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The Hon. 8. J. Dellar: He knows more
than you dg.

The Hen, 1. G, PRATT: Frankly, I do
not care If Mr Claughton knows more
about the contraceptive pill than I do.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: I do not know
why you got on your feet,

The PRESIDENT: Order! In any case,

g}ﬁ is hardly within the scope of the

The Hon. I. G. PRATT: The point I
was going to make before I received those
highly informed comments from our ex-
bpert on contraceptive pills in this place,
is that amongst my friends I have seen
the emotianal effect of having a contra-
ceptive pill prescribed which is not suit-
able for a particular woman.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: By a doctor?

The Hon. I. G. PRATT: Yes, by a
properly trained doctor., I have seen the
effect this has had on a woman, Perhaps
Mr Claughton might like to contradict
me and say it does not happen.

The Hon. J. Heltman: He doesn’t take
the pill.

The Hon. I. G. PRATT: That is the paint
I was making.

The Hen, R. F. Claughton: The doctor
d%;sn't know what the effects will be,
either,

The Hon. I. G. PRATT: It has also been
my experience to note that when this hap-
pens usually the doctor has some know-
ledge of the woman and her situation: and
if he is the family doctor he usually has
very close knowledge.

When this happens the doctor usually
very quickly takes the woman off the pill
or prescribes another pill. These are
people with long and thorough training.
By saying this I do not say that T am
against the nurses having this training.
What I am saying is that this is something
that must be approached very carefully.

If the Hon. R. F. Claughton wishes
to make the point, as he has done at
various stages during my speech, that this
is not worthy of consideration, I say that
shows very little concern Ior the women-
folk of our community because it iIs they
for whom I am concerned. When we are
dealing with their welfare we should do
it very carefully and with the utmost con-
sideration,

I support very sincerely the attempt of
the Hon. Grace Vaughan—

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You mean
Miss Elliott.

The Hon. I, G, PRATT: The Hon. Grace
Vaughan has had that much to say by way
of interjection that ohe could guite easlly
be confused as to the originator of this
Bill. I apologise to the Hon. Lyla Eilliott
most sincerely and deeply. This is a worth-
while proposal and I am quite sure that
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when it has been thoroughly investigated
and we are ghsolutely sure where we are
going it will be an alm of hers which will
be achieved and will do her credit.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the
Hon. D. K. Dans (Leader of the Opposi-
ticn).

Housge adjourned at 10.56 p.m.

Tegislative Agsembly

Tuesday, the 9th November, 1876

The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

CANNING VALE INDUSTRIAL AREA
Land Acquisition: Petition

MR BATEMAN (Canning) [431pm.): I
have a petition to present to the House.
It is as follows—

To the Honourahle Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliament of Western Austra-
lia in Parliament assernbled.

We the undersigned wish to pro-
test against the proposed legislation
currently before Parliament to make
legal the Land Development Authority
Act Amendment Act, 1976, regarding
the fact the Government is desirous of
piitting beyond doubt and 2alsp ensure
that the transactions already com-
pleted in the Canning Vale Industrial
Zone were placed beyond question and
in point of fact sets up the Industrial
Lands Development Authority as a
real estate firm it gives the Minister
of the Industrial Lands Development
Authority tremendous additional
powers of acquisition which will make
a mockery of the Metropolitan Region
Scheme Act and every eXisting local
authority town scheme.

Your petitioners therefore humbly
pray that your Honourable House will
give this matter urgent consideration
and your petitioners as is duty bound
will ever pray.

I have signed the petition in accordance
with the Standing Orders, and it contains
426 sighatures.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the peti-
tion be brought to the Table of the House,

’14‘he petition was tebled (see paper No.
534},

DEATH DUTY ASSESSMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles
Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 6)

Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Rush-
ton (Minister for Local Government), and
read a first time.

Second Reading

MR RUSHTON (Dale—Minister for
Local Government) [4.34 p.m.]: I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

The provisions of this Bill are intended to
complement the Land Tax Assessment
Act which was re-enacted during the last
sitting of Parliament.

Under the provisions of section 533 of
the Local Government Act, a council may
use unimproved valuations for rating pur-
poses as assessed under the Land Tax
Assessment Act. Alternatively, it may re-
quest the Commissioner of State Taxation
to carry out a special valuation or have
one carried out by a private qualified
valuer.

Section 532 goes on to set down the
methed for calculating unimproved valua-
tions. Prior to its re-enactment, the
method for caleulating unimproved valua-
tions under the Land Tax Assessment Act
was substantially the same as that speci-
fled in the Local Government Act.

However, a slightly different method of
assessing unimproved valuations was pre-
scribed in the new Land Tax Assessment
Act. It provided that all land should be
valued on a2 fee simple basis and that
account should be taken of what are re-
ferred to as “merged improvements” in
making these valuations.

The State Taxation Department provides
valuations for virtually every council in
the State and it is therefore Important
that the methed of valuation in the twg
Acts be the same,

As the provisicns of the Land Tax
Assessment Act do not apply to rural
properties, it is necessary to amend the
Local Government Act only in respect of
nonrural land.

The provisions of this Bill therefore
bring the method of assessing unimproved
valuations for loeal government purposes
into conformity with the Land Tax Assess-
ment; Act.

In practice, it s not expected that the
requirement that “merged lmprovements”
be taken into account in assessing unim-
proved valuations will make any significant
tt:_'liiﬁerence to the amount of these valua-

ons.

I commend the Blll {o the House,

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr B.
T. Burke.

QUESTIONS (41): ON NOTICE
STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

ACT
Amendment

Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

My

Does he intend to proceed during
this Session with an amending
Bill to the State Energy Commis-
siopn Act as indicated during the
debate on the Bill amending the
?3%15:% Energy Commission Act,

Ridge (for Mr MENSAROS) re-

plied;

It has become clear from the re-
constructed State Energy Com-
mission’s studies and experience
that extensive legislative amend-
ments are necessary if the Gov-
ernment and the commission are
to be enabled {0 secure the proper
development and provision of
energy in all forms to meet the
requirements of the State.

Good progress has been made with
the necessary review,; however, I
am anxious that the Government
and its advisers, the State Energy
Commission and its officers, and
this house should not be denied,
by introduction of a Bill at this
late stage in the session, the
proper opportunity to fully con-
sider extensive and important
proposals. For these reasons the
Government has decided against
introduction of the amending Bill
in this session.

DEFECTIVE PLASTER

Consumer Proteciion: Complaints

Mr

BERTRAM, to the Minister for

Consumer Affajrs:

n

(2)

Mr
(&)

2)

How many complaints have so far
been received by the Consumer
Affairs Bureau about faulty piaster
work caused by faulty lime?

What action has the bureau taken
on each complaint and with what
result?

GRAYDEN replied:

The Bureau of Consumer Affairs
and the Builders Registration
Board have received a total of 65
complaints since the beginning of
the year,

(a) At the commencement of
tests in February, 1976, a pre-
liminary set of directions for
treatment of defective plaster
was prepared in consultation
with the Government Chemi-
cal Laboratories, Builders
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Registration Board, Master
Builders Association, Housing
Industry Association and the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs.
Copies of the preliminary set
of directions were forwarded
to all complainants and addi-
tional copies were sent to local
authorities and the Builders
Registration Board for distri-
bution.

At the conclusion of tests a
modified set of directions was
prepared by the Government
Chemical Laboratories outlin-
ing methods of treatment of
unpainted defective plaster.
This set of directions together
with a detailed circular letter
was distributed to all com-
plainants.

A further letter was also sent
to each complainant inviting
them fo write to the bureau
if the letter did not answer
their problem. No such let-
ters have been received.

All complaints have now been
referred to the Builders Regis-
tration Board who are main-
taining liaison with the res-
pective builders involved.

(b)

)

)

DEFECTIVE FLASTER

Government Depariments: Projecis

Mr

BERTRAM, to the Minister for

Works:

1)

(2}
3

Mr

)
2)

)

How many instances have so far
occurred in prejects within Gov-
ernment departments of faulty
plaster work resulting from faully
lime?

Whill he identify each instance?

What has he done about each case
and with what result?

O'NEIL replied:
Three.

(a) North Inglewood
School—additions.

(b) Wirrabirra Primary School.
(¢) Carnarvon Hospital—addi-
tions.

In the case of North Ingiewood
and Wirrabirra Schools, the small
areas affected were rubbed down,
filled and repainted.

After discussion with Government
Chemical Laboratories, it is pro-
posed to do nothing at Carnarvon
Hospital for 12 months. It is
most probable that a decision will
be taken then to rub down, fill
and repaint.

Primary

4,
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STATE FINANCE

General Loan Fund: Unexpended

Mr

Sir

Sir

Sir

Balance
BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Bearing in mind the unemploy-
ment in this State as at 30th June,
1976, and the State’s capital works
requirements, why did he allow
the balance of $5 147559 to re-
main in the General Loan PFund
as at that date?

CHARLES COQURT replied:

The General Loan Fund Estimates
for 19%5-76 were framed on the
hasis that all funds available would
be fully spent. Contractual com-
mitments are made against the
funds allocated each year but, be-
cause of delays in the physical
progress of work, total planned
expenditure is rarely incurred
within the flnancial year.

The undrawn balance at the 30th
June was required to meet com-
mitments on works in progress
and was allocated for that pur-
pose in the Loan Estimates for
the current year.

STATE FINANCE
Gross Public Debt
BERTRAM, to the Premier:

Whai was the amount of the gross
public debt for each of the five
years ended 30th June, 19767

CHARLES COURT replied:

The information which appears in
the Statemenis of the Public

Accounts (Statement 18, Public
Debt) for the respective years is
as follows—
$
1971-72 975 958 411
1972-73 1 030 059 678
1973-74 1074 110 960
1974-75 1120313 142
1975-76 1090852 178
PRISONS

Canteen Accounts
BERTRAM, to the Premlier;

Who sudits the accounts of can-
teens under the control of respec-
tive prison staff and which are
operated for the benefit of staff
and inmates?

CHARLES COURT replied:

The audit staff of the Medical
Department Accounts Branch.
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7. STATE FINANCE
Government Guarantees Writlten Of

Sir CHARLES CQURT replied:
Value of stock in hand at the

Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:

30th June each year was as fal-

lows:—
will Itle }ist. the tengmies ar;d $
amounts of guaranteed loans to _

industries written off In the year (a) 1971-72 8 489 362
ended 30th June, 19762 1972-73 5 488 692
’ i 1973-74 5342 031
Sir CHARLES COURT replied: 1974-75 ... 66618617
Yes. 1975-76 ... 10 621 828
Carnarvon Butchers—$132 796.70 (b) ig;;-;g g ggg tllgg
Prosol (Australia) Ltd.—§39 224.01 1973-74 2 428 372
1974-75 4 515 624
STATE FINANCE 1975-76 5088 411
Borrowings outside Financial (c) 1971-72 1217726
Agreement Act 1972-73 1028935
Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier: 1973-74 1552 232
. 1974-75 2029 469
Referring to page 7 of the Auditor- 1975-76 2021 835

General's Report—
(1) How much money has been

borrowed outside of the Fin- 11. ELECTRICITY SUFFLIES
anclal Agreement Act? Rates: Churches
(2} How were such moneys ex- Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
pended? Fuel and Energy:
Sir CHARLES COURT replied: (1) Would he please indicate the clas-
(1) and @ The member is re- e, Spowlclty consumers o,
ferred to pages 26 to 28 of the
itor-G I's R £ under the general category rate
‘?;7‘153%’ cneral’s Report for for electricity charges?
' (2} How many churches are recorded
as customers of the State Energy
STATE FINANCE Commission within the State?
. (3) What would be gn average or an
Suspense Plant. Value estimate of the number of units
Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer: a church would use in any metered
What was the value of suspense period?
plant on hand at 30th June for My Ridge (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
each of the flve years ended 30th plied:
June, 19762 (1) Schools
Sir CHARLES COURT replied: Residentia! institutions
Depreclated value of plant held by Sporting clubs and organisations
Publlc Works Department--- Community centres
$ I.ocal authonlgles_ .
1971-72 2 262 650 Gove?nment institutions
1972-73 2 457 270 (2) Not recorded.
1973-74 2 864 813 (3) Information not recorded. Prac-
1974-75 3148 392 tical experience has shown how-
1975-76 ... 3743703 ever, that consumption would vary
The information s contained in widely.
the Auditor-General’s Report in
the section dealing with the Pub- 12 POLICE STATIONS

lic Works Department.

STATE FINANCE
Suspense Stores: Stock in Hand

Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:
What was the stock in hand of
suspense stores under the head-
ings:

(a) Raflway stores;
{b) Government stores;
{c) Government Printer's stores,

as at 30th June for each of the
five years to 30th June, 19767

Manning Hours
Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:

Will he list the police stations in
Western Australla, where staff is
not in attendance 24 hours a day
and the perlods involved?

Mr O'CONNOR replied.

Armadale:

Monday
200 am-8.00 am
Tuesday to Friday
6.00 am-8.00 am



[Tuesday, 9 November, 19761

Saturday

6.00 am-9 am
Sunday

6.00 am-10.00 am

Belmont:
Monday to Saturday
6.00 am-8.00 am
Sunday
5.00 am-12 midday

Cannington:

Monday
2,00 am-8.00 am

Tuesday to Sunday
6.00 am-8.00 am

Gosnells:
Monday
2.00 am-8.00 am
Tuesday to Friday
6.00 am-8.00 am
Saturday
6.00 am-9.00 am

Morley:
Sunday
6.00 am-1.00 pm
9.00 pm-10.00 pm
Monday to Saturday
6.00 am-8.00 am

Nollamara:
Daily
6.00 am-7.00 am

South Perth:
Monday
6.00 am-3.00 am
5.00 pm-10.00 pm
Tuesday to Saturday
6.00 am-8.00 am

Sunday

6.00 am-1.00 pm
9.00 pm-10.00 pm

Subiaco:
Monday to Saturday
6.00 am-3.00 am
Sunday
6.00 am-8.00 am
9.00 pm-10.00 pm

wanneroo!
Daily
6.00 am-~7.00 am

All other stations have a resident
Officer in Charge, who is on inter-
mittent duties.

Mobile, radio equipped patrols
operate throughout the metropoli-
tan area, and police are available
in these districts at all times,
through the Communications
Branch at Police Headquarters, on
telephone number 250121, Radio
controlled cars are despatched as
required.

13.

14,
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POLICE

Canning-Gosnells: Increase in

Mr

Pergonnel
BATEMAN, to the Minister for

Police:

1)

(2)

In view of the vandallsm in the
Canning/Gosnells area will he in-
crease the police activity in these
areas in an attempt to curb the
current crime rate?

If not, why not?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

(1)

Mr

Since the 1st July, 1975, the police
strength in the Gosnells-Canning-
ton sub-district has been increased
by—
Divisioual Inspector—6th Octo-
ber, 1975
Cannington: 1 Woman Pollce
Constable—8th July, 1976
Gosnells: 1 Constable (general
duty)—19th August, 1975
1 Constable (Palice and Citi-
zens' Youth Ciub)—2Tth
August, 1976
Gosnells CIB: 1 Detective Ser-
geant—23th August, 1975
1 Detective--25th August, 1975
Proposed increase:

Gosnells CIB: 1 Detective
when further staff are re-
cruited.

The present stafl at these stalions
is adequate for current require-
ments,

Staff requirements are continually
under review, and allocation is
made on a priority basis through-
out the State.

DEFECTIVE PLASTER
Wall Papering of Faulls
BERTRAM, to the Minister for

Works:

Is it a fact that builders are in
some cases papering over faully
plaster work caused by faulty lime
and in other cases paying nominal
sums of money to house owners
and obtaining releases from
claims for faulty workmanship?

Mr O’NEIL replied:

The Builders' Registration Board
has knowledze of only one case
where wallpaper has been applied
to walls affected by faulty plaster.
The walls were first treated to
stabilise the plaster as recom-
mended by the Government
Chemical Laboratories. The board
does not consider that the builder
papered the walls to avoid his
responsibilities.
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In regard to cash payments, the
beoard has received a complaint
that one home owner has heen
offered $600 in lieu of rectification
work. The board does not accept
that such an arrangement will
abrogate the responsibility of the
builder to repair defective works
as laid down by Section 12A (1)
of the Act.

PUBLIC SERVICE AND
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
Wages Staff and Ministerial
Appointments

Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

Will he please advise the number

of—

(a) wages stafl;

(b) Ministerial appointments,

in the employment of the Govern-

ment as at 30th June, 19767
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(a) 47089

(b) 3217175

(a) and () These figures do not
include persons employed in
tertiary education institutions,
the Rural and Industries Bank
and marketing authorities.
This figure includes members
of the Education Department
teaching service and the
Police Force but excludes
salaried staff employed under
the provisions of the Public
Service Act.

(b}

AGED PERSONS' CENTRES
Financial Assistance

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Health:
What has heen the cost of assist-
ance given to senior cltizens
centres to offset operating defici-
encies for each of the last three
financial years?

Mr RIDGE replied:

1973-14 $25 485
1974-75 $27 059
1975-76 $35 126
Total $88 270

MOTOR VEHICLE LICENCES
Invalid Pengioners

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister

Transport:

(1) Does the Government intend to
review the maximum weekly in-
come of social security invalid
pensioners by which such pen-
sioners can obtain a reduced
motor vehlcele licence?

(2) What is the present limit?

for

18,

19,

20.

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes,

{2) $48.50 for a 100% concession
$54.50 for a 50% concession.

LEGAL AID
Government Intentions

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Attorney-General:
Would the Minister please advise
what the Government's future
intentions are in relation to legal
aid in this State?

O’NEIL replied:

The Government proposes to in-
troduce legislation to ensure the
provision of legal aid services in
this State in the near future.

PHOSPHATIC FERTILISERS
Bounty

Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Are imported phosphatic fertili-
sers eligible for the superphos-
phate bounty?

If so0, to whom will the bounty
he paid?

If not, will the department pre-
pare a submission to the Com-
monwealth Government seeking

extension of the bounty to cover
imported phosphatic fertilisers?

OLD replied:
and (2) No.
The Industries Assistance Com-

mission in its report on Assist-
ance for the Consumption of

(2)

(3)

Mr
(§ )]

3)

Phosphatic  FPertilisers recom-
mended to the Commonwealth
Government that the bounty

should be paid to both producers
and importers of phosphatic fer-
tilisers. This report is being con-
sidered by the Commonwealth
Government.

AGRICULTURE PROTECTION
BOARD

Advisory Commitlee Meelings:
Observers
Mr COWAN,
Agriculture:
Is it possible for observers to be
admitted to meetings of regional
Agriculture Protectlon Board ad-
visory committees?

Mr OLD replied:

This would be for decision of the
individual committees.

to the Minister for
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TRAFFIC
Motar Vehicles: Mud Flaps

Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Traffie:

(1) What are the requirements which
necessitate the compulsory Atting
of mud flaps to certain road
vehicles?

In view of the high percentage of
unsealed roads in Western Aus-
tralia and the fact that a stan-
dard vehicle insurance policy does
not cover a broken windscreen,
why are not mud flaps a com-
pulsory requirement for all road
vehicles?

O’CONNOR replied:

There are no requirements for the
compulsery fitting of mudflaps.
They are, however, accepted as a
means of conforming with the
mudguard requirements (Part 7 of
the Vehicle Standards Regula-
tions, 1975).

The majority of broken wind-
screens Is caused by stones thrown
out at right angles by traffic pass-
ing in the opposite direction and
which mudflaps would not pre-
vent.

(2)

()

(2)

RAILWAYS

“Prospector” Service: Meals
Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
Cun the meal which is auto-
matically provided on the Pro-
spector for persons travelling
from Perth to stations east of
Merredin be made optional for
those whose destinations lie be-
tween Merredin and Koalyanch-
bing?
O'CONNOR replied:
The “Prospector” is marketed on
the basis of all passengers being
provided with a meal other than
those travelling between Perth
and Merredin or Kalgoorlie and
Merredin, where the meal Iis
optional.
Merredin was taken as the most
appropriate point in the overall
Journey for making meals optional
because of its distance from Perth
and Kalgoorlie.
The member will appreciate that
“Prospector” was designed in such
a way that all meals have to be
pre-prepared.

PORT AT MOORE RIVER
Feasibility Study
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Works:
(1) When is it expected that the
Moore River port feasibility study
will be completed?

24,

26.
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(2) To whom will the report be pre-
sented?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) Tt is expected that the draft re-
port on the engineering feasibility
study will be completed by the
end of 1996.

The reports will be presented
through the Moore River Study
Steering Committee to the Minis-
ter for Industrial Development.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Dianelle Library Site

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) In view of the possibly wide-
spread concern amongst people
in Dianella with regard ta
the continued delay with respect
to the allocation of a library site
in econjunction with the develop-
ment of the third stage of the
Dianella Shopping Centre, has he
yYet made a decision on Congo-
lidated Properties appeal against
an earlier decision to make his
agreement to the necessary re-
zoning and subdivision arrange-
ments conditional upon action by
that organisation to pull down a
fence erected to prevent parking
by people using an adjacent shop-
ping complex?

If so, what was his decision?

If the answer to (1) i5 in the
hegative, when does he expect to
make a decision?

Will he agree to expedite rezon-
ing and subdivision arrangements
so that a library site may be al-
located before the end of the year?
RUSHTON replied:

and (2) No.

As the result of information re-
ceived from the City of Stirling
and consultation with the de-
velopers, I expect to make an
early decision.

The allocation

(2>

(2)
(3

(4)

)
3

4) of the library site

to the City of Stirling by the
develqper is not contingent on
rezoning which is a separate mat-
ter. The subdivision of the lib-
rary site will be given final appro-
val by the Town Planning Board
on submission of the appropriate

diagram or plan of survey by the
developer,

POLICE AND ROAD TRAFFIC
AUTHORITY
Overtime: August to October

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:

Will he advise the amount of over-
time worked in the—

(a) police force;
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(b) Road Traffic Authority road
patrol; and

(¢) Road Traffic Authority public
service,

for the months of August, Sep-

temher and QOctober, 19767

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

26.

Hours Cost §
(a) Police Force
August 6969 60838.91
September 10072 103 500.63
October 60024 5595051

(b) Road Traffic Authority
Road Patrol
August 5511 44 166
September 10538 86 2417
October 8909 50 246

(¢) Road Traffic Authority
Public Service

August 300
September 592
Qctaober 130

POLICE
Rape Charges: Conviclions

1738
3267
976

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:

For the years 1966 to 1976 in-
clusive, will he list the number of
persons convicted for rape offences
and the penalties involved?

Mr O’CONNOR replied:

Year

1966—

(a) The number of persons con-
victed for rape in the period
1966 to 1976 inclustve was
1i4.

(b} Penalties involved:

Penalty Ne,
Qffenders

12 years imprisoument 8 years min. ... 2
15 years imprisonment 10 years min. ... 3

1967—

17 years imprisonment mdclermmale sentence
5 years imprisonment ... .

1968—

10 years imprispnment ...
7 years imprisonment

7 years imprisonment 3 years rmn.

6 years imprisonment 3 years min.

4 years imprisonment 2 years min, ...

1Z months 1mpr|sonmem plu.s Governor s
pleasure

1969—
5 years imprisonment 2 years min.

1970—
10 years imprisonment 3 years min.
10 years |mpnsonmenl 6 years mln
7 years imprisonment 4 years min.
4 years imprisonment 2§ years min.
3 years imprisonment .
Good behaviour bond for 5 ycars cfo DCW t1l|
18 years of age

1971—

14 years imprisonment plus indefinite detention
10 years imprisonment plus Governor's pleasure
7 years imprisonment plus Governor's pleasure
5 years imprisonment 3 years min.
4 years imprisonment 2 years min.
3 years imprisonment

18 months imprisonment

—— 3

i

————

Year Penalty

Offenders

1972—

8 vears imprisonment plus indefinite detention
8 years imprisonment 6 years min.
8 years imprisonment 4 years min,
& years imprisonment 2§ years min.
3 years imprisonment 3 years min.
3 years imprisonment 18 months m
5 years imprisonment 12 months m
4 years imprisonmeny ... -

2 years imprisonment 3 months min.
Ciovernor’s pleasure

To care DCW for 2 years
To care DCW il 18 years

1973—

10 years imprisonment 6 years min,

8 years imprisonment 4 years min. .

6 years imprisonment plus detain mdeﬁmtcly

7 years imprisonment 4 years min. .

5 years imprisonment ...

4 years imprisonment plus Governor's pleasure

4 years imprisonment plus detain indefinitely

2 years imprisonment 10 months |mpr:son.mel'lt
min. .. .

2 years :mpnsonment 8 months min.

2 years imprisonment 4 months min,

2 years imprisonment, 2 months min, ..

2% vears imprisonment plus Governor's pleasure

Governor's pleasure

Probation for 4 years

Probation for 2 vears ...

Probation till 18 years of age

1974—

12 years imprisonment

L1 years imprisonment 5§ years lmpnsonmem mm

[0 years imprisonment 4 years min.

8 years imprisonment 2} years min.

7 years jmprisonment 5 years min.

7 years imprisonmeni 2} years min.

6 years imprisonment 3 years min. ...

5 years imprisonment plus Governor's pleasure

5 years imprisonment 2 yeats min.

5 years lmprlsonm:nt 21 menths min.

4 years imprisonment plus Governor's pleasure

4 years |mpr|sonn1enr plus indefinite detention

4 years imprisonment t9 months lmprlsonment
min. -

4 years |mpr1.sonmem 18 months min.

3 years imprisonment ... .

3 years imprisonment 15 months mln

3 years imprisonment 12 months min.

2} years imprisonment 12 months min.

2z years |mprlsonm:m

2 years imprisonment § months rmprlsoument
min. -

2 years |mprrsonment 4 monlhs min.

& months imprisonment ..

Governor's pleasure

Good behavioar bond for 3 years

Probation for 3 years

1975

Indefinite detention

14 years imprisonment ...

12 years imprisonment 3 years min. ...
10 years imprisonment 5 7/12 years min.
10 years imprisonment 4 8/12 years min.
8} years imprisonment 3 years min.
8 years imprisonment 3 years min.

7 years imprisonment 2} years min.
6 years imprisonment 3 years min.

3 years imprisonment 9 months min.
2 years imprisonment _ ...

2 years imprisonment 7 rnonlh.s min.
Probation for 3 years

Probation for 2 years

Good behaviour bond For 3 years
Committed care DCW ..

1976—
12 years imprisonment 7 years min.
7 years imprisonment 3 years min.
6§ years imprisonment 2 years min.
5 years imprisonmeny 5 years min.
3 years imprisonment 15 months min.
3 years imprisonment 9 months min. ...
Good behaviour bond $200 for 12 months

No,
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27, POLICE
Armed Hold-ups: Convictions
Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:
For the years 1966 to 1976 inclu-
sive, will he list the number of
persons convicted of artned hold-
ups and the penalties involved?
Mr O’'CONNOR replied:
(1) The number of persons convicted
of armed holdup for the years
1966 to 1976 Inclusive is—
(a) where offender armed with
firearm &89,
(b) where offender armed with
offensive weapon 50.
(2) (a) Penalties involved (offender
armed with firearm)—
Year Penaliy No.
Offenders
1966—
Nil
1967—
Nil
1968—
Nil
1969—
Nil
1970—
8§ years imprisonment § years min. 2
6 vears 1mnnsr.-nm='u ng min i
3 years imprisonment no min. 1
3 years imprisonment [ year m 1
2} years imprisonment no min. 2
1

2} years imprisonment 1 year min

1971—

3} years imprisonment no min,

ks years |n1pnsonrn=nl | year min.
3 years imprisonment [8 months min.
3 years imprisonment 10 monghs min.
3 years imprisonment 8 months min.

ears imprisonment no min. ... -
l months imprisonmenl 6 moaths min.
Committed to care of DCW till 18 years of age

1972—

7 years imprisonment 6 vears min.
6 years imprisonment 4 years min.
5 years imprisonment 2 years min.

1973—

6 years imprisonment no min. ...
Commilled 1o care DCW for 2 ears o
Committed to care DCW for 12 months

1974~

5 years imprisonment no min. ...

3 years imprisanment 3 years min.

3 years imprisonment 1§ months min.
5 years lmprlsonment 15 months min.
44 years imprisenment no min,

3¢ years imprisonment no min.

3§ years imprisonment 18 months min,
3 years lmprlsunmem no min. ..
3 years imprisonment 1 year mm

2k years imprisonment [ year min.

2 years rmprnsnnmem 6 months min,
2 years tmprisonment 2 monihs min.
Governor’s pleasure
Probation for 3 years .. .- -
Probation until [8 years of age

Good behaviour band $200 f'ur 2 years

[,

—_———

-
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Year Penalty

1975—

7% years imprisonmenl 4} years min. ...
7 years imprisonment 3} years min. ...
7 years imprisonment 3 years min.
6 years imprisonment on each of 2 charg-s
7 years imprisonment min.

6 years lmpnsunmcnt 5 years min.
6 years imprisonment 34 years min.
6 years imprisonment 3 years min.
6 years imprisonment 24 years min. ...
4} years imprisonment 16 months min.

4 years imprisonment 18 months min.

4 years imprisonment 12 months min.

3 years imprisonment on each of 2 chnrges
3} years min. .

3 years imprisonment ne min.

3 years imprisonment 15 months min.

3 years imprisonment 8 months min, ...

2§ years imprisonment 18 months min.

2 years imprisonment 8 months min.

18 months imprisonment 6 months min,

12 menths imprisonment 3 months min.
Governor's pleasure
Probaticn for 2 years ...

To care DCW for 2 years

To care DCW until 18 years of age

1976—

7 years imprisonment 5 years min
6 years imprisonment 4 years mi
6 years imprisonment 3 years mi
6 years imprisonment 2} years min.

6 years imprisonment no min.

5 years imprisontnent 4 years min.

3 years imprisonment no min. ...

2 years imprisonment no min.

2 months imprisonment no min.
Fine 3500 .
Good behaviour bond $500 for 12 months ...

(2) (b> Penalties involved

3699

Ne.
Offenders

b o g e )

o T e bod en e e e R bt

£ e = s —

(offender

armed with offensive weapon)

Year Penally

1966—
Nil

1967—
To reformatery prison, Governor's pleasure ...

1968—

Zyears imprisonment 2 years min.
1yearsa imprisonment 18 months min.
To reformatory prison, Governor's p]ensure

1965—

3 years imprisonmeni 18 months min.
To care DCW for 2 years .

1970—
6 years imprisonment 18 months min,

1971—

5 years imprisonment 3 years min. "
3 years imprisonment 18 months min.
To institution for 18 months

1972—

3 years imprisonment 13 months min.
To care DCW for 2 years
To care DCW till 18 years of age

1973—

4 years imprisonment 12 months min.

3 years imprisonment 15 months min.

3 years imprisonment 12 months min,

3 years imprisonment no min, ...
Governor’s pleasure

Probation for 2} years

Probation for 2 years

Probation for 1 year

Good behaviour bond $100 for 2 years
Teo care DCW for 2 years .

1974—

§ years imprisonment ne min. ...
6 months imprisonment no min.
Probaticn for 3 years. .

No.
Offender

bl ¥ 8 ]

B —
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1975—

5 years ;mpnsonmenl 2 years min.

3 years imprisonment 8 months min. ..

2 years imprisonmznt 12 months min.
To reformatory prison, Governor's pleasure ...
Good hehaviour bond $i 000 for 3 years ..
To care DCW for 2 years
Dismissed under Section 26 CWA

1976—

4 years imprisonment no min. .. -
4 years imprisonment 13} momhs min’

3 years imprisoament no min. ...
3 years imprisonmeny 12 months min.

2 years imprisonment no min. ...
I8 months imprisonmzni no min, -
Good behaviour bond 5300 for 2 years

28.

29.
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HEALTH

Venereal Disease: Reported Cases

Mr

T, H. JONES, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Health:

For the years 1966 to 1976 in-
clusive, will the Minister list the
reported cases of venereal disease
in Western Australia?

RIDGE replied:

1966—710

1967—839

1968—T79

1969—1 028
19'70—1 328
1971—1 493
1972—1 728
1973—1 952
1974—2 475
1975—2 648

Up to 30th September, 1976-—2 056.

ORD IRRIGATION SCHEME

Sugar Production

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

{1)

(&3]

What is the total area of sugar

cane which will be grown on the

Ord in 19772

If, as he stated in the Legislative

Assembly on 2nd November, 1976,

this crop "will be used to put

in more sugar”, then:

(a) what is the total area of sugar
which will be planted in the
Ord area in 1978;

what yield of cane is expected

from the Ord plantings in

1978;

is it proposed to process sugar

cane grown on the Ord in

1978, and if s0—

(i) have plans to canstruct
a mill been drawn up and
if so have tenders been
let, and how long will
construction take;

(ii) will bulk handling faci-
lities be required at Ku-
nunurra af the wharf-
slde; and if so. when will
a start be made on their
construction;

(b

—

()

30.

)]

Mr
(1)

@

3

Mr

(ili) will Ord sugar be shipped
from the existing Wynd-
ham port and if so will
the existing facilitles be
upgraded, or if from some
other poart, which one,
and will this require
building and precisely
where will this be:
if upgrading or construc-
tion of port facllities is
required when will such
work commence and be
completed;
what marketing arrange-
ments have been made
for sugar grown on the
Ord; and

(vi) what markets have been

established for Ord sugar
and at what price?

Has it been established, without
reservations, that all problems as-
soclated with the growing of sugar
on the Ord have been overcome,
and if not, what problems exist?
OLD replied:
Approximately 40 hectares on
pilot farm, plus small plantings of
new cultivars for appraisal.
Sugar planted in 1977 will be
mainly the Trojan cultivar but
will also include areas of new
cultivars being tested. Some of
the Trojan will be used as plant
cane and some could be used for
catile feeding trials currently
planned. The most promising of
the new cultivars will be built up
as a potential source for future
commercial plantings.
(a) Approximately 70 hectares.
{b) The average yleld is expected

to be in excess of 100 tonnes

per hectare.
(¢) No.

No. The aim of the current pro-
gramme is to identify problems
that may be associated with the
commercial growing of sugar cane
on the Ord.

v

v)

MILK
Quota Appeals Committee
BLAIKIE, to the Minister for

Agricultyre:

(8§

2)

€3]

Who are the members of the quota
appeals committee and what was
their date of appointment?
Since formation, on how many
days In each year has the com-
mittere met?

Would he advise the number of
oceasions that the quota appeals
committee has—

(a2) upheld appeals;

(b) dismissed appeals?
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Mr OLD replied:

(1) Mr K. H. Hogg, Mr D. 8. G.
Blears, and Mr B. J. QOates, were
appointed members of the Quota
Appeals Committee as from the
28th June, 1978.

(2) One day.
(3) (a) Nil
(b) One.

SCHOOLS
Dental Therapy Clinics
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

(1> How many primary schools in this
State have a free dental therapy

clinic established within their
confines?

(2) Which schools are they?

{3) What criteria are used when est-

ablishing free dental clinics at
schools?

Do any of the primary schools in
the Rockingham Shire comply
with the necessary criteria?

Which schools are they?

@

3

GRAYDEN replied:

39.

See answer to question 82 part (1)

on Thursday, the 21st October,

1976, in the Legislative Assembly.

{a} Dental condition of children,

{b) Numbers of disadvantaged
schools in various areas,

{c) General socio-economic levels
of the location,

(d) Access to alternative dental
care system,

{e) Concurrent Education De-
partment plans,

(f) Suitability of
schools.

and (5) Probably some primary
schools in the Rockingham area
comply with these criterla, how-
ever, it is not possible to name
these schools as the planning for
Rockingham has yet to be com-
pleted.

Mr
1)
(2}

sites within

1)

HIGH SCHOOL AT WARNBRO
Site and Establishment

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
Further to the Minister's state-
ment to this House in relation to
a high school for Warnbro:
(1) Where is the site for the
school?
(2) When is it expected that the
school will he established?

33.

34.

35.
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Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) On the eastern side of Warn-
bro Sound Avenue, opposite
Kingsbridge Road.

(2) There are currently no plans
tgteestablish a schoo] on this
site.

TRAFFIC ACCIDENTS

Simpson Avenue-Ennis Street
Intersection

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has he figures to show the number
of accidents that have aceurred at
the intersection of Simpson Ave-
nue and Ennis Street, Hillman?
Would he please provide me with
those figures?

Will he consider removing the
"_gwe way” signs at the intersec-
tion and replacing them with
“stop” signs?

O’'CONNOR replied:

Yes.

Four accidents have been reported
since January, 1976.

Site inspection will be made to

establish the need for a “stop”
sign.

2)
(&)

1
(2

3}

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Jervoise Bay Rationalisation Report

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
Will be please table a copy of the

Jeryoise Bay proposed rationali-
sation report?

Mr Ridge (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:

A preliminary interdepartmental
report has been referred to the
Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority and will be considered
in collaboration with interested
parties, and particularly the local
authority.

As soon as I have a fing] report

to hand, I would be glad to table
a copy.

TRAFFIC

Albany Highway-Royal Street
Intersection: Patrol

Mr BATEMAN to the Minist y
Trafn inister for

In view of the concern expressed
by parents who attended a general
public meeting at the Kenwick
Primary School on Wednesday,
27th October, regarding the safety
of their children crossing the in-
tersection of Albany Highway and
Royal Street, Kenwick, will he
advise—
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{1) Did his department receive a
letter from the secretary of
the meeting, Mrs G. Stevens,
requesting his department to
place a Road Traffic Auth-
ority patrol vehicle gt this in-
tersection between the hours
of 8.00 a.m. and 8.50 am. and
also at 3.20 pm. and 3456
p.m.?

If “Yes” why has not this re-
quest been agreed to?

Is he further aware that if
action is not taken by his de-
partment to ensure the safety
of these children attending
the Kenwick Primary School,
the parents intend to take
their own appropriate action?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
{1) Yes, the 29th October, 1878.

(2) The intersection in dquestion
is controlled by traffic lights.
It has, in peak times, a high
vehicle/pedestrian configura-
tion which, in the view of the
authority's officers, would best
be solved by a pedestrian
“walk'” phase. This sugges-
tion has been put forward to
the Main Roads Department.
The authority recognises the
dangers at the intersection
and keeps it under surveil-
lance as much as possible. It
is not believed practicable to
manually control the inter-
section in addition to the sig-
nal control.

{3) Yes.

(2)
&)

VOLUNTARY EMERGENCY
SERVICES

Insurance Cover

Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister for

Lahour and Industry:
Further to my question 73 on
Thursday, 21st October, and the
Minister’'s reply, would he inve-
stigate whether it is possible or
feasible to include groups affi-
liated with the wvoluntary sea
search and rescue organisation
within the same insurance scheme
as that provided for the State
Emergency Servlce or some suit-
able alternative?

GRAYDEN replied:

Whilst it may be possible to give
the coverage requested further
examination would need to he
undertaken by the State Emer-
gency Service and the member
should tfake this up with the
Minister under whose administra-
tion the State Emergency Service
lies.

317.

38.

39.

ALCOHOL AND DRUG AUTHORITY
Staff: Resignations

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Heaith:

(1) Since answering question 11 of
12th October, 1978 regarding stafl
resignations at the Alcohol and
Drug Authority clinic and hos-
pital, have any further resigna-
tlons been received?

If so, how many and in what
categories?

Have any further staff members
sought leave without pay?

If s0, how many?

What appointments have been
made to fill the vacancies created?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) Nursing staff—8§.
{3) and (4) No.

(5) Nil.

2)
3

4)
(5)

ALCOHOL AND DRUG AUTHORITY
Policy Statement: Tabling

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-

senting the Minister for Health:

(1> Will the Minister table a copy of
the “policy” of the Alcohol and
Drug Authority which was con-
veved to staff at a meeting on 3rd
November, 1976°9

(2) If not, why not?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) No.

(2) It is a primary statement of inter-
nal policy relating to only one
unit of those controlled by the
authority.

EDUCATION
Earthquakes.: Safefy Instruction

Mr MeIVER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware that during
the recent earth tremor at
Northam school students ran from
school buildings in an alarmed
manner?

If sp, will the Minister advise if
schoal children in Western Aus-
tralia are educated with regard
to the correct procedures to be
adopted in event of earthquake
or earth tremors?

Have the school children attend-
ing schools in the Northam region
been instructed with the correct.
measures to be adopted when an
earthquake or earth tremor is ex-
perienced?

If not, would the Minister give an
assurance that school children
will receive instruction as fo cor-
rect procedures to be undertaken

(2)

&)

4)
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in the event of an earthquake or
earth tremor or similar traumatic
situations?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

{1) No. There was no untoward be-
haviour. At one Northam school
the standard evacuation procedure
was used. At another the students
were already at recess. In the
other schools the effect was so
slight that children and teachers
were unaware of the disturbance.

{2} Emergency procedures to be used
by schools in a number of situa-
tions, including earthquakes, are
set out in Appendix D of “The
Teachers’ Handbook and Adminis-
trative Instructlons”. <(Copy of
relevant section tabled).

(3) Yes.
(4) Answered by (2),

The document was tabled (see paper
No. 536).

USED CARS
Backyard Decelers: Complaints

Mr McIVER, to the Minister for

Traffic:

{1) Would he advise if he has received
complaints on the operations of
backyard car dealers?

(2) If "Yes''—
(a) how many; and

(b) what action, if any, will he
be taking?

Mr QO'CONNOR replied:

(1) The Road Traffic Authority has
received complaints of unlicensed
car dealer operations.

(2) (a) About 10 in the past six
months.

(b) They will be referred to the
Bureau of Consumer Affairs.

THE CHILDREN OF GOD
ORGANISATION

Complaints

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Community
Welfare:

(1) Purther to my question 26 of 20th
October relating to the Children
of God in which the Minister
states no complaints have been
received by his department, is it
not a fact that on at least one
occasion at the Fremantle depart-
ment of the CWD on 29th July
last a complaint was lodged but
no help was given and no infor-
mation on the Children of God
was offered?

(2) Is the Minister aware of an orga-
nisation known as the Concerned
Citizens and Parents Association
of WA?

(3) If “Yes” to (2), what are the aims
of this organisation?

(4) Has the organisation given the
CWD any authenticated evidence
on the Children of God?

(5) If so, what are the Minister’s in-
tentions in regard to this infor-
mation?

Mr RIDGE replied.

(1) On the 29th July, 1976, a mother
made a general inquity about her
anxieties regarding her 15-year-
old daughter. She stated that it
was her daughter’s intention to
join the Children of God and she
produced a cuiting from the news-
paper about the organisation. The
inquirer was advised that she
could take steps to stop her
daunghter from leaving home and
also that should her daughter
leave without parental consent,
they could report her to the police
as a “missing person”. Futher-
more, the inquirer was informed
that should her daughter persist
in leaving home the parents could
make application to the court to
have her declared uncontrolled.

The inquirer was advised that
should she want the department
to be Involved at any stages, the
department would discuss the
matter further with daughter and
parents. At the conclusion of the
interview the lady concerned
stated that she would handle the
matter herself at this stage and
would contact the department
again if she were unsuccessful.
She appears not to have made any
further approaches to the depart-
ment. Accordingly the approach
was in the nature of a general
inquiry rather than g complaint.
Assistance was offered but was
not availed of.

(2) Apart from what is contained in
an article in the Daily News on
Monday, the 27th September, 1976
I have no specific knowledge of
the organisation known as “Con-
cerned Citizens and Parents
Association of Western Australia”.

(3) I have no specific knowledge of
the aims of the organisation.

{4) No authenticated evidence has
been given to this department by
the organisation relating to the
Children of God.

(8} My department will keep a close
eyve on developments and every
individual complaint will be deait
with on its merits.



3704

[ASSEMBLY]

QUESTIONS (3): WITHOUT NOTICE

1.

Mr

WOOL SHEARING
Trade Union Black Ban

GREWAR, to the Minister for

Labour and Industry:

Mr

What action is available ¢to
farmers whose properties and pro-
duce have been black hanned as
a result of employing nonunion
lahour or using wide or pulled
combs?

GRAYDEN replied:

I thank the honourable member

for some notice of this question.

The answer is as follows—
Action s available to respond-
ents to the Federal Pastoral
Industry Award under the Com-
monwealth Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission in
order to resolve the dispute.

2. OFFSHORE TERRITORIAL RIGHTS
Rejection of Request by Commonwealth

Mr
1)

2)
Sir
1)

JAMIESON, to the Premier:

Will the Premier table a copy of
the telex he received Irom the
Prime Minister in which Mr
Fraser rejected his request for an
extension oi the limits of the
State into offshore waters to
embrace the territorial sea?

If not, why not?

CHARLES COURT replied:

and (2) In answer to¢ the Leader
of the Opposition, in due course I
will seek permission from you, Mr
Speaker, to table the telex in
question,

I invite the attention of the House
to the fact that my approach had
the support of Tasmania as well
as Victoria, However, I am sur-
prised that the Leader of the
Opposition is not lending his sup-
port to the action taken by the
Western Australian Government
and some of the other States in
order to preserve the States’
authority in offshore areas.

The States have, in fact, admin-
istered the offshore area since
before Federation and the Com-
monwealth has played a very
small part in this. It is only in
recent years that the Common-
wealth has taken an active
interest.

We intend to press the Common-
wealth to reach finality on the
practical aspects of administering
the offshore areas and good sense
demonstrates that the States are
better and more loglcally equipped
to adminster most offshore
requirements,

The hest solution is what we
sought. I believe the Common-
wealth Government will eventu-
ally have to do what the USA
Congress did and vest sovereignty
in the States. However, unless
the States combine in approaches
to the Commonwealth, we will not
succeed in our efforts.

I do not regard the matter as
setiled. It is a political and not
a legal decision and I expect a
Commonwealth Government such
as the present one—committed to
a strong Federal system—to be
prepared to negotiate the whole
question.

The Prime Minister knows my
views that the final solution is
not one where the opinion of his
law advisers must be paramount.
I seek leave to table the felex,

The telex was tabled (see paper No. 537).

3. CANNING VALE INDUSTRIAL AREA
Land Acquisition; Inquiry by Mr

K. J. Townsing

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:;

o)

(2)
3
(4)

5

6)
D

(8)

Why did the Government appoint
Mr K. J. Townsing to inquire
into Government land dealings in
Canning Vale?
When was Mr
pointed?

To whom is Mr Townsing report-
ing?

What fee is Mr Townsing receiv-
ing for the inquiry?

When iz it expected that Mr
Townsing will complete his in-
gquiries?

Will his final report be made
public?

Will the Premier table a copy of
the interim report which, accord-
ing to a report in The West Aus-
traliean of the lst November, Mr
Townsing has already made?

If not, why not?

Townsing ap-

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

1)

Because of the allegations which
were heing made and the reports
that two hnewspapers were con-
templating feature articles deal-
ing with these allegations.

It was felt that, quite apart from
any inquiries the Minister made
within his own department it was
desirable to have & person who is
highly respected in the commun-
ity and who has a wide experience
in government administration and
the application of Statutes, to
study independently as quickly as
possible the operations of ILDA,
and report to the Government.
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(2) Mr Townsing was requested to
undertake this study on the 25th
Qctaber.

{3) The Premiler.

(4) Nil,

(5) No firm date is available, but it
is not expected that it will take
much longer.

{6) Most probably, yes, but no firm
commitment can be given bhe-
cause the nature of the report
may be such that premature dis-
closure of the contents could pre-
judice any action the Government
wants to take.

{7 No.

(8) Because it would be improper to
release such a document when a
more comprehensive study is in
the process of being completed.

BILLS (5): ASSENT

Message from the Governor received
and read notifying assent to the following
RBills—

1. Wildlife Conservation Act Amend-

ment Bill.

2. Security Agents Bill.

3. Joondalup Centre Bill.

4. Bkeleton Weed (Eradication Fund)

Act Amendment Bill

5. Royal Visit Holiday Bill.

LICENSED SURVEYORS ACT
AMENDMENT RILL
Message: Appropriations

Message from the Deputy Governor re-
ceived and read recommending appropria-
tions for the purposes of the Bill.

ADMINISTRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill recelved from the Council; and, on
motion by Mr O'Neil (Minister for Works),
read a first time.

Second Reading
MR O'NEIL (East Melville—Minister for
Works) [5.05 pm.]J: I move—
That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This Bill provides for two principal
amendments to the Administration Aect,
which follow largely recommendations
made by the Law Reform Commission.

The first proposal will increase the
amounts payable by way of distribution
on intestacy to the spouse and parents
of the deceased.

The second main proposal is to abolish
administration bonds whilst retaining
sureties to guarantee the administration
of the estate in certain cases.

There are also some other provisions
of an ancillary or general nature.
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The present laws in this State as to
the rules of distribution on intestacy are
as follows—

Where a deceased is survived by
his spouse and children, the spouse
receives the first $10 000 of the estate,
plus 5 per cent thereon from the date
of death to the date of distribution,
plus one-third of the residue and the
halance goes to the issue per stirpes.

Distribution of the property of an
intestate is per stirpes if it is divided
amongst those entitled to it, according
to the number of stocks of descent—
that is, if it is divided equally amongst
the surviving children of an intestate
individually, and the descendants of
deceased children collectively, so that
the descendants of a deceased child
take that child’s share between them.

Where there are issue, but no
spouse, the issue get the whole of the
estate; and,

Where there is a spouse but no .
issue, the spouse receives the first
$15 000 plus 5 per cent interest, plus
one-half of the residue. If there are
parents, but no brothers or sisters, or
children of hrothers or sisters, the
parents receive the balance of the
estate. Otherwise, the parents receive
the first $2 000 and one-half of the
residue, with remainder to brothers
and sisters and their children. If
there is no parent, the balance goes
to the hrothers and sisters, and their
children per stirpes and if there is
no brother or sister or their children
to the next of kin in accordance with
the Statutes of Distribution.

If the deceased leaves a spouse, but
no issue and no parent, brother, sister,
or children of brother or sister, the
whole estate goes to the spouse.

Where the deceased leaves a parent
but ne spouse or issue, the parent, or
parents, receive the first $2 000 and
one-half of the residue, with balance
to brothers and sisters and their chil-
dren, but if there is no brother or
sister or children thereof, the balance
goes to the parents.

Where the deceased leaves brothers
and sisters and their children, but no
spouse, issue or parent, the brothers
and sisters and their children take the
whole estate, otherwise the benefici-
aries will be the next of kini under the
Statutes of Distribution.

The Law Reform Commission, in a report
published in May, 1973, proposed that the
amount to go to the spouse should be
increased from $10000—the figure fixed
in 1965—to $25000. However, it is felt
that, in view of the passage of time since
the report was published, a more appropri-~
ate flgure would presently be $30 000 and
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this Bill has, therefore, trebled the amount
first going to the spouse from $10 000 to
$30 ¢00.

Where the deceased leaves a spouse and
issue, the Bill provides that the spouse will
now receive the first $30000 and 5 per
cent interest thereon, and one-third of the
residue, where there is more than one
child, but one-half of the residue if there
is,irl Oéle child only, or children of an only
child.

In adgition, the spouse will have the
right to purchase the matrimonial home
at market value, and the balance of the
estate will pass to the issue.

Where the deceased leaves issue, but no
spouse, the whole estate will pass to the
issue, and where the deceased leaves
spouse, but no issue, the spouse will re-
ceive the flrst $45000, plus 5 per cent
interest. and one-half the residue, with the
balance to the parent or parents if there
gre no brothers or sisters or children
thereof. OQOtherwise, the parents will re-
ceive the first $6 000 and one-half the resi-
due, with remainder to the brothers and
sisters and their children.

Ii there is no parent, the balance will
pass to the brothers and sisters and their
children, otherwise to the next of kin
under the Statutes of Distribution.

Where the deceased leaves a spouse but
no issue and no parent, brother, sister
or children of brother or sister, the same
provision will apply as at present; namely,
that the whole estate will pass to the
spouse.

Where the deceased leaves parents but
no spouse or issue, the parents will re-
ceive the first $6 000 and one-half the
residue, the balance going to the brothers
and sisters and their children, but if there
is no brother or sister or child thereof,
the balance will go to the parent or
parents.

Where the deceased leaves brothers and
sisters or their children, but no spouse,
issue or parents, the whole estate will
pass to the brothers and sisters and their
children.

It will be seen that the significant
changes which are contained in the Bill
have the effect of trebling the first amounts
which will be received by the spouse and
parents respectively, and this is con-
sidered reasonable, bearing in mind the
inflation which has occurred in recent
years.

In addition, the spouse will receive
household chattels, which are defined as
articles of personal or household use or
adornment, and the right to the purchase
of the matrimonial home. The Law Re-
form Comimission recommended that the
spouse also should have the right to pur-
chase other personal chattels but, as the
only personal chattels of significance in
the average case would be the motorear
and normally no problem would arise
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about purchasing a car at market value,
it is considered unnecessary to include
this provision.

Where the deceased leaves a spouse hut
no issue, the first amount going to the
spouse will be trebled from $15000 to
$45 000, and where there are parents, the
amount which they will receive primarily
will be increased from $2000 to $6 000,

The Law Reform Commission had sug-
gested that if no relatives of the specified
classes—inecluding nieces and nephews
and uncles ahd aunis—survived, the whole
estate should pass to the Crown.

However, this is not considered desir-
abhle, and it is felt that it is fairer, in
such circumstances, for the estate to pass
to the next of kin in accordance with the
recognised method of distribution set out
in the varicus Statutes of Distribution,
Although there are sometimes some tech-
nical problems associated with the ascer-
tainment of more distant relatives, it
nevertheless is considered reasonable that
they should still have an opportunity to
share in an intestate estate, rather than
that there should be an escheat to the
Crown.

One further matter which should per-
haps be mentioned for clarification is that
the household chattels will pass to the
surviving spouse, and he or she will have
the right to purchase the matrimonial
home, irrespective of whether or not there
are any issue surviving.

The second main proposal in the Bill
relates to the changes in the law affecting
administration bonds and sureties.

Under the provisions of the Administra-
tion Act, 1603, the administrator of an
estate must enter into a bond for an
amount equal to the gross value of the
estate hefore he obtains a grant of letters
of adminstration.

If there is defalcation by the adminis-
trator, any heneficiary or creditor suffering
injury may have the bond assigned to him
by the court, and then sue upon it in his
own name,

Normally, the administration bond must
be supported by two persons as sureties for
the amount of the bond, and this can
cause considerable inconvenience and ex-
pense in the administration of the estate.
The Supreme Court has power to reduce
the amount of the bond, but cannot dis-
pense with the bond.

The Law Reform Commission has re-
ported on the law relating to administra-
tion bonds and sureties, and recommends
that bonds should be abolished. The law
provides adequate remedies against a de-
faulting administrator, apart from the
bond, and the commission considered that
additional protection should be provided
by means of a guarantee by sureties in only
a limited range of circumstances.
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The commission recommends that any
such guarantee should be given hy two
persons, unless the guarantor is an ap-
proved company, or the applicant is a
trustee company. The guarantee should
be equal to the gross value of the estate,
and should be subject to increase or de-
crease by order of the Master of the
Supreme Court. Court control of actions
taken on the guarantee is recommended.

The commission also considered that
the duties of administrators should be
specified by Statute, as was done in Eng-
land in 1971.

Generally speaking, in relation to this
matter, the Bill follows the relevant
United Kingdom legislation under which
most of the detailed provisions are left
to be spelt out in the rules.

The effect of the Bill will be to reduce
the formalities required in applications for
letters of administration, with consequent
reduction in expense, and the time taken
to obtain a grant.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Bertram.

BILLS {2): RETURNED

1. Liquor Act Amendment Bill.

Bill returned from the Council with
amendments.

2. Nickel (Agnew)
Amendment Bill.
Bill rcturned from the Council with-
out amendment.

JUSTICES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on
motion by Mr (O’Neil (Minister for Works),
read a first time.

Second Reading

MR ONEIL (Esst Melville—Minister
for Works) [5.16 pm.]: I move—

That the Bill be now read & second

time.

There are two separate issues contained
in this Bill to amend the Justices Act, the
first of which is the need to provide for
certain formal steps to enable selected
Courts of Petty Sessions to carry out
functions assigned to them wunder the
Family Courts Act.

In order that the requirements of the
Family Courts Act in this regard may be
carried out, it is necessary that there be
some certainty as to sitting dates of these
selected courts of summary jurisdiction.
In addition, it is necessary that these
courts should have a seal; which is not
generally so of our Courts of Petty Ses-
sions.

Both of these objects will be achieved
by the proposed amendments to section
24 of the Act.

Agreement Act
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The second and perhaps, from a public
point of view, more important aspect of
the proposed amendmenis is intended to
update the provisions for appeals to the
Supreme Court from the decisions of
justices,

As announced publicly, the Attorney-
General has referred the wider question
of appeal procedures and the substantive
law in relation to rights and methods of
appeal to the Law Reform Commission for
detailed consideration., These present
amendments in the interim make no sub-
stantive changes to rights, forms and
times for appeal. They are to avoid the
possibility of either deliberate or careless
abuses of the present system—a few ex-
amples of which have received recent
widespead publicity.

There have, for many years, been two
methods of appeal from Courts of Petty
Sessions. The one, commoenly known as
“ordinary appeals”, is limited to cases
where a person has pleaded not guilty but
been convicted and imprisoned. In such
cases there is obviously need for a simple
and speedy form of appeal, and the exist-
ing provisions provide for notice of appeal
and recognisance to prosecute the appeal
to be served upon the clerk of petty ses-
sions and the person convicted then to be
released, pending the hearing of the ap-
peal.

As no great problems have arisen in
relation to this type of appeal, no changes
are proposed except as to certain formal
sfeps ior the transmission of documents
and the enforcement of decisions.

It is to the order nisi to review methed
of appeal which comprises the vast major-
ity of appeals that most of the provisions
of the Bill are directed. In fact, all but
10 or 12 appeals each year are carried on
by way of this order to review procedure.

The present provisions of the Act pro-
vide that a prospective appellant may go
before a Supreme Court judge in chambers
to obtain an order nisi to review the de-
cision from which he wishes to appeal.

Because of the need for speed, these
proceedings are er parfe—the respondent,
usually a police complainant, not being
present.

Once an order has been obtained, the
appellant is entitled to enter into a recog-
nizance before any justice of the peace,
the minimum amount being set at $50,
and then to be released from custody; still
without the police or the Crown knowing.
This is so evenn though he may be a person
sentenced on committal to the District
Court to, say, five years’ imprisonment for
a serious drug offence.

Once he is released, it is up to him to
serve the order hisl upon the police, thus
informing them for the first time of his
appeal and his release. It does not take
a great deal of imagination to realise that
he may “forget” to do this or that, by the
time his solicitor does so, the appellant,
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having obtained his release at a bargain
price, may have developed a sudden
yvearning for distant places.

When the order has been served,
assuming that it is, the appellant has the
responsibility of entering the appeal for
hearing and further undesirable delays
can Occur.

The Bill provides that the terms of the
recognizance are to be set by the judee
granting the order to review. This will
allow proper amounts and conditions to
be set and to be tailored, as with bail, to
the seriousness of the charge, and to any
relevant questions of security. There will
be no delay, because the appellant in any
event had to obtain his order nisi by hav-
ing his counsel attznd the Supreme Court
and the recognizance, once the judge has
set the terms, is still to be signed before
any justice,

This recognizance will then operate as
a stay of execution, and authorise the re-
lease of the appellant once presented to
his gaoler. This is achieved by the amend-
ments set out in the Bill. The effect is
the same as the present law,

The Bill also provides for the require-
ment of informing the police and the
Crown by providing for the Supreme
Court to forward a memorandum of the
granting of an order to review to—

{a) the clerk of petty sessions of the
court appealed from:

(b) the Attorney-General, and

(c) the other party to the order; who
will be, of course, in most cases,
the police complainant.

These persons are then alerted, even if
the appellant neglects or delays serving
his order to review.

The remaining amendments provide for
a number of procedural matters such as
the transmission of recognizaheces to the
Supreme Court, the issuing of proper
memoranda of decisions of the court, and
warrants to enforce those decisions, and
applications to the court by a respondent
seeking to strike out an appeal for want
of prosecution. Those amendments are
really only a tidying up and amplification
of provisions which already exist in the
Act as it presently stands.

Finally, it is proposed to widen section
96 of the Act to allow for prescribing
appropriate appeal rules and forms for
various matters relating to appeals.

In summary, then, the proposed amend-
ments are purely procedural. None of
them affects any right or method of
appeal. They do, however, ensure that
persons released from custody pending
their appeal will be released only on
appropriate terms set by a judge. This
is achieved without altering the system in
any way causative of delaying the release
of an appellant. In addition, the gate is
effectively closed to any undesirable delays
which can, and have been seen to oceur
under present procedures.
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I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Bertram.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 3)

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on
motion hy Mr O'Neil (Minister for Works),
read a first time.

Second Reading
MR O'NEIL (East Melville—Minister for
Works) [5.24 p.m.]l; I move—
That the Bill he now read & second
time.
The amendment to the Criminal Code
contained in this Bill has & relationship
with the proposazls already introduced in
respeet of the Evidence Act Amendment
Bill.

It may well be seen as part of the pro-
cess of removing from the law anything
which could have the effect of putting, or
keeping, women iIn a Dposition of sub-
servience. It is a process which is re-
ceiving much attention in many parts of
the world.

Section 325 of the Criminal Code of this
State provides that—

Any person who has carnal know-
ledge of a woman or girl, not his wife,
without her consent . . . is guilty of
a crime which is called rape.

The implication of the words ‘not his
wife” is that a husband cannot be guilty
of raping his wife. This we consider o
be unsatisfactory.

For the benefit of members, I will quote
the following passage from a report which
the Criminal Law and Penal Methods
Reform Committee of South Australia
made to the Government of that State
in March of this year. It states precisely
the policy behind the amendment which
this Bill proposes—

The view that the consent to sexual
intercourse given upon marriage can-
not he revoked during the subsistence
of the marriape is not in accord wi_th
modern thinking. In this community
today, it is anachronistic to suggest
that a wife is bound to submit to
intercourse with her husband when-
ever he wishes it, irrespective of her
own wishes. Nevertheless, it is only
in exceptional circumstances that the
criminal law should invade the bed-
room. To allow a prosecution _for rape
by a husband upon his wife with
whom he is cohabiting, might put a
dangerous weapon into the hands of
the vindictive wife, and an additional
strain upon the matrimonial rela-
tionship. The wife who is subjected to
force in the husband's pursuit of sex-
ual intercourse needs, in the first in-
stance, the protection of the Family



[Tuesday, 8 November, 15761

Law to enable her to leave her hus-
band and live in peace, apart from
him, and not the protection of the
criminal law. If she has already left
him, and is living apart from him,
and not under the same roof, when
he forces her to have sexual inter-
course with him without her consent,
then we can see no reason why he
should not be liable to prosecution for
rape.

It is therefore the intention with this
Bill to provide that a person separated
from his wife, and not residing in the same
residence as her, can be liable to prosecu-
tion for raping his wife, where an act of
sexual intercourse has occurred without
her consent.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Bertram.

WATERWAYS CONSERVATION BILL
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
P. V., Jones (Minister for Conservation

and the Environment), and transmitted to
the Couneil.

LEGISLATIVE REVIEW AND
ADVISORY COMMITTEE BILL

In Committee

Resumed from the 4th November. The
Chairman of Committees (Mr Thompson)
in the Chair; Sir Charles Court (Premier)
in charge of the Bill.

New clause 13—

The CHAIRMAN: Progress was reported
after the member for Mt. Hawthorn (Mr
Bertram) had moved that the following
new clause be added—

13. Nothing hereinbefore contained
will be construed to preclude any per-
son aggrieved by any report or recom-
mendation of the Committee from
appgaling to the Supreme Court
against any such Report or recom-
mendation in the manner and in the
time prescribed by Rules of the
Supreme Court.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Government
could not accept this new clause and for
very good reason. When the new clayse is
studied in relation to the purpose of the
Bill it will be seen to be both meaningless
and pointless because it must be remem-
bered that the committee’s report does not
have the force of law unless Parllament
acts upon it. This is like criticlsing the
report of the Ombudsman and endeavour-
ing to appeal to the Supreme Court against
it, or appealing to the Supreme Court
against the report of the Commissioner for
Consumer Affairs.
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These are reports only and they do not
have any Executive or other authority to
compel any action. For example, an appeal
is made to the Supreme Court only agalnst
a situation in which or under which some
right is taken away or some lability
created. No rights or liabilities are affected
by the reports unless the Parliament so
acts.

I can only assume the purpose of the
Bill has been misunderstocd or not
thoroughly researched. I had the honour-
able member’s new clause studied by the
Crown Law Department to ascertzin
whether it had any merit within the
framework of the legislation, and its advice
to me is that it has none.

I put the gquestion to the honourable
member: If Parliament acts—and that is
entirely in the hands of Parliament—
surely the honcurable member would not
then consider having a right of appeal to
the Supreme Court against Parliament's
action? If so he would be doinz exactly
what he criticises the Bill for doing.

Mr Bertram: Has the tribunal any
obligation to give reasons for its recom-
mendations?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The advisory
committee—and that is all it 1s—-will make
its report to the Parliament and the pre-
siding officer will table it and it is entirely
up to the Parliament whether it takes any
action when the report has been read.
Apparently the honourable member has
misconstruad the role of the committee.
It will not take any Executive actlon in
the normal way, but will do the work of
review which is prescribed perticularly in
respect of clauses 7 and 9, Then, if it feels
it should, it will make the appropriate
reports to the presiding officers.

I have searched long and hard to find
a reason for this clause being added and
whether, if it were, it would have any force
and effect, and I come back to the point
that the more I look at it the more I advise
the Committee that it would be mean-
ingless and poiniless and have no relativity
to the wording or the spirit of the Bill
Therefore the Government cannot go along
with the new clause which has been pro-
posed.

When moving the third reading I will
make reference to a polint raised by the
honourable member on, I think, clause 11
regarding sub judice, and also make refer-
ence to the amendments sought by the
member for Boulder-Dundas; hut a dis-
cussion on those items would be irrelevant
on this particular new clause which I
oppcse.

New clause put and negatived.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and
the report adopted.
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Third Reading

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands—
Premier) (5.35p.m.]: I move—

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

I want to honour a commitment I made
to the member for Boulder-Dundas and
the member for Mt. Hawthorn., The mem-
her for Boulder-Dundas moved to add
certaln words in clause 7 in order to give
effect to what he believed was necessary
to ensure that the traditional freedoms of
Her Majesty's subjects, to use his own
words, would be thoroughly studled and
taken into account by the committee as
distinet from the pure question of matters
established as rights under the law. I said
at the time I was attracted to his amend-
ment because it appeared to give effect to
what the Government intended, but I had
& reservation as to whether it was sufficient
to insert the words he proposed at that
particular point or, if they were appropri-
ate at that point, whether it was wrong
to include them in only the one place and
not also in another part of the Bill,

I have had the matter researched and it
is now proposed, as promised, to have some
amendments inserted in another place, the
exact wording of which I will make avail-
able to both the member for Mt. Hawthorn
and the member for Boulder-Dundas in
due course. Those amendments will, I
think, give effect to what was said by the
member for Boulder-Dundas and will at
the same time clarify the matter and re-
move any possible doubts the member for
Mt. Hawthorn might have had, because I
do believe what the member for Boulder-
Dundas sought to achieve when done in
two different clauses will, in fact, satisfy
everyone.

On the other question ralsed by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn, as I under-
stood it, he foreshadowed a situation
where someone scught to take action in
respect of a report and wanted to go to
the Supreme Court. He asked whether
there would be any sub judice provision so
far as the Parliament was concerned in
respect of such action.

Firstly, for reasons I have already given
when considering the suggested new clause
13, there is no such actlon which can be
foreshadowed by me or those who advise
me; but even assuming there was an
extraordinary situation andg such action
could take place, the matter would be en-
tirely in the hands of Parliament which
would be completely supreme. In view of
the Statute, the advice I have received 1s
first of all that no sub judice situation
would arise hecause no-one could contem-
plate the t¥pe of action foreshadowed by
the honourable member, but even if there
were some extraordinary situation it
would not, in any case, prejudice the con-
sideration of the report and action by
the Parllament because it would be
supreme in this pariicular matter.
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Question put and passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted
to the Council.

SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNALS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 2nd November.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) [5.40p.m.1:
This Bill calls upon Parliament to agree
to a proposal by the Government that a
second referee be appointed for the Small
Claims Tribunal to overcome the problem
which has occurred hecause of an in-
creased number of cases coming before
it, and also {o amend the Act s0 that the
proposed appeintee will he able to act
even though he receives a remuneration
from some other source. In this case the
Government intends to appoint a magi-
strate and the Act would prevent that
appointment being made because a magi-
strate is already paid.

I regret that there has been an in-
crease in the number of claims before the
tribunal, ©One would have thought that
after the tribunal had been in operation
for some time traders would begin to
realise they have certain obligations and
that they must keep some sort of ethies
within the trade; but unfortunately there
seemn to be people in the private enter-
prise system who want to work outside
the normal ethies of trading and the only
recourse the consumer has is to take his
case before tie Small Claims Tribunal.

The Opposition has no objection to the
legislation.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco} [5.42 pm.l:
When reading through the Act I dis-
covered what T suggest is an anomaly.
Section 7 provides that a referee must be
a barrister or solicitor of the court of
Western Australia and can deal with cases
involving sums of up to $500. However,
under the Local Courts Act magistrates
do not have to be barristers or solicitors,
but they can deal with cases involving
sums of up to $3 000. I believe this is an
anomaly and the Local Courts Act should
be amended to provide that the magi-
strates dealing with the larger sums should
have the eguivalent qualification required
of those dealing with cases involving
smaller sums.

I thought I should draw that point to
the attention of members.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [5.43
p.m.l: This is an extremely disappointing
Bl

Sir Charles Court: Confllct in the Op-
position.

Mr BERTRAM: The fact that it is
necessary for the Bill to be hefore Parlia-
ment is very bad because 1t makes mani-
fest to the public at large, as the member
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for Maylands polnted out, that the busi-
ness community has not recognised there
i1s a need for 1t to lift its performance, and
consequently the business of the tribunal
has grown to a polnt where there is need
to appoint a reserve or additional referee.
So it Is disappointing to that extent.

It is also gravely disappolnting because
the Act has now been in operation since
1974. It was Act No. 69 of that year and
it was brought Into existence In order
that people with small c¢laims, who are so
very often the people we on this side of the
House represent—that is to say, the little
people—may be able to get justice as
distinct from law.

That 1s the purpose of the legislation.
Plaintiffs have long since come to realise
that if the sum of money claimed against
them {5 of a failrly small dimension the
claimant cannot get justice because he
would be advised by his solieitor, "*Yes, you
can bring action for $100 or $150 snd you
may succeed but by the time you pay my
costs you will be out of pocket.” Therefore
the Small Claims Tribunal was Intended to
inject a little more justice Into the law in
respect of small claims, and mercifully that
has been achieved to a slgnificant extent.

What we should have befare this Parlia-
ment today is noi this petiy Bill but
something more worth while. I have no
chjection to increasing the number of ref-
erees, if In fact the volume of work exists
and the business community 1s nat facing
up to its responsibilitles sufficiently well.
But what we should have here today is at
least an extension of the nature of claims
which e¢an be dealt with by the Small
Claims Tribunal, especially with torts and
more particularly with the tort which hap-
pens to be negligence involving motor
vehicles, because the situation with the
Small Clalms Tribunal in respect of motor
vehicles Is stlll the same as that in res-
pect of contracts.

If there Is a small accldent down the
street and somebody’s vehicle is damaged
to the tune of $100 to $200, that )erson
cannot recover the money because when
he goes to a solicitor the solicltor advises
him, “¥Yes, we can bring the clalm and
you can win, but by the time you pay my
costs and the expenses incldenlal to the
litigation—loss of time and the rest of it
—you will be in deblt rather than In
credit.” As a consequence, literally hund-
reds of people—perhaps thousands, and
probably more than are in fact affected
by the present Small Claims Tribunal—
are being denied justice. They are being
denied their money and it is just another
form of robbery.

There is a crying need for something
tc be done to protect those who are
currently losing in total hundreds of
thousands of dollars a year merely be-
cause our laws are substandard. That
is not good enough and if the Minister
were worth his salt he would know
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that; if he did not know it, he knows
it now. Something should be done to
protect hundreds of people who are not
only suffering the inconvenience of hav-
ing their wvehicles damaged—sometimes
by wrongdoers who are 100 per cent
to blame—and the loss of use of their
vehicles, but who also have no hope of
recovering demages because the law is
structured in such a way that for them to
attempt recovery would be utter folly.
Either they would finish up financially
worse off than if they had not brought any
action or the gain to them would be
small and would involve all the inconveni-
ence and trauma attached to bringing an
action.

1 raise thai protest and hope the Gov-
ernment will do something as soon as it
can to extend the powers of the Small
Claims Tribunal.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth—Minister
for Consumer Affairs} (549 pam.]: I thank
the Opposition for its support of the Bill
but I reject as absolutely spurious the
comments of the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn, I inform him that the only reason
it is necessary to appoint an additional
referee is that we, as a Government, have
gone out of cur way to publicise the fact
that the Small Claims Tribunal is in exis-
tence. It has been extraordinarily suc-
cessful and is handling 80 cases a month
as a consequence of our advertising it
widely.

Yei, when we atiempt to provide adai-
tional referees we receive criticism of the
kind levelled by the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn. It is simply sour grapes on his part
because it was & Liberal-Country Party
coalition Government which introduced
the Small Claims Tribunal, and I inform
the honourable member it has been ex-
tremely successful.

The member for Subiaco raised a point
in respect of section 7 of the Act. The
field as far as the appointment of a
referee is concerned was confined to bar-
risters, solicitors, atforneys, and proctors
of the Supreme Court for the very good
reason that one of the objectlves of the
tribunal is to enable people to take cases
before it at a very low cost. People go to
the tribunal without any representation
unless they have special dispensation from
the referee. In those circumstances the
referee is required to have legal knowledge,
and those gualifications were inserted in
the parent Act for that specific reason.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commiltee, elc.

Bill passed through Committee without
debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.
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Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr Grayden (Minister for Consumer
Affairs), and transmitted to the Council.

RIGHTS IN WATER AND
IRRIGATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL
Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 2nd November,

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.54 p.m.]:
This is a very small Bill. When introducing
it the Minister pointed out that in 1874
it had been found necessary to amend the
Act to provide for control where agree-
ments were ratified and the control of
water was covered by other legislation. He
also pointed out that the Bill will provide
more flexibility. Where certain areas are
defined for jurisdiction they will not be
covered by the provisions of the legislation,
The Bill also gives the Minister power to
make regulations and set fees. The Oppost-
tien has no argument about the Bill.

MR TAYLOR (Cockburn) [555 p.m.l:
This measure was introduced only last
Thursday, I think.

Mr O’Neil: On the 2nd November.

Mr TAYLOR: I was looking for an
excuse for not having studied the Bill as
well as I might have and I was hoping it
had been Introduced only four days ago,
but I find it was infroduced about seven
days ago.

I would like the Minister to clarify fwo
points. One relates to a portion of my own
electorate where an Industrial asreement
with Alcoa permits certain action to be
taken with respect to the disposal of red
mud. I presume this is the type of agree-
ment which the Biil covers, {n that such
areas are subject to special agreements
and therefore would not be covered by the
general legislation.

At the same time, at least part of the
new mud lake being created falls within
the Jandakot water reserve—the new area
delineated—and I presume such areas as
the Jandakot water reserve would be ex-
cluded from the legislation because they
are established for a special purpose. One
area overlaps another which may fall out-
side the ambit of the legislation and I
would be Interested to know who will he
responsible in that event.

The second point I would like clarified
relates to regulations. The Minister covered
tt in four lines in Hansard, where he sald—

The Bill also includes provisions to
permi; the making of regulations and
the charging of fees—matiers which
were not included in the 1974 amend-
ing Act.

No further explanation was given. The
proposed new sectlon 27H(2) reads—

(2) A regulation made under this
section may discriminate according to
different premises, trades, Industries,
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processes or otherwise and may pro-
vide for differing fees to be payable, or
for the remission of fees that would
otherwise be payable, according to
prescribed factors,

This is a new provision, as I understand it,
and it seems to me it could have falrly
wide-ranging possibilities in that it gives
power to a Government to make regula-
tions with respect to different premises,
trades, industries, and so on.

Considerable debatz on ihis provision
is taking place in the Jandakot area, at
least, and as the population grows and
the need for water increases, and the ob-
lgatlons of Governments extend further
in attempts to obtaln adequate water sup-
plles, such a regulation could perhaps be
used agalnst those who are carrying on
agricultural pursuits on such land.

I have in mind that in parts cf Janda-
kot, for example, the water table is very
close to the surface and at least one
resident 1s very worried about the lkely
pumping of water from the area because
the water table could drop two or three
feet, thus taking away a source of potable
water which he suggests runs through his
property in a line of c¢lear sand.

Could a Government say that because
the Pariiament had agreed that this area,
for example, would hecome & water con-
servation area, those with piggeties or
poultry farms, or those whg were tralning
horses in the area, would have tc he
Heensed because their pursuits could cause
pollution of such groundwaters? Ferhaps
the regulations could have the effect vir-
tually of putting people out of business
or requiring them to change their gpera-
tions In a dramatic way.

In short I am seeking Information. I will
not speak authoritatively on this at the
mement, but will allow the Minister to
comment. However, the fact that we are
being asked to bring in this power (o
make regulations and to issue dlsposal
licences, that there may be diserim-
ination between permits given to different
industries, and that the payment of fees
may he required, seems quite a dramatic
change. I would like elucldation on that.

MR O'NEIL (BEast Melville—Minister for
Water Supplies) [6.01 pm.l1 Firstly, I
thank those members who have contributed
to the debate on this Bill, For the benefit
of the Chamber and those members who
need perhaps to look more closely at this
Bill, including people outside this Chamber,
I would like to say something I omitted to
say in my introductory speech. This Bill
has an unusual title. It Is “A Bill for an
Act to amend the Rights in Water and
Irrigation Act Amendment Act, 1974”, At
least two people have approached me in
respect of this; one attempted to read the
contents of this Bill into the parent Act,
and found they did not fit.
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The Rights in Water and Irrigation Act
Amendment Act, 1974, has not heen pro-
claimed, although it has been passed. This
Bill amends that Act of 1974; and then
conjointly they can be written into the
parent Statute, I point that out for the
benefit of those who may get lost in trying
to do that.

To answer the specific question of the
member for Cockburn, firstly, the Bill
specifically sets out to exempt from the
control of the Rights in Water and Irriga-
tion Act Amendment Act, 1974, those areas
which are already subject to control. For
example, the area adjacent to the Swan
River is already controlled by the Swan
River Conservation Board under its Act,
and we do not believe a second set of
rules and regulations is necessary in re-
spect of that area. Perhaps that is a
reference which should not have been
used because that river, or a great part
of it, lies within the metropolitan area
and the land surrounding it falls within
the jurisdiction of the Metropolitan Water
Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Act, which
Act contains the provisions which the
member for Cockburn is now questioning.

However, it is quite clear that it is
necessary in areas which are declared as
underground water reserves or as water
reserves that the Government of the day
has the power to control and prevent
pollution of those waters. It must,
therefore, have power to control the spill-
age of waste in those areas. Of course,
some of the wastes that are spilled are
not pollutants ai ail and may on analysis
be permitted to be disposed of.

In the case of the Swan River Con-
servation Board, licences are issued to
varipus industries, trades, and premises
to dispose of their liquid waste into the
river. However, it is important that such
wastes are regularly monitored and
checked—as they are—and so fees must
be charged for licences in order that the
cost of carrying out the necessary surveys
and testing of wastes may be recovered,
In that one sentence I think I have ex-
plained the reason there must be authority
to permit us to license the discharge of
waste in controlled areas in certain in-
stances, and to charge fees for licences in
order to recover the cost of monitoring
and carrying out appropriate analyses of
the waste that is being disposed of. Of
course, the quantum and type of waste
will vary according to the type of pre-
mises, the type of trade, and the type
of industry concerned.

In this Bill we are providing rights
under the Rights in Water and Irrigation
Act, which extends more to the rural part
of the community than the metropolitan
area. These rights are the same as those
which already exist in the Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage
Act. which was before the House quite re-
cently for amendment and in which case
some of the problems which concern
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people in the Jandakot water reserve area
were canvassed reasongbly fully. I under-
stand the member for Cockburn, together
with officers of the Metropolitan Water
Board, discussed the problem with those
concerned on site; and, as a result, legis-
lation passed this House with some com-
ment but without great opposition.

Mr Taylor: I agree it was passed amic-
ably, but it was not in connection with
the possible pollution by residents. This
Bill refers to the disposal of effluent and
the possible pollution of the water,

Mr O'NEIL: Yes, it refers to the disposal
of effluent whether by residents, trades-
men, or the occupiers of shops, factories,
or warehouses which are within the con-
trolled area. There is not always a need
to ban entirely the disposal of effluent,
because it may not be noxious. However,
there is certainly a requirement for us to
be able to ensure that we can either ban,
restrict, or apply conditions to the disposal
of effluent in an area where that effluent
could perhaps leach through to the ground-
water, which may be used.

The other question raised by the mem-
ber for Cockburn was in respect of red
mud lakes adjacent {o the Jandakot water
area. The Bill expressly provides an ex-
emption in respect of those industries
covered by a specific agreement. To do
otherwise would be to abrogate such an
agreement. The Government is satisfled
that within the terms and conditions of
this particular agreement every control
possible is available to the Government
in respect of poilution. The condition of
the red mud lakes is very well controlled
and monitored, and it is believed that
within the terms of the agreement there is
adequate control for the disposal of that
kind of waste. Therefore, there is no need
to have a second level of control in this
legislation. That is why the Bill exempts
those areas which are already subject to
control under existing legislation, whether
by way of industrial development agree-
ments or by way of Statute as in the case
of the Swan River Conservation Board.

I do not think I have missed anything;
the member may interject if I have.

Mr Taylor: Proposed new section 27G
(1) (b) states that the Governor, on the
recommendation of the Minister, may
from time to time by proclamation declare
that certain waters and land subject to
the provisions of any other Act shall be
excluded. Would the Jandakot area be
excluded because it is the subject of
another Act?

The SPEAKER: This
mittee work.

Mr O’NEIL: Yes, Sir. However, to
answer the interjection, that provision
covers things which might oceur in the
future where it may be necessary for the
Governor to exempt a particular operation
from this Statute if it is already covered
under another Statute or agreement.

is really Com-
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee

The Deputy Chajrman of Committees
(Mr Blaikie) in the Chair; Mr O'Neil
(Minister for Water Supplies) in charge of
the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section 13 amended—

Mr TAYLOR: I again draw the Min-
ister’s attention to the wording of pro-
posed new seciion 279G (1) (). The Jan-
dakot water reserve area is subject to
the provisions of another Act. I would
like the Minister to clarify whether, be-
cause that area has heen designated a
water reserve area under another Act, it is
automatically excluded from this Act, or
whether & special proclamation to exclude
it is necessary.

Mr O'NEIL: The provision simply
means that where there is some other Act
which Is amended to such an extent that
adequate provision for the protection of
underground water is contained in that
Act, the area may he exempted from the
provisions of the Act now before us.

Mr Taylor: It could be exempted, sub-
ject to the Minister?

Mr O'NEIL: Let me say this: It is
basically the intention of the Government
under alt its legislatlon to ensure the
purity of underground water resources
which will be used more and more in the
future. It does not matter whether that
protection is afforded under this or any
other Statute. If adequate protection
exists in some other Statute, the Public
Works Department and its Minister ate
perfectly happy to proclaim the area in
guestion to be exempted from the provi-
sions of the Rights in Water and Irriga-
tion Act.

Mr Taylor: At the moment the Jan-
dakot area. has not been so proclaimed:
therefore, it is subject to this Statute?

Mr O’NEIL: The Jandakot water area
has been proclaimed as such by the tabling
of documents in this House.

Mr Taylor: It has not been proclaimed
as exempted?

Mr O'NEIL: No, because the Bill has
not yet passed. If this Bill becomes law
and it is found that area is adequately
covered under the provisions of the Met-
ropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and
Drainage Act, then it need not be subject
to thils measure.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and
the report adopted.
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Third Reading
Biil read a third time, on motion by Mr
O'Neil (Minister for Water Supplies), and
transmitted to the Councll.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

ROAD MAINTENANCE (CONTRIBU-
TION) ACT AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 2nd November.

MR McIVER (Avon) [(7.30 p.m.l: The
measure bhefore us seeks to amend the
Reoad Maintenance (Contribution) Act,
1965-1976. When the expression “road
maintenance” is mentioned at any stage
it makes road hauliers shudder; especially
does this apply to those road hauliers in
the north-west of our State.

This is a very controversial subject and
cne that has been discussed at length
over a long period of time; ever since its
inception in 1954, When the Tonkin Gov-
ernment came to power in 1971, one of
the planks of its platform was to re-
move road maintenance tax.

Mr Thompson: But it was not to bring
in something else.

Mr McIVER: But despite our efforts the
geriatric wing of this Parliament refused
the passage of the legislation and accord-
ingly it was not to be—road mainienance
tax was not removed.

Many suggestions have been made from
time to time by the political parties as to
what should replace this tax. A sugges-
tion has been made that it should be re-
placed by a fuel tax, for example, but
in this respect we run into difficulties with
the Constitution and the excise problem
because, of course, this is a Federal matter.

We must look at this in reality, and in
order to place the matter in perspective
I will give the House a few facts about
the tax. The money the Government re-
ceived this financial year amounted to
$4 449 626.

Mr Bertram: Peanuts.

Mr McIVER: With the provision con-
tained in the Bill before us the Govern-
ment will probably receive a further $1
million. In relation to that aspect we
must also bear in mind that we attract
matching money from the Federal Gov-
ernment in this regard. So if we con-
sider a figure of $6 million—and I still
feel that figure is quite conservative—
and we are looking for something to re-
place road maintenance tax we must con-
sider something that will give us that
amount of revenue, because money re-
ceived from road maintenance tax goes
into a reserve fund at the Treasury from
which the Main Roads Department draws
funds for the maintenance of our road
system in Western Australia. As we ex-
pand—and with the inflated cost of road
construction and maintenance—this is
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one source to which the department looks
to enable it to continue with its main-
tenance programme.

For the benefit of the House I feel we
should also consider the history of the
road maintenance tax so that everyone
in the Chamber will be aware of the for-
mula, how it is derlved, and how it applies.

Prior to 1954 interstate road hauliers
had the privilege of using the Western
Australian roads without having to pay
one cent ecither by way of licence fees or
transport fees. This was quite a luxury.
However, when road maintenance tax was
introduced in Western Australia it was
not long before the other States followed
sult. X think it is worthy of note that
since 1954 the basic rate, which I will
explain in a minute, has not been in-
creased, but in the other States the vary-
ing legislation from State to State has
fluctuated over a number of years.

Mr O'Neil: Was not Western Australia
the last State to introduce a form of road
maintenance tax.

Mr McIVER: That is so.

Mr Harman: We are the last State to
do a lot of things.

ltMr Watt: And elso the first to do a
ot.

Mr McIVER: As members would be
awate, all vehicles which are licensed with
a tare weight of 8.13 tonnes and over are
liable for the payment of a tax. In South
Australia the weight is 8.15 tonnes and in
the other States it is 4.1 fonnes. I might
mention that the cother States do not have
the concessions we enjoy here.

So it can be seen that all the other
States use this tax formula to obtain
money for the various major highways in
their States. As I have already men-
tioned, the rating is over 8.13 tonnes, and
it is worked out on the tare of the vehicle
plus 40 per cent of the lead capacity. So if
we consider, say, an ordinary tip vehicle
which weighs 9 260 kilograms we will find
a rate of 19¢ per kilometre is payvable. We
then come to the great road trains in the
Kimberley that weigh 46931 kilograms
and the payment is 7.12¢ per kilometre.

Mr O'Neil: If they carry stock they are
exempt, of course.

Mr McIVER: That is so, but many of
them are not exempt. We all know that
those that carry stock are exempt, but I
am referring to the formula that is used as
it relates to the cents per mile pald and I
have given & simple example of how this
is arrived at.

Speaking on that point, to overcome the
atrocious road system in the area con-
cerngd the road tralns in the north-west
find it necessary to carry ballast, and when
they are lpaded with cattle they are gen-
erally over their tare weight and, of course,
the operators pay twice—they pay the road
maintenance tax and, the vehicles being
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overweight, they are generally apprehended
and are required to pay a penalty. This is
a very blg problem and I cannot see how
we can overcome it until there is a change
of Government.

Mr Thompson: Did you say they were
cattle trucks?

Mr McIVER: I referred to catfle trains
in the north-west, The operators find it
necessary to carry bhallast, and after they
have picked up the cattle generally the
vehicles are found to be overweight while
using the road. The ballast cannot he dis-
charged and being overweight they are re-
quired to pay a heavy fine,

Mr Harman: The member for Kimberley
has been aware of this problem but he has
not done anything ahout it for three years.

Mr Watt: For how long has the problem
existed—only three years?

Mr Harman: He has been there for nine
years.

Mr Watt: The problem has not existed
for three years. Can you tell us for how
long it has existed?

Mr O’Neil: I think the member for Avon
should Interject at this stage!

Mr McIVER: After considering the pre-
amble to the Bill and a brief histery of
read maintenance tax, let us now consider
the provisions contained in the amending
Bill and see their purpose. The Transport
Commission has found over a long period
of time that its authority is restricted in
ronnection with the yerification of records
of certain operators. Although the opera-
tors are compelled to keep records, when
anyone Is appreheneded in connectlon with
road maintenance tax and is taken to
court the commission finds it extremely
difficult to prove that the operator has not
been evading road maintenance tax; be-
cause under the section of the Act, gener-
ally speaking, the coperator is not fined
for evading the payment of road mainten-
ance tax but for the nonsubmission of
returns.

As a consequence of this the provision
in the Bill eliminates that factor and gives
the Transport Commission greater auth-
ority to check the records of the varlous
road operators. Prom time to time the
commission has come under a great deal of
criticism in relation to this aspect, but we
must be falr; the commission 1s carrying
out only what we in Parliament have set
down. We make the laws and it Is for the
commission and its officers to carry them
out. I feel that a great deal of the eriticlsm
levelled at the commission from time to
time 1s quite unfalr. We are the law makers
and the commission is the ¢ollecting agent.
So I do think we should be fair about this.

From time to time, and especilally during
the regime of the Tonkin Government, a
special committee has been set up to look
at the guidelines, particuiarly when opera-
tors have found it extremely difficult to
pay the road maintenance tax under the



3716

formula I have already indicated. In the
legislation contemplated by the Tonkin
Government consideration was given to all
aspects of a personm’s abllity to pay, so
that an operator did not have to face a
charge of bankruptey.

Unfortunately it is the subcontractor
who gets the rubbish to cart from the
biz monopolies; it is he who endeavours
to evade road maintenance tax so that he
may keep abreast of his rising mainten-
ance costs, especially on his long hauls to
the north, Such a subcontracter usually is
given a load which is not a good paying
load; and it needs only one of the huge
tyres to burst for him to find himself
heavily in debt.

As you are aware, Mr Speaker, when I
was speaking on the question of transport
costs not long ago 1 indlcated that in
transport itself there are few sections of
private enterprise that find themselves
faced with bankruptecy and in financial
difficultles as do the subcontractor and
the private operator. It is a very big
problem indeed.

Mr Thompson: What, percentage of their
cost structure does road mainienance tax
constitute?

Mr McIVER: I have just given the
formulae.

Mr Thompson: That is the way they
calculate road maintenance tax; but what
percentage of the overall cost of the truck
operation js road maintenance tax?

Mr McIVER: I cannot give a specific
enswer, because this would vary according
to thelr journeys and the tare weights of
the vehicles, But certainly it would be a
large sum.

Mr Thompson:
point,

Mr T. H. Jones; They are all going into
bankruptey.

Mr McIVER: I suggest the member for
Kalamunda has a look at this. A further
provision in the Bill makes it necessary
for them to carry accurate documents con-
cerning their destination. Prior to the
amending Bill there was nothing to indi-
cate where an operator was going. Let
us say he was going from Kwinana to
Moora according to the documents he had.
However, there was no way of checking
that he was not going from Kwinana to
Port Hedland., The transport authority was
unable to prove this aspect when a case
was faken to court.

The provisions of the Bill will eliminate
this difficulty and will enable accurate
verification to be made as a result of the
records that are kept, so that if there is a
breach of the law and an operator is taken
to court it will be possible to substantiate
the charge by means of the document—it
will be possible to confirm that the oper-
ator has travelled to Port Hedland and not

It is a fairly minor
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to Moora as he had indicated. Not every-
one does that, although there are always
the unscrupulous few who try to evade
their responsibilities.

The money derived from the road main-
tenance tax 1s paid into a reserve fund
at the Treasury from which the Main
Roads Department draws. I would like
more of the moneys In that fund to be
spent on the reoads in the north-west.
I have just come back from a
tour of the Kimberley reglon, in company
with the shadow Minister for Police and
Works. We were shown the roads in that
part of the State, and we found them to
be in a shocking condition.

I realise it will take a great deal of
money to construct and to maintain high-
ways, but I would like more money in the
reserve fund at the Treasury to be spent
on the roads in the north-west, because
the road operators and the people of that
region are the hardest hit by the road
maeaintenance tax.

Mr Sibson: That is why they need more
than one value to one vote.

Mr McIVER: The honourable member
cannot growl about the roads in his
electorate. I suggest that the people In
the south-west region of the State are
being speilt in this regard. In the north-
west I find that in respect of the Halls
Creek-Broome road a stretch of only 35
kilometres still needs to be sealed. We
would like to see the long stretch to Fitzroy
Crossing sealed also.

We know that most of the mustering
of cattle these days is carried out by the
use of helicopters. However, some of the
tracks which the vehicles have to traverse,
leading from the main roads, have to be
seen to be belteved; the state of those
tracks is shocking. More money should be
channelled into this region of the State
to enable the road operators to offset the
high cost of maintenance of their
vehicles,

It is quite evident that this Government
does not intend to do anything in that
regard. The Labor Party announced its
policy to seal the Broome-Port Hedland
road, if it is elected—

Sir Charles Court: That work has al-
ready started.

Mr McIVER: We have heard the Gov-
ernment saying that this work cannot be
done by us. What it is saying is, “We
can do it when we are in Government,
but you in the Opposition cannot.” There
is no need for me to deal with the Bill
further. It is only a small amendment to
the Road Maintenance (Contribution) Act,
which assists administration by the Trans-
port Commission.

As I said at the outset this is a very
controversjal issue, and on being elected
to Government it is one of the issues which
we as the Labor Government will look at.
In the meantime I think the amendment
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in the Bill is necessary, With those re-
marks I indicate that the Opposition is
in full support of the measure.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville—Minister
for Works)»[7.47 pm.): I thank the mem-
ber for Avon for his support of the Bill.
It is purely an administrative measure, and
is not related to the principle of road
maintenance. It is simply a method of
ensuring that the provisions contained In
the Act are observed ahd obeyed.

I do not think it is possible to eliminate
the evasion of this tax completely. I am
sure everyone appreciates that if a tax is
struck and there is a high degree of
evasion, the burden of paying the tax falls
upon those who observe the letter of the
law.

I want to point out quite clearly—and
the Minister for Transport has mentioned
this on many occasions—that the moneys
raised from this tax are all spent on road
maintenance, and not on road construc-
tion. Even the administrative charges of
raising this tax are required to be met
from other funds made available to the
Main Roads Department.

Mr McIver: It is not maintaining many
of the roads north of the 26th parallel.

Mr O'NEIL: Some 12 months ago I
drove from Perth through the Kimberley
and over the border into the Northern
Territory; and I drove all the way back.
I travelled 5002 miles in 13 days, and I
arrived home only 10 minutes behind
schedule.

Mr Mclver: You were lucky.

Mr Bertram: Did you drive or did you
have a chauffeur?

Mr O'NEIL: I drove myself. Some 30
years ago when I was the headmaster of
the Roebourne State School I undertook
a journey from Roebourne to Port Hed-
land, and the journey took seven hours.
Today one can complete that journey in
2% hours, and that shows the improved
condition of the roads.

Mr Davies: You stayed too long at
Whim Creek on that occasion!

Mr O'NEIL: Not too long. In respect of
the roads in the XKimberley, the mem-
ber for Avon might not have had time to
travel far, That region is now well ser-
viced by the beef roads. Apart from the
section from Port Hedland to the stretch
between Halls Creek and Broome, and the
section from Fitzroy Crossing to Halls
Creek, the rest of the roads are bitu-
minised. Work is being dene on the Halls
Creek-Fitzroy Crossing section, and work
is certainly proceeding on the rest.

The member for Avon can rest assured
that the people of the Kimberley are cer-
tainly satisfied with the efforts that are
being made to make road services avail-
able. I thank the honourable member for
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his support of this administrative measure
which simply will enable the provislons in
the parent Act to be policed more ade-
quately.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commiltee, ete.

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

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr O’'Neil (Minister for Works), and
transmitted to the Council.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the Tth October.

MR HARMAN (Maylands) [7.54pm.1:
This Bill reveals the insincerlty and the In-
decision of the Government in respect of
the question of industrial relations; and 1t
also reveals the attitude of the Govern-
ment to law and order, because the Blil
violates an International agreement to
which the Government has glven lts con-
sent.

What the Government Is endeavouring to
achieve under this Bill 15 to present some
sort of facade to the people of Western
Australia to Indicate that it 1s tackling
the so-called power of the trade unlon
movement. However, when we look at the
Bill itself we find it does not achieve that
objective at all.

If we are to do something about in-
dustrial relations In Western Australia we
have to declde whether we want the pres-
ent system to continue, or whether we
want to introduce another system. In the
period from 1971 to 1974, during the term
of office of the Tonkin Government, an
alternatlve system was presented to this
Parllament. It was rejected by the con-
servative elements—the Liberal Party and
the National Countty Party—in this House,
When it reached the so-called House of
Review of course, along party lines, the
measure which would have done something
positive to improve industrial relations in
Western Australia was rejected.

What I am suggesting to the Gavern-
ment tonight is that it withdraw the Blll,
because there is so much uncertainty about
it since it was Introduced that one Is get-
ting giddy in trylng to work out what 1s
the Government’s policy on industrial rela-
tlons, In his second reading speech the
Minister for Labour and Industry said—

The object of these proposals Is to
give every member of a union a full
and equal opportunity to Iinfluence
policy within his union and to choose
those officers who it 1s consldered will
properly represent the members’ views
on the committee of management.
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Of course, the Government did not say at
the same time that was what already ap-
plled; and that members of the unions
have the opportunity through secret postal
hallot In some cases to elect their com-
miittees of management,

Mr Grayden: What are you complain-
ing about?

Mr HARMAN: I will tell the Minister.
The members of the unions have the op-
portunity to elect thelr committees of
management, their secretaries, assisiant
secretaries, organisers, and so on. What
the Government has decided to do now,
just because the Government in Canberra
decided to change its attitude In mid-
stream, s to enable members of 2 union
to elect thelr committee of management.
The committee of management will elect
the secretaty, the assistant secretary, the
organisers, and other officers; bhut the
members of the union cannot do that. This
s the colleglate system which the Federal
Government has decided to introduce into
the Federal industrial laws,

Originally we were fold by the Mlnister
that he wanted the members of the unions
to elect thelr secretaries, asslstant secret-
arfes, organisers and other officers. and
such election would be undertaken by the
rank and file members. Now, as a result
of some amendments which have been
placed on the notiece paper, that method
is to be changed. We will have a system
wheieby the members of the union elect
the committee of management.

Mr Grayden: By secret postal ballot.
That is the difference.

Mr HARMAN: There is nothing wrong
with that. However, the members of the
executive elected by secret postal hallot
will in the future elect the secretary,
assistant secretary, organisers, ete.

Mr Grayden: By secret ballot.

Mr HARMAN: Yes, but not secret nostal
hallot. What will happen 1s that the mem-
bers of a unlon will elect their executive
committee; and that executive committee
will in turn elect the secretary, assistant
secretary, organisers, and other officers.
Those officers will not be elected by the
rank and file members of the union.

The only chance those people will have
is to elect a management committee. So,
there is the uncertainty and confusion I
spoke about earller which is the result of
a decision reached in Canbherra; not be-
cause of a decision reached by members
opposite. Members opposite have no say
in this matter; they have heen told by the
Minister that because Canberra has made
a change, this Government has to change
its attitude.

Mr Bertram: “Big Brother”!

Mr HARMAN: The Government opposite
has been told it will have to amend the
Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment Eill
(No. 2) because Canherra has done sume-
thing along similar lines.
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Mr Bertram: Is not that centrallsm?

Mr HARMAN: It is a classic example of
centralism. It is a classlc exampte of this
State Government bowing to the dictates
of the Fraser Government, and of the il-
lusion which the Premler has put across
the people of Western Australla that we
want a Government in this State which
Is able to stand up to Canberra.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!

Mr HARMAN: Canberra has said that
this State has to provide for a collegiate
system for the election of union executives,
and the Government has agreed. It does
not put up any opposition at all

Mr Grayden: This came from the
unions.

Mr HARMAN: As the Minister fcr Lab-
our and Industry is to attend a ministerial
conference later this week, I would have
thought he would delay the passage of this
Bill until he had a chance to sort cut the
problem with the Australlan Minister for
Industrial Relations.

Mr Davies: They might change it again,

Mr HARMAN: The Minister is afraid
that when the Bill has passed the ouse
of Representatives, and reaches the Sen-
ate, further amendments might be made
to it. It would then be necessary for fur-
ther amendments to be made to the legis-
lation now before us, and that would pro-
vide an example of further uncertainty
and further confusion on the part cf the
Government with regard to the yuestion
of industrial relations.

If members think that is confusing, I
would like to refer to some other comments
by the Premier. In The West Australien
of last Thursday, the 4th November, 1976,
the Premier is reported as saying—

The State Government is framing a
new industrial relations policy which
it says will provide a new deal for
WA union members.

It is expected to provide for some
form of right-to-work legislation with-
out removing the preference-to-union-
ists clause in industrial awards.

Mr Bertram: Who drafted that?

Mr HARMAN: Let us examine the con-
tradiction in that one paragraph. The
Premier wants to introduce right-to-work
legislation. As I understand “right-to-
work” it means that the workers do not
have to have a union organisation. That
applies in some States in America. No
union is able to take care of the men and
women who work; those workers are not
organised by any union.

Mr Grayden: That is really wrong; that
is not a prereguisite to paid employment.

Mr HARMAN: The Premier has said it
is expected that legislation will provide
for some form of right to work without
removing the preference-to-unionists
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clause. How will it be possible to have
a situation where there is no right for
unions to have the ability to organise
workers and, at the same time, retain a
preference-to-unionists clause? Preference
to unionists is compulsory unionism; no-
one can deny that. How will it be possible
to have a situation where people will have
a right to work and not be ohliged to join
a union? The people will not be able to
be organised by a union and yet, at the
same time, compulsory unicnism is to be
retained. That is an absolute contradie-
tion, but the Premier made the statement.

The Press report continues—
The Government has already intro-
duced legislation for secret bhallots in

elections for union officers.

That is true; the confusing Bill is before
us now. The Press report then states—
The second part of the package—a
variation of right-to-work legislation
—is likely to be introduced this
sitting.

I challenge the Premier to state when he
expects to introduce that legislation. There
is no suggestion at all, that I am aware of,
that we will have any industrial legislation
introduced into this House before this
Parliament rises, Later in the Press re-
port it is stated that the Minister for
Labour and Industry (Mr Grayden) said
the policy was still being framed. After
the Premier had spoken to a forum of the
Liberal Party, the Minister for Labour and
Industry was contacted, and he made that
statement. It is reported he said the
Government believed that it would go a
long way towards reducing industrial un-
rest, and would be welcomed by moderate
unions.

So we have the Premier saying that the
Government will do something—which I do
not understand hecause it is contradictory
—and it was likely that legislation would
be introduced into the Parliament this
session. We have to bear in mind that it is
only & matter of days before this House
rises.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!

Mr HARMAN: However, we also have
the Minister for Labour and Industry
stating that the policy is still being
framed.

One would expect that if the Premier is
to bring legislation before the House in a
matter of days, the policy would already
have been framed. The matter goes fur-
ther than that because members opposite
made an election promise that when they
became the Government the trade union
movement would be consulted on matters
of industrial relations. However, the Trades
and Labor Council has not been consulted
about this proposed new industrial rela-
tions deal for unions in Western Australia.
Yet the Premier has said that within days
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it is likely legislation will be introduced.
The Minister for Labour and Industry also
has said the policy is still being framed.
On top of those two statements, the Gov-
ernment has gone back on its promise to
consult with the Trades and Labor Councll.
It is no wonder I get giddy trying to
work out the real industrial relations pat-
tern of this Government. It is difficult
and confusing to estahlish what the Gov-
ernment really intends to do after listen-
ing fo the various spokesmen.

I know what the Government is up to;
it is putting part of its policy into opera-
tlon. It has been a confidence trick right
from the start of the campalgn to become
the Government in 1974, At that time it
created an illusion and convinced the
people that certain things would happen.
Of course, they never happened. That Is
what the Government is doing on this
occasion, after a period of three years.

Mr Davies: Pussy-footing.

Mr HARMAN: The Government is now
saylng it has a new indusirial relations
policy, but it never tells us what that
poliey is,

Mr Bertram: It does not know, so how
can it state the policy?

Mr HARMAN: The statement by the
Premier was a lot of double talk. The
Premier spoke about the right to work
and, at the same time, he spoke about
compulsory unionism, He sald the Gov-
ernment believed in compulsory unionism.
The Minister for Labour and Indusiry
then said that as yet the policy 1s still
being framed. The Government also has
gone back on an undertaking given to the
TLC that it would discuss Industrial mat-
ters with that organisation. The only con-
clusion we can reach is that the Govern-
ment does not have any industrial rela-
tions policy.

That is what I have been trylng to tell
the people of Western Australia for some
time; the Government does not have a new
industrial relations policy, and it does not
want one, The Government does not want
& new policy because it wants to preserve
the inadequate compulsory arbitration
system we have at present. The Govern-
ment does not want collective bargaining
in Western Australla,

Mr T. H. Jones: Hear, hear!

Mr HARMAN: The Government does
not want the unions and the employers to
get together around a table and negotiate
in a spirit of goodwlll, by using the
appropriate techniques, to determine
issues. The Government wants to preserve
the present system where unions and
management stand off and take all sorts
of attitudes—some of them quite extreme
with resultant strikes and lockouts. That
Is the sort of system the Government
wants to preserve, because in the end an
arbitrator has to be celled in to get the two
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parties together and force a decision onto
them, Is it not better to do what the
Opposition proposes?

Mr Grayden: You are overlooking the
faet that this can be done now, and
agreements inerely registered.

Mr HARMAN: I cannot he done now.
Mr Grayden: You are absolutely wrong.

Mr HARMAN: We tried to provide for
such an arrangement in 1973, but the
Government refused to allow that sort of
legislation to be included.

Mr Grayden: Any agreement can be
registered.

Several members interjected.

Mr HARMAN: It is possible, and it does
happen, We all know many agreements
are reached without resort to compulsory
arbitration.

Mr QGrayden: That Is diametrically
opposed to what you said a few moments
ago.

Mr HARMAN: Let me explain the situa-
tion for the benefit of those members
opposite who do not know anything about
industrial relations. We know already that
agreements are reached, and that probably
90 per cent of awards are determined by
the parties getting together and sorting
out the problems, and reaching appropri-
ate agreement. In the gther 10 per cent of
cases, which are the real problem, the
parties involved are not willing to nego-
tiate.

Mr Grayden: That is not so at all.

Mr HARMAN: In those cases they some-
times adopt attitudes which lead to strikes
and lackouts. Decisions in those cases are
not made by the parties concerned, but by
the Industrial Commission.

The best possible agreement which can
be reached is that made between the two
parties concerned. At the same time, in
meaking an agreement it can be agreed—
and the unjons are quite prepared to take
this actlon—that there will be no disputes
and no strikes. However, when a decision
i1s made for a union by the Industrial
Commission, the representatives of the
union have to go back to their members
with the feeling that they did not make
the decision; it was made by the Indus-
trial Commission. The same applies to
The Confederation of Western Australian
Industry—the employers’ representative—
bhecause its representatives have to go bhack
to the employers knowing that they did
not make a decision; it was made by the
Industrial Commission.

There has heen so much double talk
from members of the Government. The
Minister for Labour and Industry has sald
he helleves in a preference-to-untonists
clause and, at the same time, says he Is
opposed to compulsory unionism. I can-
not understand how the Minister can have
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such an attitude. A person skilled in in-
dustrial relatlons in Western Australla
recently wrote to the Minister. His name
is Owen Salmon,

Mr Silbson: What a ripper!

Mr Grayden: I hope he gave vou the
letter I sent to him.

Mr HARMAN: I hope the hospital work-
ers in his area will be pleased with the
comments of the member for Bunbury.

Mr Sibson: I didn't say a word.

Mr HARMAN: Hansard will have record-
ed the remark. I am sure all the people
who work for the two hospltals in Bun-
bury will be pleased with the comment
made by their member against a sec-
retary whom they elected by a secret postal
ballot. They will be quite shocked to hear
the remark made by the member for
Bunbury.

Mr Old: He didn’t say a word,

Mr Davies: He sald, “What a rippert!”
That is what he sald. ¥Your ears need
boring out if you did not hear.

Mr HARMAN: The member will have a
chance to see it in Hansard.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HARMAN: You might recall, Mr
Speaker, some time ago the Trades and
Labor Council passed a motlon asking
the Government, for a number of reasons,
to remove the Minister for Labour and
Industry from his present portfolio.

Mr Grayden: That was a great compli-
ment.

Mr Qld: He is still there.

Mr HARMAN: Mr Salmon wrote te
the Minister for Labour and Industry on
the 25th COctober, 1976. The letter com-
mences—

Dear Bill—
Mr Bertram: That s rather undignified.

Mr P. V. Janes: Don't they write to
you, "Dear John”?

Mr HARMAN: We have plenty of time.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Maylands.

Mr HARMAN: 1t 1s worth listening to
the comments.

Mr Bertram: Can you get a word in
edgeways?

Mr HARMAN: The letter reads—

In The West Ausiralian, Wednesday
October 20, 1976, you are reported to
have said that the A.L.P. talked glibly
of TI.L.O. convention while conven-
iently and hypocritically overlooking
the fact that industrial award pro-
visilons which amounted to compulsory
unionism, were g blatant breach of
IL.O. convention on freedom of
association.
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Mr Clarko: And the declaration of

human rights.
Mr HARMAN: To continue—

On 6P.M. Radio Station, Monday
October 25, 1976, when answering my
comments on preference to unionists
in industrial awards you said you sup-
ported preference to unionists but not
compulsory unionism. You salg there
was g difference, but somewhat con-
veniently you did not explain the
difference.

Surely Eill you can’t have it both
ways. If award provisions (ie. pre-
ference to unionists) amounts to
compulsory unionism on October 20th
they amount to the same thing on
October 25th. If you support prefer-
ence to unlonists you support com-
pulsory unionism.

Most important of all Bill, your
condemnation of the ALP. is equally
condemnation of your own party
which supports preference to unionists
(ie. compulsory unionism). On your
own reasoning your Government does
not support LL.O. conventions. That
is precisely what the A L.P. and unions
Iﬁgultlre been saying all along. Thanks

ill.

Regards,
owen.

Mr Old: Very matey.

Mr HARMAN: He then added a foot-
note as follows—
B.S. Perhaps Tom Bulier was rigili.
Really you should go.
Mr Grayvden: What he did not give you,
of course, was my reply, and if he did,
I'll bet you are not game to read it out.

Mr H. D. Evans: You can tell us; you
can explain it.

Mr HARMAN: I would like to hear-the
Minister read out his reply.

Mr Grayden: You have the Minister's
re;ély and you are not game to read it
out.

Mr Davies: That is your privilege,

Mr Grayden: I replied two weeks ago.

Mr H. D. Evans: Surely you can tell us
all about it.

Mr Laurance: It demonstrates the
Minister’s co-operative nature.

The SPEAKER: The member for May-
lands.

Mr HARMAN: I am trying to demon-
strate to the House and to the public of
Western Australia the confusion and un-
certainty that exists In the minds of
Government members in regard to in-
dustrial relations. The Government is
unable to do anything about this matter
because it really does not want to do any-
thing. The Government wants to pre-
serve the sort of system we have had in
Australia for the last 72 years, a system
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which is unique to this country. Under
our system of compulsory arbitration the
Industrial Commissions can make all sorts
of rules and regulations which impinge
upon the authority of the unions. The
Industrial Commissions ensure that the
unions are organised to cover workers in
certain areas and no-one else is allowed
coverage in that particular area. The
commissions can make all sorts of rules
and regulations governing the industrial
relations scene in Western Australia.

In this House last year legislation was
passed to prevent the Industrial Com-
mission from registering an agreement
made between two persons outside the
guidelines set down by the Industrial
Commission. That example illustrates the
power of the Industrial Commission in
this State and the reason the Government
wants to preserve the system.

There is only one alternative to the
compulsory arbitration system, and that
is free collective bhargaining where there
are no restrictions or constraints made
upon the persons negotiating. Of course,
the Government does not wani that, and
that is the reason the Government has
put up this facade of a new industrial
relations policy which is full of contra-
dictions; it is s0 evasive and so confusing
that no-one can understand what it is all
about.

Mr Grayden: You know what you are
saying is not possible while we have wage
indexation which has been agreed to by
all parties.

Mr HARMAN: The other point I made
when speaking to this Bill was that the
Government is violating an international
law to which it was a party.

Mr Bertram: Shame! It sounds like
Hitler’s performance.

Mr HARMAN: I am referring to ILO
Convention No, 87,

Mr Grayden: 'That is the sort of com-
ment we expect from the member for Mt.
Hawthorn.

Mr Bertram: It is true.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Maylands.

Mr HARMAN: I want to read out some
impertant parts of this partieular ILO
Convention. It is titled the “Convention
Concerning Freedom of Assoclation and
Protection of the Right to Organise”. It
commences—

Part I. Freedom of Association
Article 1
Each Member of the International
Labour Organisation for which this
Convention is in force undertakes to
give effect to the following provisions.

Article 2

Workers and employers, without
distinction whatsoever, shall have the
rieht to establish and, subject only to
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the rules of the organisation con-
cerned, to join organisations of their
own choosing without previous au-
thorisation.

Article 3

1. Workers' and employers' organ-
isations shall have the right to draw
up their constitutions and rules, to
elect their representatives in full free-
dom, to organise their administration
and activities and to formulate their
programmes,

2. The public authorities shall re-
frain from any interference which
would restrict this right or impede the
law{ul exercise thereof.

Some years ago, durihg the term of the
Brahd Government, the Government of
Western Australin wrote to the Austra-
lian Government saying that it accepted
and agreed with the terms of this con-
vention. Subsequently ILO Convention
No. 87 was ratifled and adopted by the
Australian Government. Therefore, under
article (1) we became a member of the
International Labour Organisation and we
agreed to see that this ILO Convention
was carried out in our own country; that
ts, Western Australia, Victoria, the Aus-
tralian Capital Territory, and all our other
States. The Minister for Labour and In-
dustry had the audacity and the cheek
to aceept an invitation to attend the ILO
Conference in Genevs in 1974, I had
hoped to attend this conference myself,
Mr Speaker.

Mr Clarko: You would have if you had
remained popular,

Mr HARMAN: Certain things happened,
and I did not get the opportunity to go.
Our present Minister for Labour and In-
dustry attended the conference, and yet
here he introduces into this House legis-
lation which absolutely violates that con-
vention.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish.

Mr Laurance: With the support of the
overwhelming majority of the commun-
ity.

Mr HARMAN: How hypocritical can
anyone be. Here the Minister attended
a cohvention—

Mr Bertram: He should never go again.

Mr Skidmore: Well, he won't.

Mr HARMAN: —which agreed to the
following article—

Workers’ and employers’ organisa-
tions shall have the right to draw
up their constitution and rules, to
elect their representatives in fuil free-
dom—

Mr Grayden: How do you explain the
existing secret ballot legislation that you
are talking about s¢ constantiy?

Mr Skidmore: Just be patient.
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Mr HARMAN: I will tell the Minister
in a minute. It continues—
—-+to organise their administration and
activities and to formuiate their pro-
Erammes.

2. The public authorities shall
refrain from any interference which
will restrict this right or impede the
lawful exercise thereof.

All I am saying to the Government is
this: if the Goavernment does nat believe
in law and order, well do not worry about
this matter; go ahead and violate in-
ternational agreements because it certainly
violates the laws of this State. Just the
other day the Premier and the Minister
for Police spoke out to say they tolerated
gambling. Apparently gambling is an of-
fence in this State, but they tolerate it.

Mr Thompson: I suppose you abolished
it while you were in Government.

Mr HARMAN: People get the idea that
if gambling is tolerated by the Govern-
ment, they can go off to a casino or a
two-up ring with a feeling of immunity—
they believe they will not be punished.

Mr Laurance: Your Minister for Police
did not even tolerate the police.

Mr HARMAN: That is the attitude of
this Government.

Mr O'Connor: You did exactly the same
when you were in Government.

Mr HARMAN: Look at the attitude of
the Government when it comes to inter-
national law—this Government of law and
order just ignores and rejects international
law.

Mr Bertram: A very good point.

Mr HARMAN: Why is it necessary,
therefore, for the Opposition to get up to
raise this particular point? The Govern-
ment is violating an international coven-
ant which was agreed to by a former
Liberal Premier who told the Australian
Government that Western Australia would
go along with it. Now the Government is
ratting on the agreement made by a former
Premier.

Mr Skidmore; Disgraceful performance.

Mr Clarko: Who are you quoting? What
about the declaration of human rights?

Mr Bertram: What about it?

Mr Ciarko: It says that no-one shall be
compelled to belong to an organisation
against his will.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAK.ER.: Order! The member for
Maylands has the floor.

Mr HARMAN: The International Labour
Organisation has said all along that people
should be able to join together in an
organisation.

Mr Grayden: They should not be forced
into an organisation.
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Mr HARMAN: They are not forced.

Mr Grayden: What is compulsory unjon-
ism?

Mr HARMAN: Ah—we have him!

Mr MclIver: Who introduced compulsory
unionism? A Liberal Government.

Mr HARMAN: If the Government does
not want compulsory unionism—

Mr Grayden: We don't.

Mr HARMAN: —why does it not legis-
late?

Mr Grayden: There might be a simple
solution,

Mr HARMAN: Why does not the Gov-
ernment legislate?

Mr O'Connor: Would you support it?

Mr HARMAN: The Government could
then tell the Industrial Commission that
there was no need for a preference-to-
unionists clause. The Government is not
game to do it, because it wants the pre-
sent system to continue.

Mr O'Connor: Would you support it?

Mr HARMAN: The Government wants
to have unions and members so we have
an arbitration system.

Mr Davies: The Government enjoys a
double standard.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER.: Order!

Mr HARMAN: If we do not have unions
which are regisiered with the Industriai
Commission, we will not have an arbitra-
tion system. It is all this double talk from
the Government which absolutely con-
fuses me.

Mr Grayden: You are the only one who
is confused.

Mr HARMAN: The arbitration system
needs registered unions to survive; to keep
this system of compulsory arbitration
going, there is a need to have compulsory
unionism. All we are saying is that the
members of & union should he able to
form their own rules and elect their own
officers by secret ballot, whether it is
postal ar otherwise.

Mr Laurance: You support the Bill,
then?

Mr HARMAN: We support the principle
of secret balloting. However, this Bill does
not say that balloting must be by secret
postal ballots; this Bill provides the op-
portunity for a union to conduct a secret
ballot.

Mr Grayden: In special circumstances.

Mr HARMAN: All of this happens now.
There is no need for this legislation be-
cause, firstly, it represents an interference
in the affairs of unions, which is contrary
to an international agreement, agreed to
by a former Liberal Premler. Membhers
opposite now are ratting on their former

3723

leader. Secondly, there is no justification
for this interference. I challenge the Min-
ister for Labour and Industry to peint out
to the House where there has been one
serious irregularity in the conduct of a
ballet by the unions. I know there have
been some minor, technical irregularities,
all of which have been examined by the
Industrial Commission.

Mr Grayden: What about the case In
Melbourne some years ago, where there
were shootings, bombings and pegging of
hallots?

Mr HARMAN:; Mr Speaker, I am stag-
gered! I asked the Minister to point out
one serious irregularity in an election
conducted by a union In Western Aus-
tralia, and the only response he could
give was, “Many years ago in Melbourne’.
Where is the justification for this legis-
lation?

Mr Grayden: Why are you opposing the
legislation, if it will make everything fair
and above board?

Mr HARMAN: One reason is that the
Bill represents a viglation of the rights
of unions to conduct their own affairs.

Mr Grayden: You know perfectly well
that is not the reason.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister has not
heard my entire argument. The Govern-
ment is saying, "Yes, you may have a
secret postal ballot” as if that is some-
thing new. But most unions have that
now. In some cases, it is preferable for
unions to have a secret ballot, rather than
a postal hallpt, because it suits that par-
ticular union and its members; it might
be conducted at a pick-up point, or some-
thing of that nature,

The Government has gone along with
that and in certain instances, the registrar
will be able to grant an exemption from
the secret postal ballot. But what the
Government is saying overall is that it
will now pay for these elections—these
secret, postal ballots which unions have
at the moment. Why is it necessary for
the taxpayers of Western Australia to pay
for union hallots?

Mr Grayden: Why should you obiect
to the Government helping unions in this
way?

Mr HARMAN: It is going to cost
$100 000 a year, and this cost will increase.
When Australia Post increases its charges,
the cost will increase even more. Why
should the taxpayers pay for the election
of union officers?

Mr Grayden: We support responsible
unionism. Why are you opposing this
form of assistance to the unions?

Mr HARMAN: The Minister already
has admitted there are no irregularities
in the system.

Mr Grayden: Goodness,
have not admitted that.

Mr Bertram: You have not denied it.

gracious! I



3724

Mr HARMAN: The Minister could not
point to any irregularities, and has been
unable to demonstrate the justification
for this legislation, I would like {o see
that $100 000 directed to some needy area
in this State,

Mr T. H. Jones:
for pensioners.

Mr HARMAN: The Government is not
going to do that; what it is golng to do
instead is to give the unions some money
by paying for union hallots

Mr Skidmore: I do not know whether
the unions really want that.

Mr HARMAN: But the Government is
offering it to the unions. It 1s saying, “If
you want a secret postal ballot, the regls-
trar will conduct 1t and we will pay for it.”
But the unions are peying for it now. Yet
the Government wishes to spend my
money, and your money, Mr Speaker, to
pay for union hallots.

Mr MeclIver: In the meantime, schools
are collapsing.

Mr HARMAN: This money could be bet-
ter spent on 100 different areas In Wes-
tern Australia which would provide some
positive relief. In addition, it will not
change the system at all. The Minister ad-
mitted as much in his second reading
speech, where he sald—

The amending legislation does not
necessarily overcome irreguiarities in
elections.

In other words, it will change nothing. The
same people are going to be elected. If
anything, it will cause problems in some
areas, because the Government has not
really thought through the ramifications
of this legislation.

So there we have it: Interference by
Government in the affairs of unions, in
violation of an ILO Convention.

Mr H. D. Evans: Shame!

Mr HARMAN: There has been no jus-
tification for the expenditure of taxpayers’
money to conduct these ballots. Why
should taxpayers have to pay to conduct
union ballots?

Mr Grayden: Because they want to see
more responsible unionism in Western Aus-
tralin. That is what the Bill is going to
achieve.

Mr HARMAN: But the Minisier pointed
out in his second reading speech that the
amending Bill wilt change nothing. So, we
are going to spend $100 000 of taxpayers’
money for nothing; we are not going to
get anything back; it will simply be a
waste of taxpayers’ money. In fact, the
Minister himself said it was going to be
a waste.

Mr Grayden: It is going to do a great
deal in the direction I have indicated.

Such as free travel
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Mr HARMAN: I wish to refer now to
another aspect of this legislation, and
another breken promise of this Govern-
ment. Initially, the CGovernment said it
would enter into consultations with the
unions before it brought forward legisla-
tion dealing with the industrial situation
in Western Australia. The Minister held
discussions with the unions on the question
of secret postal ballots and his final words
te union representatives were, “You will
see the final draft.” The Minister gave a
firm undertaking that they would see a
final draft before the Bill was prepared.
But he did not show it to them.

Mr Grayden: They asked for three
changes, and we agreed to all of them.

Mr HARMAN: But the Minister did not
show them a final draft of the Bill. He
reneged on an undertaking.

Mr Grayden: There was no necessity to
show them a final draft because we agreed
with their requests.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister went back
on a promise, and not for the first time.

Mr Grayden: You have had the Bill for
several weeks.

Mr HARMAN: As I pointed out earlier,
because Canberra decided it would change
things in mid-stream, this Government
immediately brought in amendments to the
House today and, only hours after I re-
ceived those amendments, we are debating
the Bill. But there has been no prior
consultation with the trade union move-
ment.

Mr Grayden: The amendments have
been introduced at the request of the trade
unions. Do you not understand that?

Mr HARMAN: That is very misleading.
The Minister should be able to prove the
amendments were introduced at the re-
quest of the trade unions, In fact, I
challenge him to prove his statement when
he replies. The amendments were intro-
duced at the request of one particular
union, not the trade union movement.

Mr Grayden: What union are you talk-
ing about—or is it secret?

Mr HARMAN: No, it is not secret. I am
referring {o the Federated Cilerks' Unlon,
which made the request through the
Federal Minister.

Mr Grayden: Do you expect the Minister
to consult the Federated Clerks’ Union at
every stage of proceedings? Is that what
you are asking him to do?

Mr HARMAN: No, I am slmply asking
the Minister for Labour and Industry to
honour a promise made by the Minister
and his Premier to consult with the unions
before making any major changes to leg-
islatlon which affects them,

Mr Grayden: When a thing is done at
the request of the unlons, surely it is cb-
vious that there 1s no necessity to go back
and consult with them agaln.
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Mr HARMAN: Not at the request of a
union in Western Austraiia. Has the Min-
ister recelved a request from a Western
Australlan union to have this collegiate
system incorporated {n the Industrial
Arbitration Act?

Mr Grayden: Do you know how many-—

Mr HARMAN: The Minister has not had
one reguest!

Mr Bertram: All we want is a '“Yes"
or “No” answer.

Mr HARMAN: We are not playing
around now. This is not the kindergarten;
this is the big league. We are concerned
with the whole future of industrial rela-
tions In Western Australia, and the Min-
ister wants to haggle over whether or not
a Western Ausiralian union has approached
him. The question requires a ‘‘Yes” or
“No” answer. The Minister must ke hon-
est with the House. What has happened?
There Is no answer from the Minister, so
it is obvious that no union In this State
has approached him to have this collegiate
system incorporated Into the Act.

Mr H, D. Evans: He was told ta do it
by Canberra.

Mr HARMAN: Exactly—the Minister was
told! That is why we have these amend-
ments before us today. The Minister has
deliberately forgotten about a promise he
magde to the trade union movement of this
State to consult with the irade unions
pefore going ahead with industrial legisia-
tion. He just sald, “This is what Canberra
wants”, and he convinced all the fellows
pehind him. This is the Government of
which the Premler said in hils policy
speech, “We will stand up %o Canberra.”
As soon as Canberra says "jump”, the
Minister for Labour jumps.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish!

Mr HARMAN: Because of the way the
Government has taken actlon it is intro-
ducing a potential for confrontation in
Western Australla. How can one have
confidence in a man—the Premier was in-
volved in this—who says to the trade unlon
movement, “We will discuss with you any
changes In industrial relations”, and who
then makes those changes and does not
have any consulation? How can one refain
confidence In such a man?

Mr Grayden: We are consultlng a1l the
time. We dld so as late as today.

Mr HARMAN: I have sald previously
thaet this is not a kindergarten; this Is
the blg league. Declsions are made Lere
which will affect the whole Industrial
future of Western Australla. Yet this Gov-
ernment wants to produce confrontation
purely for polltical reasons and so that it
can point to what the unions are doing in
the hope that by that sort of propaganda
it can obtain votes from the people of
Western Australia.
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At the same time it is breaking down
any confidence that the trade unlon move-
ment and its members can have In this
Government.

Mr Bertram: They do not trust if.

Mr HARMAN: That is one of the reasons
there is confrontation in this State. Even
though the Premier comes out with double
talk about a new industrial relations poi-
icy, he does not have one. He will not
introduce one Into this House before 1t
rises. I ask the Premier whether 1t is
his Intention to introduce legislation io
change industrisl relations completely be-
fore this House rises?

Sir Charles Court: We wlll introduce
legisiation at the time the Government
decides it will be introduced, not when
you declde.

Opposition members: Ha, ha!

_Sir Charles Court: My colleague is
doing an extremely good job with regard
to industrial relations.

Mr HARMAN: The Premier is going
back on an undertaking of a previous
Liberal Premier. It is obvious that the
Government has no intention at all of
Introducing any legislation to bring ahout
this new industrial relations policy.

Sir Charles Court: I told you earlier
that it will be a greater embarrassment
to you. When we do it will not be at the
time that suits you.

Mr HARMAN: That is the sort of talk
we keep hearing. It is a facade; the Gov-
ernment is always saying it is going to do
something.

Mr H. D. Evans: Dges the Government
consider the time is nigh?

Mr HARMAN: The Governinent never
does it. If the Premier can get away with
saying that, that is good; but I think the
days of the Premier continuing to do that
are catching up with him. It has heen
& confidence trick all along the Hne:; the
Government putting up the story that it
is doing something and then making
threats such as those the Premier has just
made. I do not think he can hoodwink
the people of Western Australia all the
time. He has done it now for some yecars,
but I think time is running out on him
because when the people really realise
what is happening they will discover that
it is a facade, that the Government is
breaking an international sagreement,
that the taxpayers will have to pay for
union ballots and that this legislation
will change nothing. The Minister has
said that it will not change anything. The
whole system will continue as it fs.

The Government does not want to
change the bpresent arbitration system
because it suits the Government for it
to continue in its present form. That was
indicated in 1973 when we tried to amend
the Industrial Arbitration Act to achieve
collective bargaining and to get the unions
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and management around the tahle to
negotiate and not to have a decision
placed on them by an arbitrator.

I shall now run quickly through the
Minister’s second reading speech. He made
some implications which are designed to
make trade unions feel ill-disposed to-
wards the Minister. He said—

The object of these proposals is to
give every member of a union a full
and equal opportunity to influence
policy within his union and to choose
those officers who it is considered wiil
properly represent the members’ views
on the committee of management.

That opportunity already exists and the
implication was that this is not happen-
ing. The Minister was saying that trade
union members are not electing the right
sort of people to the committees of man-
agement. In whose view? In the Minis-
ter's view? Or in the members’ view?

The next statement he made is quite
misleading. He said—

It is an inherent right and one to
which this Government subscribes, in
accord with international prineiples,
that members of unions shall elect
their representatives in full freedom.

Che Minister has dragged the term *“full
reedom” out of ILO Convention No. 87
ind used it in a different context from
xhich it appears in the ILO Convention.
de used those words to indicate that what
s happening now should not happen and
chat from now on members will be able
0 elect their executive committees and
their organisers in full freedom. But they
do so now. A person has a secret postal
ballot now and he fills it out at his home,
nis office, or his place of work. According
to the Minister, he has never been able
to do that previously. That is very mis-
teading, The Minister continued—

The postal ballot provisions con-
tained in the Bill safeguard that
freedom, more so as they will allow
members to vote in the privacy of
their own homes without the fear of
intimidatory or coercive tactics and to
return the ballot themselves, without
cost, to a post office hox provided for
the purpose.

Mr Bryce: In fact there is more op-
portunity for intimidation.

Mr HARMAN: As the member for Ascot
has pointed out, if people know that a
postal ballot is being delivered to a certain
home they could make all sorts of threats
and intimidations to that person which
might persuade him t¢ vote in a certain
way.

Mr Grayden: Why does this legislation
so frighten you?

Mr HARMAN: It frightens me for two
reasons., One is that I do not like to see
laws disobeyed. If we are going to accept
and ratify an ILO Convention, we should
stick to it.
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Mr Grayden: We do stick to it.

Mr HARMAN: We should not violate it.,
Mr Grayden: We do not violate it.

Mr HARMAN: It disturbs me that I
n_1ust sit he_re and watch people opposite
violate an international convention.

Mr Grayden: That is absolute nonsense!

Sir Charles Court: Are you saying we
should take out the provision for com-
pulsory unionism?

Mr HARMAN: If the Government wants
to. But it is not game to.

Sir Charles Court: I just wanted to
know because you are always talking about
the ILO Convention.

Mr HARMAN: The Government is not
game.

Sir Charles Court: I am just interested
in your attitude. I heard the member
earlier and I am very interested in the
matter.

Mr HARMAN: It is required only by
certain unions. Some unions in this State
bave such a clause in their awards but
never use it.

Sir Charles Court: Because some of
those people would prefer to go for the
closed shop intimidation system rather
than the legal system.

Mr HARMAN: If the Government wants
to do something about the closed shop
situation, it should tell us what it will be,

Sir Charles Court: You will hear.

Mr Bertram: Which century? We have
heard that before.

Mr HARMAN: We hear these promises
that the Premier is going to do something,
but we never hear what it is going to be.
We hear these promises, these threats
and these innuendoes—this facade—but
we never learn what they are going to be
because the Government does nhot know.
The Government wants to preserve the
present situation because it suits it.

For the edification of members I wish
to read out once again article 3 of this
ILO Convention. If states—

Workers’ and employers’ organisa-
tions shall have the right to draw
up their constitution and rules, to
elect their representatives in full free-
dom, to organise their administration
and activities and to formulate their
programmes. ‘The public authorities
shall refrain from any interference
which would restrict that right or im-
pede the lawful exercise thereof.

Mr Grayden: To elect their representa-
tives in “full freedam".

Mr HARMAN: They do so now and the
Minister wants to interfere.

Mr Grayden: I am going to ensure that
they elect their representatlves in full
freedom.
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Mr HARMAN: The Minister has inter-
fered for the last four years and now
wants to interfere further. In interfering
he wants to load onto the taxpayers of
this country the expense of those ballots.

Mr Grayden: A union will conduet a
ballot under the supervision of the regi-
strar, that iIs ail.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister is inter-
fering in a union which makes up its rules
and regulations.

Mr Grayden: A union will conduct iis
own election but it will merely be under
the supervision of the Industrial Registrar.

The SPEAKER: Order! There has been
a good deal of repetition on this particular
point.

Mr HARMAN: Mr Speaker, I respect
what you say but it is sometimes dif-
ficult to get the point through to the Min-
ister for Labhour and Industry and some-
times one must repeat things to get them
through.

When I first heard of this move to in-
terfere with union affairs and to tell
unions how they should conduct their af-
fairs, I wondered whether it was a reaction
by the Minister after he suddenly found
out that some uniohs in Western Australia
had a system of consecutive ballots in that
they numbered not the ballot papers but
the envelopes which were being sent out
so that a record would be kept.

Mr Clarko: Did not some of them num-
ber the ballot papers?

Mr T. H. Jones: Some of them have to
be numbered under the direction of the
Industrial Commission.

Mr HARMAN: 1 endeavoured to find out
from the Minister what the rules were. All
I could establish is that when it comes to
elections of union officers the rules have
all been approved by the Industrial Regis-
trar. Members may recall that the Minister
made an outburst in the newspapers con-
cerning an irregularity because of consecu-
tive numbers in ballois and said there was
something going wrong. So I tried to get
information from the Minister. I must ad-
mire him because he evaded all the
questions I put to him. He was not pre-
pared to admit in this House that the
rules concerning the election conducted by
the Painters and Decorators’ Union—the
one he complained of—had been accepted
by the Industrial Commission.

Mr Grayden: But it is still quite un-
acceptable in the circumstances of the
election.

Mr HARMAN: The interesting part
about this is that the rules under which
this union had adopted consecutive num-
bering had been recommended by none
other than the Chief Justice of Western
Australia.

Mr Grayden: It was not recommended
by him at all. That is nonsense.
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Mr HARMAN: This is a reflection on the
advice of the present Chief Justice of
Western Australia. After that I thought
the Minister was reacting, when he found
out that nothing was going wrong, be-
cause he had suddenly received many
letters saying, “You have to do something
about these union ballots.” I asked him
about that. Members can understand the
reply 1 received. We do not know how
many people camplained. During the time
I was Minister for Labour I cannot recall
one letter or one person asking me to do
anything about the conduct of union
ballots.

I cannot recall any. So the Minister had
to find some justification. He would not
admit in the House that the rules of the
election conducted by the Painters and
Decorators’ Union had heen accepted by
the Industrial Commission. He knew they
had been, but he was not prepared to
admit in the House that that was the
case. I think he has now established that
the numbering in some unions has been
accepted by the Industrial Commission;
and it might be news to him, if he does
not already know, that it was recom-
mended by the present Chief Justice.

Mr Grayden: Accepted by him;
recommended.

Mr HARMAN: It was recommended by
him.

Mr T. H. Jones: He was a lawyer at the
time.

not

Mr HARMAN: The member for Cellie

will tell the Minister all about that.

Mr T. H, Jones: I will teil you pre-
cisely what happened. He was a QC when
he did this.

My Grayden: Unless it is in accordance
with a properly conducted election, it is
completely unacceptable,

Mr T. H. Jones: You are not right.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HARMAN: I want to wind up by
reiferating the points I made during the
debate. The legislation is here only at the
request of Canberra.

Mr Grayden: There has been no request
from Canberra.

Mr HARMAN: Canberra, is ably assisted
by the Minister because he wants to react
and show he has done something in the
election of union officers, but he admits
there will be no changes.

Mr Grayden: There will be a great
numhber of changes.

Mr HARMAN: While the Minister is
doing this—and this is the main theme of
my argument—he is violating an inter-
national convention which this Govern-
ment and the Ausiralian Government have
accepted.

Mr Grayden: That is nonsense.
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Mr HARMAN: That convention is that
there shall be no interference by public
authorities in the conduct of union affairs.

Finally, why should the taxpayers of
Western Australls have to pay for the
election of union officers?

I want the Government to justify the
need for the Intervention and the neces-
sity for the taxpayers to pay something
Jlke $100 000 per annum—and in the years
to come it will be more—for unlons to
conduct elections which they are cenduct-
ing now and in regard to which there has
been no evidence of any frregularities or
anything sinister. There is no evidence
that they are not being conducted in
accordance with the rules laid down and
accepted by the unions and accepted by
the industrial Commission.

I say to the Government: Rethink this
legislation. In view of the announcements
made by the Premler concerning a new
industrial relations policy, the Government
should have the decency to wall for the
Australlan Parllament to pass its BillL
Before anything further happens it should
withdraw the legislatlon here until it
knows exactly where it i1s golng on the
whele question of industrial relations.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne! [9.03
pm.l; 1 wholeheartedly encdorse the
measure before the House. I helleve 1t wiil
formallse the compulsory system of seeret
ballots for union electlons. I see this as an
effective measure to give rank and file
union members the opportunity te regain
control—

Mr T. H. Jones: Who wrote this?

Mr LAURANCE: -—or to regain a greater
measure of control of thelr unions.

Mr T. H. Jones: Why read your
speeches?

Mr LAURANCE: Hopefully this will hap-
pen hefore it is too late.

Several members Interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member has hardly begun to speak.

Mr H. D. Evans: Hardly begun to read.

Mr LAURANCE: The overwhelming
message from the electorate at large 1s
that the trade union movement has com-
pletely overstepped its charter. It 1s acting
completely outside its traditional area of
responsibility. I am certain it has no
mandate from its members for this course
of action, and no mandate to enter the
political arena and usurp the rights of
elscted Governments.

llgr Bertram: Elected by whom might I
as

Mr LAURANCE: I will tell the honour-
able member. This country will allow this
to continue at its own peril. Rank and
file membhers have watched this happen
in our community over recent years, for
any number of reasons. In some cases it is
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because of apathy, and in others because
of any one of a dozen other reasens. I be-
lleve union members are calling out today
for assistance to retrieve the position.

" .’Mr Skidmore: How will this measure do

Mr LAURANCE: Thelr call Is to their
moderate unlon leaders, to responsible em-
ployers, and to Gavernments. I do not pre-
Egnd to be an expert on industrial rela-
jons.

Mr T. H. Jones: You do not have to tell
us.

Mr Davies: You read well.

Mr LAURANCE: However, constituents
in my area have related to me their ex-
periences of all the sorts of things the Min-
ister has mentioned. We are aware of the
fact that road blocks, intimidation, stand-
over tactics, blackballing of wool clips, and
so on, have occutred in my area. My con-
stituents have related their experiences to
me.

Not only do I tell members opposite
these things. Two notable people with
a greatl knowledge of the industrial scene—
people who guite obviously have the sup-
port of members opposite—have outlined
to us the industrial situation at the
moment throughout the world. I refer
firstly to a noted United Kingdom socialist
by the name cf Paul Johnson, and I re-
fer secondly to Mr John Egerton.

Mr Davies: Sir John, please.

Mr LAURANCE: Sir John Eeerton, a
leading trade unionist.

Mr Skidmore: Who said he was a lead-
ing trade unionist?

Mr LAURANCE: He was a leading trade
unionist and an ALP figure for many
yvears—a man of greater standing than
most members opposite, and beloved by
them for 50 years.

Mr Skidmore: Noi by me at any stage.

Mr LAURANCE: He was tossed out after
50 years of faithful service.

Referring back to Paul Johnson, the
noted UK socialist, he credits the British
trade union movement with ruining that
country and with making Britain a sick
jokeidamongst the family of nations of the
world.

Mr Bertram: Were you not a unionist?
Mr LAURANCE: Yes.
Mr Bertram: Of which union?

Mr LAURANCE: He points out that
British unions have denied individual
freedoms and have undermined the prin-
ciples of democracy.

Mr Bertram: Do you understand the
British system? It is not like ours.

Mr LAURANCE: I will make my speech:
the honourable member can make his.
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Mr Bertram: You are making a com-
parison of two totally different systems.

Mr LAURANCE: He says in one of a
number of quotes concerning the im-
portant message of that country that
British trade unionism has become a for-
mula for national misery. He says that
powerful men who conspire together to
squeeze the community are gangsters and
that they should be identified as such.
He also points out that many top trade
union officials are appointed to their posi-
tions for life, and by a small minority of
members.

Paul Johnson also refers to the British
trade union movement as being an ugly
factional interest, like any other which
has stained the pages of history, operat-
ing at the expense of the community, and
motivated by an insatiable lust for per-
sonal power, and by enormous greed.

Mr Bryce: It sounds like a description
of certain company directors.

Mr LAURANCE: The message I believe
this socialist gives us is loud and clear.
I once again emphasise the fact that he
is g socialist, not a right-wing reactionary.
He is ane who obviously members from
the other side would support and he gives
us this message loud and clear: “don’t let
it happen to our country; don’t let what.
» has happened in Britain happen here.”

Sir John Egerton refers to the gangster
element in the trade union movement.

Mr Davies: He would know gll about
them. o

Mr LAURANCE: It is amazing how simi-
lar his comments about the trade union
situation in Australia are to those of
Paul Johnson about the situation in Bri-
tain. He is quoted as saying recently
that there is a gangster element in the
trade union movement.

Mr Davies: That is why he was knighted.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr LAURANCE: He said that this
gangster element is spreading throughout
the trade union movement.

Mr Bryce: Throughout the society—the
sick society.

Mr LAURANCE: In an article I have
here, Sir John goes on to say—

Voting in some union elections is
shockingly low. For example, the
national president of the Amalga-
mated Metal Workers’ Union, Secott,
was elected on just over one percent
of the membership,

He says there may not be much change
from this type of legislation, although he
calls out, right throughout the article, for
greater Gavernment action in the indus-
trial scene to try to prevent a similar
situation occurring here as exists in the
United Kingdom,
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Sir John Egerton says—

. . & ballot in the AMWTU today
would be like a ballot in Spain or
Russia . . . the communists have con-
trol of the metal trades, make no mis-
take about that.

Here is a man who knows—a man mem-
bers opposite supported for years. He
contended—
They control the journals and the
propaganda and the leaflets. And the
delegates.

Mr T. H. Jones: Who controls you?

Mr LAURANCE: Here is a man who has
had great experience in the industrial
movement telling us aboui the gangster
elements and the communist takeover, and
the fact that about 1 per cent of the
members elect the national leader of that
large union.

It will be very difficult, even with this
legislation, but Sir John Egerton is calling
out, as is the community at large, for
Governments to take a hand in the situa-
tion which is getting out of control; and
the community does not like it. This Bill
will allow members of unions—the rank-
and-file members—to vote in the privacy
of their homes.

Mr Skidmore: They do it now.

Mr LAURANCE: Hopefully it will extend
that right to more union members. More
importantly, 1 believe it will allow for
regular elections so that no office—

Mr T. H. Jones: They are regular now.

Mr LAURANCE: -—will be filled for more
than four years without an election.

Mr T. H. Jones: Why should that be
necessary?

Mr LAURANCE: The British experience
has led to life leadership by militant union-
ists and it will happen here. Already very
small minorities of unions are electing
leaders and we are making an earnest en-
deavour te reverse the situation.

I now wish to deal with where the ALP
stands on this issue. The member for May=-
lands very carefully avoided the question
of whether or not the Opposition supports
the measure. At no time did he indicate
this. He sidestepped the issue—fairy-footed
it—by saying the Opposition wanted the
measure withdrawn until the Common-
wealth Act had been dealt with. Very
carefully he neglected to say whether the
Opposition would oppose the measure; but
it knows it dare not.

Mr T. H. Jones: Wait until you hear us.

Mr LAURANCE: The Opposition dares
not oppose the measure, so what do its
members do? They sidestep the issue.
They call on the Government to withdraw
the measure.

Let me return to what Sir John Egerton
says—the person members opposite sup-
ported for years.
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Mr Bryce: What a sense of humour this
man has.

Mr LAURANCE: Sir John said—
H Labor had heen successful in 1975,
I would have envisaged there'd have
been the greatest split in the irade
union movement in the history of the
movement. The Labor Party would
have been forced into a dispute be-
cause of the irresponsible trade union
movement behaviour.
This was said by a leading Labor man—a
top man in this country.
Mr T. H. Jones: Who says so?

Mr LAURANCE: He said what a dis-
aster it would have been if the Pederal
Labor people had been elected. He said
there would have been a split in the trade
union movement, a situation the ALP
could not have handled.

Mr T. H. Jones; What are you quoting?

Mr LAURANCE: Sir John Egerton.
Mr T. H. Jones: What 1s the book?
What is the reference?

Mr LAURANCE: I will hand it over in a
moment.

Mr T. H. Jones: I know what it is. I
want you to tell us.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr LAURANCE: So the record of Fed-
eral and State ALP Governments in the
field of industrial relations is pathetic, and
members opposite know it. I find it diffi-
cult to know why, but obviously they
bow fo pressure from militant union
leaders. There is no need for me to out-
line the situation. The clearest demon-
stration of the failure of a Labor Govern-
ment to have any effect on the industrial
situation at all is the number of man
hours lost under the previous State Labor
Government compared with those lost
under the preceding and succeeding Liberal
Governments. When the ALP was elected
to power on the Federal scene there was
suddenly an acceleration and escalation
in the number of man hours lost. They
do not have the answer to a situation of
industrial unrest. They do not know what
the answers are. They tend to support
these people and have close relationships
with the unions.

Mr T. H. Jones: Does your electorate
agree with what you are saying?

Mr LAURANCE: Absolutely.
Mr T. H. Jones: We will ind out.

Mr LAURANCE: In the time we have
been debating this Bill the Federal Labor
movement is currently promoting the ex-
tension of trade union activity into the
political scene, which is directly in con-
trast to the wishes of the great majority of
the Australian community., The Federal
Labor leader (Mr Whiflam) has recently
endorsed political striltes. I say the Labor
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Party was born as a result of the union
movement’'s attempting to establish a
political arm to achieve its political objec-
tives. For the Labor Party’s leader to come
out and say unions should be involved in
political strikes is an admission of failure
on the part of the Labor Party to repre-
sent the union movement., It is saying,
“The Government will pull out; let the
unions do it all for us.” I cannot under-
stand why Mr Whitlam is endorsing politi-
cal sitrikes when the overwhelming weight
of public opinion 1s against them.

Mr Skidmore: Where?

Mr LAURANCE: In every State.

Mr Skidmore: You must be talking to
different people.

Mr LAURANCE: X the honourable
member spoke to anybody outside Curtin
House he would find out for himself.

Let us come back to the State scene.
Labor Party policy in this State as out-
lined very recently was supposed to be a
blueprint for industrial harmony. What a
joke! Members opposite have made no
contribution at all in recent difficulties this
State has experienced because of union
trouble. They have never given any indi-
cation of being prepared to intervene to
settle disputes. They have offered no solu-
tions at all to this House. They come up
with this policy and hope that after an
electien, if they are successful, everything
will improve.

But with their close relationships with
the unions, whai are members opposite
doing? Nothing. What are they saying?
Nothing. What solutions are they offering?
None. I have not heard any member of
the Opposition offer any solutions for the
settlement of disputes which are causing
infiation in this State. They come out with
this policy but they have done nothing in
relation to this question.

Let us have a look at some of the serious
disputes which have disrupted major pro-
jects in the State. Let us look at the Telfer
situation. The only comment on that mat-
ter that I have heard from the Opposition
in this House was by the Leader of the
Opposition. He asked by way of inter-
jection, “Have you ever heen there? It is
8 terrible place.” That is all members on
the other side have been able to offer by
woy of settling the dispute. They claim
in their policy statement to have all the
answers. Where can they demonstrate to
the public of this State that they have
done anything at all to offer solutions?

The Government is bringing forward this
measure and it will be applauded by the
electorate.

Mr Bertram: It will solve the Telfer
dispute, will it?

Mr LAURANCE: More than anything
the Opposition has done.

Mr T. H. Jones: You sound more like
Santamaria every moment.
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Mr LAURANCE: The Bill indicates the
Government's intention to support moder-
ate unions. It is an attempt to overcome
political thuggery, to get the hands of the
militant Ieft off the throats of the unions
and the community, to give decent workers
and unionists some individual freedom, to
give them the right to work, and to let
the Government get on and govern. I
support the Bill,

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [(9.20p.m.]: I
would like to make it quite clear—so that
the member for Gascoyne will be in no
doubt where I stand on this Bill—that I
oppose it. So he does not have to worry
about that.

Mr Laurance: Why did you not tell
your leading speaker t0 say that?

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not tell him what
to say.

On previous oceasions I have widely
covered the Industrial Arbitration Act as
it exists at the present time, showing in
no uncertain terms that there is no need
for this Bill. I did that even before the
RBill was introduced into this House. I said
that divisien III of part 11 of the Act
provided for disputed elections, and div-
ision IV of part II of the Act enabled the
court to order a secret ballot. I also in-
dicated there were 19 sections of the Act
covering provisions for people to demand
and expect a court-controlled ballot, run
either by an officer of the Industrial Com-

. misston or the Chief Electoral Officer; and

that those sections covered 16 pages of
the 130 pages in the Act, representing 12.3
per cent of the total Act. I said that 12
per cent of the Act comprised conciliatory
provisions giving members of uynions the
right to expect and recelve a fair deal in
the election of union officials.

The only difference between the exist-
ing situation and the situation now pro-
posed is that the Government seems to
think we will now be able to have a secret
postal ballot—that magical thing—and the
Government almost goes to the extent of
saying unions do not have in their rules
today provisions for secret postal ballots
for the election of union officials.

Within my own province and knowledge
of one militant union which is considered
to be dominated by communists, prior to
its amalgamation with the AMWTU its rules
did not contain any method of electing
its officers other than by secret postal bal-

. lot. Union officials could not be elected in

any other way, and this applied throughout
the length and breadth of Australia in
respect of that particular union. The
unign I refer to was the Boilermakers'

- Union.

If the Minister would like to have his

- servants in the Public Service go through

the rules registered with the Industrial
Commission in this State, he would find

" the great majority of them give their
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members in some manner or form the
right to demand & secret postal ballot. The
union with which I am connected has no
other method of electing its officers; it
has a secret postal ballot. And it is the
same with many other unions.

I do not wish to belabour the point
except to agree with the member for
Maylands that the proposal is an inter-
ference with the basic right of unions
to run their own affairs. It has been said
time and time again—and the member
for Gascoyne repeated the punch line—
that many people have complained and
the public wants secret postal ballots as
the panacea to all the evils. The Liberal
Party says this will solve the troubles.

In his second reading speech the Min-
ister said quite clearly that irregularities
in ballots will not be solved by this legis-
lation. If the secret postal ballot is not
to control irreguarities—

Mr Grayden: That is the object of it.

Mr SKIDMORE: I will come to the
question of irregularities in a moment. I
give the lie to the statements of the mem-
ber for Gascoyne and the Minister, and
the attitude of the Government, that there
has been a preponderance of irregularities
in union elections over the last 10 years.
The records of the Industrial Commission
do not reveal it. I have proof of that here
and I will be prepared to table documents
setting out those facts.

I would like to deal first of all with some
of the rcmarks made by the Mindster in
his second reading speech. He referred to
problems associated with the economy. It
is rather surprising to find a secret postal
ballot system is expected to reflect in
some way upoh the economic situation in
this country, but the Minister thought fit
to mention it and I think it should be
looked at in that light.

The Minister said the economy was just
starting to come out of the trough—no
doubt as usual propounding the theory
that the last Pederal Labor Government
was responsible for all those ills. But it
is rather surprising to find that among
the issues involved in the economic con-
dition of the country is the suggestion that
the trade union movement acts irre-
sponsibly when it comes to the question
of going out on strike on many issues.
For instance, the workers at one of the
mining companies in the Pilbara went
out on strike gt one time because a man
was killed due to an unsafe working con-
dition. The workers refused to go back
to work until such time as that condi-
tion had been ameliorated or removed.
It led to a fairly long, bitter strike. The
company eventually capitulated; the safety
factors were looked at and safety com-
mittees were set up. The first prompting
in regard to this safety issue came from
the union. So not all strikes are related
to monetary values.
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I believe in the present economic scene
unions have a right to strike. The alle-
gation has been made time and time again
that excessive wage demands are causing
unemployment, and as the Minister men-
tioned economics in his speech I assume
he is suggesting the ballot system will
control the irresponsible people—that it
will make the 99.9 per cent of unionists
who do not vofe get off their behinds, fill
in ballot papers, and send them back. It
may be true that will improve the re-
turn of votes but I doubt that it will
ever change the leadership of the unions.
If that is what the Government thinks it
will achieve with this legislation, it is
doomed to disappointment.

Having been a member of the AMWU
for 15 years and on its executive for 14
of those years, it is within my knowledge
that at no time have we ever had a greater
retwrn than 1 per cent or 13 per cent in
any election of officers of the unlon, and
I suggest to the Minister and the member
for Gascoyne that their fears that at all
times that union has been dominated by
communists are quite unfounded. And if
it were dominated by communists, I do
not think I would do what the Premier
does when he goes home at night—have
a look under the hed to see if a Peking
or Russian communist is there,

Mr Clarko: They would be in bed with
you.

Mr SKIDMORE: If 1 were not happily
married and if they were of the opposite
sex, I might consider that. The member
for Karrinyup may look at that as some-
thing he would enjoy, but I would not.

Economic statements lead us to believe
that the worker in this country is sup-
posed to pledge himself to carry the great-
est amount of blame for the economic
situation and the greatest amount of re-
sponsibility for its recovery. It is sug-
gested as an economic proposition that
there will be a credit squeeze which in
turn will make the worker more unable
to get the good things in life in regard
to housing and many other aspects. But
the Liberals, who violently oppose indexa-~
tion and have done so in the Federal
court only this week, are saying to the
waorkers, “You will not get any more money
in your pay packet, but we will stimulate
the economy.” If that is an inducement
to workers to be more productive, then I
bave never heard of anything more ridi-
culous. Having removed the worker from
the field of heing able to stimulate con-
sumer spending, the Liberal Government
says it will increase productivity, which
will increase profit, which will give busi-
ness the opportunity to get up and go.
As I say, having removed the worker from
the field of consumer spending, I fail to
see how that will be done.

If people have money taken from them
how can they spend it and stimulate the
economy? Yet the Minister is suggesting
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that_the trade union movement Is irres-
ponsible, and, therefore, it should be con-
trolled in this way by secret postal ballots.

I asked the Minister a question in this
House hecause from my experience I felt
very few applications had been made in
the last 10 years for court-controlled postal
ballots. I am aware of one in 1968, be-
cause I was involved in it; and I know of
two others. However, I found there was
a fourth, which was heard as late as this
year and will be reporfed in the Novem-
ber, 1976, issue of the Western Australian
Industrial Gazetfe. That fourth applica-
tion was lodged by the Federated Clerks’
Unien, for reasons unknown to me.

I would like to refer hriefly to page 1164
of volume 47 of the Western Australian
Industrial Gazette of the 24th January,
1968, in which it is stated that a request
was made to the registrar to conduct an
election by the Hotel Club Caterers
Union. Bear in mind that my guestion
related to the 10 years beginning in 1966,
and the first occurrence was in 1968 when
an election was conducted for officers of
the Hotel Club Caterers Unlon by Mr
Coleman, the then returning officer of the
union. Because certain irregularities oc-
curred in that ballot, the management
committee of the union made an approach
to the registrar, who conceded that under
section 38M of the Industrial Arbitration
Act there should be held a properly con-
ducted hallot, which was duly carried out.
Might I point out here, Sir, that the ir-
regularities were not caused by the man-
agement committee but by people who
tried to rig the ballot. It was a full postal
hallot.

Yet the Minjster is saying that holding
full postal ballots will solve the problem
of ballots; he says such ballots will not
be able to be rigged and there will be
no intimidation. The sum total of the
exercise to which I have just referred is
that the ballot conducted by the registrar
was conclusive and expressed without any
shadow of doubt the desire of the union
members. It certainly brought about a
great increase in the number of votes.

At page 598 of volume 48 of the Western
Austratian Indusirigl Gazette it is reported
that again the Hotel Club Caterers
Union made application with a petition
lodged and signed by 357 persons for a
ballot to be held under section 36M of the
Act. The registrar said it could reasonably
be concluded the signatures were correct,
and he then said that in accordance with
the provisions of the Act he notified the
union of his decision to conduct a ballat
for the election of a president, two vice-
presidents, three trustees, and five other
members. Those were the only officers re-
quired to be elected under the rules of
the union.

So we had two instances in 1988 in
which a union sought court-controlled
ballots.
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We then move forward to page 488 of
valume 56 of the 5th May, 1976, in which
the Australian Workers’ Union made ap-
plication for a court-controlled ballot. The
registrar was satisfied that section 36M of
the Industrial Arbitration Act should pre-
vail, and an election was held. The rea-
sons for it are not indicated; it merely
states that the requisite number of mem-
bers of the union, as prescribed in the
regulations, made application for the
ballot.

That was the third of the court-
econtrolled ballots, and the fourth was a
result of a recent request to the registrar
by the Federated Clerks’ Union. So when
the member for Gascoyne and the Minister
for Labhour and Industry try to tell us that
hundreds of unionists have spoken to them
and requested secret postal ballots, we give
the lie to that by pointing out that on only
four occasions in 10 years has the union
movement sought such ballots.

I would explain to the Minister that on
each occasion, notwithstanding the Act
as it stands at present—it does not speci-
fically say “secret postal bhallots’—those
ballots were run by the Chief Electoral
Officer and were secret postal ballots. I am
99.9 per cent sure of that.

What did this achieve? Has it made the
members of the Hotel Club Caterers
Union conscious of their responsibility to
have secret postal ballots? Of course it
has not. It has not increased in any way
the right of members of that union to
express their desires in respect of elections
by way of secret ballots. It has been more
of a provocative thing.

When the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry and his Government heard of some
great new conciliation scheme to be intro-
duced by the Federal Minister responsible
for conciliation and arbitration affairs,
which would bring unions to heel and
make them toe the line, they immediately
jumped on the bandwagon. Without any
thought, the Minister decided to grab at
the proposal of his Federal counterpart.
He hurried to introduce a Bill, and then
found the Federal Minister had changed
his mind. The Federal Minister has de-
cided he has an obligation to again amend
the Conciliation and Arbitration Act. As
the member for Maylands pointed out, we
have no idea whether that Bill will get
through the Senate. It is merely a pro-
posal, and the Minister is hoping it will
be passed and that we will finish up with
this system of collegiate elections.

Perhaps I should mention some of the
problems of collegiate elections in so far
a5 unions are concerned. I am concerned
as a matter of principle that the union
movement should be told that 1t must have
a collegiate election if a certain number
of members say that is the type of election
which should be held. I am concerned be-
cause it is completely undemocratic. It is
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impossible to get a decent, virile committee
of management appolnted under the colle-
glate system. I will explain why.

Let us assume that a union such as the
AMWYU is to hold an electlon of officers
under the collegiate system. That union
has some four or five industrial officers
who have undergone a considerable
amount of training and spent a consider-
able amount of time in that area. They
need to have expertise in industrial law
and need to be able to hold thelr own
against barristers, solicitors, and Queen’s
Counsel in industrial tribunal proceedings.
It could quite easily happen under the
collegiate system of election that cne of
those industrial officers may not be ap-
pointed because the rank and file did not
vote for him. Bear in mind that when a
management committee is voted in en bloc,
the cfficers are not elected. The members
do not say which person should be the
president, seeretary, ete

Let us assume that a former secretary
is one of those members who is elected.
Under the collegiate system if he has in-
sufficient supporters he may not be the
secretary, and we could finish up with a
dunderhead in the job who does not know
how to run a union., That is exaetly what
the Liberal Party Government In this State
hopes will occur,

It wants to break down the confidence
of union members in respect of their right
to determine who shall be the secretary,
the assistant secretary, and the industrial
officers of their union. Neothing would suit
this State Guvernment better than io have
Inexperienced, inept industrial officers
fighting the case of the worker in the
Industrial Commlssion against a QC, a
harrister, or a solicitor. They would have
not a feather to fiy with; and that is what
this Government hopes will take place if
ever this legislaetion reaches the light of
day which, no doubt, it will. I would be
surprised If for some strange, inexplicable
reason it did not reach the Statute book.

Tha_t is not all that is wrong with the
collegiate system. It has many faults and
many areas of conflict. If we look at the
Minister’s second reading speech it is hard
to reconcile the fact that he says this Bill
will give all union members the inherent
right to elect their representatives in full
freedom. Let us consider that.

This is a “take” of the ILO Convention
mentioned previously by other speakers. I
coats the pill in the hope that the people
reading the Minister's second reading
speech will feel he has gone a long way
towards fulfilling that convention. He well
knows—Iif he does not, he is a damn fool—
that the ILO Convention is breached by
this legislation. There is no question of
that, because the Bill removes the frecdom
of unionists to make their own choice.

The Minister went on to indicate that he
was able to show the unifons had been
consulted, and that they ralsed three
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fssues with him at a deputation. I do not
know where the Minister was when the
fourth issue was discussed with him, I
assume the fourth issue was dlscussed,
because it is noted on the sheet I have in
front of me which relates to a meeting with
the Minister for Labour and Industry on
the 24th September, 1976, In respect of the
fourth issue the comment made by, I
assume, the Minister for Labour and
Industry, Is '“We will have a look at this.”

I do not know what the Minister thought
he was going to do when he thought the
union wanted to have & look at only three
of those matters. What must be remem-
bered is that the union members did not
g0 to that conference to talk about those
issues which affected their industrial life,
their right to run their own affairs, and
their right to elect their own officers in
the privacy of their own homes—which
right they now have. The legislation had
already been drafted and that is what they
were faced with. Like us here, they then
sought to get the best they could from
that amending legislation in the interests
of their members.

I am rather surprised that in this air of
enlighienment the Minister feels he shares
with the trade union movement’s rank
and file, when by this amending legislation
he is taking away a fundamental right of
many small unions with a membership of
300 or lcss. There are quite a lot of them.
Hew is he doing that? He suggests that
a percentage of a membership should be
required to vote to register a request with
the registrar for a court-controlled ballot.
That will make it virtually impossible for
any small union ever to right an irregu-
larity or to request a controlled ballot.

Mr Grayden: They do not have to have
numbers; they can have a percentage.

Mr SKIDMORE: I know they can have
a percentag?, but the Minister should work
out the percentage of members which a
union with a membership of 300 could get
to sign a petition. That would bhe practi-
cally impossible for some smaller unions
to achieve. It is within my knowledge that
many small unions would be lucky to have
nine people, apart from the management
committee, at an executive meeting.

The Minister is hoping that this legis-
lation will create interest within unions.
I suppose 50 per cent of the trade union
movement would not have had an election
for officers for many years. The Liberal
Party point of view would be that that is
due to the apathy of the membership but I
would say it is because the membership
accepts that the executive officers are
doing their job, does not wish to see them
changed and therefcre avoids having an
election.

To my mind that in itself is indicative
of the unions’ attitude that they do not
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want any change in the bresent situation,
The whole of the proposals are aslmost
laughable.

The Minister said that ballots would be
without cost because of a post office box
provided for the purpose; that is, a mem-
ber would be able to vote in the privacy
of his home and because he has an en-
velope with a stamp on it he will hotfoot
it down to the post office and register his
vote. I should like to think union mem-
bers would exercise their right to vote.
Nothing would make me happier than to
see all trade unionists accepting their re-
sponsibility. But when trade ynion mem-
bers abrogate their right to take an
interest in their union and then the Lib-
eral Party, their opponents in industrial
affairs, tries to assist them, I have to lock
at this matter with a very fine toothcomb
to see why the legislation was introduced.

I assure the Minister that my union
does not want his stinking legislation. We
will foot our own bills, we will pay our
own postage, and we will do so with plea-
sure. The Government can stick its rotten
money! That would go for a lot of unions.
They see no value in the Government say-
ing that because it will pay the postage
the unions ought to grab it with both
hands, this is a wonderful thing, and all
of a sudden the unions have it made. I
am not going to be bought, my organisa-
tion is not going to be bought, and many
others will not be bought. They will not
swallow the pill. Just because ynion mem-
bers are given a lousy 1l8c stamp on a
postal vote return envelope the Govern-
ment will not buy the soul of the worker
by hoping he will go along and do some-
thing within the ynion. H2 has a right now
to do that and if he does not exercise that
right the Government wants to force him
to do so.

The hope of this amending legislation
is to force union members to vote. I have
news for the Government. The apathy of
many trade union members, in my ex-
perience, is such that nothing will stir
them up, but it may be said that a lot of
unionists are satisfied with their leader-
ship. Their lack of interest is not so much
an apathy but a respect for the members
who are doing a good job.

Let us consider the so-called trade union
domination by communists. I have never
heard such a lot of rubbish in all my life.
It is as If the communists are the great
bogey attacking this country. The Premier
suggested that we and the trade union
movement are being dictated to by the
Russian communists. I have never heard
such utter rot in my life from a person who
is supposed to have a certain amount of
intellizence. It makes me wonder whether
we should not send the Premier and the
Minister to one of our trade union schools
on industrial relatiens.
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Mr T. D. Evans: What about a psychia-
trist instead?

Mr SKIDMORE: That would be an
improvement but I do not have much faith
in head shrinkers. I simply say that the
attitude that communists are the nigger
in the woodpile does not bear fruit. One
might cast one’s mind back to the war
years when the Communist Party was out-
lawed by that infamous piece of legislation.
It merely drove underground people who
were working for the cause of the worker.
Whether we believe in such people’s
political ideology is not the point. Nobody
would deny the amount of work that John
Halfpenny puts in on behalf of his organ-
isation as its Federal secretary and on
behalf of the workers, but he is, according
to the Liberal Party, one of those rotten
stinking communists who are dominating
this country!

Mr Clarko: He is destroying Australia.

Mr SKIDMORE: I have never heard
such rot in my life. Let us look at some
of the others in the AMWU. What about
Jack Garland? Is he a communist?

Mr Grayden: You should know,

Mr SKIDMORE: I do know. He is not a
commaunist because he is a3 member of the
Australlan Labor Party and has been for
many years. Let us consider some of the
other people in this State wiho are not
communists, I should have liked all the
cemmunist hating people oppcesite to come
to a strike meeting at an industrial
establishment where one of these com-
munists pleaded with the workers on the
first ocecaslon they went out of the back
gate to go back hecause they did not have
a leg to stand on. He said, *I will go in
and talk to the boss and see what we can
do.” This so-called dictator got the old
Roman sign and the workers did not go
back to work. No amount of pleading could
make them go back. The Minister is afraid
these terrible people are dominating the
political scene!

Mr Clarko: Are you denying that the
ccmmunists have great power in the
Australian union movement?

Mr SKIDMORE: Of course I do not deny
that communists have great power in the
Australian unicn movement any more than
I deny that Liberal Party supporters could
have great power in the union movement
if they exercised it, but they are too
apathetic to get off their backsides. Why
do members opposite want to make the
. union movement weak-kneed so that they

can destroy it with this legislation? That
is what they want. Of ccurse I do not deny
that the communisis are playing a great
part in the trade union movement. Is there
anything wrong in that? Merely because
members opposite do not accept the com-
munist philosophy—

Mr Clarko: When the DLP came to
power in 1955 your peaple realised quickly
what effect it was having on vour party.
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Mr SEIDMORE: Of course we realised.
The DLP formed the industrial group
which set ttself up as the power within the
trade union movement. It became very
powerful but not powerful enough for the
majority of workers. People who had been
democratically elected by a secret ballot
to represent their unions gradually over-
came the influence of these people and
kicked them out—where they belonged—
not because of their political ideology but
hecause they were a destructive force in
the trade union movement. They are the
complete antithesis of the communists
because they did nothing.

Mr Clarko: They grew up because of
the control of the communists.

Mr SKIDMORE: That may be the mem-
ber’s peoint of view but it is not mine.
They grew up because they wished to
oppose all those things they felt were
wrcng in the trade union movement., They
wented control and when they got beaten
they cried wolf. The greatest of them all
went from the DLP into the DLP-Nation-
list coalition, or whatever it was called,
and hgzs now heen accepted as a member
of the Liberal Party as a Federal member.
There is only one party left to which he
can go—the Communist Party., When he
is defeated at the next election he might
do thet and then he will have done the
politieal rcunds.

Mr Q'Connor: Who did Sehator Wheel-
don start with?

Mr SKIDMORE: I understand he was
a member of the Young Liberal Move-
ment. It does not break my heart that
somebody should suddenly realise he is
in the wrong camp. It did not take him
long to wake up. He has sinece heen g
damned good member of the ALP and is
likely to remain so for a long time.

Mr O’Connor: He Is pretty one-sided.

Mr SKIDMORE: Members oppcsite
could not expect us to adopt their philos-
ophy of life when they bring forward
stupid legislation such as this which
comes from a right-wing attitude, which
is not even democratic and which does not
allow the membership of a union to elect
its own secretary, its own organisers or
its own Federal officers.

Another remarkable thing about this
piece of legislation which has been sug-
gested by the Minister—I intend to de-
velop this during the Committes stage—
is that federally elected officers will be
recognised by the Industrial Commission
as officers of the State union. In Moore
v. Doyle the full bench of the Conciliation
and Arbitration Court made it patently
clear that that was not on. I shall tell mem-
bers why. In those circumstances both the
Federal and State elections of a union can
be challenged. The AWU is a classic case.
It has been complaining for a long time
about the disparity between the two bhut the
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Minister tonight stggested that this legis-
lation will solve that problem. It will not
and cannot. How can it? There are two
Acts—a State Act and & Federal Act.

The Minister suggests that a Federal
executive elected by a branch of the union
will then be accepted as the executlve of
the State registered union. Of course that
can be challenged on both legal and moral
grounds. I suggest to the Minister that it
is not true to say that all organisations
do that. In fact prior to the amalgamation
of the AEU with the Federated Boller-
makers’ Unlon they conducted two sum-
mons meetings for the election of the
executive management committees. Some-
times the system used to get fouled up
because we had a nomination agalnst the
existing Federal secretary. It used to cause
all sorts of problems,

This legislation will not be the means
of solving the problem. It is of no use
the Minister putting up the plea that it
will. However, I shall develop this theme
further in the Committee stage.

I do not know that the unions are
violently opposed to this, but what they
prefer to put to the members of this
House s that they are studiously opposed
to it. They are not jumping up to clamour
for a strike, but they are gravely concerned.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The honour-
able member has five more minutes.

Mr SKIDMORE: Perhaps if I answered
more interjections my time would be ex-

tended.

Mr Harman: We want to maintaln law
and order.

Mr SKIDMORE: 1 have quoted quite
extensively from documents which show
clearly and conclsely that the arguments
put up by the Minister in his second
reading speech as reasons for the leglsla-
tion are a lot of whitewash. His com-
ments do nothing to validate the presenta-
tion of the Bill,

Within the Industrial Arbitration Act
there are sufficlent provisions available to
the trade union movement to conduct such
postal ballots, They have operated over
many years:; they have remained un-
changed over many Yyears; they have
been made more acceptable over many
years; and they have made 1t easler for
the membership to demand a volece in the
trade unlon movement. Untonists have had
that avallable fo them up to now. They
do not want to be dictated to, or for
their rights to be taken away from them,
because that 1s preelsely what will take
place under the collegiate system of elect-
ing officers. To my mind that is a disaster.

The Minister gilves some credence to
the claim that the economy of this country
is on the mend, and his comment makes
me wonder. If we take from the worker
what he justly expects to receive for the
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production he turns out, we nullify his
efforts, Thus we wil remove from the
scene the ability of the workers to pur-
chase consumer goods. There will not be
encugh money to chase the consumer
goods, because the worker is not getting
his just reward.

., I money was released in the economy
in a sensible way, such as by the reduction
of taxation and by extending the narrow
confines of wage indexation eriteria, we
would improve the economy. However, if
we reduce the demand for goods and ser-
vices, the sheer inevitability is that we will
create an economy which will not rise from
a low ebh, such as our economy is in at
the moment.

I suggest to the Minister that over the
last 12 months the rate of inflation in this
country has been higher than that for
the previous 12 months. He might reflect
on this comment, and ask whether the
economic policy will be improved by the
legislation before us. I simply point out
that all the comments put forward by the
Minister are red herrings; they are just
excuses to try to show there is validity for
the iIntroduction of the Bill, There is no
doubt that this legislation will encourage
the weak, the badly run, and the ill-
equibped unions which will not be able to
front up in strength befare the industrial
tribunals, and which will be placed in an
extremely disadvantageous position in
making thelr endeavours on behalf of the
workers.,

There is no question of where I stand on
this measure. I oppose 1t on the same
grounds as those put forward by the mem-
ber for Maylands regarding the contra-
vention of the ILO Conventfon; and this
legislatinn s certalnly a contravention of
the rights which have been enjoyed by the
trade unicns over many years.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [10.056 p.m.]1:
Like the member for Swan I rise to oppose
strongly this legislation. The Government
had no mandate on being elected to intro-
duce this legislation. There was no men-
tion in its policy speech announced to the
people of Western Australia of introduc-
ing any legislation dealing with the ballot
system in the trade union movement of
Westarn Australia. It might have been the
policy of the DLP and Country Party
coalition, but it was not announced in the
Liberal Party policy.

Mr Grayden: We have a policy of main-
taining responsible trade unionism.

Mr T. H JONES: I am wondering
whether this legislation is the answer to
the policy of the Liberal Party which it
announced to the pecple of Western Aus-
tralia in March, 1974, under the heading
of “Deal with Industrial Unrest”. Is this
the manner In which the Liberal and
National Country Party coalition Govern-
ment intends to deal with industrial unrest
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in Western Australia? What did the Liberai
Party announce in that part of its policy?
It said—

We are serlously concerned about
industrial unrest.

The whole community is realising
that the tactics now used by the mili-
tant left wing unlens constitute a
form of industrial civil war against our
community.

Strikes are affecting essential pro-
duction and are becoming an economic
burden on every one of us.

Last year, Waestern Australian
workers lost 90000 days work and
90 000 days' pay because of strikes.

What worries most people is that
some union leaders now think they are
above the law.

Mr Grayden: This Is one way to get
rid of them.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minijster will have
his opportunity to have a say. That part
of the Liberal Party policy shows the hypo-
crisy of the Bill introduced by the Minister,
because he has not given any valid reason
as to why this legislation should be before
us.

Mr Grayden: We are haoping that res-
ponsible union members will get rid of the
militant unionists.

Mr T. H JONES: The Minister had
better look under his hed tonight to see
whether any communists are there. I draw
attention to two other references in the
Liberal policy speech. The first is—

While standing by principle in the
Interests of the public, we will also
stand by the principle of unlonism,

The second is—

We will encourage regular, mean-
ingful consultation between unions,
employers and Government...

What a lie that ist! Can the Minister
tell me where he has introduced this new
system of meaningful discussion or con-
sultation between unions, employers, and
the Government?

Mr Grayden: We had that on 58 oc-
casions.

Mr T, H JONES: What did the Min-
ister achieve?

Mr Grayden: A great deal.

Mr T. H. JONES: 1 know how much
the Minister has achieved. He well knows
that I am closely associated with the trade
union movement of Western Australia,
because I was a representative of the
trade union movement before I was elected
to Parliament. The Minister might be
able to foo! some people, and induce his
supporters to go along with him on this
amending Bill, but other people with years
of experience in the trade unlon move-
ment know the real situation and they do
not want this type of legislation to appear
on the Statute book.
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Any responsible Government which
brings forward legislation as Important
as this, has a duty to tell the Opposition
and Parliament why the legislation is ne-
cessary and desirable. In my view the
Minister has failed dismally to show in
any way at all the need for this legisla-
tion to be introduced.

I refer to the second reading speech
of the Minister, in which he left himself
open because the comments he made
clearly demonstrated the actual position.
He started of by saying—

The principal purpose of this Bill is
to provide for secret postal ballots for
elections to offices in unions of work-
ers and employers registered under the
Industrial Arbitration Act.

From where did the request come? Who
prompted the Minister to bring this leg-
islation before Parliament? Was it the
trade wunion movement, the employer
group, or the Liberal section of Cabinet?
In my opinion there is no room on the
Statute book of this State for this leg-
islation, The Minister went on to say—

The object of these proposals is to
give every member of a union a full
and equal opportunity to influence
policy within his union and to choose
those officers who it is considered will
properly represent the member's views
on the committee of management.

Does the Minister not know the record of
the trade union movement of this State?
If he cares to look at the records of the
trade union elections he will find that only
in very rare instances are long-standing of-
ficers defeated. If a trade union leader
is doing his job his members will re-elect
him. This situation is to be found in
?eai;ly every trade union in Western Aus-
ralia.

In the 17 years that I was Secretary
of the Coal Miners’” Union 1 found that
position applled to the officials of the
union. It is a principle which is applied
not only in Collie but throughout West-
ern Australia, Where a trade union of-
ficial is doing his job he has nothing to
fear, because in most instances he is re-
elected by the rank and file.

Mr Grayden: Why then are you object-
ing to this legislation?

Mr T. H. JONES: Because the unions
are capable of handling their own affairs,

Mr Grayden: But the Government will
pay the cost.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Government can
do much better than it is doing. No doubt
the Minister witnessed the pensioners who
demonstrated on the steps of Parliament
House today, pleading with the Govern-
ment to reduce licence fees, transport fares,
and shire rates.

Mr Grayden: Do you want to assist the
responsible trade unjons?
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Mr T. H. JONES: The trade union
movement has noi{ asked for assistance,
It is quite capable of managing its own
affairs; and it has done that since trade
unionism was first introduced.

Mr Grayden: A large number of trade
unions are waiting for this legislation.

Mr T. H. JONES: I know the type of
trade union leaders the Minister is re-
ferring to. He is pulling the wool over
the eyes of some people, but he cannot
do that with the member for Swan, the
member for Maylands, or myself.

The anticipated expenditure for the con-
duct of these postal hallots is $100 000.
Would not this amount be better spent by
making it available to the pensioners of
this State, to allevlate the plight in which
they are placed? We know the fate of this
Iegislation, and due to plg-headedness and
heing directed wrongly the Minister refuses
to budge. The numbers game 1is played in
the proceedings of this Parliament, and
irrespective of whether or not we debate
the Bill for menths we know what the out-
come will be. However, I am here to repre-
sent the workers of Western Australia,

Mr Clarke: So are we on this side of the
House.

Mr T. H. JONES: I have yet to see the
day when the member for Karrinyup
stands up in this place and supports leg-
1slati]0n to improve the lot of the working
peaple,

Mr Clarko: The Liberals have done that
for generations.

Mr T. H. JONES: I think it is time the
honourable member looked at the history
of the performance of the Liberals in
Western Australla. He need not refer to
what took place on the coalflelds. He
should recall that about 20 years ago the
the Liberals destroyed the State Building
Supplies, gave away the State Sawmills,
and disposed of other publie instrumen-
talities, He should go just beyond Arma-
dale to look at the brickworks which were
sold to Hawker Siddeley, and that com-
pany in turn has disposed of the works—
I suppose at a record profit—to another
company. If the honourable member
wishes to take me up on it, I can show
him the attitude of the Liberal Govern-
ment towards the workers of this State.

Mr Clarko: The workers have voted for
us in increasing numbers.,

Mr T. H. JONES: Let us lock at what
the Liberals did to the Collie miners when
they put 600 men out of work, and at what
they did to the people on the goldfields
where they made big promises prior to the
last Federal election which they have not
vet honoured. If the honourable member
wants to argue about the Liberal policy
towards the workers I am prepared to do
that at any time and at any place he
chooses,
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Mr Clarko: The Liberals were 20 years
in government in the Federal sphere
because the workers voted for us.

Mr T, H, JONES: The unionists do not
want this type of finance. It is black
money, and they want no part of if. It is
black money that is being made avaflable
to them. As far as the trade union move-
ment is concerned it does not want a
bar of this.

Mr Grayden: On the one hand they ask

for financial assistance, but you refuse it
when it is glven,

Mr T. H. JONES: Who has asked for
financial assistance?

Mr Grayden: I had a request today.

Mr T. H. JONES: From whom?

Mr Grayden: The TLC {is constantly
asking for assistance.

Mr T. H. JONES: Who has asked for
assistance?

Mr Grayden: The trade union training
scheme, for instance.

Mr T. H. JONES: That is different. The
same applied when the Minister opened
the office at Port Hedland. I asked him
to name a union which has asked for
assistance.

Mr Grayden: They wanted assistance,
and we gave it to them.

Mr T. H. JONES: Name a trade union
which asked for assistance.

Mr Grayden: You are not making the
trade unions very happy at the moment.

Mr Shalders interjected.

Mr T. H. JONES: I suggest the member
who has just interjected should keep to
his piece of chalk about which he claims
he knows something, and I will speak for
the trade union movement.

Mr Grayden: We are trying to help
financially, and the member for Collie
is rejecting the offer of assistance.

Mr T. H. JONES: I have never known
the Minister to be so big hearted. IHe
gave the sum of $1000 to a group of
plumbers. The next thing he will be
offering $1 000 to the wharfies, and another
$1 000 to ALP funds! That is big hearted.
His heart is so big he intends to throw
away money belonging to the people of
Western Australia. He intends to throw
it around like a man with no arms; no
trouble at all. A sum of $10000 to run
elections, but when the pensioners asked
for a little extra, that was not on. That
is the attitude of this Government to-
wards the working people of Western Aus-
tralia,

Mr Crayden: One minute you are talk-
ing about union bashing, but when the
Government attempts to make money
available for trade union elections, you
criticise us and reject the offer.

Mr Bertram: The unions distrust you.
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Mr T. H. JONES: I appeared on tele-
vision last night with an endorsed Liberal
Party candidate. Even the member for
Mt. Marshall would agree that when the
question of union bashing was raised
last night everybhody in the audience
laughed. When debating law and order,
the Liberal Party candidate made a fool
of himself.

Mr Grayden: What union are you try-
ing to bash now, and trying to deprive of
this financial assistance?

Mr T. H. JONES: I am not trying to
bash any union; the Minister is bashing
the unions.

Mr Grayden: You are bashing the unions
now.

Mr T. H. JONES: My record with regard
to industrial relations will stand up better
than the record of the Minister, in the
eyes of the trade union movement.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie):
Order! I suggest the member for Collie
address the Chair.

Mr T. H. JONES: I was only answering
interjections, which I love to do—especi-
ally when they are of the type now being
made,

Mr Grayden: Do not bash the unions,
and we will not interject.

Mr T. H. JONES: There is no union
bashing as far as the Opposition is con-
cerned.

Mr Grayden: You are trying to deprive
the unions of financial assistance.

Mr T. H. JONES: I was in the Kim-
berley area recently, and I learnt that
Government members were going around
telling the Aborigines not to vote for the
Labor candidates because they were all
commiinists, and that there would be a
hig war and all the Aborigines would be
killed. That is what members opposite
are doing., This is the law and order,
about which we have heard so much.

Sir Charles Court: You have given me
a couple of ideas. I hope you will be
sent to the Kimberley again,

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minister referred
to union officers being elected for a longer
period then four years. Is that not the
right of the organisation, if such a pro-
vision is in the registered rules of the
union? Is it not the right of unions to
write intao their registered agreements
that any union representative can be
elected for a lifetime? What right is it of
any Government to take away that prin-
ciple if the rules have been registered?
That is the inftention of the Government.

When the shadow Minister for Labour
and Industry introduced a Bill to reduce
the period necessary for long service leave,
and a Bill to provide for sick leave, the
Minister for Labour and Industry said it
was an attempt to usurp the funections of
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the Industrial Commission, However, that
is precisely the intention of Parliament
tonight—to usurp the rights of the In-
dustrial Commission. The Industrial Com-
mission has the right to determine the
registration of union rules, and what the
rules prescribe. Is there anything wrong
with a union electing a responsible per-
son and allowing him to retain his posi-
tion until he retires?

Mr Grayden: Of course there is.

Mr T. H. JONES: Evenh the electors of
South Perth allow the Minister for Labour
and Industry that privilege.

Mr Sibson interjected.

Mr T. H. JONES: I will see the member
for Bunbury outside, when I have com-
pleted my speech, and test his hip pocket
nerve. I will see whether his pocket is as
big as his mouth.

Mr Sibson: I simply asked whether the
member for Collie would agree to his
Opposition candidate remaining in office
until his retirement, in the event of his
winning the seat.

Several members interjected.

Mr Bertram: How are your plumbers
getting on?

Mr Grayden: They are doing famously.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie):
Order!

Mr T. H. JONES: At page 4 of his sec-
ond reading speech notes, the Minister
made a laughable statement. He said the
return to industrial peace and improved
productivity would give added encourage-
ment and initiative to overcome inflation
and its associated problem of unemploy-
ment which have been a great threat to
consistent economic development. What a
great comment to appear in a Minister's
second reading speech! I wonder just
where is all this ihdustrial unrest. The
Minister has said that the Court Govern-
ment had a much better record for indus-
trial peace than did the Tonkin Govern-
ment. However, industrial peace—or, I
should say industrial unrest—is not the
fault of the workers when it has heen
brought about hy employers. The Premier
can laugh if he wishes, because numerous
cases are on record, within the concept of
the Industrial Commission, in which it
has been proved that the workers have
not been responsible for strikes. In many
instances it has been the fault of employ-
?rs, and the Premier knows that {o be a
act.

What should he done in the maiter of
unrest is that the Government should get
around the table and talk. It should
mediate, end conciliate, but unfortunately
this Government does not subscribe to
that principie.

Mr Grayden: We have done so on 59
occasions.

Mr T. H. JONES: We have g good ex-
ample in Collie where a 35-hour week has
been worked by the coalminers since 1961.
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For a period of seven years, since 1968, we
have had better conditions. I am sure
the Minister will agree that Industrial
peace was achieved by mediaiion and con-
ciliation. The reduction in the number of
hours worked during each week resulted
in increased productivity; I do not know
whether the Minister is aware of that fact.

Mr Grayden: I think it is an excellent
record.

Mr T. H. JONES: I am using thg ex-
ample only to show what can be achieved.
I am certain the same situation can be
achieved in many other unions in Western
Australia, if opportunity is given to them.

Unfortunately, the situation is that the
trade union movement does not receive
the opportunity which it so richly
deserves. The question of numbering the
ballot papers has been raised, and I want
to place on record that it is a require-
ment-—under the registered rules of the
Collie Miners’ Union—that all ballot pa-
pers he numbered. The ballot papers were
numbered on the recommendation of the
now Mr Justice Burt, when he was the
lawyer looking after the interest of the
Collie Miners’ Union.

When I was secretary of the union the
rules were redrafted to meet changing cir-
cumstances, and Mr Burt suggested that
the ballot papers should be numbered to
overcome irregularities which might cccur
in union elections. The union, In its
wisdom, followed the suggestion. It ap-
plied to the industrial court of the time
to have the rules registered, and they
were registered in that form. It is a re-
quirement of the rules that union ballot
papers should be numbered.

Mr Grayden: That is a1l right in the
event of a properly conducted secret
hallot. Of course, if the ballot is not
properly conducted, anything can happen.

Mr T. H JONES. Has the Minister
shown where any secret ballot has not
been conducted properly?

Mr Skidmore: Only four have been con-
ducted in the last 10 years.

Mr T. H. JONES: As the membeor for
Swan has indicated, there have been only
four in the last 10 years, The Minister
has not come to Parliament and said that
he has ample evidence to substantiate his
claims and support what the Government
is doing. He cannot say that he knows,
from reliable sources, that there have been
irregularities in union ballots in Western
Australia. The Minister cannot produce
that type of evidence so his case fails
dismally.

The case put forward by the Minister
would not stand up in the Industrial
Commission; it would be thrown out of
thefwi?dow because It would not be hased
on fact,
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Mr Grayden: If there are not irregu-
larities, why is this legislation so bitterly
opposed by certain unions only? Why
does it have the support of the great
majority of the unions?

Mr T. H. JONES: To which unions is
the Minister referring?

Mr H. D. Evans: The Minister has not
referred the matter to the unions.

Mr Grayden: The member for Collie is
out of touch with the unions.

Mr T. H. JONES: We are In touch with
them, all right. It is time the Minister
got in touch with them. He well knows
that the Trades and Labor Council of
Western Australla is the mouthpiece of
the trade union movement, and he well
knows the views of that organisation.
Those views were clearly spelt out by the
member for Maylands. There is no doubt
the trade union movement will not have
a bar of this legislation. It is quite capable
of looking after its own affairs.

Mr Grayden: The unions which have
come to us cannot go to the TLC. They
want the legislation to ensure they receive
adequate support.

Mr Harman: Name the unions.

Mr Grayden: You get your own in-
formation.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Blaikie):
Order!

Mr T. H. JONES: There are a small
number of trade unions which are in the
category referred to by the Minister. We
call them “tame cat” unions.

Mr O'Neil; I thought you were not
union bashing: what are you doing now?

Mr T. H. JONES: A “tame cat” union
is involved in this instance, The Minister
is silent because he knows what I am
saying is true, and he knows the atti-
tude of the trade union movement
generally.

Mr Grayden: The member for Collie is
aware of the unions which support this
legislation, he does not need me to tell

+

Mr T. H. JONES: Well, for the sake of
the record and for the bhenefit of the
Hansard report I ask the Minister to tell
us. I ask the Minister to name the unions.

Mr Grayden: You know perfectly well
which unions are involved.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minister remains
silent.

Mr Harman: Name the unions,

Mr Grayden: The opposition to this
major Bill is low key.

The ACTING SPEAKER {(Mr Blaikie):
Order!

Mr Bryce:
major Bill.

Several members interjected.

The Minister calls this a
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The ACTING SPEAKER {(Mr Blalkle):
Order! Will the member for Collie resume
his seat. It would be appreciated 1f mem-
bers would come to order when I ¢all for
it. Hansard has some problem in attempt-
ing to take down a member's speech, and
include all the interjections when mem-
bers continue to interject. I expect mem-
bers to respect the call for order from the
Chair. I call on the member for Collie,

Mr T. H JONES: I am not worried
by the interjections, Mr Acting Speaker,
because they are not very important any-
way and do not contain any substance.
They do not upset me in any way, al-
though they do reduce the value of my
cantribution.

. Mr Grayden: Is the member support-
ing the Bill, or opposing it?

Mr T. H. JONES: I think it is time
the Minister for Labour and Industry was
replaced. It is quite obvious he does not
know what is going on. He has not lis-
tened because when I rose to my feet I
told him I opposed the measure strongly.
It is time the Premier had a talk to the
Minister for Labour and Industry and
pulled him into line, because he is not
acting in the responsible manner we expect
from & Minister of the Crown.

Several members interjected.

Mr T. H. JONES: As time is passing,
I do not want to labour the point.

I want to say in conclusion that I feel
no ¢asc has been made out for the intro-
duction of this legislation. I wonder whe-
ther the principle will be extended. Does
the Minister know the situation within the
employer groups? Are their elections con-
ducted in the manner set out in this leg-
islation?

Mr Grayden: This legislation will en-
sure they are,

Mr T. H. JONES: This legislation ap-
plies only to unions.

Mr Davies: What about the Liberal
Party elections in the south-west?

Mr T. H. JONES: I hope this area also
will be looked at.

Mr Davies: What about the irregular-
ities in the Liberal Party voting in the
south-west?

Mr T. H. JONES: The Liberal Party
ooked into this and it found there were
ho irregularities. I do not know how it
occurred—

Mr Davies: The Liberal Party held an-
ather ballot,

Mr T. H. JONES: There were no ir-
regularities, but another ballot was held.
Everyone agreed to resign, and it was all
okay in the Forrest Diviston.

Mr Davies: The right result was ab-
tained in the end--I can only agree with
the result.
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Mr T. H. JONES: I want to g0 on re-
cord as saying that I strongly oppose this
move. 'The Minister has made cut no
case for the legislation. I am confident
that the legislation will be resisted
strongly by the trade union movement of
this State. The Government talks about
industrial harmony ang yet it brings in
legislation of this type. Certainly the trade
union movement of Western Australia
does not subscribe to it.

With those remarks I strongly oppose
the measure.

ME BRYCE (Ascot) [10.31 p.n.l: This
piece of legislation is a cynical stunt, the
latest move in the Government’s attempts
to stir up serious divisions in our com-
munity.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: Fomenting hatred!

Mr BRYCE: The member for Morley
took the words right out of my mouth.

Mr O'Nell: You are disturbing his train
of thought—he had hls speech all pre-
pared.

Mr BRYCE: That 1s precisely the pcint.
This Bill had 1ts genesls at a Liberal Party
meeting in a smoke-filled room with all
the backroom boys realising they were in
one hell of a fix,

The real slgnificance of this Blll is not
the plece of paper before us tonight as
legislation, it is the furore and perform-
ance that has preceded its introduction to
Parliament. We have had weeks and
months of the Premier making threats. ac-
cusations, and ultimately providing pro-
mises to solve all the industrial ills and
difficulties in Western Australia. We have
seen his efforts to divide this community,
to bash the unions, and to stir up hatred.
He has been in top form.

Inside the walls of thls very select club
—angd I think we ought to be honest
with ourselves—we all appreciate the real
reason for the measure. Quite simoply, the
Minister has heen a very able tool in the
Premier’s scheme. There is one funda-
mental reason behind the legislatlon and
that is the fact that the Government 1s in
diabolical trouble out in the electorate. Its
popularity has slumped and it is in serlous
trouble,.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr BRYCE: The Government s des-
perate. The Liberal Party’s strategy fol-
lowed that of the famous Sukarno of In-
donesia in years gone by. This gentleman
needed desperately to transfer the thoughts
and concentration of the people from (hetr
empty bellles to something else, so he in-
vented a forelgn war. In this country ihe
State Government and the Federal Gov-
ernment have invented something at this
moment to try to attract the attention of
the people hecause both Governments are
extremely embarrassed about their 1in-
competence in handling the economy.
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Mr Bertram: Correct.

Mr BRYCE: Everyone knows the funda-
mental economic issues of concern to the
people of thls State relate to unemploy-
ment, a problem which this Government
promised to soive. The pecple of the State
are concerned also about Inflation—another
%)robl;em which this Government promised

0 solve.

Mr Bertram: Record taxes?

Mr BRYCE: Yes, the people of ihis
State are concerned about the unpreced-
ented level of State taxes and charges,
despite the promise that the Government
would curb these taxes and charges. That
Is the real issue confronting the people
of this State, and this particular Bill is
part of a cynical mangeuvre ta direct
public attention away frem the real issue.

Mr Bertram: Quite right.

Mr BRYCE: I think all members of
this Chamber realise that this smoke
screen or window-dressing—

Mr Bertram: Skulduggery!

Mr BRYCE: —was designed exclusively
by reople outside the Chamber. My sole
reason for rising to my feet tonight 15 to
illustrate to members opposite—

Mr Thompson: I thought it was to wag
your finger!

Mr BRYCE: —that this measure will be
a damp squih. The manoeuvre simply will
not work In the manner explained by the
backroom boys of the Liberal Party who
sit In these smoke-filled rooms dreaming
up schemes and strategles.

In the 1950s these bhackroom boys decided
to fight election after election by kicking
the red bogey: Communists were hiding be-
hind bushes and under beds, This time it
has been decided to apply the unton bash-
ing tactics agaln, but of course, the people
for whom the Liberal Party has such con-
tempt have woken up to this manoeuvre.
So too, of course, has the unfon movement,
and the Bill has proved to be a completely
damp squib—it is a political fizzog.

Mr O’Nell: You are keeping it fizzing,

Mr BRYCE: If I may borrow a phrase
from the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry—

Mr Grayden: You usually do.

Mr BRYCE: —I suggest that this plece
of legislation is hypocritical in the ex-
treme.

Mr Bertram:
finger properly.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest Government
members ought to lock at themselves In
the mirror because fundamentally this
Bill crystallizes some of the issues that sep-
arate labour and capital in cur society. We
find that those people in this Chamber
who represent capital have launched an
attack on the union movement that basic-
ally represents labour, We see that these

You do not wave ycur
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people have brought legislation to this
Chamber to rig Parllament in thelr favour
to protect deliberately the vested interests
of capital. Having Indulged themselves in
that form of political thuggery, they have
the hide then to point to groups which
represent organised labour and to accuse
them of malpractice in thelr system of
internal electioneering.

Some of the members of this Govern-
ment have in fact grown very wealthy
during their parllamentary careers
through the manipulation of capital, and
these same people—

Sir Charles Court: Which ones?

Mr BRYCE: In fact, one of them we
know very well has sticky fingers.

Sir Charles Court: Which ones?

Mr BRYCE: But despite this,
Speaker—

%ir Charles Court: Which ones—come
on?

Mr O’Neil: Do not hide behind generali-
ties.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister is prepared to
sit there in hypocritical fashion and throw
innuendoes—

Mr O'Neil: Gutless wonder!

Mr BRYCE: —at the whole of the union
movement. Listen to the hyenas on the
front bench.

Mr Young: You are not even prepared
fo name names.

Mr O’Neil: Gutless wonder!

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
will resume his seat. I want to inform the
member for Ascot, as indeed I inform the
House, that it is most unwise for a mem-
ber to say things about his colleagues in
the manner in which the member for
Ascot did just then. I do not want to take
any further action at this juncture, but it
is highly disorderly and a Speaker can
take action about such matters. I would
urge members to avoid speaking in such a
way. The member for Ascot.

Mr BRYCE: Earlier in this debate we
heard the Minister hurl allegations around
about the labour movement as a com-
posite whole. He refused repeatedly invita-
tions from this side of the House to name
the sinister forces within the union move-
ment and the Iabour movement. He was
invited to do so, but he refused repeatedly
to provide the information. ‘

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the member
for Ascot resume his seat. I take it that
the member is glving some excuse for his
attitude at this juncture. I do not want it
to continue. The member for Ascot.

Mr BRYCE: I was highlighting the
extreme hypocrisy of members of the Gov-
ernment in bringing this leglslation to the
Parliament. The same Government, com-
posed of these members, is prepared to
poke fun at, and to cast innuendoes and

Mr
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suspicion upon, the entire labour move-
ment of this State. It Is these same mem-
bers who have refused to support legisla-
tion requiring members of Parllameni to
disclose their vested interests; and yet, at
the same time, the Government members
apparently are afraid to disclose their
connection with capital. The Opposition
represents the people of this State who sell
their skills and their labour and we are
not afraid to declare where our vested
interests are.

Mr Clarko: We represent them also.

Mr BRYCE: We are disturbed, to say the
least, thet members of the Government
bhave the hide to sit here in this House
and to cast aspersions upon the entire
labour movement when we have seen them
repeatedly oppose that principle.

One other principle I believe highlights
the hypocrisy, and this 1s a perfectly valid
analogy, We have seen the same Govern-
ment members who hurl abuse and critic-
ism af organised labour oppose the prin-
ciple that capital, through its companies,
should be required to declare information
concerning the particular political parties
or political candidates to whom it allocates
money at election time. It 1s another form
of devious reasoning, and we want to sug-
gest to the Chamber at this time that it
highlights the hyproclsy we have come up
against on so many occasions,

If we holl this down to the question of
organised labour and organised capital,
how many rorts are pulled day after day
inside board rooms where voting systems
are manipulated to elect certain peovle to
the boards of compahies. Sometimes
sharcholders are not notified that a
general meeting is to be held. The mind
boggles at the number of such instances,
and yet we see members opposite shut
their eves to occurrences of this sort.

My express purpose in rising to par-
ticipate in this debate was to draw the
attention of the House to the extreme
hypocrisy of the people who comprise the
Government and who made the decision
to bring the Bill to the Chamber. 'The
Bill is nothing more than a cheap political
stunt designed to foment trouble within
the community. I am pleased to say that
it has been a dismal failure and when
election time comes around the people
for whom this Government has demon-
strated its extreme contempt will give the
Government the decision that it jolly well
deserves.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [10.44
p.m.l: A short time ago the member for
Gascoyne urged members on this side of
the House not to trust the Government.
It was not really necessary for him to do
this because for very good reasons we do
not trust the Government. The Govern-
ment has introduced this novel legisla-
tion but it has made no real attempt to
justify it nmor to point out clearly what
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mischief it is designed to stamp out, era-
dicate, or to somehow mitigate. What
is the Opposition expected to do when
no case has been made out for the legis-
lation?

All that has happened is that the Op-
position’s distrust has heen aggravated.
The Opposition looks for some justifica-
tion in the Government’s mind for acting
in this irresponsible and, indeed, costly
manner—for we are told that this exer-
cise is going to cost the people of Western
Australia $100 000 per annum.

Mr Lsurance: Are you opposing the
measure?

Mr BERTRAM: If it has not already
sunk into the honourable member, I will
tell him where I stand. I teke an ex-
tremely dim view of using the taxpayer—
which includes me—to win an election by
the creation of a “slush” fund. An amount
of $100 000 per anntin will be taken from
the taxpayers’ purse to allow this piece of
legislation to operate, yet no case has been
offered let alone sustained to justify this
Bill.

Mr Laurance: Are you going to oppose
the Bill?

Mr BERTRAM: 1 will make my speech
as I wish.

Mr O'Neil: He will make up his mind
halfway through. I do not even know what
Bill he is talking to.

Mr BERTRAM: It has been suggested
that this Bill is before us as a result of a
directive from Canbarra. That is central-
ism.

Mr O'Neil: Suggested by whom?

Mr BERTRAM: It has been suggested.
Mr O’Neil: By you.

Mr BERTRAM: Of course, we have
chronic centralism in Canberra at the mo-
ment. We heard earlier in the day about
an intercepted telex message. That con-
tained ample evidence of chronic central-
ism, with the Prime Minister talking down
and telling the Premier where he was going
to get off.

Mr Laurance: Did you intercept it?

Mr BERTRAM: It has been suggested
that this Bill is before the Parliament be-
cause of a directive from Canberra. That
may or may not be the case; I am not
going to argue against it.

Mr Watt: Why do you not he speclfic
for a change?

Mr BERTRAM: I notice that none of
the other Liberal States has pulled on this
piece of legislation, but I do not know
whether any of them have an election
pending in the near future. While cer-
tainly not denying the first proposition,
my belief is that this Bill has something
to do with the election in the near future,



3744

and it is going to cost $100000 of tax-
payers’ money in order that this little
manoeuvre shall take place.

As the member for Ascot pointed out,
the Government is in difficulty. Any Gov-
ernment which has huge unemployment
and huge taxes, and a huge State surplus
should be in difficulty. This Government
should be and in fact is in trouble. So,
what does the Government have to do?

Mr Clarko: Did you not know that we

have the lowest unemployment in Aus-
tralin?

Mr BERTRAM: Is that so? Does the
member for Karrinyup approve of 17000
Western Australians being unemployed?

Mr Clarko: We have the lowest un-
employment.

Mr BERTRAM: I am not worried about
that; I am concerned about the 17000
beople out of work. The Government finds
it is in great difficulty, so it is doing what
Governments of its ilk have done since
phe twn of the century, and earlier; it
is looking for a ploy, some decoy to take
the minds of the electors away from the

substance of what the election should be
about.

_ The Government has said, “Let us home
m on the union situation. Let us get
stuck into the unions.” But how can the
Government's union bashing really be
sustained at the polls, unless it is able
some¢where along the line to say to the
electors, for whom 1t has the utmost con-
tempt, “Not only are we concerned about
unions; we have also done something about
them”? That is what this Bill is all about.
The idea is to pull the wool over the eyes
of the little pecple. They are too busy
in their occupations to come in here and
become fully acquainted with the circum-
stances of this Government’s attempt to
trap, mislead and deceive them. And at
whose expense will this be? It will be at
the expense of the very people the Gov-
ernment has deceived; namely, the tax-
payers, because $100000 per annum, in
perpetuity, will be taken from taxpayers’
funds in order that this Government can
win an election on a false premise.

Mr O’Neil: Are you assuming the people
will welcome this legislation?

Mr BERTRAM: Let members make no
mistake: That is what this Bill is all
about. Members will note the timing of this
measure—right at the very death knell of
this Parllament. It was not introduced at
the beginning of the Parliament, There is
nothing new in the alleged situation
referred to in the Bill; it has been going
on for years. But the Bill has come before
us right on the eve of an election,

Mr O'Neil: Do you not know that it has
been in the House for over a month?

Mr BERTRAM: The Opposition's inten-
tion is to do its best to polnt out to the
people outside precisely what this skul-
duggery is all about. The member for Ascot
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portrayed it with eloguence, skill and con-
viction and I congratulate him; I wish
only that I could emulate his performance
and courage., He was polnting out what
this little bit of nonsense was all about.
It was desirable that he should; members
of the Opposition would be falling short of
Elﬁeitr obligations if they did not do just
at,

There appears here to be a slght slip
on the part of the Government. I would
never be excused—particularly by the
member for Scarborough—if I did not raise
this point.

Mr Young: I was just going to bet you
$1 that you were going to get on to the
question of electoral boundaries.

Mr BERTRAM: The honourable mem-
ber should put a lot more on than that,
because that is precisely what I will deal
with. Credibility has little to do with con-
sistency.

Mr Young: Why not just say, “Speech
No. 7TA” and save us the need to hear it
every time?

Mr BERTRAM: Credibility has a little
bit to do with consistency, and if the
honcurable member does not know I shall
repeat it. Every member of this House
ought to have some knowledge of this.

Let us see what the Minister said in his
second reading speech as recorded at page
2793 of the current Hansard. He sald—

The ohject of these proposals is to
give every member of a union a full
and egqual opportunity—

That is another way of saying “an equal
vote”, To continue—

—to Influence
union . . .

It is well known that members of unions
residing from the tip of the far north of
Western Australia, to the furthermost
southern part of the State, from the border
with South Australla, and to places some
miles out to sea depending on the latest
decision of the High Court, are affected
by this Bill. In fact, I contend the Bill
could properly be entitled “Industrial Ar-
bitration (Electoral) Bill” because it makes
no attempt to weigh up the voting, so
that unionists living in the furthermost
points of Western Australia have only one
vote, and those llving in the union office
itself or the floor above also get only one
vote. There is a classic example of con-
sistency, and there is a demonstration of
what we have to put up with in this House!

Several times the Minister and the
member for Gascoyne, in response to inter-
jections which were fed to them in order
that they could clear up the point, repeated
the fact that In this legislation they were
concerned with fair conduct. To quote the
Minister he said “A fair ballat 15 precisely
what we want when every unionist in
Western Australia is getting only one

policy within his
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vote.” He has described that as fair, but
when it comes to another form of baliot
he rejects it.

The Minister does not regard it as fair
to apply that system to voting at State
elections, What is more important—vot-
ing at State elections, or voting for the
election of union officers? Either this is
a clear indication of inconsistency, or it
is a slip on the part of the Government.

I can assure the Minister that we will
give very real consideration to any amend-
ments he would like to move in order to
make this legislation consistent, although
ihcan give no guarantee we will support

em.

The shocking aspect of this Bill—if the
things I have mentioned are not enough
to shock people with sensitive consciences
—is this departure, this ratting, this
denial, and this violation of yet one more
convention, I have not yet heard any-
one, apart from the Premier of Queens-
land (Mr Bjelke-Petersen), who condones
the destruction of the convention to do
with senators. He had his hands tar-
nished when he appointed Senator Field:
and another Premier participated by ap-
pointing Senator Bunton. On each oc-
casion they ripped up a well established
and thoroughly justified convention. So,
there is the precedent, and now this Gov-
ermment is following it. We know that
conventions are not the law, but we also
know that without them we can get no
order, and this is a Government which
pretends to acknowledge and which talks
about law and order.

Sir Charles Court: Who established that
convention? Wags it not a Liberal Govern-
ment?

Mr BERTRAM: The Premier’s col-
leagues ripped it up, and he is now fol-
lowing the same form. On this occasion
he is destroying not a national conven-
tion but an international convention.

Mr Laurance: Nonsense!

Mr BERTRAM: Since the member for
Gascoyne has ancother view I will repeat
the convention for his benefit, and for the
benefit of readers of Hanserd who might
like to hear about it and form their own
judgments. It is as follows—

Part I. Freedom of Association
Article 1

Each Member of the International
Labour Organisation for which this
Convention is in forece undertakes to
give effect to the following provisions.

Article 2

Workers and employers, without dis-
tinction whatscever, shall have the
right to establish and, subject only to
the rules of the organisation con-
cerned, te join organisations of their
own choosing without previous auth-
orisation,

1251
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Article 3
1. Workers' and employers’ organi-~
sations shall have the right to draw
up their constitutions and rules, io
elect their representatives in full
freedom—

Mr Grayden: That is precisely what
this legislation will achieve. It will im-

plement that convention,

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister has the
happy knack of taking the first two lines
of a quote and forgetting the next four
lines so as to give a different interpreta-
tion, so I do not take much notice of him.
To continue with the convention—

to organjse their administration
and activities and to formulate their
programmes.

2. The public authorities shalt re-
frain from sany interference which
would restriet this right or impede
the lawful exercise thereof.

Mr Grayden: This legislation will en-
sure that that takes place.

Mr BERTRAM: The member for Gas-
coyne has said that this legislation will
give the rank and file an gpportunity, but
I say it will not, because the rank and file
already have that opportunity.

Mr Grayden: What are you talking
about? Is that not a contravention?

Mr BERTRAM: As the Minister wants
some evidence, let me give some which in
the Criminal Court would be regarded as
the best of evidence.

Mr Grayden: You have conlradicled
yourself. You realise that, don't you?

Mr BERTRAM: Oh yes.

Mr Grayden: You have legislation
already. That is not a contravention of
the convention, but this legislation is.

Mr BERTRAM: At page 2974 of Hansard
for the Tth October, 1976, the Minister him-
self stated that existing registered unions
will be allowed a period of 12 months in
which to bring their rules into conformity
with these requirements, Is that a full free-
dom, when the strongest Iaw of this land
—the Statute law of this State—-will pro-
vide a certain time in which unions wiil
bring their rules into conformity? Is that
full freedom?

Mr Grayden: To ensure they elect their
representatives with full freedom.

Mr BERTRAM: Do not let us change
the subject. The Minister will give them
12 months within which to bring their
rules into conformity. HMe will discipline
them. This is mandatory. Is that free-
dom? May I ask what will occur if they
do not do so within 12 months? What
then?

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Put them all in gaol
of course.

Mr Grayden: Don't you wani them to
elect their representatives?
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Mr BERTRAM: Let us stick to this
issue, The Minister should not learn from
his Premier, but should stick to the issue.

Mr Grayden: You don't understand the
convention.

Mr Skidmore: You certainly don’t, and
you were there.

Mr BERTRAM: I am saying that the
Minister's own words have shown with
crystal clarity that this does impinge upon
what is referred to in the convention as
full freedom; it is a fetter, and he knows
it.

Mr Grayden: It implements that con-
vention,

Mr BERTRAM: Goodness gracious me,
what next?

. In the course of his remarks and by
interjection the Minister referred to com-
pulsory unionism. I would like to know
whether or not he supports it.

Mr Grayden: I do not support compui-
§OTY unionism.

Mr BERTRAM: The fact of the matier
is that the Industrial Commission of
Western Australia does support compul-
sory unionism.

Mr Clarko: Where do we have compul-
sory unionism?

Mr Harman: It has been there for years.

Mr BERTRAM: When two parties to an
industrial agreement agree that this will
be a provision in their award and the
Industrial Commission converts that
agreement intoe an award, surely that is
condonation by the commission of com-
pulsory unionism. So this Bill is just
another way of attacking a tribunal. We
are used to the Government attacking the
judiclary and the magistracy in a sifuation
where they cannot reply, If the Indus-
trial Commission of Western Australia
says it is okay by it, and if the Minister
is serious in his objection, his remedy
is to legislate against it. We have before
us a Bill so why does not the Minister
amend it? He says he does not like com-
pulsory unionism, but it is the law today
and he does nothing about it! He is re-
sponsible for the portfolic so how much
notice is one to take of him?

A Government member: Every notice.

Mr BERTRAM: He has the capacity
himself to remove compulsory unionhism
by direction to the Industrial Commission
that it shall not endorse or approve any
award with this provision in it, but he does
not do it!

Mr Grayden: There are & number of
ways that matter can he overcome.

Mr BERTRAM: Which will the Minister
adopt? He had better start doing some-
thing about it because otherwise we will
question his credibility.
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Mr Laurance: Where do you stand on
this Bili?

Mr BERTRAM: We have gone
that on a number of occasions.

We have another example of double
standards because I pointed out that con-
sistency {s relevant t{o credibility. This
Bill is said to be designed to encourage &
greater number of people to vote in union
elections. I do not have the appropriate
statistics available to me, but I am pre-
pared to take a punt that in most unions
the percentage of people votling in elec-
tions exceeds the number of people who
vote at local authority elections. What
does the Minister or the Government in-
tend to do in regard to the local govern-
ment elections now that it is showing this
intimate, extraordinary, and unexpected
concern for unions? Is this just another
warning the Government is issuing to local
authorities that something will be done
about their elections to ensure that more
people have the right to vote by extending
the franchise as it ought to be extended
and, having gained a right to franchise,
ensuring that they will vote? Local auth-
orities and their activities involve far more
money and have 8 much greater effect
upon the people of Western Australia than
do unions. I know that local government
is acknowledged as being the third tier
of government, yet the Government has
displayed no concern in respect of local
government elections despite the fact that
there is an absurdly low percentage of
votes polled at local government elections.
There is one law for the unions with which
the Government professes to have some
affinity, and a different law for local
sovernment.

In answer to an interjection of mine
when the Minister was speaking, he said
that the Bill will apply to employee and
employer organisations. I do hope that
the Minister will be good enough during
the course of his further remarks to de-
monstrate to us in an undersiandable
manner how this Bill will affect employer
organisations.

To conelude, T wish to state that the
Minister, at page 2973 of the same Hansard
said that the Bill would do something to-
wards maintaining a democratic process.
He went on further to say that the amend-
ing legislation does not necessarily over-
come irregularities in elections. We have
already supplied evidence to indicate that
there have been very few cases of irregu-
larities in elections in industrial unions
in the past 10 years.

With all that in mind, all the Govern-
ment is doing, because its coffers are
brimful angd overfowing, which will be
demonstrated at a more convenient time,
is to saddle the people of Western Aus-
tralia with a Bill of at least $100 000
annually in perpetuity.

Mr Thompson: Earlier you referred to
$4 million as being chicken feed.

into
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MR TAYLOR (Cockburn) [11.07p.m.l:
I will be brief because I belleve my col-
leagues have covered the Bill very ade-
quately. However, I feel compelled to try
to add = further dimension to this plece
of legislatlon, and I am prompted in part
by two phrases used by the member for
Gascoyne. I think he rounded off his re-
marks by clalming that the legislation
would assist “the decent worker” and
“assist with his right to work”. I want to
help the worker also.

This legislation will not succeed in doing
what the Government hopes of it. It is
like a patch to hold back, not a ficod, but
an irresistible movement.

Mr Laurance: Are you referring to a
revolution?

Mr TAYLOR: No fear. If one looks
at the history of industrial relations one
sees that in the community and in each
part of the work force over a considerable
period of time there has always been one
section which has made moves to better
itself. At various times for example this has
applied to the seamen, the waterside work-
ers, the coalminers, and transport workers.
It has applled in a number of sections of
the work force and conservative Govern-
ments have, from time to time, attempted
legisiation, regulations, or some other form
of control to coerce that particular section
of the work force which was at that time
exerting itself,

I believe this piece of legislation is
orientated to no more than two or three
unlons. It 1s aimed at those unlons which
at this particular moment appear to be
leaders in attempts to improve conditions
for theix_-_ members,

I put it to the House that it 1s our
soclal system which needs to be changed
or examined by Government. This Gov-
ernment should not be attempting, as it Is
under this legislation, in a small way to
hold the present system tegether.

Anyone who analyses moves by unlons
for better conditions—whether they belleve
them to be right or wrong—and whether
those moves are for shorter hours, longer
holidays, or improved workers’ compensa-
tion provisions, will realise that they have
a flow-on effect. The move for better
conditions moves through the rest of the
community and I make the point that they
do move because the community, in terms
of its social structure, is hlerarchical. It
is vertical.

When a union at the lower level fights
for and obtalns an increase in salary, the
inerease moves through the rest of the
work forece. This also applies even to mem-
bers of Parliament—everybody gets 1t be-
cause the greatest proportion of the pop-
ulation desires to maintain its position
relative to that particular group. Is that
not the story of this legislation? The same
applied to the fuel and energy legislation.

3747

All the trade unions are trying to do is
improve their status but their gains flow
through the whole system without effort.
It is not a case of insurance c¢lerks or bank
clerks saying they will remain in their
present situation and allow other workers
to catch up. The system demands that we
keep the pyramid as it is, and that is what
this legislation is about. It is an attempt to
coerce two ¢r three unions only which, at
this time, are trying to better themselves.
If they are successful, it is feared others
will gain through the system.

The Government’s cry of militancy or
communism sounds hollow here. It is not
surprising that other unions have had the
same thing thrown at them. We are talk-
ing tonight about unions such as the
metal workers but in the past there
has been reference to the Seamen’s Union,
which was supbosed to be communist dom-
inated, yet a former secretary 1s now a
member of Parliament. The Coille Coal-
Miners’ Union was accused at one
stage, but a former secretary of that union
is now a member of Parllament Rallway
workers have been included in this group.
The waterside workers were considered to
be militant, but a Minister of the last Gov-
ernment was previcusly a waterstde work-
er. When those people were formerly in
office their unions were maligned as being
communist dominated, or at least, very
militant.

In each instance of an approach from
2 union it has had a real cause to fight.
If the day ever comes that the metai
workers become passive, unions will
become militant, TFor example no-
one would be able to stop the abattoir
workers from going on strike when they
find they are getting only nine months’
work each year. Nothing would stop the
engine drivers from going on sirike when
after driving a long train worth tens of
thousands of dollars, a driver has his oc-
cupation taken away from him because he
goes through a red light.

We find the blue collar worker is becom-
ing more important to our society. A
decreasing proportion of our work force
are blue collar workers and they are be-
coming more and more important. The
haut-pack driver is in charge of equip-
ment worth over $100000 and works 10
hours at a stretech driving up and down
a hill, but he Is not necessarily as well
off as the white collar worker in St.
George’'s Terrace, Is it any wonder he
wants to hetter himself, but when he tries
to do so he 1s told the old system must stay.

Mr Grayden: Are you advocating more
strikes?

Mr TAYLOR: No, I am advocating a
change in the system. I am advocating
that the Department of Lahour and In-
dustry, instead of looking after a small
section of blue collar workers, should
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recognise there have been changes in the
work force particularly during the last 20
YEArs,

We have passed the time when appren-
tices had to work for five years for next
to nothing to become skilled tradesmen,
whereas a person who stayed at school
for two years' longer received excellent
money when he joined the work force.
That sort of system has gone. That was
all right during the 1930s, but the Depart-
ment of Labour and Industry should be
leading the way in making a change.

I make the point that I agree with
my fellow members that this legisla-
tion has relevance to elections. I make
the point again that it is conseguential
legislation. It is hoped to coerce no more
than three unions because of a particular
set of circumstances which exist at this
time. It will not succeed. There will always
be ather unions which will make their
claims felt. If the Government—any Gov-
ernment—attempts to maintain the presens
system it will not succeed on any point. The
system needs an overhaul.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [11.15
p.m.l I would not like the debate to pro-
ceed or conclude without expressing my
opposition to the proposed Bill,

Sir Charles Caurt: You would not dare.

Mr DAVIES: What is the Premier sneer-
ing about?

Sir Charles Court: I said you would not
dare.

Mr DAVIES: The Premler was not
present to listen to our main speaker
when he cut the Government to ribbons.
He left the House, but he has now re-
turned and is sneering in his usual
manner.

Mr Nanovich interjected.

Mr DAVIES: If the member for Tood-
yay would keep his rugged countenance
and impish grin out of the argument we
would be better off,

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr DAVIES: If the Premier will stop
sneering I will point out he has not had
anything to do with trade unions. He
likes to cut them to ribbons, particularly
at election time. If we keep that in mind
we will have a better appreciation of the
legislation,

Mr Nanovich interjected.

Mr DAVIES: The member for Toodyay
should keep his rugged countenance and
impish grin to himself,

If the Government would have a close
look at the position it would see this legis-
lation only embellishes what already exists.
There 1= no need for it. I oppose the
measure because It will be costly, and it
is an insult to many hard working trade
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unfon secretaries. Members on the other
side of the House have not had experience
in this field; they do not know what it is
to be a trade union secretary. Members
opposite do not know how badly most-
trade unlon secretaries are paid, and they
do not realise they are at the beck and
call of union members at all hours of the
day and night.

A trade union secretary has to be able
to be an advocate, he has to be able to
write letters, he has to be able to keep
an office up to date, he has to control
electlons, and he has to supervise almost
every facet of the trade union organisation.
He has to do all that work simply because
the average Australian worker is too lousy
to pay a decent unlon fee; that is what
it amounts to.

If Australian workers pald union fees
similar to those whieh apply in America,
the unions would bhe able to retain lawyers
and meaintain staffs of advisers, economists,
and the like. That applies in America, The
trade union secretary in Australia is a
factotum. He does everything which needs
{0 be done, and if there is a slip up in an
election, that is not unusual.

It is not unusual! that a slip up should
occur during an election. Indeed, we have
only to turn to our State and Federal
elections in order to point to many dis-
crepancies which cceur. The discrepancies
which occur in trade union electlons are
nowhere near as bad as those which occur
in respect of parliamentary elections. I am
sure every member in this House could
point to serious deficiencies of which he is
aware, and which occur from time to time.

During this evening I have spent some
time amusing myself by looking over some
of the Hansard reports of speeches made
by members opposite. I realise this is a
very obportune time once again to bring
forward previous attempts to control {rade
unions. We had it during the term of the
last Government, and it went on for a
period of three years. At one time we had
blood in the Darling Range, and all kKinds
of terrible things were to happen. I have
read some of the debates which took place,
and what was said by Liberal members,
but many of those characters have dis-
appeared into the night. We never heard
anything more of them. Nothing further
was brought to our notice until someone
brought up a fresh bogey which did not
really exist.

I believe this legisiation implies that if
we change or embellish the present form of
electing union officlals there willi be no
further trouble within the unions. It also
implies that the officers who are already in
office have been wrongly elected. It implles
that the rules under which unions operate
are unacceptable, And of course it implies
that the officers who are in office have been
elected by force or coercion in some res-
t.pects' Let us have a look at these implica-
ions.
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On one occasion I was appolnted by the
arbitration court to conduct a court-con-
trolled ballot. The court seemed to think
I, as a trade union secretary, was to he
trusted to conduct a court-controlled
ballot and, completely under my own
direction, to run that ballet by post. The
result was exactly as expected. The officers
were returned. The element who demanded
the court-controlled ballot—and had every
right to do so—got a fraction of the votes
they expected to get. The Government
seems to think somehow with a court-
controlled ballot the only officers who will
be returned will be those who are accept-
able to the Liberal Party. That is quite a
ridiculous assumption to make, yet that
ts what is implied—that if we have court-
controlled ballots we will get the officers
we want—and that is quite wrong.

The Bill also implies that those in office
at the present time have been wrongly
elected. If that Is so, neither the Govern-
ment as a whole nor the Minister as an
Individua! has given us one example of
abuse of elections in regard to any unlon
in this State. The only instance gquoted
was one which took place in Melhourne
back in the 1950s.

The Minister cannot bring In legislation
without reason. He has e responsibility to
tell the House just what the position is and
why the legisiation Is being brought in. He
has not done that. He has been invited to
do so on many occasfons, not only tonight
but also over the past three years and in
the three years prior to that when he sat
on this stde of the House and indulged in
unfon bashing, although not to the same
extent as now—there were others who could
beat him at that time, The Minister has
not given us one e¢xample. That 1s all we
want to convince us but it is not forth-
coming.

The Bill also implies that the rules
under which unions onerate at the pre-
sent time are unacceptable. The Minis-
ter seems to forget—and I am sure many
other members do not know—that the
Brand Government some years ago wrote
into the Indusirial Arbitration Act a re-
quirement that before they were regis-
tered all rules had to be written by a
lawyer and given to the registrar for ac-
ceptance. They had to be vetted by two
authorities. I would say that requirement
was written into the legislation with the
same idea; that is. to ensure that the
rules which were finally accepted were
those which it was thought would effect
some control on the unions.

So we have a measure which is not
more then half a dozen years old whereby
unions were forced at some expense—they
had to pay a solicitor for advice and
assistance—to comply with this additional
requirement. The registrar had to en-
sure this had been done, and if the rules
were acceptable to the solicitor and the
registrar they could be registered. It has
not made one bit of difference. There
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was no need for the system to be followed
because the rules which were being ac-
cepted by the court at that time were
falr and just to all members and did not
require any additional vetting. So this
further implication that the present rules
are unacceptable does not hold any water
at all.

The fourth implication is that the
officers who are now in office were elected
by coercion. I think they were elected
by apathy, if anything, and of course a
postal ballot will not mean a bigger vote.

Under the Industrial Arbitration Act
unions are supposed t0 keep a register of
names and addresses of members. As
another member said earlier, a member
of the Metal Trades Union could be work-
ing on an ocean rig 80 miles out at sea
off Dampier. His home address might be
in Dalkeith and he might come home only
every three weeks. A ballot could be
closed by the time the ballot paper reaches
him. In many instances a worker might
not be at his home address; he could be
away with a shearing team.

Mr Skidmore: But they could get a
vote under the union rules,

Mr DAVIES: That is so. The union
could send the ballot papers and a box
t0 a certain point and the ballot could
be taken there. No-one is going to stand
over members and fill ballot papers in for
them. There has been no evidence of
that, vet this is apparently one of the
reasons for the RBill: the fact that no
proof exists is regarded as being sufficient
reason for the Government to bring in this
kind of legislation.

What research has the Government done
on the matter? How many sets of rules
have members of the Government gone
through to see whether they fall short of
what are considered to be reasonable re-
quirements? What evidence has the Gov-
ernment of falsifving, coercion, or any
unsatisfactory or unsavoury aspect of any
matter associated with elections?

I believe for the most part union mem-
bers do not care because they are satis-
fied with the leadership they are given.
If they do care, they have the answer
in their own hands: they can take an in-
terest in union affairs. At one stage we
even tried to fine members for not com-
ing to uniocn meetings. It made no dif-
ference; they would still prefer to pay a
5s. or 10s. fine, as it was in those days,
than to concern themselves with coming
to union meetings. They are just not in-
terested.

Of course, there is one bad omission
from this Bill, and I will not tell the
Government what it is. The Bill does
not encompass every union, strange as it
may seem; and this again shows how
sloppy the Government has been in pro-
moting this Bill. I am sure the deficiency
will become known in due course. There
are so many aspects of the legislation
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which I do not like that perhaps it might
be better to leave them to the Committee
stage.

I strongly object to the provision in the
Bill that says there shall be elections
every four years. The union I was asso-
ciated with has had four union secretaries
in something like 50 years. It {s the West
Australian Railway Officers Union. The
first of the four was Tommy Kenafick, who
did a splendid job; he was in office from
the end of the first World War up to about
1946. The next was Frank Bone, who
also did a great job and was with the
union until about nine years ago.

Mr Grayden: He would have been re-
elected every four years.

Mr DAVIES: The successor to Frank
Bone was Owen Devitt, who retired last
week at the age of 65. The fourth has
just started, so there were three secretaries
in something like 50 years.

How much industrial trouble has there
been from this union? Why go to the ex-
pense involved in this legislation? There Is
provision within the rules for elections to
be held if any office bearer is not ful-
filling his duties. However, the Govern-
ment wants to tell the unions the way to
run thelr business.

The Government has made a mess of
this piece of legislation, and I believe it
was introduced onhly because the Govern-
ment has bashed the unions for so long
and it has flown so many kites that it
felt it had to do something.

The legislation will be expensive to lm-
plement. As I said at the beginning of my
speech, It is unnecessary legislation
because it is only an embellishment of pro-
visions already existing in the Act. Anyone
can now seek and obtain a court-
controlled ballot and this fact seems fto
have been completely overlooked. How
many people have applled for court-
controlled ballots? I think the answer to
this question is four in 10 years. As I said,
I conducted one of these ballots and the
result was exectly as had been predicted—

Mr Grayden: Because it was at the ex-
pense of the union.

Mr DAVIES: —by the court. It does not
matter whether it was at the union's ex-
pense or not. If a member wants a court-
controlled ballot, he can demand it, and
the court can say “Yes” or “No".,

Mr Grayden: And the union has to foot
the bill.

Mr T. H. Jones: Fancy giving the unions
money—it is unbelievable)

Mr DAVIES: If this is the only excuse
the Government can use for bringing in
this type of legislation, it is a very weak
one—it wants to give the unions some
money! The unions do not want that kind
of money. As I said earlier. let the Gov-
ernment give money to the unions for
trainlng courses, office staff, and running

(ASSEMBLY]

expenses, Trade unionists get their union-
ism on the cheap in this country and it is
time they woke up to it. Once they
do wake up to it and pour money Into
their unions the Government had bet-
ter look out. The unions will have re-
sources then to fisht the Government and
the Minister knows very well the financial
sltuation of the unions at present. Returns
must be submitted to the Industrial Com-
mission and the Minister can acquaint
himself with the financial position of the
various unions,

If the Government wants to he
benevolent and spend $100000, let it
put the money into the trade union
movement. We have the situation of
say, a hricklayer or a carpenter bheing
prut In charge of a union office. These
people are supposed to be advocates,
answer queries, and provide a shoulder for
people to cry on. They are supposed to
keep sets of bocks and comply with all the
regulations of the Industrial Commission,
but they do not have the expertise to do
s0. Of course the Government is saying
that these men do have this expertise;
they are to be feared and controlled. The
Government is attempting to controel them
in a shameful and pitiful way.

I believe the Government is bringing
in this unnecessary piece of legislation
because it feels—after three years of
bashing the unions as well as the pre-
vious three years of bashing the unions
when we were in Governmeni—con-
strained to do something, and this is the
pitiful way it has chosen to attack the
unions.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) 111.34
p.m.}: I think it is encumbent on at least
one member of the National Country
Party to have something to say about the
Bill before the House at the present time.

Mr Davies: Where is your leader?

Mr McPHARLIN: Some union action
in recent times has had an adverse effect
on a number of primary industries, and I
want to make some brief reference to this
action. I do not want to hecome engaged
in a highly controversial debate with
members of the Opposition by way of in-
terjection; I wish simply to refer to things
that have happened and comment on
them.

Before coming to specific instances, I
wish to refer to a publication put out by
the Institute of Public Affairs.

Mr Harman: Another great Liberal
document!

Mr McPHARLIN: A considerable num-
ber of names are listed as members of
the council of the institute. The objects
of the institute are as follows—

1. To inform the Australian publie
of the facts of our economic system
and to raise the level of ecocnomic
literacy in Australia.
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2. To work always for a full and
friendly understanding betweéen em-
ployers and employees and for good
relations throughout industry.

3. To study the means by which
private business enterprise can be
made to operate better in the interests
of all sections of the Australian people.

In this particular edition of the ipa Review,
as the publication is called, there are
comments about the actions of {rade
unions. I thought it would be of interest
to members to refer to some of the com-
ments made.

Firstly we see there is a growing fear
in Australia that we may he on the way
to becoming a union-dominated society.

Mr Davies: It has been here since 1902,

Mr McPHARLIN: One hears these
comments as one moves around various
parts of the State. My own constituents
have made unsolicited comments expres-
sing concern in regard te the activities of
trade unions in various parts of Australia,
and there appears to be a growing fear
that the Governments of Australia will
be compelled to seek the agreement of
trade unions before projecting leglslation.

A few trade union officials could lay
down policies, and if that happened, we
would have a similar situation to that
prevailing in England at the present time.

We have seen a number of demonstra-
tions and refusals to work in various parts
of Australia, and no doubt the unions can
give reasons for these actions, However,
the prevalence of such action is creating
CONncern amongst many people.

Unions are becoming very powerful, and
when a union takes action, it affects not
only its own members but also other sec-
tions of the community. People are he-
coming worried about the impact of union
activity on the community.

We have seen a constant demand for
higher wages, shorter working hours, and
fringe benefits, Certainly those are the
objectives of the unions, but the objectives
must be achieved through the conciliation
process. There would be no objection to
such a course, but the unions now seem to
have advocates who do not consider the
econcmic situation of the country.

According to this document I have here
there is a ray of hope at the present time
in that some union leaders are showing
signs of becoming aware of the grave dan-
gers invelved in the continuation of those
policies. I will now read from this pub-
lication which says—

The A.C.T.U, is at present taking a
more sensible attitude towards future
wage increases, although it has still
socme way to go. (In Britain, the
unions have pushed the economy tfo
the very brink of disaster; they have
looked over the precipice and are be-
ginning to draw back. They are now
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co-operating with the Government in
arrangements designed to limit an-
nual increases in incomes to 44 per
cent.)

So that is an illustration of how far the
unions have gone, and they have become
so alarmed that they are now co-operating
with the Government to restrict their
demands,

Mr Skidmore: Why don't some of the
unions I know do these things?

Mr McPHARLIN: The historical purpose
of the trade unions, as this document
states, is to raise the living standard of
their members, I do not think anyone
objects to that. To continue—

But in recent years they have been
acting in such a way as to do pre-
cisely the reverse. Claims for—and the
power to enforce—wage increases far
and away above any fair assessment
of industry’s capacity to pay have led
to high inflation, unemployment, and
the virtual cessation of large-scale new
investment and consequently of eco-
nomic growth.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the mem-
ber resume his seat. I ask him not to
quote too many large slabs from written
articles; it is a practice that should not
be followed. He may refer to articles and
quote portions, but not large slahs.

Mr Harman: We would prefer to hear
the member's views.

Mr McPHARLIN: Yes, Sir. I make ref-
erence to one other section of the article
in which the socialist to whom the mem-
ber for Gascoyne referred (Mr Paul John-
son) commented that he has now changed
his attitude. He said the working class in
England has been badly served by the
trade union movement and that its stan-
dard of living has gone up with agonising
slowness. He went on to say that Britain’s
growth rate has been the worst of any
major power; indeed, of any industrial
power. He said he was convinced that
these activities are not in the best in-
terests of the country, and he claims that
union leaders have encouraged British in-
dustrial workers in habits and attitudes,
in rules and procedures, in illusions and
fantasies, which have turned the British
working class into the coolies of the west-
ern world, and Britain into a stinking
bankrupt industrial slum.

I would like now to refer to those mat-
ters to which I referred earlier which
have been the cause of concern in farm-
ing industries. One which is still causing
a great deal of concern is the dispute re-
garding the Storemen and Packers' Union
in respect of the handling of bales of wool
aver a certain weight.

Mr Skidmore: I understood that dispute
had been settled.
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Mr McPHARLIN: It has been taken to
court and a ruling has been given, but I
believe there is still some dissension.

Mr Skidmore: My understanding is that
there is no disputation at the moment.

Mr McPHARLIN: The dispute was taken
before Commissioner J. S. Hegney on the
14th September, and he ruled that 204
kilograms is in order and that the union
should lift the existing ban, ‘That ruling
was given after considerable dissension
and discussion. It is now up to the wool-
growers to insist that the bale weights
remain as they are, because if the weight
is reduced to 180 kilograms as it was pre-
viously, it will cost the woolgrowers a
great deal of money., In fact the addi-
tional cost incurred would be an average
of $15 to $20 a bale. That is the amount
they save by getting o little more wool
into eech bale, and in these days of in-
creasing costs, it is essential to cut costs
wherever possible.

Another matter which has caused con-
cern in this State recently is that of the
loading of live sheep at Fremantle re-
cently. Again, these comments come to
one as one moves around one's elector-
ate. I receive these comments unsolicited
from people in many parts of the country
who have strongly criticised the action
taken in respect of the shipping of sheep,
and also in respect of the strike at Robb
Jetty.

Mr Skidmore: Who broke the agree-
ment?

Mr McPHARLIN: I am pointing out—

Mr Skidmore: You are blaming the
worker, but he was not solely responsible
for breaking the agreement.

Mr McPHARLIN: —that the arbitration
court is there for parties to present argu-
ments.

Mr Skidmore: It was a written agree-
ment which was broken by the exporter.

Mr McPHARLIN: Arbitration is avail-
able for the parties to settle the matter.

Mr Harman: Do you believe in com-
pulsory arbitration?

Mr McPHARLIN: I believe the court is
there for the purpose agreed to by all
Governments over the years, and that is
where such matters should he settled. For
such action to be taken, particularly at
that time under severe drought conditions
with farmers wanting to get rid of the
stock they could not carry, is a blow to
primary producers. They were heid up,
and it cost the company concerned a con-
siderable amount of money. Of course,
when the company offers prices for ship-
pers, those costs have to be met, and they
are reflected in the prices offered. This
carries down the line, and the producer
always suffers.

Mr Skidmore: Then the producers
should not have repudiated the agreement
with the union.

[ABSEMBLY]

Mr McPHARLIN: I am making the point
that people come to me unsolicited and
ask whether there is anything the Gov-
ernment can do to alleviate the troubles
that seem to be occurring continually. If
this Bill will assist in some way, then it
should be supported. I do not recall seeing
any strong, vociferous opposition by the
public or the trade union movement in
respect of this Bill. I have looked in the
Press, but I have not seen any such op-
position,

" Mr Harman: You haven't looked very
ar,

Mr McPHARLIN: If the Bill will allevi-
ate the situation that exists it must be
supported. I hope it is a move in the
right direction in an effort to reduce the
dissension that has occurred and is still
occurring in many areas, For that reason,
I have to give it my support.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth--Minister
for Labour and Industry) [(1147pm.]: I
will be very brief. I have listened with in-
terest to the varlous speeches made to-
night, but as far as the Oppositlon is
concerned to my mind it has not put for-
ward a single valid argument; it has not
put forward a single argument which re-
guires a reply. I feel rather sorry for the
members opposite because of the pathetic
opposltion they have mounted in respect of
this Bill,

Mr Bertram: You are tearing up inter-
national agreements.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am also sorry for the
Opposition for another reason: Members
opposite know they have nof the support
of the trade union movement. So we have
a situation in which the Opposition in
this House is opposed to the Bill, Indeed,
the Leader of the Opposition has made it
clear that if a Labor Government 1s re-
turned in Western Australla it will repeal
this legislation.

I repeat that the Oppositlon has not
the support of the trade union movement.
Indeed, some of the biggest unlons in West-
ern Australla have come to me and asked
for coptes of the Bill in order that they
might enlist the further support of other
trade unions. Therefore, what the Op-
position has done tonight is alienate the
Erage union movement Iin Western Aus-
ralia.

Mr Davies: It is time to name names.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Cock-
burn made a statement about the Gov-
ernment c¢oercing three unions, May 1
say to him he will get a horrible shock
in three years when he finds that some
of the biggest unions In Western Australla,
along with a multitude of smaller unlons,
have accepted this legislation and taken
advantage of the Government's offer to
pay for the cost of their electlons.

Mr Skidmore: You will be very disap-
pointed.
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Mr GRAYDEN: That is the situallon.
This BYll has the support of a great major-
ity of the trade unions of Western Aus-
tralla.

Mr T. H. Jones: Tell us which ones.

Mr GRAYDEN: It will get a great num-
ber of unions off the hook. Recently, the
Australlan Workers Union had a problem.
It was going to cost 1t $10000 to have a
court-conducted election for two relatively
minor positions in the union. This measure
will spare the union that exorbitant ex-
pense. Of course, that Is only an illustra-
tion.

Mr Harman: Why should it?

Mr Bertram: Why all these sudden
handouts?

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for
Maylands earlier said he was con-
fused as to what the Government

intended with this legislation, I can
understand s being confused because
virtually everything said by members of
the Opposition was contradictory; what
they said in one breath, they contradicted
in the next. On the one hand, members
opposite went out of thelr way to =ay
there already existed in Western Ausiralla
adeguate legislation to provide for secret
elections. In fact, they are encouraging
thelr supporters to write to the Press al-
most dally, emphasising this point. In
those circumstances, what is wrong with
introducing even more adeqguate legisla-
tion to provide for secret hallots? On
thelr own admission, secret ballot pro-
visions already exist in the Statutes of
Western Australin. Why are members
opposite opposing this legislation? This
is one contradiction.

Again, on the one hand, members oppo-
site claim that this legislation violates an
ILO Convention relating to the right to
organise while at the same time they ad-
mit there already is provision in the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act for secret ballots.
Is not that a violation of the convention?

Mr Davies: Of course it fs.

Mr H. D. Evans: One is voluntary and
the other is compulsory.

Mr GRAYDEN: As far as members op-
posite are concerned, that Is not a viola-
tion of the convention, but this legislation
is.

In a further example of thelr contradic-
tory attitude, on the one hand members
opposite criticise this Government for
union bhashing while at the same time
criticising the Government for spending a
very large sum of money—although not
the $100 000 sugeested by the member for
Mt. Hawthorn—in an endeavour to ease
the burden on the trade union movement
of holding elections. When the Govern-
ment makes a very generous offer, mem-
bers opposite reject it. Yet at the same
time, unions are asking for additional
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funds for the tralning of trade union lead-
ers; they are asking in the north for land
upon which they can bhulld a union office;
they are coming repeatedly to the Gov-
ernment asking for financial assistance.
Court-conducted ballots are expensive, yet
when the Government offers to pay the
cost of union electlons, members opposite
adopt this attitude. It is small wonder
the Opposition is confused.

‘The hearts of members opposite are not
in the opposing of this Bill, because they
know they are alienating the trade union
movement in Western Australia; all the
responsible trade unions in this State sup-
port this legislation and in the next three
years we will see one union after another
coming forward to avall itself of the pro-
visions of the legislation.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result—

Ayes—23
Mr Blalkie Mr Qld
8ir Charles Court Mr O'Nell
My Cowan Mr Ridge
Mrs Craig Mr Sheldera
Mr Crane Mr Sibson
Mr Grayden Mr Stephens
Mr Grewar Mr Thompson
Mr P, V. Jones Mr Tubby
Mr Laurance Mr Watt
Mr McPharlin Mr Young
Mr Nenovich Mr Clarko
Mr O'Connor (Teller)
Noes—17
Mr Barnett Mr Fletcher
Mr Bateman Mr Harman
Mr Bertram Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Bryce Mr Mclver
Mr T. J. Burke Mr Skidmaore
Mr Carr Mr Taylag
Mr Davies Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr H. D. Evana Mr Moliler
Mr T. D. Evans fTeller)
Pairs

Ayes
Mr Mensaros
Mr Sodeman

Noes
Mr Hartrey
Mr Jamieson

Mr Rushton Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Coyne Mr May
Dr Dadour Mr J. T. Tonkin

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr
Thompson) in the Chair; Mr Grayden
(Minister for Labour and Industry) In
charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.

Progress

Progeress reported and leave given to sit
agaln, on motion by Mr Clarko.

BILLS (5);: RETURNED

. Small Claims Tribunals Act Amend-
ment Bill,

. Rights in Water and Irrigation Act
Amendment Bill.

. Health Act Amendment Bill.
. Pish Farming (Lake Argyle) Deve-
lopment Agreement Bill.

. Town Planning and Development Act
Amendment Bill.

L] N -
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Bills returned from the Council with-
out amendment,

UNITING CHURCH IN AUSTRALIA
BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on
motion by Mr O'Neil (Minister for Workss,
read a first time.

Second Reading

MR O'NEIL (East Melville—Minister for
Works) (12.01 am.): I move—

That the Bill be now read a second

time.

Members are no doubt aware of the fact
that three well-known Protestant churches
in Australin—the Congregational, Metho-
dist and Presbyterian churches—have
agreed to unite to form a new church to
be known as the Uniting Church of Aus-
tralia. It Is expected that the new church
will come into being on the 22nd June,
1977

The purpose of this Bill is to facilitate
the establishment of the new church, and
to deal with property end other matters
that are of particular relevance to West-
ernn Australia, Parallel] legislation is to be
enacted in each of the other States of the
Commonwealth.

The early clauses of the Bill deal with
the inauguration of the church on the
agreed basis of union, which is included
as a sthedule to the Bill. Provision is
made for the inaugurating assembly to
adopt a constitution consistent with that
basis, and the powers of the assembly are
further defined.

The Bill provides for the constitution
of a property trust in Western Australia
to be a body corporate under the name of
“Uniting Church in Australia Property
Trust (W.A.)". The trust will be respon-
sible generally for the holding and man-
agement of the property of the church in
this State in trust for the church and upon
any other trusts affecting particular pro-
perty.

Provision is made for the vesting in the
trust of the property of each of the
uniting churches, and the synod, which is
the governing council of the church In
Western Australia, is empowered in cer-
tain specified circumstances to vary the
purpeses of the church for which par-
ticular trust property is held.

Provision is also made in the Bill to
continue the existing practice whereby
certain instrumentalities of the churches,
such as the church colleges, can by auth-
ority of the synod be separately incor-
porated and thereby assume a degree of
independence which, in the past, has been
found to be very satisfactory.

The concluding part of the Bill deals
with a number of miscellanecus incidental
provisions designed to facilitate the dis-
charge of its functions by the trust. I
commend the Bill to the House.

[ASSEMBLY]

Mr Davies: Are all the churches in

agreement?

Mr O'NEIL: Yes, it is their Bill.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
I-ili' D.)Evans (Deputy Leader of the Cppo-
sitiony,

PRESBYTERIAN CHURCH BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on
motion by Mr O’Neil (Minister for Works),
read a first time.

Second Reading

MR O'NEIL (East Melville—Minister for

Works) [12.05 a.m.]: I move—
That the Bill be now read a second
time.
This Bill is consequential legislation on the
Uniting Church in Australia Bill.

The legislation under which the Pres-
byterian Church of Australia was empow-
ered to enter into union with other
branches of the Christlan church required
the provision of safeguards enabling those
who did not concur in the decision to unite
to continue as the Presbyterian Church of
Australia.

As a consequence, therefore, of the
formation of the Unitihg Church of Aus-
fralia next year, there will be a small num-~
ber of congregations in Western Australia
continuing to function as part of a con-
tinuing Presbyterian Church of Australia.

The present Bill is designed to assist
those congregations fo function effectively.

It constitutes a single presbytery within
the State, to be known as the presbytery
of Western Australia, and invests it with
the powers relative to the property of the
church which the existing Presbyterian
Church Act, 1908, as amended confers on
the general assembly of the church. Such
a provision is necessary because the con-
tinuing congregations in this State will
be unable to maintain a general assembly.

Provision is made in the Bill for the
position to revert to the present structures
of the Presbyterian Church in this State
should the strength of the continuing
church in the future warrant it. I com-
mend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
Bertram.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands—
Premier) (12.06 a.m.]: I mmove—
That the House at, its rising adjourn
until 2.15 p.m, today, (Wednesday).
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 12.07 a.m.
{Wednesday).



