particular funds.

Throughout the Whitlam Labor Government's
term the Treasurer complained loud and long
about the very existence of specific purpose
programmnes, but now he says he has not enough
of them. He said they were a vicious tool of
centralism, and demanded their abolition in
favour of untied funds. Now, he is complaining
that he cannot get enough specific purpose
money. Indeed, he would probably wish to see
more of these specific grants coming to the State
for sewerage works.

The Treasurer and his Federal counterpart (the
Prime Minister) when in Opposition went to
enormous lengths to create a bogey about Labor
Party centralism. I ask the Treasurer what excuse
he gives, now that his Federal counterpart is
financially strangling Western Australia and the
other States. Very often complaints have been
made by the other State Premiers, and obviously
this is taking place now.

The new federalism can be summed up quite
simply: It is telling the States that they have a
wonderful new financial deal which gives them
greater freedom to spend their funds as they see
fit. Funds have to be found from somewhere to do
the things which the Federal Government is
letting the States do, and the Federal Government
is not providing the funds.

What the new federalism does not dci is to give
the States the extra funds to go with the greater
responsibilities. Freedom for the States to spend
their funds as they see lit is no freedom at all
when they have no funds. That is the fallacy of
the new federalism, as we see it.

The spurious arguments of centralism should be
done away with. The argument is not about what
responsibilities and revenue-raising powers the
State should have; it is about whether the Fraser
Government should be allowed to get away with
actively requiring all State Governments either to
reduce public works and services, or increase
State taxation, while the Commonwealth reduces
its responsibilities and decreases its taxation.

The Fraser Government is displaying its usual
co-operation at Loan Council meetings where the
six State Premiers say, "No", but the Prime
Minister says, "Aye" and "The Ayes have it".

Even you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt) would
not be expected to give a decision in that way.

The Commonwealth has clearly demonstra ted
it proposes to cut State expenditure by keeping
Loan Council borrowings at a very low level. TI.-.
Western Australian Government has been
authorised to borrow $132.7 million for its own
construction works this year, as against $126.3
million last year-an increase of a mere 5 per
cent when inflation generally is running at an
annual rate of 11I or 12 per cent and higher in the
construction industry.

At the same time the Federal Government has
either reduced or abandoned its grant to the
States for specified. construction works in a
number of fields. All this means that in real terms
there has been a cut in funds.

The South, Australian Premier (Mr Dunstan)
summed up the situation when he said this about
the Commonwealth's attitude: "It is idiotic, it is
absurd, and it is a disaster to Australia". He was
referring to the restriction on State borrowings.

The magnitude of some of the cut-backs in
specific purpose grants is alarming. In the vital
area of hospital development, the
Commonwealth's contribution has been cut by
$7.3 million, from $12 million to $4.7 million, or
a cut of 60 per cent.

The urban sewerage programme was instituted
by the Whitlam Government in 1973. The
Commonwealth has given the States $309 million
for this work in the past four years. Western
Australia received $9.3 million for the sewerage
backlog programme last financial year. 'This year
it will receive nothing. That is one field in which
we have fallen far behind.

The school -dental scheme has been cut back
from 90 per cent to 75 per cent of total cost, and
the Fraser Government's commitment to dental
training schools has been cut back from 75 per
cent to 50 per cent of the current costs, and from
90 per cent to 75 per cent of capital costs. This is
a perfect example of the States not being
reimbursed for their increased financial
responsibility under these schemes.

The Commonwealth initiated the school dental
scheme. There was undoubtedly community
demand for it. The Commonwealth moved in and
satisfied the demand. It gained the political kudos
for the scheme; and now it has been handed over
to the States but they have not been given the
money to continue it.

The scheme was initiated by the Whitlam
Government and it deserves very great credit for
doing so. The Fraser Government wants to see it
either ended or wound down, but it is afraid of the
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political backlash if it does so. It has handed the
scheme over to the States to do what they can
with the limited funding provided, and they will
take any backlash that is coming. Obviously that
is the reason the Commonwealth has handed the
scheme over to the States, without providing the
necessary money for the job.

Of course, the States would be forced to cut
back on the scheme, or cent else raise new taxes
to finance it. If the States did this they would get
the blame from the public. The States will carry
the political odium.

The Fraser Government has achieved its aims
without suffering a word of criticismr. The States
have been left to carry the can. This is what the
new federalism is all about; it is about who is to
take the blame for politically Unpopular decisions;
and the Fraser Government has made sure that it
takes as little of the blame as possible.

The Fraser Government has made. sure the
States have to cop the blame for the Fraser
Government's decision, and the Treasurer has
fallen for the trick. He has been prepared to cop
this blame as part of his support for the new
federalism.

The Fraser Government went about carrying
out the trick in a very clever way. It sold this
hopeless scheme-the new federalism-by
pandering to the vanity of the Treasurer of this
State. The Treasurer was encouraged to be part
and parcel of this scheme.

The Fraser Government virtually told the
Treasurer, "We believe you ought to be
responsible for more of the things that go on! in
your State; we believe you can run things as well
as we can; you ought to have more prestige and
more responsibility; you take over all these
schemes for us and run them for us."

Mr Laurance- And run them better.
Mr JAMIESON: That was the suggestion

which the Fraser Government put into the mind
of the Treasurer. Having done this, the Fraser
Government cut off the money for the schemes. It
gave the States the responsibility for the schemes
without the power to operate them. This is
responsibility without real-power.

On the other hand, the Fraser Government kept
the real power for itself, without having to accept
the responsibility for the exercise of the
power-or power without responsibility.

As far as I can see that is what the new
federalism deal really boils down to. It boils down
to starving the States of funds and winding down
programmes without getting blamed (or it. That
is the scheme which the Treasurer has helped to

draw up and continues to support, although with
noticeably less enthusiasm as time goes on. If this
Government survives he will be less enthusiastic
still; and if a Labor Government takes over he
will have another whipping horse to get him out
of his problems.

That is the sort of scheme which this great
supporter' and defender of State rights has
saddled Western Australia with-a scheme to
enable the State to reduce public services and
public works, instead of having the
Commonwealth Government to do it.

I want to refer to the Court Government's plan
to have a private corporation to finance and own
the extensions to the Muja power Station. This has
become necessary, because of the
Commonwealth's absolute refusal to provide the
necessary loan funds for the purchase of the
required electricity generating units and
associated transmission lines.

A fully documented case was submitted to the
Commonwealth Government, but the Prime
Minister was not interested. As the Treasurer
stated in his speech on the Appropriation Bill
(General Loan Fund) (No. 2), it is imperative
that work at Muja proceeds, both to achieve
operating economies and to lessen our dependence
on imported fuel oil.

In the past the Commonwealth has contributed
large sums to projects, in various parts of
Australia; the Snowy Mountains scheme was one,
as were some hydroelectric schemes in Tasmania.
The Commonwealth has always 'considered these
types of schemes to be the development of the
Commonwealth of Australia. Of course, we are
not asking for such a grant to be made, but we are
looking to the Commonwealth to authorise the
borrowing, so that we can establish the power
station for ourselves.

A decision to hand over Power generation in
Western Australia to overseas corporations is a
monumental blunder. However, Liberal-Country
Party Governments have a history of
incompetence in electricity generation. As a
result, Western Australia has the highest
domestic electricity rate in Australia. The rate
will obviously increase even further when the
private power corporation takes over, simply
because a private corporation needs to make a
profit whereas the SEC which is a public utility
does not.

The profits from the increased costs will be
shipped out of Australia to the headquarters of
the multi-national corporations in other parts of
the world, instead of being ploughed back into
Western Australia,
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The dangers in giving a foreign-owned
consortium control over a substantial part of such
a vital public Utility as electricity are obvious and
frightening.

Mr Mensaros: How do you know they are
foreign owned? That is your supposition.

Mr JAMIESON: I am supposing they are
foreign-owned because during the course of the
election campaign I had some telephone
conversations with people in America whom the
Government was dealing with. They were working
up these consortiums at the time and they were
able to tell me they were party to these things.
Unless there has been a complete change of
plan-

Mr Mensaros: They were a party to lending but
not as proprietors.

Mr JAMIESON: They are going to get their
cut out of it if they are lending. We will be
grateful to see the scheme when it comes forward
and happy if it is able to be contained within
Australia. It does not lessen the responsibility of
the Commonwealth Government to provide
sufficient loan funds to enable us to carry out
these necessary extensions 'of the SEC's activities
as has been the case in the past.

If the consortium decides it is not happy with
the return on its investment, it will be able to hold
Western Australia to ransom. Experience
elsewhere has shown the cost of power controlled
by private enterprise is higher than the cost of
power generated by State enterprises. As I
pointed out earlier, this was the case in South
Australia with the Adelaide Electric Supply
Company which the Playford Government took
over a decade or so ago.

An area which seems to have done worse in the
Loan Estimates is transport. The Court
Government is ill-prepared for the increase in
demand for public transport which seems likely to
arise in the coming years if all the threats of
depleting supplies of fuel for automobiles and
increased costs to produce it come to fruition. We
must be. prepared to keep the population of the
cities and elsewhere mobile because people, have
become accustomed to being mobile. It seems to
me it is reasonable for the Federal Government to
assist in the planning for the alternative.

There are four reasons that it is likely that the
demand for public transport will rise; namely, the
coming shortage of petrol, the sharply increasing
price of petrol as Australia moves towards world
parity prices for crude oil, the increasing pressure
on city parking facilities, and the growing
population.

The Court Government lacks even a Cabinet

plan for. future transport development. Perhaps
the most striking example of this was provided
only last week when the Premier announced a
major new transport link between Perth and
Fremantle. I took this proposal to Cabinet some
years ago and we discarded it because there was
such a hullabaloo about it. We started to examine
other alternatives. This is what virtually caused us
to bring ink the Wilbur Smith organisation, giving
it certain instructions which it did not follow
anyway.

This is not a nuc-' proposition; it is a very old
one. It will not be met with plaudits by the public
who, right through from the union movement, will
react very sharply to any suggestion of abolishing
the railway passenger service between Freman tle
and Perth. I do not think in this day and age we
should even be contemplating it, even if it is a
feasible proposition at this stage.

Mr Rushton: Your Government would not
consider the reserve in any way in relation to the
needs of the general area. Thai is what let you
down very badly.

Mr JAMIESON: That is not so. The Minister
demonstrates how little he knows about the
situation at that time. If he makes a check with
Mr Fox he will find out a little more about it.

'When the Premier made the announcement of
the proposal, he outlined the options, which
included either removing the railway or leaving it
there.

Mr O'Connor: Did you not put through a Bill
to close part of the railway?

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, I did, It was that part of
the railway from the bridge in West Perth to the
Horseshoe Bridge.

Mr T. H. Jones: How far would that be?
Mr JAMIESON: About a kilometre. I put

through a Bill for that purpose because at that
time we had received very bad reports about the
Horseshoe Bridge and how long it would last, and
we felt we might need to take emergency action.
That was the subject of a clause, in the
underground railway Bill, which to this day is the
only proposal that has any hope of achieving what
is needed for the future.

A more fatuous statement than that of the
Premier about either removing the railway line or
leaving it there is hard to imagine.

Mr Rushton: You are inaccurate again. You
should consider the four proposals.

Mr JAMIESON: The four proposals were
associated with either removing the railway or
leaving it there. All the proposals were centred
around those two alternatives.
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Mr Rushton: It gives all the options.-
Mr JAMIESON: Of course, it provides for

roads radiating from it; we know all that. But
they are no different from the proposals we were
considering in 1972.

Mr Rushton: You did not even consider the
regional needs of the area. You had no
consideration whatsoever for them.

Mr JAMIESON: The proposals are no
different from those we were considering on 1972.
I do not seem to be getting through to the
Minister, who is not prepared to make the check I
suggested.

Mr Rushton: You wanted to get it out of your
hair before the last election.

Mr JAMIESON: We did not. We had a firm
proposition and we would have been able to go
ahead with electrification, even if only slowly.

Mr Rushton: Your colleagues wanted to do
something different.

Mr JAMIESON: I finished up with the
chairmanship of the Cabinet subcommittee and I
was right in the thick of it, so if they did not know
what was going on, the more is the pity.

The most disturbing aspect of not knowing
where we are going in the future with transport is
that the Court Government has not even bothered
to seek Federal funds for the electrification of the
suburban rail system.

Mr O'Connor: That is not quite right.
Mr JAMIESON: I asked questions about this

matter and this was the result of the questions.
The Government has not even bothered to submit
a formal proposal to the Commonwealth. The
Government was eager to apply for a two-thirds
contribution for such a project when the Whitlam
Government was in office but it has not made any
fotmal proposals to the Fraser Government.
Unless the pressure is kept on, naturally the
Federal Government will not take any action.

Mr O'Connor: I thought you said we had not
made an approach.

Mr JAMIESON: The Government was eager
to grab everything it could from the Federal
Labor Government but it protects the Federal
Liberal Government and does not want to put its
back to the wall because it might do some
damage.

Mr O'Connor: You cannot say I have done
that. I have been very outspoken.

Mr JAMIESON: The Court Government has
probably refused to raise the matter formally with
the Fraser Government out of some sense of
Liberal Party loyalty. It does not want the Liberal

Party to suffer the odium of rejection of yet
another Western Australian request. That is
probably what is in the background of the failure
in this connection.

The present Government has promised in the
past to electrify the suburban rail system arnd it is
time it did something about implementing the
promise, even if only by increasing the pressure on
the Fraser Government and putting up the
documented proposal I mentioned. The fidgeting
and inability to make a decision on electrification
are going on while the costs of undertaking the
work are escalating all the time. The kind of
funds I was looking at for the electrification were
$55 million, but the cost would probably be $200
million or $300 million for the same project now.
Costs escalate very quickly if action is not taken.
It will not be long before they escalate to a point
where the Government will say. "We cannot
afford the project." It is always saying that.

The funds available to the State under the
Commonwealth urban public transport
improvement programme are also inadequate for
our needs. The allocations will do nothing to solve
the problem of the outmoded railway rolling
stock.

I turn now to road funds. This year Western
Australia suffered horrific cutbacks in
Commonwealth funds for roads. Western
Australia's allocation for the next financial year is
less than $61 million, which is an increase of
about 51 per cent on the 1974-75 figure; but road
construction costs are estimated to have risen by
60 per cent in that time. The States are in a
strait-jacket on road funds. This applies not only
to the overall amount of funds allocated but also
to the restrictions on the allocated funds.

The proposed allocation for urban arterial
roads has been almost halved, which has dire
implications for the metropolitan freeways
programme and work by local authorities; and
undoubtedly all those systems which looked as
though they would make Perth a much better city
to live in, such as the Burswood Bridge, have had
to be put back further in the time schedule.

Western Australia has fared worse than any
other State in the deal handed out by the Federal
Minister for Transport (Mr Nixon). I wonder
whether it is because he no longer has a
counterpart in the Federal House from this State
to prod him. Perhaps we had better look at that
and sacrifice a couple of Liberals on the altar to
see whether it will bring forward some funds.

Our road fund allocation went up by a mere 3.2
per cent. This is way below the increase which
would have been needed to keep up with inflation.
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The net result will be that many urgent road
building tasks in this State are not carried out.
While the present Federal Government is in
power Western Australians will become
accustomed to urgent tasks not being carried out.
This is very clearly envisaged.

Even as late as today I heard the former
Federal member Fred Daly being questioned by
the Press at a luncheon, and he said the States
further away from the capital were inclined to
think they were being neglected, but unless they
were prepared to hop in and advocate for
themselves with sufficient pressure, obviously they
would get less consideration because the other
States are nearer to the axle and will receive
greater consideration.

Mr O'Connor: I think you will have to agree
you had similar experience in connection with
road funds.

Mr JAMIESON: Yes, I had some difficult
experiences with road funds. Had I been in office
a little longer, I think the Federal Minister would
have abdicated. Had the Federal Government
been prepared to accept the recommendation of
the Bureau of Roads, we would have been
receiving about $87 million in road funds this
year instead of $60.9 million.

The Premier has accused the Opposition of
wanting things both ways by calling for the
waiving of taxes and charges on private employers
who employ additional people and at the same
time calling for more funds to be spent on job
creation schemes. However, had the Premier
shown some real opposition to the shoddy
financial deals this State is getting from the
Federal Government, it would be possible to
waive increases in taxes and help create jobs.

If the Commonwealth Government gave us a
more realistic deal in relation to specific purpose
and general purpose capital grants and authorised
borrowings, we would not need to be transferring
funds from the revenue fund to the capital fund to
bolster the works programme. I dealt with that
point earlier in my remarks. I just wonder how
long we can keep doing this. If we had these funds
in our genera! revenue fund it would be much
more flexible, and could be applied to labour-
intensive programmes for the beniefit of the
community-

To supplement the loan fund this year, the
Government proposes to transfer $4.4 million in
earnings from short-term Treasury investments to
the fund, instead of putting it into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund. This will be cash
which is readily available. Commonwealth general
purpose capital grants amount to $44.2 million.

This means that of the $152.3 million available in
the General Loan Fund, nearly a third will be in
the form of cash, rather than authorised
borrowings.

This is another area where I am critical of
those who draw up these budgetary proposals for
the General Loan Fund in not indicating what
percentages of the various amounts are loans and
cash. If this were done, we would be able to
establish exactly how much money was owed, and
over what period. We have a responsibility to the
taxpayers of this State to inform them of such
things. The present method of presentation does
not allow us to make such calculations. In fact, we
should not refer to this as the General Loan Fund;
it is more of a general works programme.

Finally, I turn to the employment implications
of the two financial measures presented to the
House recently; namely, the Consolidated
Revenue Fund and the so-called General Loan
Fund. The Revenue Fund Estimates-or, the
Budget-will have only a minimal impact on
employment, as I pointed out when dealing with
the Budget last Tuesday. It will merely prop up
the Work force it has been keeping in operation to
this time.

After taking inflation into account, the works
programme represents only a marginal
improvement on last year's programme. The
progress will be minimal. The construction
industry, in which there is a very high level of
unemployment, faces a bleak future.

The State Treasury, in its booklet titled "The
Western Australian Economy 1976-77" pointed
out in respect of the construction industry that
home building activity is likely to fall in 1977-78.
It made the following statement-

Compared with their corresponding levels
a year earlier, the number of dwelling
approvals in the last three-quarters of 1976-
77 were well down.

When we look at the Consolidated Revenue
Estimates and the General Loan Fund Estimates
side by side, we get an overall picture which is
dark indeed for the people of this State who are
out of work. We get a picture of a Government
whose hands are tied, but who helped its Federal
masters to tie the knots. The Government is tied
up, as well as being in a financial strait-jacket,
and it is unwilling to do anything about it.

However, the Bill contains some very good
projects with which the Government is to proceed,
and all credit is due in that regard. The
Government has a responsibility to keep these
projects actively moving. The major ones, of
course, usually are associated with hospitals and
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other public buildings, schools and the like; these
projects generally gobble up most of the General
Loan Fund.

Some projects of local interest are provided for.
I note that included in this year's funds is the
extension of the southern wing of Parliament
House. I hope this project will proceed this year,
because we are being placed in a difficult
situation with staff numbers due to the limited
accommodation presently available. I hope the
Opposition may be able to concentrate its
activities in one area of Parliament House,
instead of having the Leader of the Opposition
and his staff in one corner of the House and the
State Parliamentary Labor Party room at the
furthest point away from his office. We may be
able to do a deal and move some partitions around
to provide further office accommodation.

Severe restrictions have been placed on my
staff;, in fact, I have two and three people working
in one room where they need to be working rather
quietly. It is very difficult for them to give the
best possible service. When this extension is
completed it will be of great advantage to the
Opposition and undoubtedly to others who will be
sharing upstairs offices and those who may have
individual offices.

As I said, there are many features associated
with the General Loan Fund, and many projects
which will be embarked upon over the year. Of
course, some of the funds allocated to- specific
areas may in fact be utilised for other purposes;,
this is part of the game of government. It is our
task to ensure the funds are put to the best
possible'use, on behalf of the people of Western
Australia.

As could be anticipated, despite my criticism of
certain aspects of the Government's handling of
apjulications and requests for loan funds, the
Opposition intends to support this Bill. Iz is a
money Dill, and it is the responsibility of this
House to allow the Government of the day
finance for its loan fund projects. We will be
doing just that. With those remarks, I support the
Dill.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [8.23 p.m.]: The
General Loan Fund Estimates of expenditure are
principally a guide to the way the money might be
spent during the coming financial year. Those
who have had ministerial experience will know
that all kinds of budgeting takes place after the
Estimates are agreed to by the Parliament;
adjustments are made from one account to the
other, and money is taken from one project and
allocated to another for all kinds of reasons. It is
always interesting to look at the Loan Estimates

and see the relatively small amounts of $50 000
and -less which are set aside 10 be spent on the
initial planning of particular projects. I notice
that $50 000 is to be spent on the initial planning
for the new public library. I hope this means there
will be a natural flow-on next year and that
within several years the work will be completed,
as will be the case with the new Art Gallery.
However, this does not always follow.

As I said, at best these figures are a guide to
what lies ahead; the actual expenditure does not
always work out that way. I have studied the
various sections as they affect my electorate, as I
am sure has every other member. I was
disappointed to see that once more, no provision
has been made to sewer a small area of Laiblain
Park. It is so close to the city it can be seen from
Parliament House. In fact, Dennis [llce could hit
it with a couple of decent pitches from here. Yet
the area still lacks deep sewerage.

I -understand there are problems associated with
the area, in that it is quite high; there are
problems with rising mains and the like. However,
having taised this matter over a period of 16
years, I thought some action would have been
taken by now. I have written to the department
and to be fair it said it did not anticipate
commencing work in the current financial year. It
did say it hoped to start work next financial year.
and I look forward to that time.

I am sure there are other members who have
areas in their electorates in a similar situation,
but I do not think they would be as close to Perth
as is Lathlain. It is not a good reflection on this or
past Governments that there are still unsewered
areas so close to Perth. Of course, we are lucky in
that the type of soil to be found around Perth is
capable of carrying septic systems. Many other
capital cities are not so lucky, and have had to
spend great sums of money in providing deep
sewerage systems. However, there is a continuing
and growing concern that the proliferation of
septic systems will affect our groundwater, from
which we are drawing increasing quantities to
supply the every-day needs of the city and
metropolitan area.

It is of little comfort to the people concerned to
know that money is being provided for deep
sewerage in other areas. Many of them have lived
in Lathlain all their lives; others who built new
homes in the area realised they had little option
but to accept septic systems. The years have gone
by, and many of these people are now retired or
about to retire. They have lived in the area
continuously *and their homes still are not
connected to deep sewerage. They have had to put
up with the inconvenience and cost of maintaining
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septic systems; it has been of no little expense to
many people. Some of my constituents have had
to build new wells where the existing systems have
collapsed. When the original septic systems were
installed, the residents hoped they would be
connected to the deep sewerage scheme before the
existing septic system collapsed.

Mr O'Connor: Where is this?
Mr DAVIES: It is in Lathlain, just behind the

Red Castle Motel. I am not sure whether the
Minister is familiar with the King Arthur's Table
Restaurant; I cannot afford it myself.

Mr O'Connor: One of the problems is that it
costs four times as much to instal deep sewerage
in existing areas as it does in new areas.

Mr DAVIES: I realise this; I am simply
bringing it to the notice of the Government. Deep
sewerage has slowly come to my area to the stage
where it now surrounds this little peak and valley
at Lathlain. Needless to say the people of the area
are not happy. Who is getting the blame for this?
I can assure members opposite that it is not the
member for the district; I am passing it on to the
Minister.

Mr Jamieson: I thought you were going to
blame Whitlam.

Mr DAVIES: At one stage I hoped my area
would receive some of the money comning from
Canberra for sewerage works. However, I was not
able to inveigh even my own colleagues to do
something about it.

The other matter I want to mention is the
alarming lack of Federal funds for the hospital
system. As the Treasurer said in his speech, there
was a matter of a $7.3 million cut in the
Commonwealth funds under the 1977-78 hospital
development programme. I have had 'an
opportunity to look at the explanatory notes of the
estimated expenditure and receipts for the current
financial year that have been provided by the
Commonwealth Department of Health. The
surprising thing is how little the increases are;

In most areas the increases are minimal; they
are not even reflecting the inflation rate. In many
cases there are decreases, and I will refer to the
one the Treasurer mentioned with some disgust,
and rightly so. The total expenditure for all States
last year was $108 million, and the estimate this
year is $50 million, which is less than half of last
year's allocation for hospital development
throughout the length and breadth of the country.

Western Australia's share goes from $12
million down to $4.68 million, and that ties in
with the figure the Treasurer mentioned when
introducing the Estimates. This is of considerable

concern, particularly to this State which has an
enormous cask in keeping up hospital services
because of the iarge distances between centres.
Not only are hospitals hard to build and equip,
but also they are difficult to maintain and staff
because of these huge distances.

Despite our lack of money, our system
compares favourably with the rest of Australia;
indeed, in many instances it is far superior.
However, it is still lacking considerably in the
type of development we would like to see in many
areas of the State.

The cut of more than 50 per cent is alarming,
as it means we have had to slash the programme
in the general revenue considerably. I think the
Treasurer is allocating an extra $1.9 million, and
this is to his credit. Hie has tried to do what he
can to keep up the building programme. Those
members who may have gone to the annual
general meeting of the Royal Perth Hospital last
week will be aware that the restriction in funds
has resulted in the board having to rethink the
work it will be able to do in the coming years.

Dr Dadour: You cannot be serious when you
say the work is necessary.

Mr DAVIES: I knew immediately I mentioned
the Royal Perth Hospital the member for Subiaco
would come to life. As a matter of fact, before I
got up to speak I had a look to see if he was here.
What he says has some merit. However, I am not
in a position to judge whether or not these things
are necessary. I do not have the medical training,
but the board of the hospital and the planning
authority are working together with the State
planning authorities and they have been able to
convince the Government that these things are
necessary. Obviously they have not been able to
convince the member for Suhiaco.

Dr Dadour: How much did the animal house
cost?

Mr DAVIES: I have not had a look at the
animal house and I know the member mentioned
earlier that it was a matter of some concern.
However, I am sure he will be delighted that
despite what it might cost the animal house will
be'shifted from his electorate to another position.

Dr Dadour: We have two now.
Mr DAVIES: The member has been

complaining about these houses for some time,
and I hope the shift will set the position right. The
point I am making concerns the cuts in the
allocations to hospital development. I remind the
House that when the Whitlam Government was
in power members of the department used to
grizzle about having to go backwards and
forwards to Canberra. Almost weekly we had
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people coming from Canberra and we sent others
across in an effort to devise a hospital
'programme. The Whitlani Government wanted us
to tell it what our programme was.

The Government wanted us to tell it what
programme we wanted, and in return that
Government said whether or not it could be
accepted. The Government did not just accept
what we said, becuse as everyone will be aware,
we are always wont to exaggerate a little in an
effort to get a bit more. This is where the
consternation occurred. The Federal Government
said we had to prove what we wanted, but our
department was unhappy about. having to prove in
detail and back up our case with facts and figures.
The Commonwealth Government gave us certain
sums of money until the programme was
completed, and it was subject to revision in three-
yearly periods. It may have been for longer
periods, but I am not quite certa in.

However, we knew where we were going, and
we were able to plan ahead. We were able to
manoeuvre in our programme and this is how the
Wanneroo Hospital come to be on the
programme. It was found that although it had not
been planned to have a hospital there, expansion
in the area meant it was needed. The original plan
was for a hospital at Joondalup.

Canberra had to be convinced we wanted the
programme and that Government gave us the
money. It gave us an undertaking that certain
money-would be provided, and it was a highly
satisfactory arrangement. However, this
Government says it does not want that control. It
says it wants the money and it will spend it the
way it likes.

This arrangement would make it possible for
the Government to consider, for a political
advantage or for any other reason, spending the
money on a project in a particular area when the
money could be better spent in other areas. It
could mean that the money is not being used
where it is wanted most, but this is the kind of
situation this Government wanted. The
Government does not want Control from
Canberra. It. just says, "Give us the money", but
this is where it has fallen down. The Fraser
Government has said it would give the State the
money if the State does not want the old
programme. What Mr Fraser did not say, and
what none of the Premiers appreciated, was how
much money was to be involved. We now have a
50 per cent cut in funds for the hospital
development programme because the State
Government has said it does not want centralism.

Now the State has a $7.3 million cut in its

programme. I surmise that the Premier and the
Minister in control of the department will have to
lay off some projects and slow others down and
perhaps abandon some altogether because of this
most drastic aad severe cut. The Premier has tried
to help the situation a little by transferring $1.9
million from the Estimates but it is not enough.

Similarly there has been an abrogation in
regard to the denial health scheme which was
initiated in this State on a small scale and we
were able to build uip quickly when Mr Whitlam
gained office and said he would take it over. He
said he would build colleges to train therapists
and put clinics in schools. He said the
Commonwealth Government would pay the
capital costs of the clinics and pay up to 90 per
cent of the salaries of the therapists once they
went into the schools. The Commonwealth
Government would also pay 80 per cent of the
maintenance of the clinics and it would also pay
to send people to New Zealand for training so
there would be plenty of trained dental therapists
available and each child would have a constant
contact with a dental therapy unit.

This is another agreement Mr Fraser has
thrown out, although not completely. He did say
that instead Of giving US 90 per Cent of the costs
he would give 75 per cent of the operating casts
and would build the dental schools and clinics. He
is saying he will pay for only 90 per cent of the
cost. So the States arc happy and want to run
things without controls. However, I remind
members there is no control and has never been
control from Canberra over its school dental
scheme. The States did what they wanted to do
provided they told the Commonwealth what their
requirements were. We got in quickly in this
regard and so long as it was manageable within
the tots! funds the Commonwealth let us get on
with the job. Mr Pritchard, the PHD Principal
Dental Officer, saw how good the scheme was
likely to be and took full advantage of it. The
State now has two colleges yet Queensland has
only just started to get into the programme.

Queensland is getting the lion's share this year
but our share has dropped away to almost nothing
because we have a sufficient training capacity
already. We are not going to be able to improve
our facilities because the Commonwealth
Government has cut back on capital costs for the
building of clinics and has cut back on the costs of
maintaining them and the staff involved. So an
excellent programme started by the Whitlam
Government has deteriorated when it could have
been of tremendous benefit to the children of
Australia.

It is generally recognised that children in this
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country probably have the worst teeth of any
school-age children in the world. Attempts to
rectify this have included the introduction of
fluoridation into the public water supplies and the
provision of dental clinics where children can be
readily treated up to a certain stage. These
measures were starting to show improvements in
children's dental health.

As far as I can see there will be a general
slowing down in this area. We will find we have
too many dental therapists, we will not have the
necessary buildings, and the whole programme
will fall by the wayside. The idea of giving every
school child up to the age of 12 easy rccess to
dental therapists by the year 1980 will not be
realised and it will be 1990, before this occurs.

I would ike to make some mention of road
funds. I appreciate the difficulty in which the
Government finds itself once again because of the
restrictions on road funds by the Commonwealth
Government. 1 was -delighted that the Premier in
answer to my question tonight said that Tamie
Fraser might be asked to approach the Prime
Minister for additional funds for Western
Australia since she has found out how bad our
roads are.

In re'gard to this subject, I have two projects
which I have been seeking to have attended to in
my electorate for some considerable time. It
seems it is a Kathleen Mavourneen approach
because I am not getting anywhere.

One of these projects is a pedestrian overpass at
the Shepperton Road-Mint Street intersection
which many children will need to use to attend
the new East Victoria Park school. 1 will not
canvass once again the whys and wherefores or
the good and bad points involved in shifting the
school. It is. a fail accompli now. Still the
pedestrian overpass at that intersection was
clearly promised when the whole scheme was first
mooted and it is a matter of continuing concern.
To the Government's credit-I do not wish to give
it too much credit tonight-it has two guard-
controlled crossings in the area, but these will not
be the answer. Eventually it will be far cheaper to
establish a pedestrian overpass and I hope that
out of the limited road funds which are available
we might be able to drag a few dollars for this
very necessary work.

The answers to questions I have asked in
Parliament have indicated that the traffic along
Shepperton Road in both directions has increased
alarmingly and dramatically since the road was
widened and it is now by far the busiest Street in
my electorate.

Also for about four years now the Braille
(681

Society for the Blind has been seeking a
pedestrian overway from its premises in Victoria
Park to the railway station. It can be appreciated
that blind people are always under a most severe
handicap when crossing roads, and unfortunately
the drivers of cars along Rutland Avenue and
Kitchener Avenue do not seem to appreciate that
they are in the vicinity of the Bra ille Society's
premises, despite the warning signs. The society
has, through the generosity of the Whitlam
Government let me say once more, been able to
expand considerably and increase the number of
people attending to learn various skills at different
times of the day.

Naturally this has meant a continuing worry
for the staff who have to be sure that the blind
people are properly guided across the road and on
to the trains. They can use the trains as
effectively as, if not better than, some sighted
people, but they do have difficulty in getting from
the society's premises to the station.

Of course, many people live on the other side of
the railway line and so they must, cross over it. It
is hope that the overpass which has been mooted
will be provided from the society's premises, or
that side of Kitchener Avenue, across the railway
line to the other side at Rutland Avenue with, of
course, walkways to the railway station.

Mr Peter Blockey, the director, is almost at the
paint of despair because of the lack of assurances
from the department. Everyone is sympathetic
and recognises the need, but no-one is doing
anything about it. Here again I realise there is
some responsibility on the Perth City Council to
assist, but it is also in a fairly difficult position. I
do not think we should call on it because this
project is one of those which is over and above its
programme of works and it should be met by the
Government. Perhaps we could seal the road off
and make a dead end at either end of the station
and construct a mail between the premises and
the station, to overcome the problem by stopping
the run of traffic along Kitchener Avenue. It
would be a fairly drastic move, but it might be the
only one which will effectively overcome the
problem which has arisen because of the inactivity
of the Main Roads Department.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member has
three minutes remaining.

Mr DAVIES: Thank you. I did not think I had
been speaking for so long, but I am about to wind
up, anyway.

I believe there is the potential for a fatal
accident at this point. With the best will in the
world it is not always possible to provide the
necessary safeguards for the many blind persons
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in1 the area, so I do hope that this is an item the
Government will consider very closely to ensure
that some money is round for this project as well
as for the pedestrian overpass I mentioned earlier.

As I said, the Loan Estimates give us a guide.
They show us the Government's intentions for the
coming year. Of course often the Estimates are
subject to quite dramatic changes for various
reasons& We appreciate what the Government has
been able to do with its loan programme. We
sympathise with it for the position in which it
finds itself in regard to money from Canberra; but
it tannot say we did not tell it so.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) (8.51 p.mn.): I would
like to canvasi some aspects of the education
allocation in the Loan Estimates. I might preface
my remarks by saying that I regret to note that
once again the Minister is not present in the
Chamber when I am talking on educational
matters. Doubtless, he will read with great care
and attention what I am saying.

Members will recall that about a week or two
ago in the Chamber I raised the question of a sumi
,of some $6 million or S7 million which seems to
have disappeared from the Commonwealth
Budget papers in connection with funding of
capital educational needs in this State. I argued
then-and felt that the argument was not
answered at the time--that the State
Government's failure to expend money in the
previous financial year had meant that over the
two-year period of the last financial year and the
current year the State had been some.$6 million
to $7 million worse off in capital funding -for
education than it would have been otherwise. The
Minister denied this, but did not present any
cogent reasons for his denial and I am reluctant to
take his word for it.

However, when I look at the State Budget
papers, I find the Premier is supporting my case
rather than his Minister's. On page 8 of the
Treasurer's speech in the second paragraph, is the
following statement-

This year we have budgeted for
expenditure of $41.6 million on schools. The
programme includes a number of projects to
be completed from Schools Commission
funds which were not drawn in 1976-77 and
are available to us this year.

If we take the sum of $41.6 million budgeted
altogether-that is to say the $41.6 million is a
combination of State capital funding for
education and Commonwealth funding for
education-we see also that at -page 18 of the
Statement of Estimates of Expenditure for the
year ending the 30th June, 1978, the 1977-78

proposed capital allocation for education is
326.408 million or, in round figures, 126.5
million, If we subtract the $26.5 million from
$41.6 million we realise that the figure available,
presumably from Cqmmonwealth sources, is
around $15 million.

If it were true, as I said in my earlier speech,
that the Commonwealth Government had, in the
previous year, allocated some $13 million to this
State, and, in the current year, some $14
million-close enough to $15 million in round
figures-we see that what I said on that previous
occasion is quite accurate. In fact, the missing $6
million to $7 million has not been added to this
year's expenditure, but has been carried forward
from the previous year. It will be spent in this
year, certainly, but the net effect has been a loss
of some $6 million to $7 million of educational
funding.

When the Minister spoke on this matter he led
me and the House to believe that the money
which had not been expended-and he did not
explain the reason that 50 per'cent of the capital
funding allocation was not spent; he did not
explain that at all-would be added to this year's
allocation. H~e overlooked the fact that we would
lose some 15 per cent because of the inflationary
spiral int the building industry. He ignored all
those points I mentioned.

However, if it were true that the money was
carried over and added to the sum we would get
normally,* we ought to be spending rather More
than $41.6 million; it should be something like
$48 million. So I think the Treasurer's Budget
papers prove the argument I mentioned on an
earlier occasion; that is. in fact the
Commonwealth funding over the two-year period
is some $6 million to $7 million down on what we
might have expected had the Education
Department and the Minister been anything like
diligent in the spending of the sums at the time
they were made available. I would be fascinated
to hear at some subsequent point from either the
Treasurer or the Minister where I might have
made an accountancy error on this aspect. I am
sick of being told I do not understand complex
financial matters without any further explanation.
Perhaps they will explain where I am wrong on
this occasion.

If it is true that $41.6 million is to be spent on
schools, and $26.5 million of that is to come from
State funds, how come there is not more than $15
million from Commonwealth funds when the
Minister told us last time that we could expect
something over $20 million from Commonwealth
allocations in this financial year to compensate
for the $6 million to $7 million not spent in the
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previous financial year? If either the Treasurer Or
the Minister can answer that question successfully
I will at long last stop talking on the question of
the missing money and admit that it has somehow
at last been discovered; but I will be surprised if
they are able to do that.

I wish to raise some other points. I know that
money is to be set aside for the Gwynne Park
school in my own electorate. I do not decry the
building of new schools because they must be
built. However, the attention of the Government
ought to be drawn to the fact that the building of
that school was the subject of considerable
controversy in Armadale earlier in the year and.
resulted in a mass meeting of 150 parents who
passed a motion with only roar or five dissentient
voices indicating that it was an inappropriate site
for a new school.

What happened was that three or four years
ago the planning branch made projected estimates
about growth and they turned out to be
inaccurate. We do not blame the branch for that
because private enterprise and other variable
factors are involved and are responsible for the
growth occurring in areas where it was not
expected to occur.

The meeting of parents and interested citizens
was designed to point out that the growth pattern
had not been as expected and that the new school
should not be built there. The site was out of the
main stream of general development in the area
and it was thought that another site should be
found.

The Education Department sent its Director of
Planning to the meeting and he rather arrogantly
told the parents they would have to put up with
what the planning branch decided and that it
would make no difference what motion they
passed. He had the audacity to tell me I should
not support the parents. It was rather rough,
coming from a civil servant to a member of
Parliament.

However, he submitted his argument and. I
submitted mine and his was bolstered by several
members from the other side and from another
place. In the end the meeting voted in favour of a
new site, but the school was still built at Gwynne
Park.

I am not suggesting there is any poor or
insidious motive for the siting of the school in the
electorate of the Minister for Local Government
rather than in my electorate. I am saying that the
planning decision made some years ago was not
very wise. It seems that the bureaucracy of the
department is not able to cope with changes to
previous planning decisions. Therefore the school

in this case-and this is not the only school about
which the same complaint has been made-was
not appropriately sited. It means that children
will have to go further to attend the school which
is on the edge of the development in the area and
with only a minimum prospect of further
development so the school will not become the
centre of the community. Also the children will
have to cross a rather busy road to get to the
school. That is a minor matter by the way.

The Treasurer further stated in the second
paragraph on page 9 of his speech-

We are continuing our efforts to reduce
the costs of Government buildings so as to
get more work done from the funds available,

In this sense the setting up of a committee by the
Education Department to investigate the cost of
school buildings, and to arrive at a method
whereby buildings could be constructed at a lesser
cost, is laudable, However, I think it is suspect to
the degree that anyone can construct a building
cheaply. It would be cheaper to put up a tent than
to erect a building. It is always possible to do
something a little more cheaply, but it is
necessary for a fairly rigorous check on this cost-
cutting programme to make sure the essential
facilities are not denied to the education
programmes.

I refer to specialised teaching facilities
associated with manual arts, and prevocational
centres. Important facilities are being cut back to
the extent that the programmes are becoming
more dangerous than they were under the more
expensive-and perhaps luxurious-systems used
previously.

A number of teachers have raised a series of
doubts, and perhaps it would be best for me to
communicate those particular problems directly
to the Minister by correspondence. However, I
make the point that a cost-cutting programme is
niot laudable in itself. The Government praises
itself on its programme,. but there is nothing
particularly attractive in not spending money. The
Government did not spend a sum of $7.5 million
allocated for the recurrent area of education, but
at the same time we see 200 teachers languishing
in unemployment. Those teachers could have been
employed with the expenditure of the $7.5
million. The cut back by the Government in
expenditure is laudable, but that cut back should
not have been at the expense of necessary
facilities within the education system.

I am not one who subscribes to the theory
which members from the other side use: that there
is massive waste in the education field, and an
efficient Government can cut out that waste and
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provide a better quality of education. I see
nothing in the Government's programme which
will produce that better quality of education.

It is difficult to measure the quality of
education, but I would like to hear how the
Government is improving the quality of education
in the areas in which money is being spent.
Another point is that in the planning of school
buildings, and in the provision of facilities, there
can be considerable expenditure without achieving
the result sought.

I last taught at the Lynwood High School,
where I was the senior master in English and in
that capacity I taught drama. At that school I
had available to me a facility which I had never
struck in any of the older schools. That facility
was a large school ball which had a stage, and on
which some thousands of dollars had been spent
on lighting to provide for dramatic production.

I had been undertaking drama production in
makeshift halls for some years. but during the two
years I was at the Lynwood school I was never
able to put on a production in the very expensive
school hall. The simple reason was that the
building was constructed in straight brick. The
walls were of brick, and were not
cladded-presumably to save expense. The ceiling
was not made of the right material, and was
covered with asbestos, similar I suppose, to the
ceilings at Vapech House. The building also had a
Sprung wooden floor, so that it could be used as a
gymnasium. The hall had a reverberation time of
4.8 seconds, which meant that one had to allow
4.8 seconds for one's voice to die away before one
could say the next word.

Mr Williams: It certainly made no difference to
the speed with which you deliver your speech.

Mr Jamieson: Why do you think he is
complaining?

Mr PEARCE: I would point out that I spoke
there rarely.

The end result was that a very exi.pensive
building with very expensive facilities provided by
the taxpayers was not able to be used for one of
the main purposes for which it was constructed. I
have been told that other schools built on the
same pattern have poor acoustics. One cannot
applaud the construction of buildings which do
-not fulfil their purpose. There are other schools in
the metropolitan area, besides Lynwood school,
which have considerable capital tied up in
facilities which require more expenditure to make
them usable. If small sums of money were being
provided to make those buildings usable perhaps I
would not be so yocal tonight, but as far as I can
see no effort has been made to overtome the

problem. I hope my remarks tonight will move the
Government to some greater action.

There is another non-educational matter I want
to canvass before I conclude, and it is in the area
of railways. In his speech, the Premier stated-

In line with our policy of upgrading
metropolitan passenger rail services,
provision has been made for preliminary
design work and development of plans for six
passenger railcars.

At the present time our passenger rail services in
the metropolitan area are being used less and less.
The railway line which runs through my own
electorate is used less and less, but there is more
and more pressure from my electors for the
service to be improved. People who live 15 or 18
miles from the city would tend to use a rapid
transit system, if it were available, and if suitable
parking were available. At present the parking
areas are mostly very small and in some places
are just a muddy clearing. The transport system
which does exist is neither rapid nor expeditious.
People cannot fit onto the service because of the
lack of railcars, so there is no incentive to use the
present passenger rail transport system. I have
pressed for improvement since my election but
nothing has been done in this areajfor some 30 or
40 years. so I do not think I will consider myself a
failure if nothing happens in the near future.
However, the preliminary design work and
development of plans for six passenger railcars
will not go very far towards providing an
adequate rail service on that line.

Mr Mclver: The Government has done nothing.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister said that a

submission had been put to the Commonwealth,
and that the Government was thinking of writing
to Canada requesting information on some
electric railcars. The end result has been that the
Commonwealth has provided nothing, and no
electric trains have arrived from Canada. Nothing
more has been done. Now, preliminary design
work and development plans have been called
for-and that also means nothing because in the
allocation of capital for railways there is nowhecre
near the sum which is required for even one
railcar.

We have bcen told this State requires 100 000
jobs. If money was made available so that the
passenger cars could be built at Midland, that
would provide jobs for Western Australians.
When the passenger cars were brought into
operation they would take some strain off the
road transport facilities. I look forward to some
progress in that direction, but I believe I will need
to be here for a long time before I see another
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half-dozen railcars placed on the metropolitan
passenger transport system.

With those brief remarks concerning my
electorate, and particularly in the area of
education, perhaps I can conclude by saying I
hope the Minister, who is not present, will read
my speech when Hansard finally appears, and
takes note of the points I have raised.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) f[9.10 p.m.]: I raise
a query as to whether the Government has placed
any pressure on its Federal partner with regard to
the funding of power house extensions. The
Premier announced recently that he was confident
arrangements would be made with an overseas
consortium so that extensions to the Muja power
station could proceed. It cannot be denied that no
loan funding has been made available to this
State, whereas it has been made available to
Tasmania, New South Wales, Victoria, and
Queensland. Those States have received funding
to enable them to extend their electricity
undertakings. I wonder whether. this Government
has pressed the Commonwealth in order to try to
get a fair deal.

I understand funding for electricity
undertakings was not necessary previously, and
that we have been able to raise loans on a State
basis,

We have heard so much about new federalism,
and I have mentioned this matter previously. It
was supposed to be the answer to all our
problems. I am concerned because when I asked
the Premier a question regarding the financial
arrangements which were to be made with an
overseas consortium, he indicated that if
satisfactory arrangements were not made, and
could not be made, the extensions to the Muja
power station wbuld have to be deferred. Those
were the words of the Premier; they are not mine.
That was an alatming answer to receive. The
consortium mentioned by the Premier has not
eventuated; We are Still waiting for the
announcement. However, we are concerned that if
financial arrangements cannot be made with an
overseas consortium, the extension programme for
the Muja power station may have to be put off.

Mr Mensaros: What -overseas consortium are
you talking about?

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minister would know.
Mr Mensaros: I do not know of any. If the

member is talking about a consortium, he must
know something about it.

Mr T. H. JONES: I am talking about the
announcement made by the Premier.

Mr Mensaros: No, the overseas consortium.

Mr T. H, JONES: The Premier announced that
financial arrangements would be made with an
overseas consortium. HeI is on record as saying it,
and his statement cannot be denied.

Sir Charles Court: What overseas consortium?
Mr T. H-. JONES: The Premier has mentioned

the consortium, and even referred to it in the
Press. I do not have the Press articles with me,
but 1 will refer to them later.

Sir Charles Court: Are you referring to finance,
or to the people who will undertake the power
house extensions?

Mr T. H-. JONES: I asked what were the
financial arrangements, and the Premier
answered he was hopeful that within a couple of
weeks there would be a decision.

Sir Charles Court: What is the overseas
consortium you are talking about?

Mr T. H. JONES: The Premier would know
better than I do. The Premier said that if he had
to go overseas to obtain finance to extend the
Muja power station, he would. The Premier
released a statement in the Press to that effect.

Sir Charles Court: I think you are getting
mixed up between finance and the actual people
who undertake the power house extensions.

Mr T. H. JONES: At the time I expressed my
concern at bringing overseas cartels into the
power industry in Western Australia. The
Premier recently said he anticipated that
finalisation would be within a few weeks.

The Premier went a step further and said the
State did not have the financial capacity to meet
the expenditure involved and that if other
arrangements could not be made the Muja
programme would have to be scrapped. Does he
deny that?

Sir Charles Court: What are you griping
about? Put your facts together.

Mr T. H. JONES: Of course he does not deny
it. I am asking him what pressure has been
applied to the Commonwealth under this new
federalism concept by saying, "What about
coming to the party in Western Australia?" Every
other State in the Commonwealth has had a bite
of the cake. Is it not time that the counterparts of
the State Government in Canberra came to the
party and said, "We will make finance available
to your State"? It has happened in other Liberal
States in the Commonwealth, but to my
knowledge-anid I will stand corrected if I am
wrong-there has been no occasion on which loan
funds have been made available to this State for
this purpose.

All I am asking the Government is: When are
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we going to receive some benefit from this new
federalism concept about which the Premier has
been blowing his trumpet, and saying it is the
answer to our problem? I am wondering whether
it is the answer.

What concerns the Opposition, and myself in
particular because I represent the area where the
extensions are taking place, is that if the financial
arrangements cannot be made, what will happen
to the Muja extensions? Can the Minister or the
Premier answer my question? I invite an answer
from them. It is noticeable they are now not as
vocal as they were previously.

Of course, this is what is concerning the
Opposition because, as I have said repeatedly,
successive Liberal Governments have made a
proper hash of our electricity undertakings, and
now the State is paying the penalty.

It worries me to see private enterprise being
encouraged into State instrumentalities. We have
already criticised the proposed sale of the State
sawmills, and here is another intrusion into the
operations of the State. It is a matter of concern
because no-one can tell me that if private
enterprise does buy into the electricity
undertakings of Western Australia, it will not buy
into it without knowing it will make a profit.
Private enterprise will not expenid millions of
dollars without knowing there is a profit to be
made at the end of the road.

The reason I am on my feet is to express my
concern in respect of the delay in making the
announcement. The Premier said it would be
made some weeks ago. I have questioned him on
numerous occasions during this sitting, and the
last answer I received was that he anticipated a
final decision would be made in a few weeks. I ask
what the State Government is doing in respect of
asking the Federal Government to provide
assistance, just as Liberal Federal Governments
have on so many occasions provided assistance to
other States in respect of funding the extension of
power generation systems.

I record my protest in respect of the action of
the Government on this matter.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Treasurer) [9.19 pi.m.]: I thank members for their
contribution ;o the debate on the General Loan
Fund Estimates. At the outset let me make a few
observations regarding the general question of
loan funds. The Leader of the Opposition referred
to the sources of funds. It is a fact that the actual
loan fund Estimates that will be dealt with in
Committee cover the General Loan Fund
application, and there is a good reason for that

because the Dill itself is the authorising medium
for the expenditure of General Loan Funds.

If members study the Bill they will see the
amounts covered by it relate exactly to the
amounts covered by the General Loan Fund
Estimates. I refer specifically to pages 4 and 5,
where the total estimate for 1977-78 is shown as
$152.306 million. That is the figure which is
referred to in the Bill. However, the overall works
programme is a much more extensive one than
that, and the disparity between the General Loan
Fund figure and the total programme has become
wider with the passage of time.

Mr Davies: Didn't you explain this in your
introductory speech?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, but as the
matter was raised by a member during the debate
I would like to put the record straight. The
biggest disparity between the two figures started
when the Pilbara development occurred, and we
had large sums of money attracted from the
private sector to take care of matters such as the
provision of railways, water, power, housing, and
other essential services which, of course, had to be
considered as part of the State Government's
overall works programme, even though they were
not part of the General Loan Fund expenditure.

One of the reasons that we have to be specific
about the General Loan Fund is that the money
we get for that fund comes from sources which
are entirely different from the other sources from
which we obtain money, and the General Loan
Fund expenditure carries special conditions under
the arrangements we have with the Loan Council.
I felt it appropriate to make some comment on
this matter, although I dealt with it at
considerable length in my speech on the Loan
Estimates.

However, apparently the message did not get
across. To put the matter in its proper perspective,
the General Loan Fund figure this year is $152
million, and that is covered by the Bill before us;
whereas the total works programme referred to on
page 5 of my speech on the Loan Estimates
amounts to $423.4 million, or an increase of 18
per cent over the '$358.9 million of the previous
year. Again I refer to the fact that the derivation
of the money for the $423.4 million programme is
also set out on page 5 of my speech in a section
dealing with works programmes.

The Leader of the Opposition said that the
programme, whilst it represents an expansion
greater than the rate of inflation, does not include
any major undertakings. I remind him and other
members that there are some major undertakings
and commitments so far as the future is
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concerned, and if he takes the Loan Estimates
speech and the various departments that are
referred to, he will see there are some very
important projects which cover a tremendously
wide range.

For instance, he cannot dismiss the programme
to which we are committed in connection with the
law courts as "Veing anything but a major
programme by any standards in any State. This is
a project which is overdue to bring the law courts
into a central location so that there is better
control and more economical use of manpower.
That is one project.

I refer also to the project in connection with the
State Energy Commission, about which the
member for Collie became excited.

Mr T. H. Jones: Not excited; you don't like me
raising that one.

Sir CHARLES- COURT: Obviously the
member for Collie has not read the programme
set out on pages 6 and 7 of my speech. He should
be applauding the Government for a programme
that between the years 1977-78 and 198 1-82 will
have a. capital expenditure of some $630 million.

Mr T. -H. Jones: You know the mess you have
made in this regard.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member also raised the question of finance for the
Muja scheme. He tried to give the impression that
we are not doing anything about that project. I
want to remind him of the many statements that
have been made on this matter to the effect that
the State Government is pressing the
Commonwealth Government in an endeavour to
have funds made available through the cheaper
sources of money. The Leader of the Opposition
has apparently overlooked this because although
we are committed to using the alternative source
if we cannot get the money from the cheaper
source, we are nevertheless even at this late stage
pressing the case to try to obtain the money as an
addition to our semi-governmental borrowings as
an approved programme over the years that lie
ahead.

I have pointed out previously to the
House-and I have been critical of my Federal
colleagues on this matter-that we have placed a
case before the Commonwealth Government to
try to get our per capita allocation brought up to
something which we regard as fair and equitable.
It is one of the unfortunate things about the Loan
Council system that it does not have built into it
some automatic adjustment to allow for
population increases, as does the Consolidated
Revenue side of it.

As a result of this we are pressing the

Commohtwealth to increase the per capita
allocation, if not in one year, then over three or
four years; at least we want to know that from
this year onwards we will see the programme
adjusted so that our per capita allocation does get
closer to and in fact at least equals the per capita
average that is used generally throughout
Australia for the other States. If we can achieve
that situation it might be possible for us to handle
the whole of our finances for our huge power
programme--and it is a big programme with
provision for the expenditure of over 3630 million
between 1977-78 and 198 1-82.

It may be possible for us to do that because
within the commission itself and within OUr own
investment we generate a great deal of money.
Perhaps I can place the matter in its proper
perspective by referring to the fact that of the
$630 million programme, the amount we are
really seeking by way of special assistance is only
about $206 million. This demonstrates the extent
to which we are able to finance our works within
our own resources if only we can get that little bit
extra to which we believe we are entitled, and
which we will fight to get. I might add I did not
get very far in trying to get that money from the
Whitlam Government, and I am getting a little
further with the present Federal Government.
However, at least we are getting somewhere now
in respect of the Kwinana allocation.

Mr Jamieson: What are you talking about?
You delayed it yourself.

Mr T. H. Jones interjected.
Mr Jam ieson: What a nonentity this is.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Does the member

want an answer or not? He ranted and raved
about the matter; does he want an answer now?

As a responsible Government we are committed
to the policy that if we cannot get the money from
the sources from which. we would prefer to obtain
it-that is, through the normal allocation from
the Loan Council-we will use private capital to
undertake this development. I make no apologies
at all for doing that, and I intend to do it
regardless of which Government is in office in
Canberra, because it is much better for a
Government to accept its commitments and
arrange this money today so that we will have
power in 1981-82 rather than have a series of
blackouts and brownouts.

Mr T. H. Jones: You should not have to go
outside to get it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Collie just does not understand Government
finance.
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Mr T. H. Jones: What about all the assistance
the other States have had for electricity
generation?

.Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course they have
received assistance, but I am reminding the
member of the case we have put before the
Commonweahth-and the case I hope we will
presently have adjusted so as to get a better per
capita share of the loan funds. This matter of the
adverse situation we are racing in respect of the
sharing of loan funds is not new; it has been
accumulating (or years, and we have been making
representations constantly.

Mr Jamieson: It is a special allocation.
Mr Harman: It is the only major constraint to

development in Western Australia-that is,
power.

Mr HI. D. Evans: And water.
Mr Harman: In respect of those two issues you

have not been successful.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have told the

honourable member that wke have a programme
which will be implemented.

Mr Harman: You can have all the programmes
in the world, but the fact is that the only
constraints to development in Western Australia
are power and water.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am telling the
honourable member there will be no constraint so
far as power -is concerned because we have a
programme. But members opposite are trying to
prevent us from implementing it, and if we do not
obtain the necessary money through the normal
Government channels, we will obtain it from a
private company. If members opposite do not
want that to be done, let them come out and say
so. We will have adequate power in this State in
198 1-82 instead of having blackouts and
brownouts, as we would have if the Opposition
were in office because it would rather forego
development than accept private money.

Mr T. H. Jones interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: J turn now to

railways. Members opposite have given the
impression that there are no major programmes,
but if they had read the Budget speech they
would have seen that there is a commitment in
connection with the rehabilitation of the
Kalgoorlie to Kwinana railway and that money
has already been allocated for this year's work. I
thought members opposite would have applauded
the money which has been allocated for railways
from revenue and from loan moneys so that a
major programme of works can be undertaken.

Reference was made to federalism and the

Leader of the Opposition referred to the Wran
Budget. It is an interesting fact that despite all
the criticism of the Commonwealth Government
for its so-called federalism, which is much
maligned by the Opposition, almost without
exception the States have brought down very
worthy Budgets. Despite all the ranting, raving,
and screaming and the criticism of Canberra by
Mr Wren he has been able not only to balance his
Budget but also to bring down some work
generating programmes. I remind members
opposite that proportionately they are not as good
as ours. With such a population he should have
been able to do better than he has done, but I
remind members opposite that he has been able to
bring down a fairly worthy Budget in spite of the
criticism from the other side of what comes out of
the Federal system under the present tax sharing
arrangements. It is not a bad thing if the States
are made to be a little careful because they have a
responsibility with the rest of Australia to be
careful with their dollars and to set an example;
and we, cannot expect the Commonwealth
Government to carry the whole burden.

I refer now to the specific purpose programmes.
I am just as critical of the specific purpose
programmes today as I ever was, and I have been
equally critical of the present Federal
Government which gave an undertaking to the
States that it would be prepared to negotiate how
these specific purpose programmes were either to
be phased out, when no longer required, or to be
transferred to the base figure. We could never get
Prime Minister Whitlamn to agree to this because
he knew that he had a certain amount of power
over our Budgets every time he made specific
purpose grants.

We said to the Fraser Government that we
agreed we should phase out specific purpose
grants but that the Figures for the programmes
which are to continua should be built into the base
figure. There is a reason for their being built into
the base Consolidated Revenue figure, which is
that that is the figure which grows automatically.
Therefore, we can absorb the growth in the
programmes that go with it and still leave the
responsibility where it should lie.

I repeat the criticism I have made of the
Federal Government because it unilaterally
reduced some of the specific purpose programmes
and cut out others instead of doing what it
promised to do which was to negotiate with the.
States for the transference of the programmes
which we are to continue into the base
Consolidated Revenue Figure. The officers have
met for this purpose but we have not yet achieved
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the desired results in the final adjustment of the
base figure with the Commonwealth Government.

Mr Harman: That is not Whitlam's fault.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I cannot

imagine that anyone in the Opposition would
want to own up to supporting anything that
Whitlam did when he brought this nation almost
to its knees.

Mr Mclver: He will be back soon.
Mr Jamieson: You would not have the

education facilities you have. There are many
good things he did. Now be fair and give him
credit. You ask our friend over here about that.
He will not deny that.

Mr Mclver: He does not tell lies.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I sincerely hope that

the ALP manages to keep him as its leader for the
next Federal election.

Mr T. H. Jones: You are losing a few over
there. Whic;h party are you going to join?

The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many
interjections.

Mr Mclver: Can you blame us?
Mr T. H. Jones: Tell us about all the problems

you have federally.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I almost feel like

leading a pro-Whitlam campaign to make sure
the ALP has him for the next election!

Mr T. H. Jones: Are you on Wentworth's side
or whose side are you on?

Mr O'Neil: We are on this side.
Mr Clarko: How are your selection

committees?
Mr McIver. Chipp and Whip!
The SPEAKER: Order! Will the Premier

resume his seat? There are far too many
interjections. 1 ask :members ,to desist from
interjecting and allow the Premier to mate his
speech.

Mr T. H. Jones: He has not said much yet.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I should have

thought. that this being a Budget containing
matters of considerable concern, some members
opposite would have wanted to listen; but
obviously they do not.

I come back to the point about the programmes
contained in this Budget. There is not one
department which does not have a good strong
programme. I ask members to look at the
programmes instead of bleating about them
before they learn what they are all about because
the works programme is 18 per cent greater than
last year in spite of all the problems of the State

and in spite of all the cut-backs at the Federal
level.

The member for Gosniells raised a question
concerning the $6 million ot $7 million of
education funds which he keeps claiming are
missing. All I can do is invite his attention to the
comments on page 8 of my speech and to the
answers given by the Minister. If he cannot work
it out from that I suggest he puts more questions
on the notice paper and I shall give him more
answers to demonstrate to him how this money
was not lost to the State. The Minister has
endeavoured to explain the carryover system and
the fact that under the Federal allocation of funds
in connection with the Schools Commission there
is a different accounting system from the system
which we use for our General Loan Funds. If the
honourable member still is not satified I Suggest
he puts his specific questions on the notice paper
and we wilt do the arithmetic for him and give
him an answer which hopefully will convince him.

Mr Pearce: Didn't you see the point I am
making',about adding the sums together?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not know
whether he is capable of absorbing the
information or whether he wants to accept the
explanation.

Mr !earce: I am asking you now.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister went to

great pains to explain the matter to the
honourable member. I wish to make the point
again that the funds which will be available will
include this so-called carryover money because
there is a different method of accounting.

Mr Pearce: I have never disputed the carryover.
I said the carryover was meant to be lost in the
year before and not this year.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am quite convinced
that nothing will ever satisfy the member because
he does not want to be satisfied. I repeat that the
money that was available to the State
Government is still available to the State
Government; none of it has been lost. If the
honourable member is still not satisfied he should
ask specific questions and we will do the sums
again for him. I thank honourable members for
their support.

Mr T. H. Jones: I did not support it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I thought the

member's leader said that the Opposition was
supporting it.

Mr T. H-. Jones: No way. You have cost this
State 559 million.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member should
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the various organisations and Government
departments which will be involved will have a
very challenging time. To assist in this, the
Bunbury Town Council has adopted in principle
the idea of establishing a- position within the
council which will give employment to a
promotions officer. His job will be similar to the
work carried out by Mr Laurance who was the
promotions officer for the Albany Shire Council
at the time of its sesquicentennial celebrations.

The members of the Bunbury 'town Council
have visited Albany and have spoken with
members of the Albany Shire Council. As a result
they have agreed in principle to establishing a
similar position of promotions officer who will
work for the council during the 1 50th celebrations
and the inauguration of Bun bury as a city.

Mr Carr: Why will they not have a recreation
officer?

Mr SIBSON: That is a good question. I am
surprised the honourable member did not ask the
council when he visited it. I do not know the
answer to that question. I would be very pleased if
the honourable member could find the answer to
it. I am surprised he did not ask the members of
the council when he was down there.

Mr Carr: It slipped my memory.
Mr SIBSON: Many members will be aware

that the Mayor of Bunbury (Mr Pat Usher) has
issued a challenge-to our town to create Bunbury
as a garden city. This is also planned to be well
tinder way by 1979. In other words, it is planned
that Bunbury will become a garden city. It lends
itself very much to that type of garden activity
even at the present time, because when one drives
through the town one sees a large number of open
spaces and gardens and areas that can be
promoted into a garden situation within a short
space of time. The Mayor, many of the
councillors, and other People throughout the town
believe tha t Bunbury lends itself to becoming a
garden city. This will help to promote tourism in
the area. It will help to promote the whole area
generally.

I had the good fortune to attend the Bunbury
Horticultural Society's flower show on Saturday.
I can say without fear of contradiction that the
flower show held by the Horticultural Society in
Bunbury, which was contributed to by Dunbury
exhibitors, was as good as, if not better than, the
displays at the Royal Show this year and last
year.

Mr Skidmore: It was not as good as Swan
View.

Mr SIBSON: Obviously the people who live in

the member for Swan's electorate did not exhibit
at the Royal Show.

Mr Skid more: Yes, they did.
Mr SIBSON: I would like to put on record my

appreciation for the challenge that our town
council has undertaken. I know the councillors
and the public generally are behind the move to
achieve the three objectives I have mentioned and
to bring them to fruition in 1979 which is the time
of the sesquicentennial cclebrations, and the
expected time of the granting of city status to the
town of Bunbury. At the same time Bunbury will
obtain garden city status. Before I move on from
that point I would like also to thank the town
council-

Mr Harman: Thank the town council for its
contributions to the tourist bureau.

Mr SlBSON:-for entertaining Sir John Kerr
and Lady Kerr last Sunday morning. Sir John
Kerr visited Western Australia as he had
previously promised. As we all know, hi~s visit was
a normal visit plus a farewell visit.

Mr Tonkin: Were there two visits?
M r SI BSON: One visit.
Mr Tonkin: I thought you said his normal visit,

plus his farewell visit.
Mr SIBSON: I know it is quite difficult to get

through to the member for Morley. The
Governor-General had previously promised to
come to Bunbury. H-e has now decided to retire
and make a tour of the country before he does so.
He therefore made the two trips in one.

Mr Tonkin: Has he decided to retire or has he
been retired?

Mr SIBSON: The member for Morley can ask
him next time he sees him.

Mr Tonkin: I do not have to. I know the
answer.

Mr SIBSON: I would now like to deal with one
Or two things required in my electorate. The first
is a courthouse.

Mr Harman: What about a tourist bureau?
Mr SIBSON: I think the Member for Maylands

is jealous of the tourist potential in our area. He
does not have much tourist potential in his
electorate. Any time he wants any information we
will be only too pleased to assist him because
tourism in the south-west- will be unequalled in
any other part of the State.

Mr Harman: If the people of BunbUry
supported a tourist bureau they would have a
better city.

Mr SIBSON: Why did the honourable
member's Government not go ahead with it while
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the desired results in the final adjustment of the
base figure with the Commonwealth Government.

Mr Harman: That is not Whitlam's fault.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I cannot

imagine that anyone in the Opposition would
want to own up to supporting anything that
Whitlamn did when he brought this nation almost
to its knees.

Mr Mclver: He will be back soon.
Mr Jamieson: You would not have the

education facilities you have. There are many
good things he did. Now be fair and give him
credit. You ask our friend over here about that.
He will not deny that.

Mr Mclver: He does not tell lies.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I sincerely hope that

the ALP manages to keep him as its leader for the
next Federal election.

Mr T. H. Jones: You are losing a- few over
there. Which party are you going to join?

The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many
interjections.

Mr Mclver: Can you blame us?
Mr T. H. Jones: Tell us about all the problems

you have federally.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I almost feel like

leading a pro-Whitlam campaign to make sure
the ALP has him for the next election!

Mr T. H. Jones; Are you on Wentworth's side
or whose side are you on?

Mr O'Neil: We are on this side.
Mr Clarko: How are your selection

committees?
Mr Mclver: Chipp and Whip!
The SPEAKER: Order! Will the Premier

resume his seat? There are -far too many
interjections. 1 ask :members to desist from
interjecting and allow the Premier to make his
speech.

Mr T. H. Jones: He has not said much yet.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I should have

thought. that this being a Budget containing
matters of considerable concern, same members
opposite would have wanted to listen; but
obviously they do not.

I came back to the point about the programmes
contained in this Budget. There is not one
department which does not have a good strong
programme. I ask members to look at the
programmes instead of bleating about them
before they learn what they are all about because
the works programme is 18 per cent greater than
last year in spite of all the problems of the State

and in spite of all the cut-backs at the Federal
level.

The member for Gosnells raised a question
concerning the $6 million oi $7 million of
education funds which he keeps claiming are
missing. All I can do is invite his attention to the
comments on page, 8 of my speech and to the
answers given by the MnI ister. If he cannot work
it out from that I suggest he puts more questions
on the notice paper and I shall give him more
answers to demonstrate to him how this money
was not lost to the State. The Minister has
endeavoured to explain the carryover system and
the fact that under the Federal allocation of funds
in connection with the Schools Commission there
is a different accounting system from the system
which we use for our General Loan Funds. If the
honourable member still is not satified I suggest
he puts his specific questions on the notice paper
and we will do the arithmetic for him and give
him an answer which hopefully will convince him.

Mr Pearce: Didn't you see the point I am
making'about adding the sums together?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not know
whether he is capable of absorbing the
information or whether he wants to accept the
explanation.

Mr Pearce: I am asking you now.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister went to

great pains to explain the matter to the
honourable member. I wish to make the point
again that the funds :which will be available will
include this so-called carryover money because
there is a different method of accounting.

Mr Pearce: I have never disputed the carryover.
I said the carryover was meant to be lost in the
year before and not this year.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am quite convinced
that nothing will ever satisfy the member because
he does not want to be satisfied. I repeat that the
money that was available to the State
Government is still available to the State
Government; none of it has been lost. If the
hontourable member is still not satisfied he should
ask specific questions and we will do the sums
again for him. I thanik honourable members for
their support.

Mr T. H. Jones: I did not support it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I thought the

member's leader said that the Opposition was
supporting it.

Mr T. H-. Jones; No way. You have cost this
State $59 million.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member should
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not keep saying that because he knows it is not
true.

Mr T. H. Jones: It is true and it hurts you.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind him that

the Leader of the Opposition applauded the
Government because we have brought down a
programme of this magnitude in spite of Federal
cuts.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

BILLS (2): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING
1.
2.

Legal Representation of Infants Bill.
Suitors' Fund Act Amendment Bill.
Bills received from the Council; and, on

motions by Mr O'Neil (Chief
Secretary), read a first time.

APPROPRIATION BILL (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) (No. 2)

Second Reading: Budget Debate

Debate resumed from the 6th October.
MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [9.42 p.m.]: I rise to

support the measure and to commend the
Government for the way in which it was presented
to the House. I believe it is a sound and sensible
Budget designed to be totally acceptable and that
it is in fact totally acceptable to the electorate.
That has been my experience in my electorate and
in the south-west generally and I am sure it has
been the experience throughout the State.

The Budget is designed to improve the
employment situation. It is designed to continue
with the programmes which are in hand. It is
designed to do not only those things but also to
create a balanced Budget. For that reason I
believe the Government and the Treasurer are to
be commended.

I know we could all say that many more things
could be done, but if we look at what has been
achieved in recent years in Western Australia and
what lies before us in the future, bearing in mind
that this is the third successive balanced Budget, I
believe we are heading in the right direction.

It is all very well for the Opposition to bleat
about all sorts of things, but anything which is
done can be done only if funds are provided to
make them happen. They will not happen simply.
by creating money or borrowing money over and
above what we can reasonably afford to repay. On
this basis I believe the manner in which we are
working is sensible and progressive and that it will
be contained within the bounds of the finance
available.

I should now like to come a little closer to the
local scene and talk about the proposed
development of the Alwest project in the Worstcy
area. The project is scheduled to get off the
ground in the near future. There are problems,
but they will be ironed out. It appears as if this
project will become a reality in the southi-west. In
the development stages it will employ
approximately 2 000 people. It will settle down
with a permanent work force in the range of
1 000 to 1 200 people.

Beyond the jobs which will be directly created
by the company for the areas of Collie, Bunbury,
and the surrounding districts, it will open- up a.-
number of jobs and career opportunities. This
industry is the biggest single project that has ever
been undertaken in the south-west and, indeed, it
is one of the biggest in Western Australia.

Mr Taylor; Kwinana has six units; Bunbury has
four units; will your refinery have only two units?

Mr SIBSON: Despite the problems, we look
forward to the time when this industry will be at
full production.

Mr Pearce: He is too far back to hear the
question.

Several members interjected.
Mr SIBSON. I appreciate the interjections; but

perhaps if members of the Opposition would
interject one at a time I may be able to hear
them.

Mr Pearce: You could not cope with them if
they did come one at a time. You continually
interject and I always answer your interjections.
However, you never answer interjections.

Mr SIBSON: I think what I have to say is
much more important than the gabble which is
coming from the other side of the House at the
present time.

Some of the problems which will confront us
with the expansion of the area will be in the fields
of education, welfare, hospital services, transport
services, Government services, and the various
other aspects that go towards making everyday
life possible. I am sure the people will accept the
challenge; but I would like to add a word of
warning. We must be very careful to look far
enough ahead. Already the Education
Department has investigated the needs for
schooling in the area. While it is difficult to
decide exactly what will be required, it is
important that every effort be made to ascertain
the future situation.

We do not wish to arrive at the situation where
there are more people in the region than can be
catered for, whether it be in the areas of housing,
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education, transport, or any other field. These are
the areas that will need to be investigated and
much planning will need to be undertaken.

It will also be essential to determine where the
people will live. I know the member for Collie will
say most of the people will live in Collie. This is
commendable because this industry will have a.
direct impact on Collie. It will increase the
production of coal by some 600 000 to 700 000
tons per year. Therefore, this industry will have a
considerable effect on Collie.

Mr H. D. Evans: When will construction
begin?

Mr SIBSON: It is my belief that the work
forbe involved in the Alwest project will live in a
IS to 20-mile radius of the plant. If we look at the
situation so far as Collie and Dunbury arc
concerned, I think the experts say that 60 per cent
of the work force will live in Collie and 40 per
cent will live in other areas. I am prepared to
predict at this stage that 40 per cent maximum
will live in Collie and 60 per cent will live in other
areas. I define "other areas" as in the vicinity of
Dunbury and Geelorup with a fairly large number
of them living in the Eaton-Australind area. If we
look at the map we see that Worsley is almost at
the cmntrepoint between Collie and Australind.

I do not mean to be disrespectful of Collie,
because it is a very acceptable town in which to
live. In fact, I lived there for some seven years.
However, people like to live near the coast and in
an area which is perhaps a little closer to Perth.
Therefore, it is my belief-and this is borne out
by the situation which occurred at Pinjarra where
the experts said there would be so many thousand
people living in Pinjarra, whereas in actual fact,
as the member for Murray will recall, the biggest
impact was on Mandurah and not on
Pinjarra-that some of the planning at the
present time is a little out of proportion.

I understand also from the people concerned
and from the various departments involved that
the development of land in Collie is more difficult
and more costly than it is on the coast. That is
understandable because it is much easier to
develop land for building purposes in sandy areas
as opposed to areas which have a heavier type of
soil. On that basis I think there is a need to watch
the situation very closely to ensure that land is
available.

I throw this challenge out to every shire and
town council in the area. The shires I am
referring to would be the Town of Bunbury, the
Capel-Boyanup Shire, the Harvey Shire,
Dardanup Shire, and the Collie Shire. These
shires must be aware of the possibilities and the

need for building programmes to take place in
their particular areas.

On that basis, it will be necessary for each local
government to encourage development of blocks
within their own areas. They should also
encourage developers not only to develop blocks,
but also to develop housing, because that will be
the No. I priority for the whole project. We will
have a number of problems if we do not have
sufficient housing. We do not want any more
people than necessary to live in caravan villages
which have proliferated in some other areas.

The challenge is there and if it is at all possible
we will overcome this problem. History wilil show
the manner in which this industry develops and
the way in which the surrounding areas grow. I
believe this area will provide a great impetus to
the south-west. It will create job and career
opportunities for many people. It is particularly
pleasing to see such an industry in this area,
having regard to the unemployment situation
which is facing us at the present time.

I would like now to come a little closer to home
and talk about the programme of the Bunbury
Town Council for the coming year. Many
members may have heard that the Bunbury Town
Council is building its new administration
building at long last. This has been an item of
discussion and argument over a long period of
time;, but today it is a reality. It is being built on
the old post office site and will be a very modern,
up-to-date, and comprehensive building which
will incorporate air-conditioning and all the
faci lities necessary for the benefit of the staff and
the public generally.

Mr Harman: Tell us about the Bunbury
tourists.

Mr SIBSON: The town council is to be
commended for its effort to get the new
administration building off the ground at long
last. I think it is necessary for a town such as
Bunbury, which is the centre of a fairly large
region and one which will obviously grow, to have
an administration building of this nature.
Bunbury also has plans to become a city in 1979
in conjunction with the sesquicentennial
celebrations.

The population criteria have been established;
20 000 people for a period of three years. The
population will be held at that number or it may
increase. It has been projected that Bunbury town
will be able to sustain such a population until
1979. Already the plans are in hand for the 150th
birthday celebrations and also for celebrating
Bunbury becoming a city.

This means that Bunbury Town Council and
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the various organisations and Government
departments which will be involved will have a
very challenging time. To assist in tbis, the
Bunbury Town Council has adopted in principle
the idea of establishing a position within the
council which will give employment to a
promotions officer. His job will be similar to the
work carried out by Mr Laurance who was the
promotions officer for the Albany Shire Council
at the time of its sesquicentennial celebrations.

The members of the Bunbury town Council
have visited Albany and have spoken with
members of the Albany Shire Council. As a result
they have agreed in principle to establishing a
similar position of promotions officer who will
work for the council during the I 50th celebrations
and the inauguration of Bunbury as a city.

Mr Carr: Why will they not have a recreation
officer?

Mr SIBSON: That is a good question. I am
surprised the honourable member did not ask the
council when he visited it. I do not know the
answer to that question. I would be very pleased if
the honourable member could find the answer to
it. I am surprised he did not ask the members of
the council when he was down there.

Mr Carr: It slipped my memory.
Mr SIBSON: Many members will be aware

that the Mayor of Bunbury (Mr Pat Usher) has
issued a challenge-to our town to create Bunbury
as a garden city. This is also planned to be well
Under way by 1979. In other words, it is planned
that Bunbury will become a garden city. It lends
itself very much to that type of garden activity
even at the present time, because when one drives
through the town one sees a large number of open
spaces and gardens and areas that can be
promoted into a garden situation within a short
space of time. The Mayor, many of the
councillors, and other people throughout the town
believe that Bunbury lends itself to becoming a
garden city. This will help to promote tourism in
the area. It will help to promote the whole area
generally.

I bad the good fortune to attend the Bunbury
Horticultural Society's flower show on Saturday.
I can say without fear of contradiction that the
flower show held by the Horticultural Society in
Bunbury, which was contributed to by Bunbury
exhibitors, was as good as, if not better than, the
displays at the Royal Show this year and last
year.

Mr Skidmore: It was not as good as Swan
View.

Mr SIBSON: Obviously the people who live in

the member for Swan's electorate did not exhibit
at the Royal Show.

Mr Skcidmore: Yes, they did.
Mr SIBSON: I would like to put on record my

appreciation for the challenge that our town
council has undertaken. I know the councillors
and the public generally are behind the move to
achieve the three objectives I have mentioned and
to bring them to fruition in 1979 which is the time
of the sesquicentennial celebrations, and the
expected time of the granting of city status to the
town of Bunbury. At the same time Bunbury will
obtain garden city status. Before I move on from
that point I would like also to thank the town
council-

Mr Harman: Thank the town council for its
contributions to the tourist bureau.

Mr SIBSON:-for entertaining Sir John Kerr
and Lady Kerr last Sunday morning. Sir John
Kerr visited Western Australia as he bad
Previously promised. As we all know. his visit was
a normal visit plus a farewell visit.

Mr Tonkin: Were there two visits?
Mr SIBSON: One visit.
Mr Tonkin: I thought you said his normal visit,

plus his farewell visit.
Mr SIBSON: I know it is quite difficult to get

through to the member for Morley. The
Governor-General had previously promised to
come to Bunbury. He has now decided to retire
and make a tour of the country before he does so.
He therefore made the two trips in one.

Mr Tonkin: Has he decided to retire or has he
been retired?

Mr SIBSON: The member for Morley can ask
him next time he sees him.

Mr Tonkin: I do not have to. I know the
answer.

Mr SIBSON: I would now like to deal with one
or two things required in my electorate. The first
is a courthouse.

Mr Harman: What about a tourist bureau?
Mr SIBSON: I think the member for Maylands

is jealous of the tourist potential in our area. He
does not have much tourist potential in his
electorate. Any time he wants any information we
will be only too pleased to assist him because
tourism in the south-west- will be unequalled in
any other part of the State.

Mr Harman: If the people of Bunbury
supported a tourist bureau they would have a
better city.

Mr SIBSON: Why did the honourable
member's Government not go ahead with it while
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it was in office? The people in Bunbury were not
impressed with its efforts, After listening to the
deputation from the Opposition, the people said,
"We believe they came to pick our brains."

To return to the problem of the courthouse
facilities, more and more legal cases are being
heard in the town.

Mr Pearce: Do you say there are more
criminals in Bunbury?

Mr Sodeman: It is the tourists who go there.
Mr SIBSON: When the interjections are

finished I will continue. I am a football fan and
believe in time off, so perhaps you will consider
that, Mr Speaker.

Lend has been bought for the establishment of
a new courthouse in Bunbury, but funds have not
been available to proceed with it. It may be somne
time before funds are available, so perhaps we
should look at alternatives. There is talk of
projects in the town which could create space for
private and Government offices, shops, and the
like. If the finance cannot be found to build a new
courthouse in the immediate future, perhaps
temporary arrangements could be made to
provide more space for the legal undertakings.

The courthouse is becoming very cramped. We
still have the situation where people have to stand
out in the street. It is rather embarrassing when
those who happen to be up before the magistrate
see their friends driving past. People often do that
to see who is up before the court on any day.
Some real problems exist in this area and I ask
the Government to consider it closely. If it cannot
build a new courthouse, which is the most
desirable thing, perhaps it could look at some
alternatives.

Mr H-arman: How is the Laporte effluent?
Mr SIBSON: It has been with us for many

years now. The industry gave security to Bunbury
and created jobs. The Laporte effluent is being
closely watched and monitored day by day. Every
effort is being made by the Government and the
company to overcome the problems, and what has
been done and is being done is working towards
that end. Laporte is to the south-west what the
goidmining industry has been to Kalgoorlie
because it has directly created over 300 jobs and
hai also created many jobs in the transport
industry and the mining industry generally. So I
would not support any effort to knock the Laporte
industry.

Mr Harman: I am not knocking the induitry,
only the effluent.

Mr SJBSON: Perhaps during one of his trips

down there the member for Maylands will be able
to solve the problem.

In recent times we have heard much about the
Bunbury inland harbour, and I have spoken about
it in this House. It is an international harbour
which has been dredged to a depth of 42 feet and
which allows ships of very large size to come in
and take away the products of the south-west.
Tenders were recently called for the second berth.
It is to be a general purpose berth that will allow
the bringing in and taking out of a wide variety of
goods which can be transported by ship. The
actual work on the harbour will create
employment in the short term for a couple of
years while the berth is being built, and on
completion it will enable some changes to take
place.

The Ounbury Port Authority plans to phase out
eventually the old jetty which has existed ever
since shipping began in and out of Bunbury, so it
is reaching the end of its life. There must be some
replanning of the loading of wheat and the
unloading of oil products. The second berth will
be of great benefit to the town and particularly to
the region, because Bunbury is a port not only for
the products of Bunbury but also for the products
of the region. It is an outlet for wood chips, which
are passing through the port quite successfully at
the present time. There was a slight downturn in
the market for a while, but it has now picked up.
Alumina from Pinjarra is being shipped out
through Bunbury and when the Alwest project
comes on stream it will considerably expand the
work of the port.

I would like to return to the Budget and the
expenditure on health and hospitals. The gross
expenditure in this field this year is $301 million,
which includes some amounts for finishing off the
Busselton and Bridgetown hospitals. The member
for Vasse is fortunate in having for his
constituents a modern hospital such as the one
being built at Busselton.

The building of the hospitals at Busselton and
Bridgetown will take the pressure off the Bunbury
Regional Hospital for the time being, but, taking
into consideration other things I have said
tonight, it is my firm belief that we will have to
look at the future of the Dun bury Regional
Hospital. It is working almost to capacity, and
with increases which will be seen in the future it
appears some planning will have to be done not
only with regard to expanding the bed capacity
but also with regard to expanding the area of
operation within ihe regional hospital.

As in most country areas, many people have to
come to the city for specialist treatment. We have

2157



2158 [ASSEMBLY]

gone along with that over the years. The
argument has always been put forward that it is
far better to bring people to Perth where the
equipment and experts are, but I believe the time
has now come to have another look at this matter
and consider more regionalisation as far the
unloading of oil health and hospitals are
concerned.

In the south-west we are now dealing with a
population of around 100 000 people, and I think
in that region, particularly, we can look to much
greater regionalisation of these services, If we
continue to say it is a lot more economical and
better for the patients to bring them to the city
where there is better equipment and more
specialists, it will go on forever. I believe the time
has conic to encourage sspecialist- type people into
the regional areas, particularly the south-west
because the population numbers make it viable. I
urge the Government, and particularly the
Minister for Health, to take this aspect into
consideration.

Some money will be spent in Bunbury as in
other areas. The laboratories~At Bunbury are to be
improved and some of the Work that is now being
carried out in Perth will be transferred to the
Bunbury Regional Hospital. This is also being
done in other areas such as Kalgoorlie, Port
Hedland, and Merredin. It is a step in the right
direction, but I think we could go a lot further,
even at this early stage.

The Government has instituted a $10 million
works programme for south-west centres, and I
am very pleased to see it covers such fields as
schools, hospitals, and water supplies One project
I am pleased to see moving forward is the
provision of electrostatic precipitators at the
Bunbury power station. Members of the
Opposition will be aware of this because they
made a very strong issue of it before the last
ejection and tried to blame the Premier and me,
and one or two other individuals around the
village, for the dust in the town. However, this has
been a problem for many years and was
accelerated, as the member for Collie will realise,
because of the increase in production at the power
station.

The power station is now working to full
capacity, and as a result more dust is carried on
the wind. Depending on which way the wind is
blowing, it creates inconvenience to the people
living in the town. However, the first stage costing
$1.5 million has now been given the green light
and contracts are being called for the provision of
the electrostatic precipitators. I am told that when
the project is completed in two or three years'
time it will reduce the dust by anything up to 80

or 85 per cent. Apparently it is not possible to
eliminate the dust completely, but as the winds
blow over the town only intermittently the
precipitators will greatly relieve the situation.

This measure will provide real relief to the
people of the town, particularly those who own
motorcars which are parked out in the open all
day. The dust settles on these cars, and if a person
washes his car, it is dirty again only half an hour
later. One must be careful to remove all the dust
before using a polishing cloth, because the dust
scratches the surface of the paint and results in
many dollars worth of damage to the paint work.
Therefore, I commend the Government for
coming forward with its programme to eliminate
this nuisance, and 1 look forward to its
completion.

Another project which is to be undertaken in
my area is the construction of the new
administrative building for the Forests
Department; it will become the administrative
centre for the south-west, The first stage of this
programme is to be undertaken in this financial
year, and 1 commend the Forests Department and
the Government on the decision to establish thie
headquarters of the Forests Department in the
south-west.

Naturally, I am pleased it is to be in such close
proximity to Bunbury, which is the Centre of the
timber industry in the south-west. The cost of this
project is expected to be 3550 000, and many job
opportunities will be created during the course of
construction. I understand an additional number
of staff will be employed by the Forests
Department on completi 'on of the building, and
these people will live in and around Bun bury.
Therefore, the project will Provide additional jobs
and create career opportunities for the people in
my area.

The second stage of the project will be to
establish the Department of Agriculture on a site
on the Outer ring road, in conjunction with North
Boyanup Road. Once the second stage is
completed, it will leave a Government building in
the Centre of the town which can be used for other
purposes.

A recent decision made by the Government
which directly affects not only my electorate but
also the electorates of many other members, and
which supports the Government's policy of
regional development is the retention of the
Kalgoorlie School of Mines. I wholeheartedly
support this decision. I was fortunate to visit
Kalgoorlie last year in comj~any with a member
from another place, and I paid a visit to the
Kalgoorlie School of Mines. I was impressed with
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the way in which those in charge accepted their
responsibilities and at the way they were running
the Kalgoorlie School of Mines in conjunction
with the other education facilities in Kalgoorlie.

While some argument can be put forward as to
the high cost of maintaining this school, I believe
the long-term benefits not only to the Kalgoorlie
area but also to the State generally, and
particularly to the concept of regionalisation
which will flow from the Government's decision
will well and truly justify retaining the school.
Kalgoorlie presently is experiencing some very
bad times, and to remove this facility would be to
create even more unemployment in the town. This
would not have been in the best interests of the
State. The Government's decision, based on the
recommendation of WAPSEC was a very
commendable one.

The imposition of pay-roll tax has always been
a matter of great concern in my area. Bunbury
and its surrounding areas are in a unique position
in Western Australia in regard to the great
number of comparatively small businesses which
are endeavouring to establish themselves and
grow with the area. One of their biggest problems
is the payment of pay-roll tax, and the earlier
initiatives and the latest move on the part of the
Government to extend pay-roll tax concessions to
cover a wider field are welcomed in my area. In
many cases, the concessions have permitted the
employment of extra staff which not only assists
the operation of the businesses but also helps to
alleviate the unemployment situation.

A great deal of the unemployment currently
being experienced in Bunbury and the south-west
generally is imported not only from other parts of
the State but also-and more particularly-from
the Eastern States. For some strange reason,
people from the Eastern States seem to like living
in the south-west. Thousands of people come into
the south-west each year seeking employment and
accommodation. While we are very happy to
receive them, it has created a problem in that our
unemployment figures are higher than otherwise
would be the case if we had not received such an
influx of people. Mr Speaker, how much time do I
have remaining?

The SPEAKER: You have until 10.28 p.m.
Mr Tonkin: That is seven more minutes.
Mr Pearce: You do not have to use it all.
Mr S1550W: That is a good comment, coming

from a school teacher.
Mr Pearce: I would have made it myself, only

the Premier thinks I cannot add.
Mr SIBSON: Mr Speaker, when everyone else

has finished, I will continue my speech. I do not
like speaking while people are interjecting,
because I realise the Hansard reporters have a
very hard job trying to hear several people talking
at once.

Mr Pearce: I will remind you of that statement,
when you interject for 15 minutes during one of
my speeches.

Mr SIBSON: I should now like to make some
comments about a rash statement made in this
House the other night by the member for Morley.
He criticised the motor vehicle industry and the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs. Mr Speaker, I
realise that earlier in the day during the grievance
debate I spoke on another aspect of the motor
vehicle industry; it is simply by coincidence that
the grievance debate and the Budget debate have
been called on on the same day. I apologise for
speaking twice in the same day on a similar
subject, and I promise not to do it again for a long
time.

I was a little disturbed at some of the
comments of the member for Morley. While I
appreciate that some of his criticisms were
constructive, his criticism of the industry
generally was quite unjustified. I could just as
easily make a broad, sweeping criticism of his
industry. There are some school teachers who are
most undesirable, and should not be irs the
industry. I agree they are in the minority.

Mr Tonkin: If they break the Criminal Code,
they will go to gaol. However, that is not
happening in the used car industry.

Mr SIBS0W: It is all very well for the
honourable member to say that; earlier today I
highlighted one area where the Criminal Code is
being broken, but it is not being broken by the
licensed members of the industry.

Mr Bertram: Your Government does not
enforce the law, anyway.

Mr Tonkin: Are you talking about breaking the
Clriminal Code or the Motor Vehicle Dealers
Act?

Mr SIBSON: I should like to talk about the
industry itself, and not about peripheral matters.
It was the Government of the member for Morley
which, commendably, introduced legislation to
license dealers, yard managers, and salesmen. I
am on record as saying this system has real merit.

At the same time, however, the legislation did
not completely solve the problems within the
industry. I believe the suggestion of the member
fqr Morley that every dealer should put a sign in
his yard stating the address and phone number of
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the Bureau of Consumer Affairs is an absolute
insult to the public, generally.

Mr Mclver: Most of them would rob Christ on
the cross.

Mr SIBSON: I know that most people are fully
aware of the existence of the bureau, and how to
get in touch with it.

The member for Morley is always talking about
the pollution problems in our community, but I
would have thought that such signs would
actually work against his own policy. In my
experience, most of the dealers in the industry
actually encourage people to go the Bureau of
Consumer Affairs with their complaints. I am not
at all happy that they are doing this, because in
many instances the people would get a better deal
from the deallers than they do from the bureau.

Mr Tonkin: They deal with the firnm direct, and
if they do not get satisfaction they go to the
bureau.

Mr SIBSON: That is right. While as a general
rule that may be the case, there is a tendency for
some dealers to refer clients direct to the bureau.
Instead of trying to resolve the situation
themselves, they prefer to let the department be
the arbitrator. There is a very good reason for this
attitude. Generally, dealers feel obliged to carry
out all warranty work and in many cases go
further than the warranty demands, simply to
keep the client's business. However, I know of one
particular instance where a dealer was prepared
to carry out $185 worth of warranty work on a
Morris 1100 sedan. The owner was advised not to
accept the offer, and to take his case to the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs. The case came to
me, and I referred it to the bureau, the result of
which was an order to the dealer for work to the
value of $28. That was all the mechanical work
which was required to make the vehicle servicable
and roadworthy.

Therefore, I would warn people not to heed the
rash statements of people like the member for
Morley who ostensibly are speaking on their
behalf, but to make certain in their minds of what
they are doing. Although the department has been
established to protect the interests of the people, it
often does not work out that way. When I was in
the business, it was often my experience that
dealers would go far beyond the then 50-50
warranty, simply to keep a customer's business.
We went beyond the requirements of that
warranty and I believe the same situation would
apply today.

However, because we have an Act which to a
certain extent insulates the dealer from that
responsibility, he is tempted to refer the matter

direct to the Bureau of Consumer Affairs. I thank
you for your indulgence, Mr Speaker, and I
support the Budget.

MR H. D. EVANS (Warren) [10.28 p.m.]:
Before reviewirng what has transpired with the
meat marketing referendum and then overviewing
the -

Mr Stephens: Could you speak up? I cannot
hear you.

Mr Mclver: It is nice to know you are awake.
Mr H. D. EVANS: -effect of the Budget on

the rural industries, I should like to discuss a
rather parochial issue which merits consideration
in this place. I do not introduce this matter in a
critical vein. I refer to the very worthy Warren
Districts Mobile Resource Centre. Its area of
activity is centred around nine small mill towns in
the vicinity of Manjimup, and it takes in Tone
River, Nyamup. Quininup, Northcliffe, Donnelly
River, Deanmill,. Manjimup, Yanmah, and
Ja rd cc.

The organisation seeks to operate playgrounds
for pre-primary school children. There was an
endeavour to start such a centre at Palgarup but
this failed for lack of support and Pemberton will
be included in future planning of the existing
clinic.

It must be borne in mind that children in the
two-to-four age group are able to attend, although
children above this age are not debarred. Each
centre has its own mothers' organising committee
and currently 150 children are catered for each
week. Each centre operates for one-half day per
week under the teacher and additional sessions
are operated by the mothers' committee to the
extent that the committees are prepared to
organise them. Some centres have very active
committees and others are active to a lesser extent
but they are certainly filling a very worth-while
need in a very deprived area of education.

As far as accommodation is concerned, the
timber companies have made houses or halls
available in the various settlements and often
these are furnished by the parents themselves. At
Northcliffe the firm of Sunny West Limited gave
a house it no longer needs which is vested in the
shire council. In Manjimup the Slow Learning
Children's Group has made a building available,
and at Yanmah a hall is used.

The origin of this play group organisation stems
from the efforts of the Department for
Community Welfare in 1974. It provided a part-
time welfare assistant to help mothers in the
various centres. These groups operated with
varying degrees of success and they were
hampered by a lack of expertise and a shortage of
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equipment. They did however, reveal th 'e needs of
the area and highlighted the benefits of such a
programme and from there the position
developed.

The Pre-School Board of Western Australia
which had been providing guidance from a
distance without becoming closely involved
became much more closely involved in September,
1976, and appointed a full-time itinerant teacher.
Since that time the organisation has developed
satisfactorily and I repeat that 150 children are
involved, so the value of that teacher is very
considerable indeed. The group is in the process of
becoming an incorporated body and this will have
certain benefits which will assist it greatly.

An overall management committee has been
established in Manjimup under the chairmanship
of Mr David Harvey. Funds have been obtained
from a variety of sources. The Australian
Assistance Plan was responsible for the provision
of $5 000 which has been used to purchase a van.
The Office of Child Care made $7 010 available
for a trailer and playground equipment. The.
Department for Community Welfare provided
furnishings for the play group to the extent of
$150 and there were several others that provided
funds. They include a group in Manjimup which
is run on a voluntary basis and whose assistance is
commendable. The shire council made a donation
of the order of $250 which is an annual grant.
Bunnings Limited has donated timber and has
assisted in other ways to the extent of $600. The
grants have totalled something in the order of
$14 500 and it can be appreciated that this is one
of the most effective projects of this kind that one
could find. It is run on the basis of self-help and
caters for a considerable number of youngsters. It
is of immense benefit to mothers in the small
communities where the chance to mingle socially
is limited. The club is often the only source of
contact some people have with others and the
committee fulfils a very useful role in conducting
its playground centres when the itinerant teacher
is not available. The centre shows a very high
level of return to the State for the money it
receives and this is attributable to the
departmental officers involved.

It is not known whether the teacher, Mr
Michael Ware, will be re-appointed next year now
that the Pre-School Board will cease to exist after
this year. If there is no effort to replace him the
whole project is in jeopardy. I have indicated this
to the Minister for Education and I am hoping for
a sympathetic reception from the Minister. I look
forward to his accepting the project Car what it is
worth and I hope he will ensure that it is staffed
properly in 1978.

I turn now to the meat referendum currently
being held in this State. I would like to make
some reflections on the observations I made on
the 10th August when the matter was debated in
this House. That was prior to the issue of the
ballot papers that are all-important to the conduct
of the'referendum. My comments were made
prior to the warming-up of the campaign that has
gone on involving the various schools of thought.

The aspects covered at that ime were precisely
that the Opposition was in full agreement with
the concept of a referendum. I am not speaking of
the principle and concept of meat marketing but
about the manner in which the referendum has
been introduced and conducted and the more
obvious deficiencies that have become manifest
since the time the referendum papers started to
come in.

As I pointed out on the 10th August, the
questions in the referendum were loaded. The
system of references was undemocratic in that a
60 per cent majority is required if question 1 is to
be accepted. Question I seeks an expression of
opinion as to whether a voter desires a statutory
authority with powers of acquisition. Question 2
concerns the extension of the Meat Marketing
Commission's trading powers and Question 3, to
summarise, is to leave it as it is. They are the
three questions and No. I requires a majority of
60 per cent to be passed.

There is a multiplicity of voting that comes
from the number of stock which a particular
owner has and he has to establish his eligibility
for cattle and for sheep. The ratio of cattle and
sheep is considerably higher than the usual
number accepted. The fact that lambs are not
included in the calculations of sheep owners
probably has a very significant reason and also
some questions were raised about the inclusion of
the Kimberley,

I suggested at the time that the referendum was
loaded in this way at the behest of the Pastora lists
and Graziers Association which can be termed
the rural wing of the Liberal Party.

The present position of the referendum is
interesting. The Farmners' Weekly, which is the
organ of the Farmers' Union, points out that it is
disappointing that only 60 per cent of meat
producers have exercised their right to vote in this
referendum but as usual there will be a last
minute rush. The pointers are that there will be a
victory for orderly marketing. The conditions in
the meat industry now are poor and a high
percentage of the men involved are considering
leaving or have already left the industry. That is a
very brief summation of the attitude in the meat
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industry and it will probably be apposite to have a
closer look at the industry if time permits.

I want to refer now to a few of the problems
which have arisen in connection with the conduct
of the referendum. I understand from a journalist
that some 200 votes are being regarded as invalid.
Apparently the ballot papers in question were
returned unaccompanied by form C. I know that
the research officer of the union knows of five
members in one district who did not receive form
C with their ballot papers. I had the same
experience with a farmer from Chowerup with a
similar problem.

Form C is required by the Bureau of Census
and Statistics which checks the number of stock a
voter possesses and this determines his eligibility
and the number of votes to which he is entitled.
This must be clear before a ballot paper can be
accepted for counting and so the question of
informality is a very important one.

The ballot papers go to the bureau and then
they go to the officers of the Chief Electoral
Officer. No-one has taken steps to indicate what
the position will bit if the papers are lost. It is not
clear how the duties of the returning officers are
allocated between the bureau and the Chief
Electoral Officer. There is no clear line indicating
where the relevant responsibilities start and finish.
No-one has ruled what the returning officers'
duties are.

This is rather odd when looking at a
referendum as important -as is this one. Voting
entitlements are based on returns filled out by the
meat producers for the Bureau of Census and
Statistics- I understand that there are cases where
members of a partnership may fill out separate
statistical returns where a meat producer has
interests in More than one property. HeI may file
separate statistical returns in respect of each
property and so obtain more than two votes in the
referendum.

Mrs Craig: That is not so unless they are
applying under completely different names. I
would be interested if you would give me an
indication of any instances.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Of the 200 votes the
journalist mentioned the full range of problems to
which I have referred are covered.

Mrs Craig: You should cite the cases as it is my
understanding that that could not happen.

Mr H-. 0. EVANS: There seems to be some
doubt as to the correctness of the Minister's
opinion and that, taken in conjunction with
various other aspects, leaves a number of
unanswered questions.

T'o put the referendum in its true perspective, it
would be fitting for me to refer to an article by a
staff reporter in Canberra. It has a touch of levity
in it and describes the Western Australian meat
marketing referendum. I would like to quote
several paragraphs. The lack of reverence does
reveal itself on some occasions. Portion of the
article reads-

However, when the details of the latest
baby of the Western Australian Cabinet, the
meat referendum conditions, reached here
more than a few remembered the old
daylight saving joke.

I will not repeat that, but it referred to the
Premnier and Mr Joh Bjelke-Petersen, and had
something to do with daylight saving. This could
be revived, becuse of the conditions of this
particular referendum. The article continues-

And talking of jokes Blind Willie could see
the conditions of the meat referendums (all
right I am aware that referenda is more
correct but it is also pompous) are a joke.

If Question one wins the referendum it will
be roughly equivalent to Battle Heights, with
a broken leg and carrying 20 kilos
overweight, winning the Melbourne Cup
after having his tail firmly tied to the starting
stalls.

It would be more than an understatement
to say this would be no mean feat. As one
very senior agropolitical observer succinctly
summed up, -WA farmers are being treated
far worse than any trade unionist by a
Liberal Government."

It goes on to make a comparison of trade union
affairs with the terms which have been foisted
upon the farmers in connection with this
referendum.

It then goes on to explore the rules of the State-
controlled referendum in Western Australia
which, the article said, were "overcooked by the
aforesaid Charlie, Dickie & Co." The article
continues-

The rules for trade union elections were
established in an amendment to an Act of
Parliament which was debated in Federal
Parliament before being passed.

In other words the regulations were
detailed and laid down before Federal
Parliament.

They were widely discussed and were completely
universally known, and the opportunity to make
comment before they were brought in was
available. The article continues-

In contrast the rules for Cheeky Charlie
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and Tricky Dickie's meat referendum were
decided behind closed doors and not
approved by Parliament.

The rules for trade union elections
specifically lay down who is entitled to be on
the particular union's electoral roll and who
is not.

Meanwhile thi electoral roll for the meat
referendum is based on statistical returns
filed by producers of sheep and cattle.

Mrs Craig: That was accepted by the Farmers'
Union and the Pastoralists and Graziers,
Association.

Mr H. D. EVANS: We -are talking not only
about the concept of democracy in elections; this
concerns the civil rights of people in this State
and the inclusion -of several items in the Liberal
Party policy speech the Premier delivered.

Mrs Craig: They are producer organisations.
Mt H. D. EVANS: The Minister insisted on

being heard in silence. She cannot have it both
ways. If she wishes to interject she must expect
interjections when the wheel turns around her
way.

Mrn Craig: I would like to stress that that was
the case.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr H. D. EVANS: The article indicates that a

trade unionist who believes he is wrongly excluded
from his union's electoral rolls may establish his
right to enrolment through the courts. However,
the Western Australian meat producers do not
have any such right because there is no provision
for it. The article indicated that the duties of a
returning officer at trade union elections are
enforceable through the courts of law. In fact the
Parliamentary Draftsman in Canberra' went to
extraordinary lengths to determine all these-
details and measures, but such was not the case in
Western Australia in regard to the referendum of
meat producers.

The article also said that another surprise was
that the duties of the returning officer in the
Western Australian meat referendum were not
laid down by statutory regulations and were not
known even to the producers. This is just another
sidelight. The article indicated that even if they
were known, there would be no way in the world
in the legal system to ensure the returning officer
even observed the rules laid down.

Mr Blaikie: Are you suggesting a possible
malpractice?

Mr H-. D. EVANS: I am giving the facts of the
situation1 that is all. Many other aspects must be
considered. We know, of course, that lambs were

not included. Calves certainly were and this would
almost certainly be a weighting to the result of
the referendum. If there were a referendum of
lamb producers now the result would be far
different from the result of the referendum held
several years ago.

The pastoralists. have made no secret of their
opposition to statutory marketing, and this, of
course, is their right. However, no lambs are
included in their entitlement to vote.

Mr Blaikie:, It is an entirely different category
of livestock. Be fair!

Mrs Craig: It is not about the marketing of
lambs. They are covered. You know that.

Mr H. D. EVANS: They are part of the
management of a flock, surely to goodness.

Several members interjected.
Mr H. D. EVANS: They must be part and

parcel of the whole question. The article
continues-

For Question One to be carried a majority
of at least 60 per cent votes cast in both the
sheep and cattle sections is required-there is
no preferential voting.

However they decided that if Question
One achieved less than the required
percentage these votes would be transferred
to Question Two.

Similarly with question 3 there is the same
situation of the passing on, not of preferences, but
of the actual votes.

If the matter were taken to its ultimate logical
conclusion, then if question one obtained 59 per
cent of the votes-bearing in mind that 60 per
cent has to obtained before it is acceptable-and
question two, received no vote at all, while
question three received 41 per cent, making a
total of 100 per cent, it would be reasonable to
assume that question two would not be the
selected choice, but in reality it would be. It
would be in. That is the manner in which the
referendum was directed.

There are a number of questions I -would like to
raise for the consideration of members opposite,
especially those members who represent rural
areas. Firstly, under wb~t Act of Parliament are
the referendums being conducted? That is not a
bad starting point. Under what statutory
regulations are they being conducted, if any?
Under what power are the referendums being
conducted? Who compiled the roll of voters for
the referendum? That is not a bad question to
ask, either.

Mrs Craig: The Australian Bureau of Census
and Statistics.
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Mr H. D. EVANS: Where and by whom may
the rolls be inspected? I wonder whether any
producer has queried that particular point. Have
there been any safeguards to prevent a producer
having more than two votes? If so, under what
particular measure? Who is the returning officer
for the referendum, and what are his duties? It
might have been an idea if some of these things
had been set out.

What are the requirements for casting a valid
vote? There seems to have been a deal of
consideration about this in the Kimberley of late,
and it might have been a reasonablo idea if details
outlining the requirements in the meat industry
referendum had been made too. What precautions
are there to ensure that a voter's identity is kept
secret? As I understand it, this should be
reasonably successful, but the Bureau of Census
and Statistics must know the name of the
individual to ensure eligibility. I would be hopeful
that his ballot would be passed on in a sealed
envelope.

Do persons who count the votes have the power
to determine whether they are valid? I suppose
that is a requirement. As we are all election
motivated and conscious of election procedure,
this is a question we should ask.

How, and by whom, is it ensured that a full set
of voting papers is sent to each producer? This did
not occur in a number of instances. By whom
were the voting papers sent out? If a ballot paper
is returned unaccompanied by form C, is the vote
classed as invalid, and by whom and by what
authority? Were there rules for scrutineers, and
by whom may scrutineers be appointed?

Mrs Craig: The Farmers' Union had one.
Mr H. D. EVANS: What right, if any, has a

producer to complain about his exclusion from the
roll as an eligible voter?

Mrs Craig: He had a committee.
Mr H. D. EVANS: What right has a voter to

object if he considers another Person has been
given an incorrect voting entitlement? I have
received a phone message from a person who
purchased a property and who did not receive a
ballot paper. He does not know whether the
person from whom he purchased the property
received one. It could well be that the bureau's
records showed the previous owner as being the
eligible party for the vote.

Mrs Craig: In that case he asks the committee.
Mr H-. D. EVANS: These are some of the

questions which do arise. All in all, the way in
which the meat marketing referendum has
manifested itself in the few weeks since I last

raised the subject in the House, bearing in mind
that it was prior to the ballot papers being sent
out to eligible voters, indicates there has been fair
and just reason to have a look at a number of
provisions provided for in the initial Cabinet
decision, remembering that the decision was made
behind Cabinet doors.

The 1977 Budget as it affects rural itidustry in
Western Australia leaves much to be desired and,
if anything, it will be remembered for that which
it does not do. The State Treasury paper points
out the Unfortunate performance of the rural
sector during the last financial year. The gross
value of rural production during 1976-77 was
down 2 per cent on the previous year. There is a
likelihood of declining returns in the industry.

Wheat is most volatile and is dependent on the
large grain-growing countries of the world,
America, Russia, and central Europe particularly.
If those countries have bumper crops, the price of
grain throughout the world is affected, If there is
a drought or a shortage, the price rises. We do not
represent much of the world's export grain trade,
but the quantity we do export is significant from
the point of view of Australian production and our
economy.

The outlook for wool is not as optimistic -as it
was hoped, and all in all the area of greatest
difficulty is the beef industry. The Bureau of
Agricultural Economics has Made a fairly grim
forecast and suggested that 7 000 producers will
leave the industry in the forthcoming year. That
will have some serious repercussions in the south-
west of this State. It must be confusing for
producers when they try to predict what the
market determinations will be, because on the one
hand it can be shown that while meat exporters
and producers have set new records with regard to
ptofits, the cattle producers are facing ruin. That
is the irony of the overall situation. The volume of
export sales is supported by the record number of
livestock sent in for slaughter during the last 12
months. Last year. for the first time in 11I years,
cattle numbers fell by 4 per cent. So, with a
declining herd and record slaughtering it is
suggested there will be a shortage, and perhaps
that will bring increased prices.

The sale of cattle and calves went up by 9 per
cent to 11.6 million during the 12 months to June
of this year. The production of beef and veal was
obviously at an all-time high, but Australian
producers received little benefit from that
increase. All the meat produced was used but, of
course, at a price. That is the irony of the
situation and the paradox which confronts the
beef industry.
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The assistance given to the beef industry by the
Federal Government included a provision for
spaying. The sum was $10 per animal up to a
limit of 52 000 per producer. It seems ludicrous
that this provision should be introduced when
there is a decline in the national herd. There has
been an increase in the number of cattle brought
in for slaughter and the number of cattle
exported, but the Government is supporting a
reduction in the number of stock held by
producers-not that it could reasonably be
expected that there will be an increase in price.

Mr Sinclair is optimistic, but whether his
knowledge is better than that of those associated
with the industry, I do not know. If the spaying
provision is availed of generally the producers will
be placed in jeopardy so far as future supplies are
concerned.

The provisions contained in the Budget are not
much better than the current situation. I was very
pleased to note that loans will be provided, at
moderate rates of interest, for water storage. That
is a very good investment as far as the State is
concerncd. It means that individual producers Will
provide their own water, and take the
responsibility away from the State in a time of
drought.

The maintaining of the drought assistance is
only to be expected, and that would have been
incumbent upon any Government. The rural
conference to which the Premier has referred
consistently is to be provided with $79 000 for its
continuation. It is a noticeable feature in the
Budget.

The allocation to the rural industries
conference is only a cosmetic. The conference is
not in a position to unde 'rtake determinations.
Even if it comes up with a suggestion, it will be
years before it is implemented. That is the effect
it will have and it will be simply a question of
time to see whether anything is achieved.

The provision of marketing information to
farmers is fair enough. This is something which
we, as an Opposition, have continually espoused
and it comes back to the crux of the problem
facing the rural industry-marketing.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): The
member has live minutes.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The keystone of the ALP
rural policy comes back to marketing. The
Premier in reply to a question said that attempts
to establish a market in the Middle East had been
rejected. That is unfortunate because there has
been considerable development of capital-not
only Australian-in the Middle East. It seems we
have lost the opportunity. Without the

establishment of marketing facilities in key areas
in various parts of the world, such as the Middle
East and SoutbWEast Asia, there will not be much
prospect for Western Australian rural industry.
There Will be prospects for some portions of it,
but it will be selective and, those producers who
are unable to cope with the free enterprise system
will laud this scheme.

The free enterprise system is now very similar
to the elephant philosophy. "Every man for
himself"', said the elephant as he danced amongst
the chickens, and this theory is espoused by the
Government opposite.

The visit by the Minister for Agriculture to the
Middle East may be of some great benefit; at
least he will obtain first-hand information.
However, in no way will the Government assist
rural producers into the field of marketing. The
Government is bound and shackled by the vested
interests of the industry, and it would not dare
oppose them.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Herzfeld.

BILLS (3Y~ RETURNED
I. Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment

Bill.
2. Public Service Arbitration Act

Amendment Bill (No. 2).
3- Metropolitan Market Act Amendment

Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.
House adjourned at 11.)11 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
LAND

Purchases Under Land Commission Programme
927. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:
(1) Could he advise which parcels of land

were bought by the Government with
funds made available to it under the
Land Commission programme of the
Federal Government?

(2) .Which parcels of land were acquired
under each of the financial years-
(a) 1974-75;
(b) 1975-76;
(c) 1976-77?

(3)
(4)
(5)

How much did each parcel of land cost?
From whom were the parcels acquired?
Has he tabled the fin 'ancial agreements
covering each of the years 1974-75,
1975-76, 1976-77?
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(6) If "Yes" to (5), can he indicate the
dates on which they were tabled?

(7) If "No" to (5), when will they be
tabled?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
As the answer comprises some seven
pages, I seek leave to table it.

The answer was tabled (see paper No. 307).

HOUSING

Forrest field
953. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister (or

Housing:
Referring to my question 855 of 1977,
will he further advise-
(a) from whom did the State Housing

Commission purchase this property;
and

(b) exactly what was the price paid for
such purchase?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(a) The Crown, the Industrial Lands

Development Authority, the Main
Roads Department.

(b) $383 608.

COMMONWEALTH EMPLOYMENT
SERVICE OFFICE

Distribution of Pamphlets outside Premises

954. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:
(1) Is it a fact that the superintendent,

Metropolitan Police Division, and the
superintendent, Fremantle Police
Division, gave permission to citizens to
hand - out pamphlets outside the
Commonwealth Employment Service
offices?

(2) is it also true that the manager of
particular Conmaonwealth Employment
Service offices who complained about
such action by citizens was advised to
take civil action if he so desired?

(3) Is it a fact that an adult and a minor
have been arrested outside the
Commonwealth Employment Service at
8 St. George's Terrace?

(4) Is it also a fact that the adult has been
released on bail but the minor has been
sent to Longmorc?

(5) Will he act to defend citizens'
democratic rights to disseminate
information to disadvantaged persons?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) I am informed that in answer to a query
from Mr Latter, President, Trades and
Labor Council, the superintenden t in
charge, metropolitan distict, advised
him that it was not an offence to hand
out pamphlets in the street at Willagee
providing that they were not obscene,
and an obstruction to traffic did not
result. Mr Latter was also advised to
contact the superintendent in charge,
Fremantle. The superintendent in
charge, Fremantle District Office,
advised Mr Latter on similar lines.
However, no permission was given to
any particular person.

(2) Not as far as Ilam aware.
(3) No. Both persons were arrested inside

CAGA House, corner Adelaide Terrace
and Victoria Avenue, after sitting on the
floor and refusing to leave the premises,
and were charged with being on
premises without lawful excuse. Some
photographs Were taken by Keith
Affleck and Clair Roslyn Nutter, of
Sexton Road, Subiaco, friends of the
two alleged offenders.

(4) Yes. However, the juvenile appeared
before the Perth Children's Court on the
7th October, 1977, where he was
released to appear at the Same Court on
the 14th October.

(5) Yes, provided the law is not violatled.

GARDEN ISLAND

cottages

955. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for LandF.
With respect to Garden Island:

(1) On what part of the island are
cottages of leaseholders still
situated?

(2) Has any deadline been set for their
removal?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Latest aerial photography taken in

June, 1977, would indicate that
approximately 50 structures were
remaining on the northern end of
Garden Island at that time.
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(2) This information is not known as
this would be a matter involving the
Commonwealth of Australia, which
is the owner of the land in fee
simple.

AMMONIUM NITRATE
Danger

956. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Mines:
With respect to the product ammonium
nitrate:
(1) Is this product. also known

sometimes as "nitro pearl"?
(2) Is this product a major component

of an explosive mixture used in the
iron ore industry for blasting?

(3) Is the identical product the
commercial garden fertiliser known
as "363"?

(4) Is ammonium nitrate in free form
held in superphosphate
manufacturing plants?

(5) Is the product in free form
considered 'hazardous or
dangerous?

(6) If "No" to (5), would the addition
of diesel oil make it dangerous?

('7) What additives and/or what
circumstances might make such
bulk stacks of the product as stored
in manufacturing plants
inflammable and/or explosive?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1)

(2)
(3)
(4)

No, but a special grade is known as
Nitropril.
Yes.
No.
No. A separate store is used.

(5) to (7) Ammonium nitrate is
classified as "dangerous goods" and
recognised procedures have been
evolved for its handling and storage.
It is not normally hazardous in the
free form unless intimately mixed
with a combustible material such as
fuel oil and subjected to extreme
pressures or very high
temperatures.

ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY
Air Patrols

957. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:.
(1) Has the Department of Transport at any

time given the air patrol of the Road

Traffic Authority dispensation from the
requirements that police force pilots
possess commercial pilot qualifications
to undertake airwork for the Road
Traffic Authority?

(2) If so

(a) why was such dispensation sought:
and

(b) when was it granted?

(3) When was it withdrawn or when did it
cease?

(4) Why and under what circumstances was
such dispensation withdrawn or did it
cease?

(5) Were any flights undertaken in any
period that elapsed following the
withdrawal or cessation of this decision
-and prior to the engagement of a
commercially qualified pilot?

(6) What rate of pay applies to the full and
part-time pilots employed on air patrol
duty by the Road Traffic Authority?

(7) What licence is required to allow the air
patrol of'the Road Traffic Authority to
carry out airwork?

(8) Under what legislation is this licence
grafited?

(9) What are the conditions which usually
attach to such a licence?

(10) Will he please table a schedule showing
all details of all flights undertaken by
the air patrol of the Road Traffic
Authority?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) to (5) No. There is no authority in Air
Navigation Regulations for such
dispensation.

(6) $8 610 per annum plus $1 135 for
instrument rating held.

(7) Aerial work licence.
(8) Commonwealth.
(9) in accordance with an Air Operations

Manual approved by the
Commonwealth Department of
Transport.

(10) Na. A schedule of all flights undertaken
by the air patrol is forwarded to the
Department of Transport but it is not
considered this information should be
tabled.
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WORKERS' COMPENSATION BOARD

Delay in Hearings.-

958. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(1) Is he aware that at the present time

there exists a delay of at least six
months for hearings to be listed before
the Workers' Compensation Board?

(2) Has he received a submission from the
chairman of the compensation board
requesting that another court be set up
to duplicate the existing court?

(3) If it is the intention of the Government
to establish a court under the
jurisdiction of the present Workers'
Compensation Board, could he advise
when it will be established?

(4) If it is not the Government's intention to
set up the additional court as suggested
in (3) above, would he state his reasons
for such refusal and advise what he
intends to do to alleviate the possibly
long delay that now exists before cases
are heard?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:

(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) and (4) This is one of a number of
alternatives currently under
consideration with a view to reduc:ing
the backlog.

HIGH SCHOOL

Swan View

959. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Education:

In view of the need for all children,
including handicapped children to have
ready access to the library resources
centre to be erected at the Swan View
High School, would he ensure that
ramps are provided to give access to any
child who is forced to have to use a
wheelchair or suffers any other physical
disability that makes the negotiation of
stairs almost impossible?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
The plans provide for ramped access to
the ground floor of all existing buildings
and those to be completed at the Swan
View High School.

SHEARERS' AWARD

Registratlion of Employers
960. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Labour

and Industry
Further to his letter sent to me on 6th
July, 1977 and my question 44 of 1977,
regarding the registration of employers
under the Australian Workers' Union
shearers' award, could he now inform
me if it is the Government's intention to
proceed with the necessary legislation
that will permit the registration of
employers, as requested by the
Australian Workers' Union?

Mr GRAY DEN replied:
I expect to write to the Australian
Workers' Union in the near future
concerning this matter.

PRE-PRIMARY CENTRE ENROLMENTS
Effect on School Classifications

961. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Where-a school has a pre-primary centre

established on its grounds, are
enrolments at the centre included in the
total enrolments used to determine the
school's classification?

(2) If not, why?
(3) Is the answer to (1) the same where pre-

primary centres do not share grounds
with their associated school?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(I)
(2)
(3)

Yes.
Not applicable.
Yes, provided the centre has transferred
to the Education Department.

WATER SUPPLIES
Hampton Hill Area

962. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) What plans or proposals does the

Government have for providing a
reliable water supply to farmers and
residents in the Hampton Hill area?

(2) What are those plans or proposals?
(3) When is it expected that those plans or

proposals will be put into effect?
(4) What is the expected cost of such plans

or proposals?

2168



(Wednesday, 12th October, 19771 16

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) A key storage dam of capacity

20 000 cubic metres has been
investigated, based on some 12.6
hectares of rock catchment at Mount
Hampton and the estimated cost is of
the order -of $160000. There is a
possibility that a larger storage may be
feasible and prior to making any
decisions the matter has been referred to
the Department of Agriculture for an
assessment of the water requirements of
the area.

(3) No funds have been allowed for work on
a key supply at Mount Hampton in the
current financial year, and no decision
car, be made in this matter until the
Department or Agriculture's assessment
has been received. It is anticipated that
report will be completed by the end of
November.

(4) Answered by (1).

GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY

Southern Cross Bypass

963. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Works:

(1) Have any plans been made to re-route
the Great Eastern Highway either
around Southern Cross or through the
outskirts of Southern Cross?

(2) If "Yes", could he indicate when the
work on the by-pass road will commence
and when it is expected that the work
will be completed?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes;, however, the plans have not yet
been finalised and will be subject to
Federal approval.

(2) Construction work has not yet been
programmed and will not commence in
the near future because of other higher
priorities.

ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY

Air Pa trols

964. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:

In respect of the air patrol section of the
Road Traffic Authority:

(1) Has the Department of Civil Aviation at
any time granted a dispensation to the
Road Traffic Authority to allow pilots
from the air patrol section to operate
traffic and road surveillance flights
wit hout commercial pilots' licences?

(2) If "Yes", under what power or authority
was the dispensation granted?

(3) When and for what periods of time were
the dispensations granted?

(4) For what reasons were the dispensations
granted?

(5) Is it a normnal practice for such
dispensatiorts to be granted and in what
circumstances are they normally
granted?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) to (5) No.

ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY

Housing

965. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Housing:

Will he advise the individual cost of
houses constructed or purchased for
Road Traffic Authority patrolmen or
administrative staff since the Road
Traffic Authority was established?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Town Loa Street Contract Purchase

South West
Boyap Brook.

Collie ......
Collie .......
CootgaLT&i *.Corrigi .........

DoGcra*.....
Geralde. .......Gruidon......
Geraldtn.I
Harvey..........
Kalgoorlie .....
Kulgoorlie .....
Kalgoorlie .....
Kambalda .....
Kotarming .....
Katarminb .....
Kellerberrin....
Mandarab .....
Mama .
Ma rnup .

tc 1arra.
Nierredin........
Merradmn......*
Moona.........
Morawa...... 

..Mi. Barker......
Namogin- *Narregin ........
Narregin ........
Narrogin........
larrin .........
Nanrogin-.....
Northam ........
Northampton...
Ravensthorpe.

170
201

1
52

511
47
715

8

190
45

2562
2596
2151
1119

a
73
19
4
2

132
3R9
265
294

56
403
44
25n
47
34

520
522
507
24
14

220

Forreit . ........
Herbert.........
Arnairong .....
sleeveI......
Elmuens..........
King ..............
Goyder ....
Church..........
Eyre..............
Chapman........
Chapman........
IHarley .....
Mark ...........
Galvin ..........
Mcfloruld .....
moss ...........

Silver Gimlet.

Charles..........
Hinkley .........

Main ........
Growden ........
Crowde ..
Drummond .....
Prater ..........
Margaret ........

F=ks............

Goodlif e.........
Goodliffe.

N.y. Highw-ay
Sport...........

price

S

22 427

25 960
37 301

35 894

price

22 500

26 250
21 ow0

25 000

21 592
23 000
20 500
212 730

34 542
20 500
21 500
23 000
11000
23 500
17 000

40 740
22 100

"4455
i5 147
35 1 47
37 400
34 827

31 09
34 970
29 300
29 300
Dl 500
28 000
32 312
39 932

21300
30 000

1890
14 500
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Williams_. ..

Norah Wes

Broome _..._
Carnarron.
Caraanon.-
Canrron .... ....

Carnarson .....
Enmouth ........
Karraiha ........
Karraut........
Karratha.
Karratft.
Port Hedland.
South Hedland...
South Hodland.
South Hedland.
South Hedlaud.

269 Arthur ..........
15 Richardson.......

70$
184
501

750
1397
766
142
76

1105
1198
3056
3358
3214

Osy-Pemhtoke.
Carroll.......
Moran.
Morrow.
Marrow ......
Nianisa.....
Nelson ........._
Andover.........
Witbrell ........
Weltard .........
Molloy..........
Roberts .........
Hollings .-.....
Mitchic
Somerset

S S
34 426 24 OO

55 930

31 369

33 736
33 736

44570
44 570
44 570

18 000
20000O
Is 000
20 000
30 000

46020

25 000
27 500

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Pulp Mill

966. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Has the W.A. Chip and Pulp Co. Pty.

Ltd. submitted to him a feasibility study
on the establishment of a pulp mill, as
required by the Wood Chipping
Industry Agreement Act, 1969-1973?

(2) If so-

(a) where will the mill be built;
(b) what process will it use; and
(c) what will be its maximum capacity?

(3) Has he given his approval to the W.A.
Chip and Pulp Co. Pty. Ltd. for the
construction of a pulp mill?

(4) (a) Has the W.A. Chip and Pulp Co.
Pty. Ltd. begun construction of a
pulp mill

(b) if not, when will it begin
construction?

(5) (a) Has an environmental impact
statement on the pulp mill been
prepared, as recommended by the
Forests Department in its
environmental impact statement on
the export woodcbip industry;

(b) if not, will such a statement be
prepared; and

(c) by whom?
(6) (a) Has the W.A. Chip and Pulp Co.

Pty. Ltd. already signed a contract
for the sale of pulp;

(b) if so, with what company;
(c) for what quantity; and
(d) for how long?

(7) Does the Forests Department consider
that it will be able to supply the
additional 380 000 tonnes of woodehips
per annum for pulping, as required by
the Wood Chipping Industry Agreement
Act, 1969-1973, over and above the
680 000 tonnes per annum it already
must supply for export for at least the
next 14 years?

(8) Is the W.A. Chip and Pulp Co. Pty. Ltd.
receiving or will it receive any subsidy,
financial assistance or concession from
the Government for the construction
and/or operation of the pulp mill?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) No. Under the Wood Chipping Industry

Agreement Act, 1969-1973, the
company is required to submit the
results of its feasibility studies for a pulp
mill not later than two years from the
date of first shipment of woodchips. The
latest date for submission of these
results is the 10Oth May, 1978.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) No.
(4) (a) No.

(b) Construction of a pulp mill will be
dependent on the results of the
feasibility study referred to in (1)
above.

(5) (a) No.
(b) and (c) Dependent on the results of

the feasibility study referred to -in
(1) above.

(6) (a) No.

(b) to (d) Not applicable.
(7) The Forests Department considers that

there sh'ould be enough chipwood
material available to meet the terms of

e agreement.
( ,nnot be answered in advance of

receiving the results of the feasibility
study referred to in (1) above.

FISHERIES
Rock Lobster, Prawns, and Fish

967. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

For the centres Dongara, Geraldton,
Shark Bay, Carnarvon, Exmouth and
Esperance, what was the annual value
and weight of-
(a) rock lobster;
(b) prawns;
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(c) fish,
taken for the last ten fiscal years?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
Statistics are not kept in the form which
makes it convenient to answer this
question.

STATE FINANCE
Federal Funds: Decent ralisa ion Projects in

Country Centres

968. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Did' the Federal Government or the

Federal Minister for Community
Development (Mr Newman) consult the
Western Australian Government prior to
announicing-
(a) the $6 million national allocation

for decentralisation projects in
country centres;

(b) the system of control of the
allocation of such funds-,

(c) the establishment of the advisory
board on allocation?

(2) Are the-
(a) allocation itself; and
(b) system of control of allocation,
consistent with the federalism policy of
the State and Federal Governments?

(3) Has any Federal Member for Western
Australia (Liberal, Labor or National
Country Party) supported the Minister
in his opposition to the system of control
announced by the Federal Minister?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) As full details of the scheme have not

been made available to me I am unable
to comment at this time.

(3) 1 am unaware of any public comment.

TRAFFIC COUNTS
Roads in Lower South-West

969- Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) On what roads in the lower south-west

have traffic counts been carried out in
the past three years?

(2) (a) What was the result of the count in
each case; and

(b) on what date was it taken?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Numerous traffic counts have been

Undertaken throughout the State over
the last three years, resulting in a large
volume of data being held by the Main
Roads Department.

(2) (a) and (b) The volume of data
involved renders it impractical to
comply with the member's request,
but if he will be more specific as to
the locations for which figures are
required I will obtain the
information if it is available.

970. This question was postponed.

SAWMILLS IN SOUTH-WEST

New Locations

971. Mr. H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Regional Administration:

(1) Prior to the calling of tenders for the
purchase or lease of three pine sawmills
owned by the Forests Department and
invitations for proposals for the
establishing of future pine sawmills, was
his *department or the regional
idministration required to ascertain
where, in the best interests of the south-
west and the State as a whole future
pine sawmills should be located?

(2) (a) If "Yes" to (I) will he table a copy
of the recommendations made by
his department;.-

(b) If "No" to (1) does he propose to
have an investigation as to the best
location of pine sawmills carried
out, and when?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) No.

(2) (a) Not applicable.
(b) Not unless requested by the

appropriate department.

SAWMILLS IN SOUTH-WEST

New Locations

972. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Forests:

(1) Prior to.-the calling of tenders for the
purchase or lease of three pine sawmills
owned by the Forests Department, and
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invitations for proposals for the
establishing of future pine sawmills, did
she require the Department of Industrial
Development to conduct a survey to
ascertain where, in the best interests of
the south-west and the State as a whole,
future pine sawmills should be located?

(2) (a) If "Yes" to (1), will she table a
copy of the recommendations made
by the Minister for Industrial
Development;

(b) if "No" to (t) will she ensure such
an investigation is carried out as a
matter of urgency?

(3) (a) Was the regional administrator
required to make recommendations
on the siting of the pine sawmills in
the south-west; and

(b) if so, will she table a copy of his
recommendations?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No.

(2) (a) Answered by (1).
(b) The Department

Development will
during evaluation
received.

(3) (a) and (b) No.

of Industrial
be consulted
of proposals

CONSERVATION AND TI-E
ENVIRONMENT

Waterways Commission

973. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:
(1) Has the Waterways Commission yet

fixed all of the boundaries under its
control?

(2) If'-No--

(a) what boundaries remain to be fixed;
and

(b) when will these be fixed?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) No.

(2) (a) Swan River Management Authority
boundaries.

(b) See (3) of question 590 of 7th
September, 1977.

PAROLE BOARD
Recommendations

974. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister
representing the Attorney-General:

During each year since the Parole Board
was established:
(1) How many recommendations have

been submitted by the board?
(2) How many of these

recommendations were accepted?
Mr O'NEiL replied:

(1) and (2) The information sought is
not readily available. The answers
to the questions could only be
obtained at considerable outlay
both in man hours and cost.

The total information sought would
include statutory reports involving-

death sentences commuted to life,
life sentences,
habitual criminals
persons not of sound mind,

and may not convey the desired
information.
If the question can be phrased in specific
terms, every endeavour will be made to
collate the data.

PAROLE BOARD
Members

975. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister
representing the Attorney-General:

Who are the present members of the
Parole Board and in each case, when
were they appointed?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
Mr Justice Jones (Chairman), February

1, 1977;
Director, Department of Corrections;
Mrs S. Kenworthy, July 22, 1964;
Mrs M. Clarke, July 22, 1964;
Mr L. S. Turnbull, July 23, 1972;
Mr J1. R. Mackay, July 23, 1976;
Mr J. R. Wilson, February 9, 1977.

SCHOOL
Mi. Ta rcoola

976. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Education:
(1) H-as his Department yet decided what

arrangements will apply for students of
the proposed Mt. Tarcoola primary
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school from the commencement of the
1978 school year until the completion
date of the building?

(2) If "Yes", will he please advise of the
arrangements?

(3) Is the anticipated completion date still
mid first term

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) Plans have not been finalised as
yet.

(3) It is anticipated that the school will be
ready for occupation at the beginning of
second term, 1978.

ELECTRICITY ACCOUNTS

Geraldton Residents

977. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) Is he aware that several Geraldton

residents received electricity accounts on
October 4th, 5th and 6ith, indicating the
results of readings taken in mid August
and stating that October 7th was to be
the final date for payment?

(2) What latitude will be allowed to
householders who have received these
accounts with such short notice of the
final payment day?

(3) Will he explain an additional Figure of
$4.68 which appeared on accounts with
no reference to explain it?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) No. However the State Energy

Commission was aware of the problem
and had taken steps to give relief to
affected customers.

(2) The State Energy Commission had
already extended last date for payment
by ten days and will not take any further
recovery action before the 17th October.

(3) This amount represents the fixed charge
component of the tariff-which is now
$6 per quarter, the same as in the
metropolitan area-applicable for the
period.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES

Contributory Extension Schemes: Capital Costs

978. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) Does the State Energy Commission use

a set formula for calculating the capital
cost to each subscriber to a contributory
extension schemne?

(2) What proportion of the capital cost of
such a schemne is recovered from the
subscriber?

(3) Has this proportion remained constant
in the last five years, or has it altered?

(4) If charges have been increased in the
last five years, can the percentage
increase be given for each year?

Mr MENSAROS replied;
(1) Yes. Standard charges are in use for

each of the elements involved.
(2) The commission seeks to recover the

uneconomic proportion of the extension.
In practice the customer pays the
standard charges and the commission
funds the remaining expenditure.

(3) Five years ago subscriber contributions
broadly matched the uneconomic
expenditure.
Last year subscriber contributions
provided loss than 50 per cent of the
costs involved.
The Commission funded the remaining
proportion.

(4) Charges were increased on the 1st
August, 1977, by 100 per cent after
having remained constant since 1966.
Current charges are still significantly
less than actual costs.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES

Contributory Extension Scheme: Mt. Walker

979. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(I) How many subscribers were connected

to the State Energy Commission grid
system by the first stage of the Mount
Walker contributory extension scheme?

(2) How many are expected to be connected
by the second stage of the same scheme?

(3) What is the respective distance of power
line erected in each scheme?

(4) What was the cost or estimated cost to
each subscriber of stages one and two on
the basis of-
(a) a total cash payment; or
(b) part cash payment and balance on

quarterly repayments?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) 34 customers.
(2) 34 customers.

2173



2174 ASSEMBLY]

(3) Stage 1-104 kin;
Stage 2-1ll km.

(4) Stage l-(a) $3077.00;
(b) $ 1411.00 plus 525.49

quarterly.
Stage 2-(a) $6644.00;

(b) $2823.00 plus $58.46
quarterly.

WATER SUPPLIES

Hyden Wave Rock Dam

980. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:
(1) Has a survey been taken by the Public

Works Department to ascertain the
feasibility of raising the wail of the
Hyderi Wave Rock reservoir?

(2) If "Yes" how much higher can it be
raised and what would be the capital
cost of such an extension?7

(3) Has the department taken any steps to
kill the alga. in the reservoir and install
a filtration system in order that water
from the dam will be fit for human
consumption?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Raising the wall provides very little

increase in the net yield of water
available, as the additional storage
volume provided would be shallow in
depth, with a large surface area.
Excessive loss by evaporation would
result. The most suitable method of
augmenting the Hyden headworks, as
indicated in my Under Secretary's letter
to you on August 3 1st, is by construction
of an excavated storage, fed by a rock
catchment at the "Humps" 17
kilometres north of Hyden. Detailed
planning of this work is continuing.

(3) The dam is treated regularly with
chlorine, which ensures that it is
bacteriologically fit for human
consumption. The killing of algae must
be undertaken with caution to avoid
tainting of the water by decaying algae.
Dosing with copper, to kill algae, will be
undertaken this week. No filtration
plant is proposed, but plans are under
way for an improved chlorination system
which will generally improve the quality
of the water.

ALCOHOL AND DRUG AUTHORITY

Medical Director

981. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:
(1) When is it expected, if not already done,

that the vacancy of Medical Director,
Alcohol and Drug Authority, will be
advertised?

(2) How widely and in what publications
will the vacancy be advertised?

(3) When will applications close?
Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Forthwith.
(2) Throughout Australasia and in the

United Kingdom. All capital city
morning papers in Australia and New
Zealand.
The Australian.
The Australian Medical Journal.
The Hospital Journal of Australia.
The British Medical Journal.
The Lancet.
The Sunday Times Supplement.
A personal approach by the authority
will also be made to the Director of the
Addiction Research Unit at the Institute
of Psychiatry in London.

(3). 17th December, 1977.

PENSIONER TRANSPORT CONCESSIONS

State Uniformity

982. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
(1)

(2)

(3)

What States have reciprocal rights in
regard to pensioner concession travel?
Is Western Australia's position being
reviewed?
What action is being taken to establish a
uniform position in all States?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied;
(1) Insofar as country rail travel is

concerned, all States have reciprocal
rights for pensioner concession travel
between capital cities and to those
stations which are on the main trunk
routes linking capital cities.
South Australian pensioners. receive
reciprocal travel concessions on
Metropolitan passenger services when
visiting Victoria, Tasmania, New South
Wales and the Australian Capital
Territory and pensioners from these
respective States and Australian Capital
Territory receive the same concession
when visiting South Australia.
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(2) and (3) It is intended to make another
endeavour to get the Commonwealth
and all States to determine a uniform
level of "fringe" benefits-including
travel concessolns.
Past efforts have not been very
successful but, with greater mobility of
pensioners these days, uniformity has
many advantages.

KWINANA POWER STATION
Water Supplies

983. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

What annual volume of water is it
expected will be needed to act as a
vehicle to pump fly ash from the fully
converted Kwinana power station to a
suitable disposal area?

Mr MENSAROS replied

The annualvoln of water is estimateg
to be 2.06 x 10 gallons (9.35 x 10
cubic metres) the whole of which will be
obtained from bores within the power
station site.

WATER RESERVES

Greater Metropolitan Area

984. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:,

Will he table plans of those areas within
the greater metropolitan area declared
as *'water reserves" for the purpose of
drawing water from below ground?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Plans of the Public Water Supply areas
are tabled herewith.

The plans were tabled (see paper No. 308.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE BOARD

(VALIDATION) BILL

Water Reserves

985. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:

With respect to the reference in section
of the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage, and Drainage Board
(Validation) Dill:, to the retrospective
legalising of past actions by the
Metropolitan Water Board-

(1) What specific areas-

(a) in the greater metropolitan
area;

(b) south-west land division;
(c) north-west;
(d) Kimberleys;

are declared water reserve areas
under the Metropolitan -Water
Supply Act and therefore possibly
an area affected?

(2) Are any of these areas known to be
affected by past actions which did
not conform with the requirements
of the Act?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Assuming the member refers to public
water supply areas for the purpose of
drawing water from below ground-

()Specific areas are:

(a) Wanneroc;
Mirrabooka;

(b) to (d) Nill.
Owelup;
Jandakot.

(2) As the Validation Bill is concerned
with the procedures for approval of
construction of specific works, and
not with the procedures for
declaration of public water supply
areas, none of the areas is affected.

WATER BORES

Herdsman, Carne, and Joonda lup Lakes

986.Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Water
Supplies:

How close is the nearest bore supplying
water to the metropolitan water scheme
to the shores of-
.(a) Herdsman lake;
(b) Lake Carine;
(c) Lake .Joondalup?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a) 2.6 kin;
(b) 1.2 km;
(c) 7.3 kmn.
The above distances refer to wells in
unconfined aquifers.
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TAXIS

Control Board

987. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Transport:
(1) Who are th members of the Taxi

Control Board?
(2) What interests does each member

represent?
(3) For what period are members of the

board selected to serve?
(4) How many inspectors are employed by

the Board?
(5) What is the salary range of the

inspectors?
(6) Will the Minister table a statement of

receipts and payments of the board for
the fiscal years ended>June 1976 and
1977?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) Members appointed in
accordance with the provisions of the
Taxi Car (Co-ordination and Control)
Act are-
Mr D. J. Dyson, Commissioner of

Transport.

M r A. Robinson, Traffic Manager,
Metropolitan Transport Trust.

Inspector J. Smith, Road Traffic
Authority.

Mr K. J. Frame, Perth City
Councillor-Repesenting interests of
local authorities-

Mr K. B. Foley, Taxi Owner and Traffic
Man 'ager, Swan Taxis-Representing
interests of taxi car owners and
operators.

Mr -D. Mv. Philp, Taxi
Owner-Representing interests of taxi
oar owners and operators.

Mr R. I. Firkin, Taxi
driver-Representing interests of taxi
car drivers.

(3)
(4)
(5)
(6)

Three years.
Five.
$7 586 to $9 168 per annum.
The information is contained in the
Annual Reports of the Commissioner of
Transport for the years ending June
1976 and 1977. The report for the year
ending 30th June, 1977 will be laid
before the House shortly.

988. This question was postponed.

SCHOOLS

Reclassification
989. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Education:

(1) Are primary schools being reclassified
insofar as the number of students in
schools of various categories is
concerned?

(2) Is he aware that the proposed changes
will possibly seriously inconvenience
principals and deputy principals who
have settled in major regional centres,
such as Bunbury and Geraldton, on the
understanding that they would retain
their promotional positions, and who
may even have to leave those centres?

(3) Is he aware that some such Principals
have sold their homes in Perth and
bought homes in the regional centres?

(4) What consideration will the Government
give to such persons when promotional
positions are being allocated for 1978?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) to (4) These matters were recognised at
the outset and within the limits imposed
by the regulations governing promotion,
steps have been taken to prevent serious
inconvenience to any principal. The
department is confident this result has
been achieved.

ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY

Air Patrols

990. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:
(1) On what duties are Constables

Monkhurst and Wallis engaged upon in
the Police force?

(2) Why-when they hold commercial pilots
licences-are they not employed in the
air patrol of the Road Traffic
Authority?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Constable Monkhurst-general duties;

Constable Wallis-in training.
(2) Allocation of duties is a matter decided

by the administration.

2176



[Wednesday, 12th October, 1977I217

ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY

Air Patrols
991. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for

Police and Traffic:
(1) While acknowledging that the personnel

employed on air patrol duties with the
Road Traffic Authority are policemen of
the same rank as those first assigned to
the patrol, have the identities of those
rank holders changed?

(2) If "Yes" what changes in identity have
occurred?

(3) Why were the changes made?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) and (3) Changes were made to improve
operational efficiency of the combined
land and air elements of the patrol. it is
not proposed to name individuals.

EDUCATION FUNDS
School Spending Programme

992. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Were principals of south-west schools
recently contacted by the district
superintendent by telephone advising
them that an additional $1 million was
suddenly available to spend on school
and they were required to submit a
programme of school spending of
between $4 000 and in some cases
$ 15 000 in time for a general submission
at noon, giving some principals less than
half an hour to prepare their individual
submissions?

(2) Was this procedure not unusual and why
was it adopted on this occasion?

(3) Were there any priorities of amount
granted in accordance to need so that
needy schools were better treated than
those more fortunately positioned?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) to (3) The Education Department over
the past few weeks has been finalizing a
minor works programme which will
involve the regional superintendents.
Although individual superintendents

may have adopted various means to
obtain additional information, the final
decisions will be based upon the needs of
the schools.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ROADS

Federal Funds

t. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:-
In view of the fact that Mrs Fraser is
quoted in today's newspaper as
describing Western Australian roads as
"awful because you broke an axle
practically every time you went over.
one", and recognising the power of the
petticoat, I wonder whether we could
ask the Premier to ask Mrs Fraser to ask
the Prime Minister whether we could
have some more money for roads?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I gather there is a lot of "wondering" in
the question asked by the honourable
member. I can assure him that I shall
lose no opportunity to remind both the
Prime Minister's wife and the Prime
Minister himself of what has been
reported when I see them at the
weekend.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION BOARD

Delay in Hearings

2. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

I advert to question 958 regarding
workers' compensation "in which the
Minister mentioned a number of
alternatives. Is the Minister able to give
me details of the alternatives as
propo~ed?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
I am not in a position to give the
member the information which he
requires.

(69)
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