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rather freely available. When I say
"freely available", I Ignore the fact that the
going price of the book is $3.50.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: It is printed by
people who will not carry a cigarette
advertisement in their paper.

The Hon. N. McNEfI: The comments
of the Leader of the Opposition are noted
and the matter is receiving serious con-
sideration by my department.

Question Put and passed.

House adjourned at 5.42 p.m.

?G14riolatur Alirnwxiil
Wednesday, the 5th May, 1976

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

QUESTIONS (32): ON NOTICE

1. EDUCATION
Accidents at School: Hospital

Attention

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) In view of the many serious acci-

dents which occur to children
attending school, does the princi-
pal or headmaster have to wait for
the parents' permission before any
student can be taken to hospital?

(2) If "Yes" what is the reason?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) Section 10.12 of the Education

Department's Administrative In-
structions to teachers states, inter

When, In the opinion of the
teacher, a child Is so badly in-
jured as to require immediate
medical or hospital attention,
the teacher will be regarded as
acting on behalf of the depart-
ment or the parent, as the case
may be, in seeking such attention
and will be recouped expenses
that it may be necessary for him
to incur by so doing.

The Principal should immedi-
ately report the accident to the
department, keeping strictly to
the facts. Notification of the
accident and of the action taken
should be given to the parent at
once.

(2) Not applicable.

2. TRAFFIC
Air Patrol: Easter Period

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) Will he advise the name or names

of the firms from which his
department hired the ai1rcraft for
the Easter period air traffic patrol?

(2) Will he further advise the period
of time the aircraft were hired?

(3) What was the cost of hiring each
aircraft Including the helicopter?

(4) How many prosecutions were made
during the Easter period by the air
traffic patrol against erring motor-
ists?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Two fixed wing aircraft from

Trans West Air Charters, one heli-
copter from Bell Bros. fly. Ltd.
for the period 16th April to 19th
April inclusive.

(2)
Cessna 182
Cessna 172
Helicopter

Hours. Minutes.
.. 22 10

15 45
8

(3) Cessna 182 $687.00;
Cessna 172 $346.50;
Helicopter $1 064.00.

(4) One hundred and nine apprehen-
sions resulting in 68 prosecutions,
including one offence of exceeding
0.08%.

3. ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY
Staff Appointments: Advertisements

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Traffic:

In view of the statements made by
the Chief Administrator of the
Road Traffic Authority that the
road traffic patrol was under-
staffed, will lie advise In what
newspaper or form of media the
Road Traffic Authority advertise
or have advertised for road traffic
patrolmen?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Road patrolmen are drawn from
the police force after evaluation
of their suitability for the duties
involved and therefore vacancies
are not advertised in the media.

I suggest to the honourable mem-
ber that policemen are perhaps
required to obtain higher qualifi-
cations than he is required to
obtain to achieve his present posi-
tion.

Mr Bateman: I would back my quali-
fications against theirs.
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4. KENWICK SCHOOL
Overcrowding

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the over-

crowding at the Kenwick Primary
School?

(2) If "Yes" is he further aware that
because of the overcrowding child-
ren are being taught their lessons
on the verandah of the school?.

03) Is he also aware that because of
the overcrowding at this school
the overflow students are trans-
ported daily to the Maddington
Primary School causing these
students to lose one and a half
hours tuition daily?

(4) If answers to (1). (2) and (3) are
"Yes" will the Minister advise what
his department Intends to do to
correct the situation?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) to (4) The class organisation at

each school is the responsibility of
the principal in consultation with
the district superintendent. An
additional temporary classroom is
to be provided at Kenwick early
in second term.

5. TRAFFIC
Fatal Accidents: Country and

metro politan

Mr GRE WAR, to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) Could he detail the number of

fatalities that have occurred as a
result of road accidents between
April 1974 and March 1975. and
April 1975 and March 1976. in-
(a) the country;
(b) the metropolitan area?

(2) How many of the country fatali-
ties In each of the two periods
were metropolitan residents?

(3) what was the average time lapse
between the fatal accident occur-
ring and Its discovery in-
(a) the country;
(b) the metropolitan area?

(4) What was the average time taken
from discovery to the arrival of
the patient at hospital in-
(a) the country;
(b) the metropolitan area?

(5) Is it a fact that delays occasioned
In country accidents arc respon-
sible for the high mortality figures
for country accidents?

(6) To what degree did alcohol play a
part in country and city road
fatalities?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (6) This information will take

some little time to collate. I will
send it to the member as soon as
it is available.

6. FARMERS
Pro perty Sales: Court Orders

Mr H. D, EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:

How many farmers have had land,
stock and property sold compul-
sadly under court instructions In:
(a) 1975;
(b) 1976?

Mr O'NEfLJ replied:
(a) 1975: Three sales of person-

alty only under Supreme
Court and District Court writs
of Aieri facias.

(b) 1976: Three sales of person-
alty and stock only under
Supreme Court and District
Court writs of flert /actas.

No figures available in respect to
local courts. To obtain the required
information a search would need
to be made at each court through-
out the State.

7. NEW LAND FARMERS
Income and Indebtedness

Mr H. D. EVANS. to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What is the average income of

new land farmers in Western
Australia?

(2) What is the average farm in-
debtedness of these same farmers?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) The Industries Assistance Com-

mission survey of new land
farmers in Western Australia in
1974 showed that net cash income
in 1972-73 was an average of about
$6 000 per farm.

(2) The same survey showed that
average indebtedness on the same
farms in 1974 was about $32 000.
A recent survey of new land farms
in the Lake Grace and Ravens-
thorpe areas showed average debt
level currently to be about $38 200.

8. CROWN LAND
Release for Agriculture

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) Is it proposed to release any areas

of Crown land for farming pur-
poses In 1976?

(2) If "Yes" then-
(a) in what shire districts will

land be released;

744
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Lfr
(1)

(b) what is the recommended
block size in each shire;

(c) what will be the actual area
to be released in each shire;

(d) what is the total amount of
land, throughout the State, to
be released:

(e) will he table a map showing
the precise location of any
lands being contemplated for
release:

(f) has the question of the effects
of releasing such land been
referred to the Environmental
Protection Authority, and , if
so. with what results and, if
not, will referral be carried
out?

RIDGE replied:
and (2) A decision has not yet
been made on the release of sub-
divisions of Crown land during
1976. The matter is before the
Cabinet subcommittee.

9. PEMBERTON HOSPITAL
Extensions and Renovations

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Works:
(1) What extensions and renovations

are proposed for the Pemberton
hospital and what is the expected
total cost of the programme?

(2) When is It expected that tenders
for this Project will be let and
when is it expected that work will
be completed?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Final details and estimate of ren-

ovations are being determined at
this time.

(2) When details and estimate are
concluded, a works programme,
identifying tender date and con-
tract period, will be prepared.

10. HOUSING
Pensioners at Pemberton

Mir H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Mousing:
(1) Has the State Housing Commis-

sion been successful In obtaining
suitable land for pensioner ac-
commodation at Pemberton?

(2) If "Yes' when is it expected that
the construction of pensioner
units will commence, and how
many will be built?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Yes. By consultation with

the representatives of the Senior
Citizens and Pensioners League,
the comm ission will utilise land on
Lefroy and Glew Streets for pen-
sioner accommodation for up to

(26)

six units, and subject to satisfac-
tory tenders, construction should
commence in August.

i. NEW LAND FARMERS
Financial Assistance: Discussions

with Commonwealth
Mr H. fl. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Western Australian Gov-

ernment held discussions with the
Commonwealth Government on
the subjects recommended by the
Industries Assistance Report; viz-
(a) conditions and financing of

re-establishment assistance
to new-land farmers who
wish to leave their properties:

(b) administration by the Rural
Reconstruction Authority of
the State Grants (Rural Re-
construction) Act, 1971 in
order to provide adequate
coverage of new-land farms
which are subsequently un-
developed;

(c) examined with the Common-
wealth Government, the Re-
serve Bank of Australia and
the Commonwealth Develop-
ment Bank, the most appro-
priate method of reconstruc-
turing existing debt and of
structuring future borrowings
of new-land farmers so as to
correspond more closely with
the term appropriate for
farm development?

(2) If "Yes" to (1) what decisions
have resulted?

(3) If "No" to (1) Is it proposed to
initiate such discussions?

Mr OLD) replied:
(1) The Commonwealth Government

has not yet announced Its accept-
ance or rejection of the various
recommendations put forward by
the Industries Assistance Commis-
sion. However, I have raised the
subject at least twice with the
Commonwealth Minister for Pri-
mary Industry at Australian Agri-
cultural Council.
In addition, I have written to the
Minister for Primary Industry.
His reply on 14th April, 1976,
stated that the report is "under
consideration and I hope that it
will be Possible in the near future
to present firm recommendations
to the Government"'.
The Department of Agriculture
has discussed with the TAO the
recommendation on rural recon-
struction. This has clarified that
new land farmers have been and
are eligible for rural reconstruc-
tion assistance.
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(2) and (3) The Western Australian (b) what were these recomnien-
Government will continue to seek
discussion and decision on the
recommendations contained In the
IAC report.

IMEMIGRATION
Noalimba Reception Centre

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Immigration:
(1) How many migrants have used

"Noalimba" reception centre in
each of the past three years and
for the first third of 1976?

(2) Has consideration been given to
using "Noalimba!" centre to pro-
vide overnight accommodation for
pensioners who are required to
visit Perth from country areas for
medical and other Purposes, for
those who accompany such pen-
sioners, and for children visiting
Perth to obtain medical attention
as out-patients?

(3) If "Yes" to (2) is it proposed to
use "Noalimba" for the purposes
suggested?

(4) If "No" to (2) will he have tihe
suggestion examined as a matter
of urgency in the light of the re-
quest of the South-West Council
for Social Development?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Migrants Others

Year Admitted Admitted
1973 902 276 persons

(seminars)
1780 '792 persons

(seminars)
1305 105 Darwin

evacuees
48 students
974 persons

(seminars)

392 51 students
408 persons

(seminars)
(2) to (4) An application for use of

Noalimba, to Provide accommoda-
tion for this Purpose has recently
been received and is currently
under consideration.

13. CONDITIONAL PURCHASE
LAND

Capital for Development
Mr H. D. EVANS. to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) (a) Did the Department of Agri-

culture make recommenda-
tions as to the level of capital
which was desirable for suc-
cessful development of blocks
released on conditional pur-
chase between 1960 and 1970:

12.

1s. TRAFFIC
Mukinbudin Easter Patrol

Mr McIVER. to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) Has he read the comments of Mr

R. C. Rumble. President of the
Muklnbudin Motor Racing Club

datlons, when were they mae&
and what did each recom-
mendation state?

(2) If "Yes" to (1) (a). were these
recommendations followed by the
then Government in all instances?

(3) Were there any occasions whene
land was allocated to an applicant
who could not meet the recom-
mendations of the Department of
Agriculture, and if so. in what
specific areas?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) (a) and (b) From 1963 advice

was available to the public on
capital requirements for new land
development. The only specific re-
commendation was contained in a
brochure issued by the Department
of Lands and Surveys in 1968
relating to an area east of Esper-
ance which stated, "It is consid-
ered that a minimum of $35 000
to $40 000 in cash, plant or income
is required over four to six years
to successfully develop a farm In
this area. In addition, substantial
borrowings from financial Institu-
tions are necessary."

(2) Land allocation is the responsi-
bmtty of the Land Board which is
an autonomous body.

(3) Evidence given to the Industries
Assistance Commission and the
results of the commission's sur-
vey suggest that some new land
farmers started with less capital
than that suggested by the IDe-
partinent of Agriculture. Specific
details are not available.

14. AGRICULTURAL LAND
Midland Light Lands Committee:

Correspondence
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Lands:

Will he table the correspondence
between the Chairman on the
Midland Light Lands Committee
and the Minister for Lands be-
tween 1960 and 1968 which refers
to the alienation of lands for
farming purposes?

Mr RIDGE replied:
Lands and surveys files 2036/60
volumes 1. 2 and 3 are submitted
for tabling for one week.

The files were tabled for one week
(see paper No. 201).

1974

1975

1976
1et January-
31st March
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of Western Australia In a letter to
the Editor of The West Australian
Published 1st May. 1976, and If
so, is the Information contained
In this article correct?

(2) If "Yes" to (1), does this not
constitute spot checking which he
claimed when introducing the Bill
in Parliament, would not even-
tuate?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) if "No" to (1), would he indicate

the sections of the article which
are incorrect?

(5) What precipitated the Road Traf-
fic Authority to give special atten-
tion to Mukinbudin on Easter
Sunday?

(6) How many traffic briefs were
Issued on the day?

(7) How many RTA personnel and
vehicles were involved on the day
in question?

(B) Will he Itemise the individual in-
fringements?

(9) AS this Is the first of four meetings
for the season, is It the Intention
of the ETA to execute similar
spot checks in connection with
the remaining meetings?

(10) Why was it necessary for all
vehicles entering Mukinbudin to
be stopped by the ETA?

Mr
(1)

(2)
(4)

O'CONNOR replied;
Yes, and the information is sub-
stantially incorrect.
and (3) No,
The letter was answered by the
Assistant Commissioner (Traffic)
in this morning's The West Aus-
tralian and this sets out correctly
the facts.

(5) It is normal to give special atten-
tion to large public gatherings.

(6) TWO.
(7) Four.

Driving under Influence, 1;
0.08%, 1;
Speeding (Infringement notice), 1;
Vehicle defects. 20 cautions. 2
work orders.
If considered necessary.
it was not necessary and all veh-
icles were not checked.

16. This question was postponed.

17. POUCH
Bunbury: Personnel and Housing
Mr T. HT. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) How many police officers Including

constables are stationed In Bun-
bury?

(2) How many of these personnel are
known to be experiencing diffi-
culty in acquiring suitable and
reasonably priced accommodation?

(3) How many homes and units exist
In Bunbury which are used to
accommodate police officers, In
which the Government has an
interest?

(4) When and how many additional
homes for use by police are to be
acquired In Bunbury?

(5) What was the total number of
police personnel in Bunhury (ex-
cluding ETA personnel) at the
commencement of each of the
years 1964 to 1976 at Bunbury
Police Station?

(6) Are there regular foot patrols in
Bunbury?

(7) What are the average number of
police officers (excluding ETA
members) rostered on duty in
Bunbury between the hours of-

I p.m. and 6 p.m. on Saturdays:
6 p.m. and 12 midnight on

Saturdays;
midnight and 6 a.m. on Sun-

days;
6 san, and 12 midday on Sun-

days;
6 p.m. and midnight on Sun-

days;
midnight and 6 ain, on Mon-

days?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) 51, including 9 Road Traffic Auth-

ority personnel.
(2) Six.
(3) Nine married quarters, eight single

units.
(4) 1975-76--2 GERA homes.

1978-79-1 GEHA home.
1979-80-1 CGLUA home.
1980-81-2 CULA homes.

(5) l/l/64-29.
1/1/65--30.
1 / 1/66-30.
1/1/67-30.
1/1/88-3i.
1/1 /69-32.
1/ 1/70-32.
1/1/71-34.
1/ 1/72-34.
1/1/73-36.
1/l/74.-39.
1/l1/75-O.
1/1/76-Al.

(6) No. root patrols are carried out
when time permits. Seventy-eight
such patrols have been carried out
between 1/1/76 and 5/5/76.

(7) 1 pm. to 6 pmn. Saturdays-S5.
6 p.m. to 12 mn Saturday"-.
12 mn to 6 a.m. Sundays-S.
6 a.m, to 12 noon Sundays-S.
6 p.m. to 12 mn Sundays".
12 mn to 6 a.m. Mondays-3.

(8)

(9)
(10)
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18. PAY-ROLL TAX The completed study report will
Aplicationss for Relief

Mr MAY, to the Premier:
(1) How many applications were re-

ceived from businesses in Bun-
bury seeking relief from payroll
tax in 1974 and 1975 and how
many were approved?

(2) How much payroll tax was re-
ceived from country businesses or
industries in 1974 and 1975?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) In 1974, 48 applications for fin-

ancial assistance under the Assist-
ance to Decentralised Industry
Act, were received from businesses
in Sunbury. Of these, 3 were
approved.
In 1975, 22 applications for fin-
ancial assistance under the As-
sistance to Decentralised Industry
Act, were received from business-
es in Sunbury. These applications
are still under consideration and
will be dealt with to enable pay-
ment to be made in this financial
year.

(2) This information is not available.

19. BUNH3URY SCHOOLS
AND HIGH SCHOOL

Temporary Classrooms
Mr BRYCtE, to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Education:

How many "temporary" class-
rooms are in use at each of the
high and Primary schools in
Bunbury?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
Adam Road 4 demountables
Cooinda. 1 demnountable
Newton Moore 3 (2 demount-

ables. 1 trans-
portable)

8

TRANSPORT
Country: Survey

Mr McTVER, to the Premier:
(1) Has a comprehensive survey of

country transport yet been com-
pleted?

(2) If "Yes" when will the results of
the survey be available?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) A study known as the

South Western Australian Trans-
port study commenced in F'ebru-
ary this year.
It will embrace all freight move-
ments by road and rail in the
State below the 26th parallel, but
excluding the metropolitan area.

not be available for distribution
and discussion until March or
April, 1977, but instructions have
been Issued to the study team to
Provide the Government with a
broad suinniary of its findings be-
fore the end of the year.

RAILWAYS
"Australind" Service

Mr MeIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is lhe able to categorically state

that there is no prospect of the
Australind railway passenger ser-
vice to Slunbury being discon-
tinued in the next six years?

(2) Has any submission been made by
Westrail for Its discontinuance?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) No. I can give no categorical as-

surances which may be affected by
any future governments.

(2) There are no current plans to
discontinue the Australind service.
Its continuance will depend on
future patronage.
I would add it is not the inten-
tion of the Government to discon-
tinue the service during Its present
term of offce.

RAILWAYS
Derailments

Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will he list how many derail-

ments there have been on country
railways in each of 1974 and 1975?

(2) What action is being taken to
reduce the number of derail-
mnents?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Year ended 31/12/74-O1;

Year ended 31/12/75-59.
(2) Specially constituted departmental

boards inquire and report imme-
diately into the causes of all de-
ralmients.
The action taken and which will
continue to be taken to minimise
the number of derailments Is a
continuous process commencing
with the inquiries described which
are held to ascertain the cause of
the individual derailment. These
causes, whether they relate to
condition of rolling stock, condi-
tion of track, design features of
rolling stock, effect of loads,
speeds, etc. are constantly under
review by engineering and tech-
nical staff with the objective of
minimising or obviating the par-
ticular cause.
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RAILWAYS
Track Maintenance Contractors

Mr MoWVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) How many private contractors are

now carrying out track mainte-
nance for Westrall?

(2) How long have each of the indi-
vidual contracts to rin?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) 4.
(2) Completion

Completion
Completion
Completion
Completion
Completion
Completion

in
in
in
in
in
in
in

September, 1971.
June, 1980.
February, 1979.
March, 1979.
June, 1976.
June, 1976.
June, 1976.

24. RAILWAYS
Eunbury Marshalling Yards

Mr MoWVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What plans are In hand to dis-

continue the use of the Westrail
marshalling Yards in Sunbury and
the use of the land on which they
are situated for civic and cultural
purposes?

(2) Can he say approximately when
this might occur?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Railways Department is cur-

rently studying a number of al-
ternatives for railway facilities in
the Bunbury area but at this point
in time has no firm plan for
removing the existing yards.

(2) No.

25. STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Public Relations, Publications, and

Information Officers

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
With respect to the positions with
his department of-
(a) public relations officer:
(b) publications officer;
(c) information officer-

(1) On what dates and In
what publications were
such positions adver-
tised-
(1) locally;
(ii) nationally?

(2) How many applications
where received for each
position?

(3) Have any such persons-
(a) been interviewed;
(b) been appointed?

(4) If "No" to (3), when is
it. intended to make each
such appointment?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
It is assumed that the member Is
referring to my State Energy
Commission portfolio, In which
case my reply with respect to that
instrumentality is:
(1) (1) The West Australian 25th

and 28th February.
(HI) The Australian 25th and

27th February.
The Canberra Times 25th

and 28th February.
The Financial Review

25th February.
The Journalist March

Issue.
Publications officer and
infonmation officer-only
in The Journalist for
March issue.

(2) Public relations officer-54.
Publications officer-li.
Information officer-G.

(3) (a) and (b) No Interviews
held.

(4) No firm decision has yet been
made regarding these appoint-
ments.

26. LAND TAX ASSESSMENT BIL
Committee of Inquiry Findings:

Inclusion
Mr TAYLOR. to the Premier:

With respect to the Land Tax
Assessment Bill presently before
Parliament. Is any section con-
tained therein, included as a
result of the findings of the re-
cently Presented Committee of
Inquiry into Rates and Taxes?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

27.

No, because the major recommen-
dations are to either abolish land
tax or apply it to all land.
The Government Is not prepared
to support either of these propo-
sitions.
I also invite the member's atten-
tion to comments on this question
during the second reading debate
on the Bill.

EDUCATION
Slow, Learning Children: Special

School
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

With respect to those students
registered with or assisted by the
Slow Learning Children's Group-
(1) How many reside in areas

south of Yangebup Road.
Munster, down to and In-
cluding Mandurab?
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(2) What is the minimum num- (4) What was the average value naid
her of students considered
necessary for the establish-
ment of a special school?

(3) When is it considered that a
special school for such child-

* ren will be established in-
(a) Mandurah;
(b) Rockingham/Kwmsana?

(4) Is it still intended to establish
such a special school in the
old Spearwood School. Rock-
ingham Road, and if so. what
is the state of present plan-
ning?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) The Slow Learning Children's

Group do not keep statistics
In the form required by the
question.

(2) Under the education regula-
tions a special school may be
established where there is a
reasonable likelihood of an
average attendance of six
children and a suitable school
room is available.

(3) (a) A day activity centre IS
operated by the Slow
Learning Children's
Group at Mandurah. It
has four children enrolled.

(b) A site for a special school
has been reserved in the
Kwinana area but there
are no plans for the build-
ig of a special school in
the near future.

* (4) An investigation of the Pre-
*mises mentioned was under-

taken but it was found to be
* unsuitable. Instead, a mo-

dern, well equipped special
school has been established
only four miles away in White
Gum Valley.

28. BUILDING BLOCKS
Eunbury

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:
(1) How many residential lots have

been created within the borders
of the Town of Bunbury as a
result of subdivisions approved In
each of the following years--
(a) 1973;
(b) 1974;
(c 1975;

* (d) 1976?
(2) How many vacant residential lots

are there in the BunburY Town
Council area?

(3) flow many vacant residential lots
* are there In the Bunbury Town

Council area for sale?

for land in the Nature Park.-Sea
Links, Mangles and Parkdale
areas in each of the years-
(a) 1973;
(b) 1974;
(e) 1976?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(i) (a) Not available.

(b) 121.
Wc 139.
(d) 77 (to 31st April).

(2) to (4) These statistics are not
collected.

29. UNITED NATIONS
"Habitat" Conference

Mr DAVIES. to the Premier:
(1) Will the State be represented at

the conference "Habitat 2000-
United Nations Conference on
Human Settlements" which Will
be held in Vancouver. Canada,
from 27th May to 11th June, 1976?

(2) If so, what will be the form of
the representation?

Sir CHARLJES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) See answer to question I

in Legislative Council, the 4th
May, 1976.
I present a copy of the appro-
priate question and answer for
tabling.

The question and answer were tabled
(see Paper No. 202).

MEDICAL PRACTITIONERS
Overseas Qualifications

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister represent-
Ing the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the State Medical Board Pro-

pose to adopt the recommenda-
tions of the Committee on Over-
seas Professional Qualifications
regarding recognition of overseas
medical qualifications?

(2) If so, what progress has been made
in this direction?
HEDGE replied:
and (2) The State Medical Board
is engaged in discussions with
medical boards throughout Aus-
tralia and there is general agree-
ment that the recommendations
should be adopted. However, the
detail remains to be determined.

RAILWAYS
Bridgetown Depot

30.

Mr,
(1)

31.

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has it been decided that the rail-

way depot currently located at
Bridgetown will be moved to Man-
limup?



[Wednesday, 5 May, 19763 751

(2) If "Yea", when will such transfer-
rance take place?

(3) How much per annum. dons West-
rail estimate that moving the rail-
way depot from Bridgetown to
Manjimup would save, and how is
this amount arrived at?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (3) The member is aware Of

the committee constituted to study
the potential for alternative in-
dustries for Bridgetown in the
event that a decision Is made to
transfer the railway depot.
The committee will present Its
report fairly soon after which it
will be studied by Cabinet.

32. TRADE UNIONS
Ballots: Costs

Mr HARMAN. to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(1) How many requests has he re-

ceived from-
(a) individual persons;
(b) organisations,
requesting to take legislative
action to Provide for elections for
union officers to be conducted by
the State Electoral Department?

(2) (a) What is the estimate of costs
in. a full year for State Elec-
toral Department controlled
union elections;

(b) what is the estimate of cost
in a full year to conduct elec-
tions for officers of the Amal-
gamated Metal Workers Union
by the State Electoral Depart-
ment?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) I have received numerous re-

quests over a period of years.
(2) (a) Depending on factors such as

the frequency of vacant posi-
tions. number of nominations.

* by-elections and the like, the
annual cost could approxi-

* mate $70 000. It is hoped that
the Commonwealth will meet
the cost of elections where
there is State and Common-
wealth registration of a union.

(b) In the year in which an elec-
tion has to be conducted the
maximum estimated cost Is
$10 000. However the Amal-

* gamatod Metal Workers Union
rules provide for 5 years
terms for certain officers and
2 year terms for other
officers.

QUESTIONS (8): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. POLICE

Laveton Royat commission: Premier's
Statement

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Premier:
I desire to ask the Premier a
question without notice. I apolo-
gise that no notice has been given,
but I am certain he will be able
to answer it. The question is as
follows-
(1) Did he make a comment that

the Laverton Royal Commis-
sion was an unnecessary exer-
cise in terms of expense?

(2) Has he read the comments of
the Federal Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs in today's
copy of the DaIy News where
he stated that the decision
to hold a Royal Commission
into the Skull Creek incident
had been fully vindicated and
the cost will have been worth
every cent?

(3) In view of Mr Viner's state-
ment, does he wish to change
his statement in any way?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) In answer to the member for

Collie, I invite his attention
to the full statement I made
in connection with the cost
of the report and its value.
I ask him not to take Just
one part of what I said. This
Part was used by the person
criticising me-Mr Huelin. If
the honourable member reads
the full statement I made, he
will see that I gave some
reasons why the report could
have a value. However. I do
not change my views one iota
that tbe Practical aspects-
as distinct from a great deal
of legal detail running into
over 250 Pages-were fairly
clearly understood by people
on the spot, by the depart-
ments, and by the Govern-
ment, fairly soon after the
Incident. I remind the hon-
ourable member also that it is
not only the Skull Creek inci-
dent; people conveniently
overlook what led up to it.

Mr - May: We axe being led up the
creek!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I would have
felt members Opposite would
believe it was their duty to
study the report in a bal-
anced way, and not in an
emotive way. This Is the re-
quest I made to the Public and
to the media.
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Mr Skidmore; You told them that if
they don't agree with your
findings they will be wrong.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Therefore, I
again invite the honourable
member's attention to what
I said. If he does not have a
copy of this, I will gladly let
him have a full account of it.

Mr T. H. Jones: When?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Whenever he
wants it. If the honourable
member tells me what he
wants, I will see that he gets
it.

Mr T. H. Jones: What about your
initial comments?

Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: As the honour-

able member has interjected,
I1 ask him to read the answer
I have given and to think
about it. I have answered the
whole question. I have not
changed my views one scrap,
and I Invite him to look at my
total statement.

(2) and (3) As I have not read
what Mr Viner said, apart
from the actual headline. I
will not comment about this
matter.

POLICE
Laverton Royal Commission:

Statement of Federal Minister
Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Premier:

floes the Premier agree with the
Federal Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs when he says that police
action in Laverton had constituted
"the most deliberate attempt to
Prevent the administration of
justice"?

Sir CHA&RLES COURT replied:
I have no intention of comment-
ing on what the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs In the Federal
Parliament has said until I have
read it. However, I suggest also
that we would have a better
knowledge of what went on and
what is in the report than he has.
I am not criticising him, nor am
I commenting on what he said,
but I shall certainly take the first
Opportunity available to study the
Mansard report from Canberra.
In fact, I have asked for this, and
I will comment on it at a later
date. In the meantime I will not
be dragooned into answering a
question like that. I remind the
honourable member that if he
wants to be fair in this matter he
should read the total report with-
out simply Picking out bits and

pieces which suit certain people.
He has a responsibility to look at
the total report.

Mr Davies: Have You read It all?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The honour-

able member may then change his
attitude.

3. LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
State of Parties

Mr H. D). EVANS, to the Premier:
I wish to ask the Premier a ques-
tion, and I apologise for the lack
of notice. However, I have no
doubt he is in full control of the
situation and will be able to
answer my question. Can the
Premier advise how many seats
each party holds currently in the
Legislative Council?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Mr Speaker, I can imagine your
amazement at this question. Ap-
parently the schoolmaster is test-
ing out the classroom to see how
good the children's memories are.

Mr B. T. Burke: And you are failing.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As the hon-
ourable member apparently can-
not make his own estimate from
the official record-

Mr H. Di. Evans: Don't you know?
Sir CHARLES COURT: -1 inform

him that to my knowledge there
are nine members of the Labor
Party in that Chamber-

Mr Mclver: That is the strength-
what about the others?

Sir CHARLES COURT: -there are
three members of the National
Country Party, and the rest are
Liberal members.

Mr Bertram: So-called!

4. STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
OFFCE

Royal Commission Report: Tabling
Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:

Yesterday the Premier answered a
question of mine concerning the
report of the Royal Commission
into the State Government In-
surance Office. I ask the Premier
to define the words he used in
his reply-"in due course'?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
It looks as though today Is either
the day for amateur trials or we
are conducting a quiz session with
a prize at the end of it.

Mr Bertram: We hope to get this
answer.

Mr Davies: You Will never win the
prize.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: The honour-
able member can place whatever
constmuction he likes on the words
"in due course".

Mr Harman: They were your words.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As far as I am
concerned these words mean In
the reasonably near future.

Mr Harman: Same time In 19833!

3, POLICE
Rifle in Swan River: Connection with

Murder

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Police:
I desire to ask the Minister for
Police whether the rifle that was
recovered recently by a youth dur-
ing a fishing competition in the
Swan River has any association
with the murder of Shirley Finn?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
As I was given no notice of this
question, and I have no know-
ledge of the matter, I ask the
honourable member to put the
question on the notice paper.

6. ROAD TRAFFIC AUTHORITY
Staff Appointments: Advertisements

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Traffic:

With reference to the answer to
question 3 on today's notice paper,
I intended first of all to draw your
attention, Mr Speaker, to Stand-
Ing Order 129 which reads In
part-

... all personal reflections
on Members, shall be consid-
ered highly disorderly.

However, I did not do that to you,
Sir, as I would not be so disres-
pectful. However, the comment
made by the Minister for Traffic
was not included In the reply sup-
plied to me and I therefore ask
him what he said about my
qualifications and those of officers
of the Road Traffic Authority?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
In effect I said that officers of the
Road fTraffic Authority had to
achieve certain qualifications
which were higher qualifications
than were necessary for the hon-
ourable member to attain his par-
ticular position.

Sir Charles Court: That Is right-that
applies to all of us.

7. TRADE UNIONS
Ballots: Costs

Mr HARMAN, to the Minister f or
Labour end Industry:

Further to question 32 on today's
notice paper, I ask the Minister
has he approached the Common-
wealth Government to seek Its ap-
proval for payment to the lec-
toral Department for union
elections?

Mr GRAYDEN replied;
In reply to the member for May-
lands, I broached this matter with
the Federal Minister some weeks
ago.

8. RAILWAYS
Track Maintenance Contractors

Mr MoWVER, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In relation to contract 1705, rail-

way maintenance, would the
Minister advise whether it is a
fact that he discussed this
contract with the West Australian
Amalgamated Society of Railway
Employees Union, together with
the member far Collie?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "Yes", what
decision was reached and what is
delaying his reply to the WAASRE
union?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes, the WAASRE Union dis-

cussed the matter with me and
the member for Collie and the
Commissioner of Railways later
contacted the organisation and
provided the required informa-
tion.

(2) It was decided to adopt the prac-
tice of the previous Labor Gay-
ermnent as indicated in a minute
signed by the Ron. J. T. Tonkin
on the 29th November, 1971, and
recommended by a subcommittee,
the Hon. J. Dolan, the present
Leader of the Opposition and the
member for Victoria Park, to con-
tinue with the present system of
cyclic maintenance.
We are, however, taking steps to
engage and train some additional
staff In this field and the forma-
tion of a departmental resleeper-
Ing gang.

AUSTRALIAN POSTAL AND TELE-
COMMUNICATIONS UNION

Compulsory Membership: Grievance
MR BLAIIKIE (Vasse) r5.01 p.m.): My

grievance Is directed to the Minister for
Labour and Industry, and concerns the
postal dispute currently taking place in
the Busselton area. At the outset. I indj-
cate to the House that I believe In
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unionism when union leaders act respon-
sibly and work to the benefit of their
members and, in turn, of the community.

However, actions currently taking place
at Busselton do not fall within this cate-
gory. I ask the Minister in his reply to
indicate to the House what he believes are
the interpretations of the phrases "a free
country", "the freedom to express one's
point of view", and "the rights of the In-
dividual", What does democracy in Aus-
tralia really mean? These questions are
vitally important.

The SPEAKER: Order! I1 am not at all
sure that a member should be permitted
to pose philosophical questions and expect
philosophical answers from the relevant
Minister during a grievance debate. The
grievance debate still has unplumbed
depths, but members should endeavour not
to touch upon matters outside the pur-
view of a Minister's responsibility. I appre-
ciate that in the past, since the grievance
debate has operated In this House, various
members from both sides of the House
have spoken about matters relating largely
to Federal affairs, and that various
Speakers have allowed the grievances to
proceed along those lines because they
related to matters affecting the local popu-
lace. However, I inform members that I
do not want questions of a general pllo-
sophical nature posed to Ministers in the
expectation of a conditioned, philosophical
response from the Mlinister concerned. I
ask members and Ministers to abide by my
request.

Mr BLAIRIE: I accept the guidelines you
have laid down, Mr Speaker. However, it
should be noted that the postal dispute
currently taking place in Busselton in-
volves every man, woman and child in
that community. What has happened is
that reprisal action has been taken against
the town of Busselton and its residents
by the Australian Postal and Telecom-
munications Union.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Speaker, I take a

point of order because in my opinion this
matter Is beyond the jurisdiction of the
Western Australian Minister for Labour
and Industry. It is a Federal issue, and
our Minister is not In a position to advance
a solution to the Problem because he has
no authority in this area.

The SPEAKER: Order! I have already
stated in speaking to the House generally
and to the member for Vasse in particular
that I believe there is still room for mem-
bers of this House to discuss matters 'which
are under Federal jurisdiction because they
affect the local populace. Therefore, the
point of order was covered before it was
asked. I cannot do more than reiterate the
points I have just made, and stated in the
past, when members on both sides of the
House have discussed Federal matters dur-
Ing the grievance debate. I wish members

to understand that there must be a bit
of give and take in relation to these mat-
ters, because there are stlU unplumbed
depths in the grievance debate issue.

Debate Resumed
Mr ELAIKIE: The entire community of

Busselton Is being held to ransom by the
union through the cessation of normal
mall deliveries merely because a local resi-
dent, Roger Dracup, an employee of the
Australian Postal Commission, has refused
to Join the union. Let me clarify certain
points relating to this matter, Surely the
union ban must be abhorrent to all free-
thinking People in the community.

Mr Bertram: Have you taken any action
to resolve the dispute?

Mr BL-AIIE: The very concept of an
individual's rights and freedom, and the
democratic, free society in which we live
is ignored by the union.

Mr T. H. Jones: Rubbish! He Is accept-
ing the benefits obtained by the union
without contributing.

Mr BLAIKI: I wish to clarify these
points because they are very important,
and relate to the situation as it concerns
the people of my electorate. In the first
instance, the Australian Postal Commis-
sion imposes no requirement that its em-
ployees should be members of a union; it
has no objection to employing non-union
labour. Secondly, if this matter causes the
union such embarrassment, why has it not
taken steps in the past to change agree-
ments with the employer?

The union has made no effort In this
direction in the past, and has not made
such an effort as a result of this dispute.
Rather, It chooses to make this man an
example.

In addition, Dracup claims to have a
conscientious objection to the principle of
compulsory unionism, but states he Is pre-
pared to pay his union contribution to a
recognised charitable institution. However,
this proposal has been rejected by the
union. The only solutions acceptable to
the union are for Dracup either to resign
or Join the union.

Finally, Mr Speaker, as you correctly
pointed out to the House, this matter
comes under the jurisdiction of Federal
legislation. If this matter were confined
to State legislation, a6 serious situation of
this nature would never have arisen be-
cause State legislation contains avenues
whereby a conscientious objector whose
reasons for so objecting to unionism are
accepted can make a payment to revenue,
and all parties are satisfied.

The situation which has developed Is
that we have an employer quite willing
and Prepared to employ, an employee who
is willing and prepared to work and a
union which has told both the employer
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and the employee-namely. Roger Dracup
-that he cannot have his Job and that he
should either get out or join up.

Mr T. H. Jones: He accepts the bene-
fits without making any contribution.

Mr BLAIKIE: There Is no legal, moral
or legislative reason that Roger Dracup
should be forced to Join this union; he
has stated he is a conscientious objector
to the principle of compulsory unionism
and I believe Is entitled at least to some
basic rights In what we call a free society.
However, these rights are not acknowledged
by the union Involved and his proposal has
been rejected out of hand. He has been
told to either pay up or get out.

The events are now taking on very seri-
ouis proportions. I make an urgent plea
to the Minister to realise the significant
proportions which they are now taking.

Mr T. H. Jones: Which Minister are
you talking about?

Mr BLAflCIE: I am talking about the
Minister for Labour and Industry. I believe
the turn of events Is such that the mat-
ter ought to be on a Premier to Prime
minister basis because this matter was
confined, first of all, to the Busselton area
but as of tonight there will be a work to
regulations ruling for the whole of Western
Australia. Furthermore, veiled threats have
been made that unless Dracup adopts an
entirely different attitude it will become
a nation-wide dispute. I ask: How much
pressure can any one man take? To what
sort of standover tactics can one persnn
be subjected?

The nub of my grievance is that Instead
of this being a dispute between employee
and employer or between employee and
union, the community is paying a penalty
because of this action. It is no doubt
hoped by the union that the involvement
of the local community may bring about
a change of attitude.

I say to the House that of all the
towns it might have picked in Western
Australia, the union has picked the wrong
town in Busselton, because by far the
greater proportion of people there sup-
port the stand of this man. In addition to
that, many people in unions in the town
also support his stand. Only last week an
article from Robin Oliver In Busselton In
the Daily News was headed, "Rebel post-
man gets cheers". I ask the Minister: Why
should the community be subjected to a
withdrawal of services for which It has
already paid? Why should the community
be subjected to acts of tyranny and re-
taliation?

The SPEAKER: The member has two
minutes.

Mr BLAIKIE: Members will be aware
that In the Second World War during the
Nazi regime whenever action was taken
against the oppressor retaliatory action
was taken and people were lined up and

shot. I am not suggesting that this is
happening In Busselton, but retaliatory
action Of a different form is taking Place.-Surely Members in this House would notsupport this, and I certainly do not sup-port it. What right has a union to takesuch action when an individual is pre-Dared to stand On a basic right which Ibelieve he has?

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Ministerfor Labour and Industry) 15.13 p.m.]: Ican understand the member's concern. )Ierepresents an area Of the south-westwhich is being held to ransom bythIrresponsible action of atnin.Th situaio
Is as simple as that. I sympathl5 e with themember and I share many Of his senti-ments, However, I should like to make itclear that we have had Industrial legisla-tion In the Commonwealth sphere since1904 and in the State sphere since 1912.The Problem at Busselton at the momentis one which has been with US Since theInception of trade unionism In Australia. Ithas never been solved and I imagine that itnever will be Solved. The Problem has beenwith us in the past, is with us now, andwill be with us in the future. This situationwill not be changed because of the actionof one Individual. We can look aroundAustralia: we can look at Mt. Isa, BrokenHill1, and at our iron ore industry in thenorth. One cannot go into those towns un-less one is a member of a union.

Mr Bertram: What are you going to doabout it?
Mr GRAYDgN: That is the situationbecause employers want to deal withunions rather than with a fragmentedforce. We in the Liberal Party have a plank

in Our Platform-obviously membersof the Opposition do not seem torealise it-to the effect that we supportresponsible unionism. The sections towhich Oppositionmebr hae ad
veldrfrence were inserted in the StateAct by a Liberal Government. strangely,In 1963.

MrBertram: What are you going to doabou this case?
Mr GRAYnEN: The simple answer Is

that a country town in Western Australia

The SPEAKER. Order! I think the Min-
ister ought to speak to the Chair.

Mr GRAYDEN: -is being held to ran-
som because of irresponsible action on thepart of a union. I repeat that it is the
Policy of the Liberal Party to support res-ponsible unionism. In the Civil Service
Association there are no preference orcompulsory clauses in the rules but 95 percent of the civil servants are members of
the union. To my mind that is responsible
unionism. Surely in this case the unionconcerned should take the attitude that if
5 per cent do not wish to be in the union
they should be allowed to stay out of it?
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Mr Harman: What Is your attitude? AUSTRALLAN POSTAL AND TELE-
Mr O'Neil: The main thing is to let the

people of Busselton know the attitude of
the labor Party.

Mr ORAYDEN: In this situation a caiun-
try town In Western Australia is being held
to ransom. I acknowledge that naturally
the individual has certain rights. Mr Dra-
cup claims that he should not be compelled
to join any organisation. I acknowledge
that right and also the right of others
simply to say: "We have certain rights
and we can withhold our labour in a situa-
tion where we have to work with somebody
who is not in our organisation." These are
equal and conflicting rights.

As the member for Vasse has emphasised,
the situation is that in Western Australia
we do not have this problem. In most of
our awards we have a Preference to
unionists clause. Similarly, the awards have
a clause which enables individuals on poli-
tical, religious, or other grounds to go be-
fore the Industrial Registrar and say, "I
do not want to belong to a union." In
those circumstances he simply pays the
equivalent of the union fees Into Consoli-
dated Revenue.

This problem would not occur therefore
in Western Australia but we are now deal-
ing with Commonwealth legislation. Under
the Commonwealth Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Act, if either party, the employer
or employee organisation, makes an appli-
cation a clause can be Inserted in the
award concerned to grant preference to
unionists. Where that preference to union-
ists clause is inserted another clause is
automatically inserted to enable an indi-
vidual to opt out on conscientious grounds.
In the award governing the union to which
we are referring there is no such provision;
but the union could apply to have a Pre-
ference clause inserted. The Postal Com-
mission can apply to have the clause
inserted. If It did apply a clause would
automatically be placed in the award
which would enable the Individual to re-
frai~n on conscientious grounds from Join-
ing the union. The problem could be over-
come very simply in that way.

Therefore, in these circumstances I re-
gard the union as irresponsible because of
the action It has taken to hold a country
town to ransom and to threaten that it
will extend Its strike throughout Western
Australia and the nation when it could
easily make application to the Common-
wealth Conciliation and Arbitration Com-
mission to have that clause inserted.
Similarly, the Australian Postal Commis-
sion could do that. There Is a simple course
of action.

The important thing is that tomorrow
at 2.15 p.m. the matter will be heard be-
fore the Commonwealth Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission in Perth. An In-
dustrial commissioner will be sent here for
that purpose, and I hope the matter will
be resolved.

CO1MUNICATIONS UNION
ComPulsorly Membership: Grievance

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [5.21 P.m.]: I
direct my grievance to the Minister for
Labour and Industry in connection with
the issue that has just been debated. I
do so with some sense of responsibility
to answer the allegation that the com-
munity at Eusselton is being held to
ransom by the actions of the union con-
cerned which should accept-apparently
in the eyes of the people of Busselton, the
member for Vasse, and the Minister for
Labour and Industry-the totality of the
wrong that has been done. However, I do
not subscribe to that view at all.

I merely say that the responsibility rests
with the member for the district to pre-
sent the facts; and the facts are readily
available to him and everybody else. Here
is a person who Is alleged to have been
aggrieved by the fact that he should be
forced to join a union, because the union
says, "We believe in unionism, and the
workers should contribute to the benefits
which accrue to them." However, this
person simply refuses to Join the union.

This evening we have heard that this
man is a conscientious objector. I have
heard references to the effect that he is
a conscientious objector in terms of the
Industrial Arbitration Act. When we look
at the Western Australian Act we realise
what a conscientious objector is. I would
inform the Minister and the member for
Vasse that within my knowledge this
person has admitted that he would join
unions and has joined unions. However.
he now comes along and says he is a con-
scientious objector.

The SPEAKER: Will the honourable
member please resume his seat? I am not
quite sure in what way the member for
Swan should discuss his grievance. This is
a grievance debate. It is not supposed to
be in any shape or form a continuation
of the previous debate. No doubt the hon-
ourable member and others in the Cham-
ber will appreciate my remarks.

I am at a loss to know how to act at
the present time. Does the member for
Swan understand my predicament? If so.
will he endeavour to accommodate his re-
marks to a particular grievance?

Mr SKIDMORE: I had framed my
grievance even before the member for
Vasse got up to raise his grievance on this
matter. I was in possession of some infor-
mation, and I had already determined to
bring forward this matter this evening. I
say that this person through his actions
has put the union in a position of mis-
trust in the eyes of the people, when in
my candid opinion he is the one who has
precipitated the dispute in the town of
Eusselton as a result of his action. In
this way he has taken the people of
Busselton to task.
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This person was given the opportunity
to appear before Commissioner Coleman
at a conference, at which he stated that
he had been coerced into saying he would
resign from the Australian Postal Com-
mission. He pointed out that he accepted
that as the only alternative before him.
He expressed the opinion that he was
acting in the best interests of the people
concerned.

Mr Blaikie: Under what circumstances?
Mr SKtIDMORE: When we look at what

transpired later we find that he reneged
on his decision to resign. He was coerced
into this course of action by some people
who saw this as an opportunity to stir
up a hornet's nest in regard to trade
uxlonisrn. This appears to me to be a
case of union bashing.

I have heard that this man says he re-
quires his present job to further his finan-
cial position. I understand that at the
present time he has placed his tourist and
caravan Park located about three kilo-
metres outside Busselton on the market
for sale at $150 000. it has also been said
that this person left the teaching pro-
fession because of the tensions he experi-
enced in that profession.

It is within my knowledge that there
appears on his file the remark that he is
not to be employed by the State Education
flepairtment again without reference to
the director; and the reason given for that
notation is that this person had been often
late in getting to school, and always tore
off home early. In fact, one might say
that he was a loafer on the rest of the
teaching fraternity. That was an excuse
this person gave for needing his present
job. He has been forced into his present
position because he was not able to carry
out his normal work in the department.

In view of the original compulsory con-
ference before Commissioner Coleman,
there is no shadow of a doubt in my mind
that this case was a put-up job. He was
deliberktely Provoked into doing the things
which he did; and he stands condemned
for taking that course of action. There is
no shadow of a doubt that pressure has
been put on him.

It has been suggested that Commissioner
Coleman had influenced this person, and
it was said by the member for Vasse that
I had been in consultation with the com-
missioner. I can tell the House that I have
not seen Commissioner Coleman since he
was appointed to the industrial Conrunis-
sion. It is well known that at the present
time Commissioner Coleman is overseas,
and he was overseas long before this dis-
pute arose.

The whole point of my grievance is that
I am concerned that this man should be
talked and conned into withdrawing
his resignation, thus throwing this coun-
try into turmoil. The union has bent
over backwards to give this man a chance
to join the union. Does the Minister for

Labour and Industry believe that the fights
which have been bestowed on unionists by
the Government should be thrown over-
board, simply because there is alleged to
be some remiss move in the Federal field?
I should point out that under the Federal
jurisdiction the commission can apply for
a ban to be Placed on the union con-
cerned; and such a ban can be quite strin-
gent. It can be written In the terms
desired by the commission, and it could be
more damaging and harsh than anything
that can be done under the Act In this
State.

The commission has not applied for such
a ban federally, because It is aware
the allegation that the union Is causing
the trouble is not based on fact. We have
a responsible union which is prepared to
act responsibly, and we have a Person of
this Ilk who wants to stir up trouble. The
fact Is that he, and not the union, Is the
trouble-maker.

I wonder whether the Minister for La-
bour and Industry will be courageous
enough to use his good offices to see that
this Issue is resolved in some way. I know
for a fact that the Commonwealth Concil-
ation and Arbitration Commission will be
looking at the matter tomorrow. My grie-
vance is along the lines I have indicated. I
am concerned that responsibility in such
matters should be preserved, and I am con-
cerned with the actions that have taken
place. I believe that the good offices of
the Minister should be used to overcome
the problem.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
for Labour and Industry) (5.29 p.m.]:
Firstly, I deny flatly any allegations that
the action taken by Mr Dracup is a
Put-up Job.

Mr Bateman: How do You know?
Mr GRAYDEN: I want to inform the

member for Swan for his own benefit, be-
cause I am quite sure he is not raising
this matter maliciously, that there Is not
a. vestige of truth in his submission.

Mr Harman: How do you know?
Mr GRAYDEN: I think the member for

Swan used the word "pressurised". I ask:
Who can pressurise any individual into
taking action of this kind?

Mr Jamieson: Do not be so naive.
Mr CIRAYDEN: My advice is to either

take it up with the Postal Commission
or with the union concerned. if it is felt
that application should be made to in-
clude a preference clause, the automatic
corollary would be to provide a clause for
exemption. That is something which Is
accepted. The corollary clause providing
for exemption from union membership is
accepted by the Commonwealth and by
all State Governments in Australia.

Is not that the logical way to overcome
the problem rather than have one indi-
vidual standing out in the way he has
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done? I can assure members opposite he
does not have my support. It he takes
exception to union membership let him,
through the channels open to him, take
the type of action to which I have re-
ferred. I draw the attention of the
member for Swan to the fact that the
Civil Service Association has a 95 per
cent membership, but the rules of that
association do not contain a compulsory
clause.

Mr Clarko: The membership of the
Teachers' Union is almost 100 per cent.

Mr ORAYDEN: That is responsible
unionism, and I would like to Imagine
that the union now referred to could do
precisely the same thing, by various means.
to ensure a 95 per cent or a 99 per cent
membership and make allowance for the
odd individual who wants to stay out of
the union.

Mr Clarko: Hear, hear!
Mr GRAYDEN: I would ike to Imagine

that what I have suggested could hap-
pen without the necessity for a prefer-
ence clause or a corollary clause providing
for abstention on the grounds of con-
scientious belief.

Mr Harman: Should that person con-
tinue to receive the benefits obtained by
the union?

Mr GRAYDEN: I appreciate there are
two opposing rights--the right of the in-
dividual to say that he does not want to
belong to the union, and the right of
other individuals to say that they Will
not work with him.

Mr O'Connor: was he told to contri-
bute to ALP funds?

Mr GRAYDEN: Under our system, If
there is a preference clause, and a person
does not want to pay union fees, he can
pay the equivalent amount into Consoli-
dated Revenue.

Mr Bateman: He will not do that.
Mr ORAYDEN: I appreciate that there

could be a situation where union members
pay a fee of $50 a year in order to get
all sorts of benefits, and a nonunion
member could take advantage of those
benefits. However, I understand in this
case the individual offered to Pay the
amount concerned Into the Consolidated
Revenue Fund. In those circumstances,
I would have thought the union would
accept the offer.

Mr Skidmore: His offer cannot be ac-
cepted; this is a matter of principle.

Mr ORAYDEN: Principle is involved.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr ORAYDEN: The Liberal Party be-

lieves in responsible unionism. We be-
lieve In unionism without compulsion. We
support trade union Presence everywhere.
We have gone out of our way in the

Plbara, to establish union offices at
nominal rentals in order to assume a
strong union presence. By implementing
that policy no-one can accuse us of
being anti-union.

We believe union leadership should be
responsible, but if a union is to hold to
ransom towns, States, or the whole of
the nation, that is not our concept of
responsible unionism. We have instances
of this kind arising from time to time,
and It is Irresponsible in the extreme. I
think most members of the Opposition,
and their supporters, would agree with
me.

Mr Bateman: Just fancy one man being
able to hold up the whole State!

POLICE AND ROAD TRAFFIC
AUTHORITY

Criticism: Grievance
MR NANOVICH (Toodyay) (5.35 p.m.]:

My grievance was highlighted earlier by
the answer which the Premier gave to a
question asked of him. I refer to Royal
Commissions and the police. My grievance
Is directed to the Minister for Police and
Traffic, but I do not intend to criticise
him. I direct my grievance at the criticism
which has been evident over the past few
weeks, of both the Police Force and the
Road Traffic Authority.

I consider that members of Parliament,
are largely to blame for much of what has
been going on. Much of the criticism
which has been directed at the Police
Department and the Road Traffic Auth-
ority has been made by members of this
Parliament.

I would say that 99 Per cent of the
criticism has been levelled at the Road
Traffic Authority and, continually, the
Minister has called on the Public for their
support of the Road Traffic Authority to
reduce the number of deaths which have
been occurring on our roads. To a large
degree the Public Is co-operating with the
Road Traffic Authority but there seems
to have been a breakdown. In may opinion
members of Parliament are using the
Police Force and the Road Traffic Auth-
ority simply to gain political mileage.

Mr Bateman: Do not be stupid!.
Mr Bertram: That Is the Liberal Party.
Mr NANOVICH: I have only 10 minutes

during which to air my grievance.
Mr Bateman: Then do not say stupid

things. Make use of the time available to
you.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr NANOVICH: What the member op-

posite said a few days ago was not right.
Mr Bateman: What I said was right.

Use same common sense.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Toodysy.
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Mr NANOVICH: The Minister for Traffic
has endeavoured to keep down the road
toll, and that has been achieved over the
last three years.

Mr T. H. Jones: At the expense of the
Police Force!

Mr NANOVICH: No, not at the expense
of the Police Force. When the legislation
to create the Road Traffic Authority was
before this House the opposition criticised
the Government and accused it of not
creating two separate departments. The
Opposition Is now criticising the Govern-
ment and saying that the control of
traffic should be returned to the Police
Force. The Opposition has therefore ac-
knowledged what the Government set out
to do--create a separate department. The
separate department has been created but
members of the Opposition are not pre-
pared to acknowledge that achievement.

members from the Government side are
inclined to criticise the Minister and chal-
lenge him, but, for goodness sake, they
should leave the Police Department and
the Road Traffic Authority out of their
criticism.

Mr Bateman: Are we not here to criti-
cise?

Mr NANOVICH: Members are able to
criticise, but their criticism should be aimed
at keeping down the road toll.

Mr Bateman: It is the job of all mem-
bers to criticise.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Toodyay Is- entitled to be heard.

Mr NANOVICH: I can see that I have
upset the Opposition a great deal.

Mr Bertram: That will be the day.
Mr Bateman: The member for Toodyay

Is speaking a lot of twaddle.
Mr NANqOVICH: I do not want to be

like the member for Canning.
Mr Bateman: Say that again.
Mr NANOVICH: I do not want to speak

a lot of twaddle as does the member for
Canning.

Mr Bateman: Go over It again.
Mr NANOVICH: I do not have the time.
It is my view that positive requests

should be directed to the Minister for
Traffic asking him to consider seriously,
in conjunction with the Minister for
Health, the advisability of lowering the
alcoholic content of liquor. I believe this
to be the major cause of fatal accidents.
Why cannot we, as responsible members
of Parliament, go to the Minister with
such a request and support the Minister
in what he is trying to achieve?

We are endeavouring to bring the road
toll down and to keep it down. We are
all striving for the Ideal-a perfect system
-but we will never achieve it. However.
we can continue to improve the system.
and that is our responsibility.

I would like to refer also to Seat belts.
it was not the Road Traffic Authority
which introduced the laws about seat
belts. We are the legislators; we create
the laws. Today we have the situation
where it is compulsory to have seat belts
fitted in any vehicle Produced after 1970.
A person in such a vehicle who Is not
wearing a seat belt is liable t6 a penalty
of $20. The exceptions to this are pas-
sengers who are aged more than 70 years
or less than seven years. Members will
see why I say we Should work towards
bettering that situation!

Mr Hartrey: That Is a vony good idea.
Mr NANOVICH: I wonder what would

be the situation of a lad aged six years
who Is caught driving a vehicle. Would
he be charged with driving a vehicle with-
out a licence and be charged also with not
wearing a seat belt? I am sure that if
we call on the Minister in the correct
way, he will respond.

Mr Bertram: Why don't you call upon
him?

Mr NANOVICH: A baker who is cruis-
ing along and constantly getting in and
out of his vehicle to make deliveries Is not
compelled to wear a seat belt. However,
an ordinary person who drives even a
very short distance at a slow speed is
liable to a penalty If be Is caught not
wearing a seat belt.

We should look to improve the situa-
tion. Either it should be compulsory for
all vehicles to be fitted with seat belts,
or we should abolish the whole provision.
This matter should be clear one way or
the other. I have spoken to the Minister
and he has told me he will look into
the matter; I am sure he will come up
with a solution.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr T. H. Jones: You want to leave

the comics alone.
Mr NANOVICH: The manner in which

the criticism has been made by the Op-
position in the last few weeks has caused
a great deal of dissension within the
Police Force and the RTA. We, as re-
sponsible members of Parliament, should
do something about co-operating. We call
on everyone for support, but we should
start first with ourselves. It does not
matter what Government or what Minis-
ter we are dealing with, we should be
concerned with saving lives.

Mr Mclver: You know what the Labor
Party would do-we would not have an
authority at all

Mr NANOVICH: I ask members not to
continue with unnecessary criticism as it
is only making the situation worse.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister
for Traffic) [5.43 p.m.]: In many ways the
comments of the honourable member hit
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right at the heart of the problem. I often
feel that ducks are very fortunate-they
have a closed season. It seems to be open
season at all times in respect of the Police
Force and the Road Traffic Authority. The
officers of these bodies are trying to help
the public, but there are always a number
of people who try to hinder and hurt them.

The member for Toodyay spoke about
road fatalities, and I would like to inform
the House of the figures. From 1971 to 1973
public concern was expressed about the
unacceptable increase in the road toll in
Western Australia. This increase occurred
over a long period of time and it reached
the extent in 1973 where there were 371
deaths, or 7.3 deaths per 10 000 vehicles.
We came Into Government in 1974 at the
request of the public and in response to an
election Promise that we would reduce the
road toll. We have done just that. In the
next year we brought the figure down from
371-

Mr T. H. Jones: What about crime?
Mr O'CONNOR: May I please continue?
Mr Sodeman: Stick to the subject.
Mr T. H. Jones: Don't you ever Interrupt

when I am speaking?
Mr O'CONNOR: I would reply to the

honourable member. Mr Speaker, but I
know you would not want me to engage in
a battle of wits with an unarmed man!

Mr T. H. Jones: You are very bright
today-you must have been out somewhere
before coming here.

Mr O'CONNOR: In 1973 the road toll
was 371. In 1974 it was reduced to 339. and
last year there were 308 deaths. The
death-vehicle relationship has dropped
from 7.3 deaths to 5.1 deaths per 10 000
vehicles- total saving of 160 lives for
this year alone. This reduction Is what the
public demanded, and I believe it Is what
the majority of people want. However,
there seem to be a few people who are
upset because they are caught breaking
the law.

Mr Skidmore: A few people!I
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes.
Mr Skidmore: Particularly when others

who do break the law are not Prosecuted.
Mr O'CONNOR: Even if a large number

of People were picked up for breaking the
law, I feel that a saving of 160 lives in the
last year would justify such action. This is
what the public wanted us to do, and I
believe it has been a worthwhile exercise.
I give credit to the Police Force and to the
Road Traffic Authority for their efforts
in bringing down the road toll. I give credit
also to the media for its assistance in this
regard.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: We do hear criticism

from a few genuine people, but generally
the criticism Is brought about by sour

grapes. I hope that this attitude of sour
grapes does not result in less respect for
these two organisations.

Mr Skidm ore: Why Use the Swan Valley
for this, Mr Minister?

Mr O'CONNOR: I live in that area my-
self, and fortunately I have not been
Picked up while I have been there.

Mr Hartrey: That must be coincidence.
of course I

Mr O'CONNOR: The honourable mem-
ber said he looked forward to a reduced
alcohol content in beer. The Public Health
Department has looked into this problem
on several occasions, and the difficulty is
lowering the alcohol content of beer in
Western Australia without lowering it
throughout the nation.

Mr Jamieson: This was tried in South
Australia with Colonel Light beer and the
breweries could not sell It.

Mr O'CONNOR: I know there are diffi-
culties but we must consider the overall
Problem. Some overseas countries have
tried lowering the alcohol content In beer.
However, some drinkers would then have
beer with a whisky chaser. This is not
something we can do on a State basis.

The honourable member referred also to
seat belts, and the department has already
looked at this problem. I was not particu-
larly keen on the idea of compulsory seat
belts but I know that as well as saving a
few lives the seat belts have saved many
facial and head injuries also. A driver
wearing a seat belt Is aware of its value
in an emergency. I do not deny that a
few lives have been lost because of seat
belts,' but we must consider the overall
situation.

Mr T. H. Jones: They will not have a
bar of them in the United States.

Mr O'CONNOR: We all have our own
views on this matter. At the time the
legislation for compulsory seat belts was
introduced, it was thought unfair to apply
It to all vehicles in the State. Now that a
few years have Passed, we could consider
the Possibility of insisting on seat belts
being fitted when a vehicle changes hands.
That Possibility will be considered, as well
as the other comments made by the hon-
ourable member.

Mr Bertram: Very good.

NUCLEAR PRODUCTS
Waste: Grievance

MR A. R. TONKIN4 (Morley) [5.48 p.m.]:
I direct my remarks to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health. I wish to
refer to the likely consequences of the re-
Processing of nuclear spent fuel and the
storage of nuclear waste in this State. To
give an example, there are something like
160 nuclear plants in the United States,
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and it is estimated that by the end of the
century there will be 500-odd. The problem
of nuclear waste will increase.

In Australia we do not have any Plants
which are producing nuclear material of
a Commercial nature. The question I raise
is why should we have the waste here when
in fact we do not have any of the raw
material available? We see in tonight's
edition of the Daily News that by the year
2000 it is expected the nuclear waste
created on earth by then would cover the
whole of the Melbourne Cricket Ground
to a depth of something like two metres. I
feel the comparison is very misleading
because it does not sound as though it is
a lot of material. However, this waste is
so tremendously toxic that even one pound
of it can cause the deaths of tens of thou-
sands of people and to talk about size is
quite meaningless.

This waste is 1 000 million times more
toxic than any chemical Poison. It has
been suggested today, apparently from
Japan. that we are not talking about the
storage of nuclear waste but rather its re-
processing as though that is somehow some
salve, but in fact reprocessing is probably
the most dangerous operation of all.

These substances have to be brough
here in containers. They are continuously
boiling under their own decay heat, and
the possibility of leakage is ever present.
The possibility of an accident occurring
during unloading from the ship or whilst
in transit by road or rail to the repro-
cessing plant is a real one. Then, when it
reaches tl-e reprocessing Plant many -valu-
able elements in this spent fuel have to be
extracted. The fuel rods are usually dis-
solved in huge quantities of nitric acid and
certain elements are extracted, Including
plutonium 239 which, of course, is ex-
tremely valuable.

So this reprocessing is an extremely dan-
gerous operation. When we talk about the
storage of the material we are talking
about. for example, the danger of gamma
radiation. Strontium 90 and cesium 137
have half lives of something like 28 to 30
years. This means these substances have to
be kept in strict isolation for 500 years.
After that time their danger diminishes
somewhat because of their radioactive de-
cay, and the more dangerous element from
then on would probably be plutonium 239
which emits an alpha particle which can-
not even penetrate paper and, therefore,
would not seem to be as dangerous as other
substances which emit gamma rays.

However, the point Is that a tiny amount
of this ingested into the body, as it could
be if it was in an aerosol state floating
about in the atmosphere, will emit alpha
particles from the bone, which it tends
to seek. The result is that the Person would
be irradiated by alpha particles for the
rest of his life, possibly Causing leukemia
and genetic damage. The latter means his
children and their offspring would be
affected.

Plutonium 239 has, a half life of 24 400
Years, which means It has to be kept in
isolation and safety for something like
300 000 years. The arrogance of man to
think that he can assure that our civilisa-
tion, any other civilisation, or any organ-
ised society at all will endure for that time,
with the continual guarding that is neces-
sary against hijacking and the continual
monitoring that is necessary against leak-
age, is in my opinion arrogance in the
extreme.

Neanderthal man camne on the scene only
75 000 years ago; and when we are talking
about 300 000 years we are talking about
a period four times greater than that
which has elapsed since Neanderthal man.

This waste is contained in stainless steel
tanks, and it is continually boiling under
its decay heat. As a consequence, it can
leak. At Hanford. for example, which Is
the biggest storage place in the world for
nuclear waste, leakages were occurring for
seven weeks in 1973 before they were de-
tected. The automatic monitoring that was
supposed to take place just did not show
up these leaks. Something like 115 000 gal-
lons of liquid escaped from Hanford on
that occasion.

So we see there is no safe method of
handling this spent fuel. It is no good
talking about environmental safeguards.
because there are none. The Atomic
Energy Commission said it would place
this waste in the salt mines in Lyons, Kan-
sas, but then fissures were discovered in
the salt mines; so an area which had been
carefully prepared and studied and inves-
tigated for this purpose was subsequently
found to be unsuitable.

I am directing this grievance to the Min-
ister for Health, because it is a question
of leukemia and of genetic mutation.

The incredible thing about this is that
the old world has created Problems that it
cannot solve. I am not saying it will not
solve them, but it is all very well to have
childlike faith In scientists. The people who
are most concerned about the latest de-
velopment in Western Australia are our
leading physicists from various tertiary in-
stitutions; they are the experts that some
of us think will solve the problems.
Whether or not the Problems will eventu-
ally be solved, the fact remains they cer-
tainly have not been solved to this stage.
The old world cannot solve these problems.
and now it wants us to accept the results
of its activities.

In other words, they are looking for a
naive and innocent bunch of suckers to
take this stuff which they will not have
at any price. I only hope the people of
Western Australia will clearly show they
are not naive suckers who will take this
garbage from other parts of the world
which do not want it, because there is Just
no way of ensuring that our population
will not be irradiated at some time in the
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future. Even If we can guarantee the safe-
guards for 50 or 100 years that is not suf -
ficient; this assurance must be guaranteed
for tens of thousands of years.

SUL CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Premier) [5.56 p.m.]: In view of the fact
that this matter Is one which will be dealt
with at Cabinet level so far as any visit
by a Japanese mission is concerned, I felt
it appropriate that I should reply.

The honourable member has set himself
up in this Parliament as the person who
will strike fear into the minds and hearts
of everyone he can possibly get to listen
to him, whether it be concerning fish,
forests, rivers, or any other matter. I do
counsel him to have a look at himself and
realise that one day he might even be in
a Government which will be expected to
make decisions--and positive decisions.

Mr A. R. Tonkin! Responsible ones I
hope.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, responsible
and positive decisions. But from the way
he is acting, a Government of which he Is
a member would never make any decision
at all, except to do nothing.

I want to remind the honourable mem-
ber, who has set himself up as a great
authority tonight, and has been making
pontifical pronouncements about this par-
ticular scientific subject as though he is
an expert-

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: I listen to the experts.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, they use
him as their spokesman: I am aware of
that. I simply wish to make the point
that throughout the world people are
working on these problems and many other
problems associated with the consequen-
tial aspects of nuclear energy, and as the
leader of a Government I have to be pre-
pared to listen to these people. I have to be
prepared to let them come and talk to us
and to look at what we have In this State,
and then obtain their response, always
acknowledging the fact that in the final
analysis the Government of the day will
have the last say as to whether these de-
velopments will proceed. When I say "we"
I am referring to the State and Federal
Governments of Australia, regardless of
which parties are in power.

Therefore, if the honourable member
and his party wish to stop all development,
let them say so. It does not matter
whether we are talking about steel or
anything else, the honourable gentleman
stands up and knocks everything. Whether
it is forests, wood chips, nuclear energy,
uranium mining, fishing, or industrial
waste does not matter at all, he always
introduces this attitude of fear. People
will be frightened even to eat fish or meat
before long if this continues. From the
way he goes on and on one would swear
it is unsafe to live!

I want to remind the member for Morley
that there are technical brains in this
world who will find the answers to these
Problems; and if we do not get ourselves
in the queue to talk to these people who
have the capability to Undertake some of
these great international developments, we
Will deny future generations of this country
the career opportunities to which they are
entitled.

In regard to the decision finally to be
made-and it Will be a long way off-it
will be made by any Government with any
sense only if it is satisfied there is some
benefit in it for us in the processing or
the reprocessing of our raw materials in
this highly technical field.

The member for Morley sets himself
up as a great authority: he almost wants
to speak for the Parliament, and not for
only himself and his own side. He seems
to forget that some of us want to live.
We want to be healthy. We have children
and grandchildren and we want them to
be healthy, too: we want them to have a
good future, and career opportunities. I
suggest that instead of the honourable
member always being negative and def eat-
ist, and knocking Projects, for once in his
life it would be interesting if he stood in
this Parliament and said something posi-
tive and constructive.

The SPEAKER: Grievances have been
noted.

BILLS (2): RECEIPT AND FIRLST
READING

1. Companies (Co-operative) Act
Amendment Bill.

2. The Confederation of Western Ails-
tralian Industry (Incorporated)
Bill.

Bills received from the Council: and,
on motions by Mr O'Neil (Minister
for Works), read a first time.

BILLS (9): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Factories and Shops Act Amendment
Bill.

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

2. Road Maintenance (Contribution) Act
Amendment Hill.

3. Taxi-oars (Co-ordination and Con-
trol) Act Amendment Bill.

4. Transport Commission Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
O'Nel (Minister for Works), and
read a first time.

5. Constitution Acts Amendment Bill.
6. Local Government Act Amendment

Bill.
7. Electoral Act Amendment Bill.
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8. Local Government Act Amendment
Bill (No. 2).

9. Electoral Districts Act Amendment
BIll.

Bills Introduced, on motions by Mr
Bertram, and read a first time.

LAND TAX ASSESSMENT BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.

BILL S (9): THIRD READING
1. Land Tax Bill.
2. Metropolitan Region Town Planning

Scheme Act Amendment Eml.
3. Metropolitan Region Improvement

Tax Act Amendment Bill.
Bills read a third time, on motions by

Sir Charles Court (Treasurer), and
transmitted to the Council.

4. Jetties Act Amendment BiBl.
5. Western Australian Marine Act

Amendment Bill.
Bills read a third time, on motions by

Mr 0'Neil (Minister for Works),
and transmitted to the Council.

6. Employment Agents Bill.
7. Industrial Arbitration Act Amendment

Bill.
8. Weights and Measures Act Amend-

ment Bill.
9. Public and Bank Holidays Act

Amendment Bill.
Bills read a third time, on motions by

Mr Grayden (Minister for Labour
and Industry), and transmitted to

the Council.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 P.M.

STATE HOUSING COMMSSION
Disallowance of Regulation 24A: Motion
MR B. T. BURKE (Balga) [7.30 p.m.]:

Imove-
That regulation 24A as added and

amended and made under the State
Housing Act, Published in the Govern-
ment Gazette on 12th December. 1975
and 30th January, 1976 and laid on
the Table of the Legislative Assembly
on 30th March. 1978 be and is hereby
disallowed.

Before dealing with the merits, of which
there are very few, and the demerits, of
which there are many, of this amendment
it is perhaps profitable to cast an eye back
to the history-to the events that pre-
ceeded the introduction of the amending
Bill in this Parliament and the making
of the regulations, which the Minister was
empowered to make under that amending
Bill which became an Act.

It was in the early part of September
that a Press report indicated a number of
steps that the Minister for Housing and

the State Housing Commission proposed to
take to improve the financial situation of
the commission. One of those was the
imposition of a $60 charge on people pur-
chasing homes from the State Housing
Commission. That charge was listed
among a number of other items or steps
that were Proposed to be taken; and it
could hardly be claimed that this fee was
given any special prominence In the Press
report.

It was on the 5th November last that
the Minister for Housing made his second
reading speech on that amending Bill-a
very brief and a very sparse contribution
which did little to foreshadow the real
nature of the amendment, and the real
nature of the effects of that amendment.
With your forebearance, Mr Speaker, I will
read to the House the Minister's second
reading speech made on the 5th November
last.

The SPEAKER: Does the honourable
member propose to read the whole speech?

Mr B. T. BURKE: There are only three
paragraphs of It. It would be profitable
for me to read the speech, and that would
take only a few seconds. In his second
reading speech the Minister said-

The purpose of this Bill is to amend
the State Housing Act. 1946, with a
view to broadening its scope to make
regulations effectively to manage and
administer the Act.

Section '78 of the Act empowers
regulations to be made from time to
time for the mainten~ancse of holuses,
buildings, and land in which the State
Housing Commission holds an inter-
est.' Although this section also con-
tains a general power for the making
of regulations for the objects and pur-
poses of the Act, this general power is
relative to the physical maintenance
of assets and is not explicit enough
reasonably to validate the passing of
regulations to maintain, manage, and
control assets in a manner other than
that of a physical nature.

It is believed it is essential to incor-
porate the proposed amendment in the
Act in order that its objects and pur-
poses may be adequately managed,
and administered in its overall con-
text.

I commend the Bill to the House.
That was what the Minister for Housing
said, and that was the beginning of the
misleading of this House by the Minister.

Mr P. V. Jones: Wml you read the con-
tribution made by the member for May-
lands in that debate?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I will read the con-
tribution by the member for Maylands in
a little while. In the Minister's speech
there was no mention of any management
fee; no mention of any $60 charge; and no
mention of any move by the Government
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to impose upon People purchasing homes
from the State Housing Commission this
additional tax burden.

In fact, when we consider the amending
Bill we see that once again the second
stone in the foundation of deception has
been quite clearly laid, because not only
does the amendment not refer in absolute
terms to any fee, but it states clearly that
it will enable a fee, if any, to be imposed.
The Minister refused to reveal to the House
that the fee, in fact, would be $60 a per
year.

Mr Thompson: Did you ask the Mfin-
ister?

Mr B. T1. BURKE: Of course the Min-
ister was not asked about that during the
currency of his speech.

Mr Thompson: Why not?
Mr B. T. BURKE: I put to the honour-

able member the proposition that it is far
from being unreasonable to expect the Min-
ister to explain to the House that the
regulations which would fallow from the
amendment would impose a fee of $60 . If
the honourable member thinks this is
unreasonable, and that this House has to
drag from a Minister introducing legisla-
tion the full import of that legislation,
then I believe the honourable member's
attitude is not a correct one.

It was on the 11th November last that
the debate on the second reading of the
amending Bill was resumed. I would draw
the attention of the House to two points,
before discussing the events of that day.
Firstly, we must remember that this was
the day of the coup d'etat In Australia.
That was the day of the unprecedented
action on the part of the Governor-
General-an action which went a long way
down the road to the destruction of
democracy In this country, and which
diverted the attention of the entire nation
to matters of great importance.

Mr P. V. Jones: Am I to blame for that?
Mr B. T. BURKE: We would not expect

the Minister even to understand the tIm-
port of what happened, let alone to wait
for it. The true facts are that the atten-
tion of the entire nation was diverted, but
of course the Minister for Housing in this
State saw the opportunity at a time when
this side of the House was deserted, apart
from a few members who remained In the
Chamber, to make his move. That was
when the members on this side of the
House decided that they should publicly
criticise, and should be publicly seen to
be in opposition to the action taken by
the Governor-General.

Sir Charles Court: Shame on you!
Mr B. T. BURKE: That was not the

worst that happened. Let the Premier
hold his breath If that is possible, and let
him listen to what else his Minister for
Rousing was responsible for doing on that
day. After that let us hear what the
Premier has to say.

On that day the then shadow Minister
for Housing approached the Minister for
Housing to ask him about the import of
the legislation that was to be debated on
that day. It was, in fact, an amendment
to the State Housing Act. Do members
know what the Minister for Housing said?
He said the matter was purely Procedural.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is right.
Mr B. T. BURKE: That was what the

Minister said. If that is not misleading
this side of the House then I do not know
what it is.

Mr P. V. Jones:- Did he tell you what
other Questions he asked me?

Mr Laurance: You are the Opposition;
but You want us on this side to be the
Governmnt, as well as the Opposition for
YOU.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The member for Gas-
coyne begs the judgment that no-one on
the opposite side of the House can tell the
truth. If he wants that judgment to be
passed individually on all those members,
let him say so. The Minister for Housing
was asked a question, and he gave an
answer that was far from the truth.

Mr P. V. Jones: Keep going! Anything
more?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Australian Labor
Party supported the legislation that was
introduced at the time, and raised no
objection to it. It raised no objection to
the legislation in the context firstly of
wording which was misleading in the
amending Act and, secondly, of statements
from the Minister which can only be called
misleading. As far as that goes there is
some excuse or reason for the decision
taken by members on this side of the
House; but I do not condone what hap-
pened and I do not say that those on this
side of the House should not have raised
objection. What I do say is that our
failure to raise objection does not make
right a situation which is wrong and our
failure to raise objection does not justify
the action of this Government In pro-
ceeding with this harsh and unjustified
measure.

if the Government wants to score cheap
political points, let it go ahead, but it
should not attempt to justify what it has
done with the most unworthy of reasons.

The basic proposition of those members
on this side of the House is that a bar-
gain once struck or a contract once signed
should not be interfered with. We main-
tain that the two parties getting together
in good faith and agreeing on the terms
and conditions of a contract are entitled
to expect that those terms and conditions
shall persist. This Government denies that
fact. This Government takes unto itself
the right to change any bargain and the
right to say that the terms and conditions
agreed upon in good faith shall not per-
sist, and that people shall suffer because
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years after a bargain Is struck a Govern-
ment, Minister, or the Housing Commis-
sion changes its or his mind. That is not
good enough.

In no way can the action of the SHC
be likened to that of building societies
when they Increase their rates. They have
quite clearly In their contracts a clause
referring to prevailing interest rates and
the ability of one party to change them.
The SHOP in Its contracts, does not exhibit
a similar clause.

There is no justification for what the
SRC0 has done, and the justification the
Minister has often advanced is pure non-
sense. It Is unacceptable and quite clearly
an effort to flee from any sort of meason.

The Minister says that the con-
tracts of sale, signed by parties buying
houses from the SEC. stipulate that those
contractual conditions shall persist, under
legislation which governs the SHO. This
legislation can be altered, thus allowing
a change in the nature of the clauses of
that contract. What utter nonsense!

The Minister knows that legislation in
this House can change any contract if It Is
so designed. The Minister knows this is
the highest court in the land and that
legislation passed through these Houses
can interfere with, change, or abort any
legislation previously passed. He knows
that and yet he uses it as the weakest of
excuses for Justifying his invasion of the
quite sacred contracts signed by many
People years ago and which they expected
to continue.

That justification does not hold water-
That justification can be applied to any
law now operating In this State and to
any action taken by any Government no
matter the nature of the action or its con-
sequences.

Our basic proposition on this side of
the House Is that this amending Act has
-resulted in the quite diabolical consequence
of allowing a Government to completely
disrupt and remove from any contract
the certainty that parties who strike a
bargain can expect it to prevail.

We object to this regulation for many
reasons, not the least of our objections
being the fact that this so-called manage-
ment fee falls very unevenly on different
people. Let me refer to the case of a pur-
chaser who signed a contract many Years
ago and who now pays perhaps $30 a
month off the loan used to build his house.
Obviously a $5 fee means a much rester
burden on him than on a person who
signed for his home more recently and
who pays in the region of $75 to $80 a
month. The Minister Justifies the situa-
tion by saying that those people who signed
their contracts many years ago have had
a longer period in which to enjoy a lower
Interest rate. What sort of argument is
that?

Mr P. V. Jones: You have heard me say
that?

Mr B. T. BURKE; on numerous occa-
sions.

Mr P. V. Jones: On numerous occasions?
Mr B. T. BURKE: Does the Minister

deny having said it?
Mr P. V. Jones: You heard me say it.

Do you deny it is a fact?
Mr O'Neil: No answer.
Mr B. T, BURKE: Quite clearly there is

no justification for treating people un-
equally in this fashion. If the Government
is intent on imposing a fee of this kind,
let it treat all people equally. The Gov-
erment will not and does not.

Mr Bertram: It Is unfair.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The Government

uses this ploy to evade its responsibilities
under the Commonwealth and State
housing agreement because it knows that

agreement places a ceiling upon the maxi-
mum interest rate the SHO can charge
home purchasers. Nevertheless, those
people who, many years ago, signed con-
tracts, are paying interest rates now equal
to an amount in excess of the maximum
interest rate chargeable under the last
Commonwealth and State housing agree-
ment. Let the Minister deny that.

Mr P. V. Jones: I will tell you about
it in a minute if you will let me,

Mr B. T. BURKE: Not only does this
tax fall unevenly on those required to
pay It, but it is also most discriminatory.
The Minister has chosen to tax that sec-
tion of the population that would be
selected by any person asked to determine
an area least equipped to support the Gov-
ernment's tax burden. The Minister has
imposed a tax upon a section of the popu-
lation that Is required to meet very strict
criteria before it can take advantage of
cheap Government funds with which to
obtain a home. The Government is re-
sponsible for taxing those least equipped
to support the burden; and, not only that,
but it is not even taxing those within that
section In a fair manner.

It has decided that up till the 1st Jan-
uary. 1974, using the vaguest of terms
"newly constructed houses" there shall be
some sort of magical cut-off point after
which purchasers shall not pay the man-
agemenit fee.

But let us look at how unfairly the Min-
ister is acting within a situation which is
generally unfair. Two purchasers signed
contracts to buy their homes at approxi-
mately the same time. One was left with
a liability of $13 500 and paid $72.50 a
month off the loan, while the other was
left with a liability of $14 110 and Paid
$72 80 a month off the liability. The con-
tracts were roughly the same size requiring
roughly equal amounts of repayment and
the purchasers signed the contracts at ap-
Proximately the same time. I might add
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that both were signed after the 1st Janu-
ary, 1974, and yet one purchaser pays the
management fee and the other does not.

Mr P. V, Jones: When were the houses
built?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister's excuse
Is that one house was built prior to 1974.

Mr P. V. Jones: How much prior?
Mr B. T. BURKE: Therefore its owner

must pay the management fee. So now
we forget about when the contracts were
signed. Now, in an effort to sieve out very
finely those people from whom this money
can be extracted, the time at which the
house was built is the important factor.
I would have thought that if a contract
were signed after the 1st January, 1974,
it would not attract this management fee,
on the Minister's own statements.

Mr P. V. Jones: Fbor new homes, that
is right.

Mr B. T. BURKE: But If that is un-
fair, how unfair is this? Both of those
homes arm financed at 5i per cent in-
terest.

Mr P. V. Jones: When were they built?
Mr 13 T. BURKE: one person is pay-

ing 51 per cent Interest plus the manage-
ment fee while the other is paying 5j per
cent interest with no management fee.
The Minister says that one client's 51
per cent interest Includes an amount for
administration, but the other does not.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you disagree with
that? Do you say that is not fight? YOU
have not said when the houses were built.
If you will, I will provide the answer.

Mr Sodeman: He won't say when they
were built.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister will
be hard pressed to find an answer which
will satisfy anyone in this House.

Mr P. V. Jones: I will provide an
answer.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister con-
tinues with his Inane interjections.

Mr Sodeman; You recognise inane inter-
jections; you are the originator.

Mr Moiler: That is an idiotic interjec-
tion.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I will refrain f rom
retorting to it.

Mr Bertram: Just as well for those
members opposite.

Mr Moiler: Keep the debate on a high
plane;, do not interject!

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let us get back to
the second basic point of my proposition
that in the case of one person, 51 per
cent does not cover the commitment for
which the commission expects to use his
repayment, while the second person, pay-
ing 51 per cent, does cover that commit-
ment and does not attract the manage-
ment fee. How unfair is that?

One of the more worrying aspects of
this whole matter is the uncertainty of
the fact that there is no guarantee about
what action future Governments will take
with respect to this tax burden. if this
management fee follows the path of other
Government charges we can expect it will
escalate at a rate of slightly more than
11 per cent per year. If it follows the
path of the charges under the Court Gov-
ernment we can assume It will escalate
by about 17J per cent per year. How-
ever, we are confident that after March
of next year no charges will follow the
path of those set down by this Govern-
ment.

It is quite clear that the only guarantee
the present Minister Is prepared to give
is the guarantee that for the time this
Government remains in offie--a very
short and fleeting time-these charges will
not be increased. That Is not good enough
because the Government has, at one fell
swoop, plunged State Housing Commis-
sion home buyers into the same caldron
in which building society finance home
buyers are suffering now.

It is quite clear that not only has this
Government backed away from doing
something about the escalation of build-
Ing soc~ety interest rates, but It has now
decided that State Housing Commission
purchasers shall suffer the same fate.
That is not good enough. The Govern-
ment does not give any guarantee; it
does not provide any positive initiative
to combat high interest rates; and it
does not provide any Incentive to war-
rant support for such a shabby Piece
of legislation as this.

A basic reason for our objection is
that this charge represents the entire
character and nature of this Government;
a Government which promised to lessen
the tax burden on the citizens of this
State. It has done nothing but escalate
those burdens. It has done nothing but
promise Pie In the sky, and it has done
nothing to relieve the section of the
community which suffers most when
Government charges are increased. Par
from relieving the burden on the section
least able to pay, this Government has
singled it out for unnecessarily harsh
treatment.

Mr Bertram: That Is right.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Not only has the

Government failed to act in essential
areas of social welfare, but It has de-
liberately chosen the area where action
Is most needed to commit acts which are
Inexcusable, and which should not have
happened.

There are many reasons why we on the
Opposition side in this Parliament believe
that the regulation set out In my motion
should be disallowed, not the least of
which Is that the regulation is necessary
because of a deliberate change in Gov-
ernment policy with regard to the cost of
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money from the State Treasury. That is
the sole reason that this management fee
baa been imposed. The Court Government
has decided that housing, and the State
Housing Commission, are areas of minimal
Priority and that the State Housing Com-
mission shall pay more for the funds with
which It constructs houses for those people
able to meet a restricted criteria.

At a time when senior civil servants and
members of Parliament are able to obtain
loans at rates as low as 3 per cent with
which to Purchase motor vehicles, this
Government has decided that the State
Housing Commission shall pay in excess of
,6 Per cent on the funds It uses to build
homes for those people who come within
the criteria set down by the commission.

Is that a Government concerned for the
social welfare of the people? of course
it is not. It Is a Government oblivious
to the fact that there are people In special
need; it is a Government oblivious to the
fact that those being taxed by the mea-
sure now under discussion are those least
able to afford to pay.

Let us look at the Minister's perform-
ance. Let us look at the way he has tried
to Justify his position in this affair. He
told a meeting of 300 people that if pur-
chasers negotiated to lessen the length
of their contracts the financial situation
would have been met and it would not have
been necessary to impose the fee. Three
weeks later the General Manager of the
State Housing Commission told a similar
meeting that shortening. the terms of loan
repayments would have no effect on the
revenue position of the State Housing
Commission.

Mr P. V. Jones: You asked a question
about that.

Mr B. 'T BURKE: The General Manager
of the State Housing Commission Is right,
clearly, and that Illustrates another intem-
perate statement by the Minister. The
Minister attempted to justify his position
knowing full well that no-one had been
approached and asked to shorten the term
of his loan.

Mr P. V. Jones: Any contract holder has
the right to approach us.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Under the present
Government no contract holder has any
right because the Government changes its
contracts at the drop of a hat.

Through you, Mr Speaker, I advise the
Minister that if he is sincere about the
problems confronting the State Housing
Commission he should not shy away from
positive action in seeking to lessen the
terms of loans, because he does not shy
away from a policy as harsh as that which
is now being imposed.

Another area in which the Minister has
misled many people is that concerning
hardship relief. There was to be a genuine
attempt by the Government to ease the

Position of those who were in need, and
those who were unable to pay. However,
an old age pensioner couple, receiving
only the old age pension, decided to ap-
Proaeh the State Housing Commission to
seek the relief about which the Minister
had spoken. That old age pensioner
couple were told that they were too well
off to enjoy any relief.

The SPEAKER: Can the member relate
his remarks to the motion?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes, Mr Speaker. The
motion mentions a charge for which no
allowance has been made for people who
cannot meet their commitments, and the
regulation should be disallowed, if for no
other reason than to allow the insertion of
aL clause to provide relief of the type
necessary for the couple who approached
the State Housing Commission and were
told that their Income was too high. Who.
In God's name, is entitled to relief? Who
in God's name will receive any relief, be-
cause any relief which Is granted will be
tacked on to the end of the contract.
There will be no relief at all; there is no
denying that.

Mr Bryce: Typical window dressing.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Let us examine the

misnomer that is the management fee.
Mr Bertram: It does not matter what

it is. just give it a name.
Mr B. T. BURKE: It manages to impose

upon the people an unjust and unneces-
sarv burden. It is a management fee In
that the Minister has managed to mislead
many people, and It is a management fee
of a very funny sort Indeed. Quite clearly,
it is an interest hike, and a clumsy and
insensitive interest hike at that. It is a
decision by the State Housing Commission
not to allow Its home Purchasers to get off
the hook, but to make them share in the
burden unfairly, clumsily, and insensi-
tively.

The regulation most definitely begs
disallowance. The regulation was Ill-
considered, badly drafted, and achieves a
situation which Governments should try
to avoid.

The regulation is Ill-considered because
it was not thoroughly thought out. It was
not Properly considered how the burden
would fall across the section of the com-
munity which would bear it. The regula-
tion Is ill-drafted because, as we all know,
first of all It was an annual fee until the
Housing Commission was told by many
people that it would not be Paid. If it was
to be paid at all, until December, 1976.
The result of the ill-considered move was
that a further regulation was promulgated
which turned the annual fee Into a
monthly fee. It was not accepted by the
community, in that more than half of
those People liable to Pay the charge had
not Paid it.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do You want to bet?
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Mr B, T. BURKE: On the Minister's own
admission when I asked-

Mr P. V. Jones: Same time ago.
Mr B. T. BURKE: -about the results

of efforts to persuade people to pay this
fee, at that time fewer than half had
paid It.

it is just not good enough for the CGov-
ernment to excuse itself by saying we on
this side of the House supported the
measure; and it Is not good enough for
the Government to impose a fee of this
kind which is so unfair, uneven, and
unjust.

We on this side of the House urge all
members to disallow the regulation. We
specifically urge members on the other side
of the House who have State Housing
Commission home owners living within
their electorates to gauge accurately the
feelings of those home owners and reflect
their feelings in this matter. I urge the
House to support the motion.

Mr H. D2. EVANS: I second the motion.

MR1 F. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister
for Housing) [8.02 p.m.]: With your per-
mission, Mr Speaker, I will deal with this
matter straightaway so that we need not
stretch the patience of members of this
House any longer than is necessary in what
has been a cheap political stunt for a
long time.

Several members interjected.

Mr P. V. JONES: The motion makes
one very Patent point. It has been sug-gested that the Government has in fact
broken a bargain; the word used was "bar-
ter". I will quote from the contract of
sale and the mortgage documents for per-
sons entering into purchase agreements
with the State Housing Commission, The
contract of sale states-

The purchaser shall forthwith and
at all times hereafter duly and punc-
tually comply with observe carry out
and conform to all statutes now or
hereafter in force and all ordinances
regulations and by-laws thereunder
and all requirements...

The same clause appears in the mortgage
documents.

Mr Bertram: Are you suggesting you
can bring this in under that?

Mr P. V. JONES: Very clearly the bar-
gain to which reference has been made and
which is entered into by the commission
and the purchase contractor binds the
purchase contractor to comply with the
regulations of the State Housing Commis-
sion. Having established that-

Mr Davies: You have not established
anything so far.

Mr May: What about getting on with
the speech?

Mr P. V. JONES: The regulation was
Quite a legal requirement within the con-
text of the State Housing Act and the
purchase contract entered Into by those
buying houses.

Mr Bryce: And patently politically dis-
honest.

Mr P. V. JONES: We are talking about
sectionalism and the people involved in
one section of the State Housing Commis-
sion's functions being pernalised.

Mr Davies: Do not ask for a general
debate on the State Housing Commission.

Mr P. V. JONES: As the member for
Balga said, we obtain funding under a
Commonwealth and State housing agree-
ment, and in the financial year ended the
30th June last we received $33.4 million.
The Housing Commission runs two opera-
tions-a rental operation and a purchase
operation. If we are talking about being
unfair-

Mr Bertram: We are.
Mr P. V. JONES: Members of the Oppo-

sition are. But If we are talking about
sectionalism and penalising one section,
this motion really means that members
of the Opposition are asking 22 000 people
who rent houses in this State to bear the
whole cost of inflation, all the traffic for
the extra houses we are unable to build,
and the entire financial burden for those
who have no house at all, whether rental
or purchase, and who require and have
every entitlement to receive from the
State some form of assistance by way of
a rental or purchase home. Those are the
people whom members of the opposition
are penalising, and that is where the sec-
tionalism starts to come in.

]if we look at the rental side first-
and we are talking about more than 22 000
people-

Mr Bertram: Are you going to extend
this to all private mortgagees as well?

Mr P. V. JONES: -the loss and sub-
sidy we would have paid out of that cake
would have amounted to $9 million, which
leaves very little remaining out of the $33.4
million. When we look at the purchase
side-the side in which the commission
has no further equity-the loss was $1.9
million. The remainder had to cover land
development, further construction, and an
attempt to decrease the waiting lists. It
is a great credit to the State Housing
Commission that the waiting lists have In
fact decreased and not increased In the
course of the last two years.

Mr Davies: They are feeding you some
crook information If you believe that.

Mr P. V. JONES: Having given that out-
line of the total picture, and bearing in
mind that in the financial operations of
the commission we cannot look at the los-
ses on the purchase transactions in isola-
tion, it Is the considered opinion of the
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Government that it is quite inequitable and
unfair that the rental tenants should bear
all the inflationary traffic.

Mr Bertram: Why should they?

Mr P. V. JONES: Members of the Oppo-
sition seem to think they should.

Mr Bertram: We have never said that.

Mr P. V. JONES: That is exactly what
members of the Opposition are saying in
denying the purchase holder the right to
take up his share of the loan.

Mr Bertram: That is what you are say-
Ing, not what we are saying.

MrP. V. JONES: Members of the Oppo-
sition are saying the money must be spent
in the way they would like it to be spent.

Suggestions have been made about the
manner of the introduction of the regula-
tion1 the need for it, and so on. If we go
back to the 4th September last year. an
article in The West Australian newspaper
on that day referred to aspects of the
finances of the State Housing Commission
and indicated that a management fee of
$60 a year-$5 a month-would be im-
posed. That was one of several financial
decisions which were made at that time in
the total context, and the statement in
which the decisions were announced was
handed to the Opposition on the evening
of the 3rd September.

Following that decision of the Govern-
ment. notices to the Purchase holders were
printed, and when they were ready to be
released the Crown Law Department ad-
vised the Government that It would be
necessary to amend the State Housing Act
In the manner referred to by the member
for Balga. It was necessary to do so for
precisely the reasons he gave, although
perhaps he did not realise he was giving
them. We are empowered to make regula-
tions for the care, maintenance, manage-
ment, and so on of the commission's pro-
perty. exactly as he indicated.

There was a need to ensure that the
regulations empowered a fee for manage-
ment purposes and included a facility for
a general fee, and in fact we did this.
Therefore, the notices which had been
printed were not sent out. We brought leg-
islation to Parliament, and this was the
measure to which reference has been
made. This legislation was going to bring
in-that Is the way the honourable mem-
ber put it-the management fee of $60 per
annum at $5 a month. Notice of this was
given to the Opposition on the evening of
the 3rd September. and I am sure that if he
were here the member for Melville would
recall saying at the meeting held in the
Civilian Maimed and Limbless Hall in
January that the Opposition would not
have supported the Bill had it known the
fee would be $60.

Mr Bertram: It wouldn't either!

Mr P. V. JONES: The opposition had
known this since the evening of the 3rd
September, and it appeared in the Press
on the morning of the 4th September.

Mr B. T. Burke: Justify the charge. All
the things you have said are admitted, but
justify your action.

Mr P.' V. JONES: The member for Balga
admits then that on that occasion the
member for Melville, in his capacity as
Leader of the Opposition, said at the meet-
ing the Opposition would not have sup-
ported the Bill had it known the fee would
be $60. Is that correct?

Mr B. T. Burke: Not only do I admit
that, I also admit this: had I been here-

Mr P. V. JONES: The member was not
even here when the Bill was passed.

Mr B. T. Burke: Had I known the mat-
ter was coming on, I would not have sup-
ported it, but that does not take away f rom
you Your obligation to justify your action,

The SPEAKER: order!
Mr P. V. JONES: May I again continue?
Mr May: Unfortunately, yes.
Sir Charles Court: Two bob each way.
Mr P. V. JONES: on a first place winner!

If I may continue. I would like to say that
efforts have been made to denigrate us
because two words did not appear in the
legislation, and those two words were.
"management fee". It has been said that
not sufficient time was given to the Parlia-
ment to discuss this matter. This legisla-
tion passed through both Houses of
Parliament and I ask members to refer to
what the member for Maylands said. He
said, "We have looked at the legislation,
and we support it." There is no point in
pursuing the facts about that except In
one regard, so far as the timing was con-
cerned-

Mr Bertram: This wia only a Procedural
matter.

Mr P. V. JONES: It was suggested at the
meeting I attended that the reason for
the delay in implementing the legislation
was political and that it was related to
the election on the 13th December.

Mr Davies: Tell us when the notices
that went out were dated?

Mr P. V. JONES: I have already said
that the notices were dated the 18th
September, but they were not sent out for
the reasons I have stated.

Mr Davies: They were dated later than
that.

Mr P. V. JONES: It was suggested the
notices were not sent for political pur-
poses, whereas at every meeting I have
attended I have said quite clearly that the
notices were not sent until the legislation
was passed, and that was later.

Mr B. T. Burke: They still could have
been sent and the charge Imposed later.
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Mr P. V. JONES: They were posted on
the 6th December, when the notice ap-
peared In the Government Gazette.

Mr Davies: You are wrong.
Mr P. V. JONES: May I now proceed to

the financial aspects of this matter? The
member for Balga referred to the Interest
Payable and to many other matters of
that nature. I would like to make one point
quite clear: The loss in the management
contracts which the commission holds was
nearly $2 million per annum at the time
this fee was imposed, and It was $2 million
in the last financial year. The situation
Is that we have lost money on housing for
a considerable Period of time. Currently
we have some purchase contracts with
Interest rates as low as 4j per cent.

Mr B. T. Burke: Is that the Purchaser's
fault?

Mr P. V. JONES: I have not said It Is
the Purchaser's fault.

Mr B. T. Burke: Well, you are penalising
the purchasers now.

Mr Skidmore: You are saying it Is their
fault now.

Mr P. V. JONES: I would like to demon-
strate the point I am now making. Some
of these contracts with an interest rate of
41 per cent are as recent as 1958. A contract
taken out in that year with a balance of
$4 391 currently requires a Payment of
$23.68 a month, so that the State Housing
Commission is losing $90 per annum on
that contract.

If we then consider a contract taken
out in 1970, we find although the interest
rate was then 5# per cent and the re-
Payment $53 a month, the State Housing
Commission Is losing $109 per annum. I
am saying that the rental side of the oper-
ations of the commission is being asked to
bear an unreasonable amount of the
financial shortfall of the commission.

Mr Bertram: Does not that hold true
also with private enterprise?

Mr P. V. JONES: If we have to continue
to subsidise these purchases at previously
designated rates, the commission will be
losing more than $1 million on some 12 000
or 13 000 Purchase contracts.

Mr Bertram: Does not that happen with
private enterprise?

Mr P. V. JONES: if we continue to do
that, other People will be disadvantaged.

Mr Bertram: You are driving everybody
to the private sector already.

Mr P. V. JONES: We will be unable to
provide as many homes as we would like.
I do not in any way suggest that those
who in fact entered into a purchase con-
tract with the State Housing Commission
received from the commission a privilege
to which they were not entitled. Such people
must have satisfied the eligibility criteria
and they are entitled to receive what the
State is able to make available. However.

we are also making an equity available
to them, and this Is resulting in a continu-
ing loss to the State. A house which Is the
subject of a purchase contract is of no
further use to the SHO in meeting the
housing situation.

Mr Skidmore: Why should It be? These
people are purchasing the homes.

Mr P. V. JONES: I am interested only
in money-

Mr Skdmore: We know that!
Mr P. V. JONES: -in the sense-
Mr Bryce: That is the basis of the whole

trouble.
Mr B. T. Burke: It is becoming very

clear.
Mr Bryce: Money, and associated with

the money is the Profit motive.
The SPEAKER: Order!£
Sir Charles Court: Calm yourselves.
Mr P. V. JONES: I am interested only

in building the houses with the funds we
receive. The member for Swan says why
should that be, but that is exactly why
-because he Is the first one to want
houses in his electorate.

Mr Skidmore: You are the first to ad-
mit you are imposing something on those
people that they never contracted for.

Mr P. V. JONES: It has been sug-
gested also that the commission has madle
no attempt, or very little attempt, to meet
the people who have experienced financial
hardship in any way. I mead in the Press
that the commission was asking people
to come cap in hand to see us.

Mr May: Bank book in hand!
Mr B. T. Burke: Provided they got less

than the pension.
Mr P. V. JONES: The commission un-

dertook to ensure that any person who
could display financial hardship in any
way would not be asked to pay the man-
agement fee in the way that the regula-
tion provided.

Mr Skidmore: What way would they
have to pay?

Mr P. V. JONES: We asked people In
the metropolitan area in certain locations,
to come to see us and many people did.

Mr Skidmore: How would these people
have to pay?

Mr B. T. Burke: Tell us the criteria.
Mr P. V. JONES: There have been some

total exemptions, deferments in full, and
deferments in part.

Mr Davies: What are Your criteria?
Mr P. V. JONES: So far only 108 people

have applied to the commission for either
deferment or exemption.

Mr Skidmore: That Is understandable.
Mr B. T. Burke: People know what to

expect from this Government.
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Mr Bertram: How many have not paid
at all?

Mr P. V. JONES: Exemptions have been
given.

Mr B. T. Burke: What are Your criteria
for exemptions?

Mr P. V. JONES: it was not correct, as
intimated in the Press, that people would
have to come to the commission cap in
hand. To suggest that we would not pro-
vide relief if it were necessary or if it
were shown that the payment of $5 a
month was a hardship is completely fal-
lacious in every sense.

Mr B. T. Burke: What are the
criteria? Why won't you tell the House
the criteria?

Mr P. V. JONES: The criterion Is exactly
what a person is able to demonstrate as
far as his personal affairs are concerned.
The criterion for exemption of the mem-
ber for Balga would be different from
someone else's. The member has forwarded
to me the names of persons who wanted
some relief or some explanation. He wrote
to me regarding examples of purchasers.
One of the two cases to which the honour-
able member referred tonight in respect
of the Interest rate of U1 per cent was the
subject of one of those letters, and the
member still has not answered my ques-
tion regarding when the two houses were
built. If in fact this case is one of those
about which he wrote to me, then the
house was built in 1971, and had a tenant
in occupation.

Mr B. T. Burke: That is Correct.
Mr P. V. JONES: Thank you.
Mr B. T. Burke: What is your point?
Mr P. V. JONES: The whole Point, as I

have explained to the member both by let-
ter and at meetings, is that the application
of the fee relates to the time of construc-
tion of the house. The honourable mem-
ber himself indicated that one of the
houses in question had a tenant In occu-
pation for more than four years.

Mr B. T. Burke: Justify the cut-off.
Mr P. V. JONES: The funds used were

provided from different sources, and at dif -
ferent rates of Interest.

Mr B. T. Burke: The whole point is that
you are evading the ceiling placed on the
funds by the Commonwealth Government,
because You know as well as I do that some
houses were built with Commonwealth
funds before 1974.

Mr P. V. JONES: We have been building
houses with Commonwealth funds for
many years.

Mr B. T. Burke: The 1973 funds; don't
evade the point.

Mr P. V. JONES: Is the member for
Balga saying that the 1973 funds were
used to build houses prior to 1973?

Mr B. T.X Burke: Prior to your cut-off
date of 1974. Do you deny that?

Mr P. V. JONES: The 1973 Common-
wealth and State housing agreement did
not commence until the 1st January, 1974;
and one of the examples which the mem-
ber for Balga gave relates--T am presuming
that one of them is one that he approached
me about Previously-to a dwelling built in
1970 or 1971, and that certainly had a ten-
ant In occupation and was not a new
dwelling built with funds that became
available under the 1973 agreement.

I do not wish to continue at great length.
A great deal has been said about this mat-
ter in the Press, and a considerable mn-
ber of meetings have been held.

I would like to make one further point.
Most of the emotion that has been gener-
ated in this whole management fee argu-
ment has been very isolated.

Mr Skidm ore: Rubbish.
Mr B. T. Burke: I sent 1200 petition

forms to the Premier; that is how isolated
It was. One in 10 in my area is involved.

Mr P. V. JONES: There have been peti-
tions.

Mr May: We Just told You that.
Mr P. V. JONES: Might I refer to one

laid on the Table of the House by the
member for Avon. A considerable number
of the signatories were persons in rented
accommodation and people who did not
live in the area involved, and many were
husbands and wives. An examination
showed that something like only one-third
of the persons who signed the petition were
obligated in respect of the management
fee.

Mr B. T. Burke: Well, you will have an-
other 800 to work on tomorrow.

Mr Old: Well, divide that by three.

Mr P. V. JONES: The petition also in-
cluded 24 signatories who were neither
rental nor purchase people.

Mr Davies: They can have feelings, and
surely they are entitled to sign the peti-
tion. I signed a petition about nuclear
bombs, but I haven't got any nuclear
bombs.

Mr P. V. JONES: I received a consider-
able amount of mail, but it has now com-
pletely dried up. There is absolutely no
substance whatever for any argument re-
lating to this management fee. An amount
of $5 per month is not an unfair burden
to place upon purchase contract holders.
considering the advantages they enjoy in
relation to the welfare housing picture In
Western Australia.

Clearly this motion to disallow the
regulation Is mischievous; It Is a cheap
political stunt; but, worst of all. it uses
the most Precious thing of all where people
are concerned-the roof over their heads-
in an attempt to bring emotion and un-
pleasantness Into an absolutely misleading
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argument. Unfortunately it Is not the
member for Balga who will be hurt, but all
those People who he and others have
persuaded not to pay the management fee
until the matter has been voted upon In
the Parliament.

Mr Bertram: What are you threatening
them with?

Mr B. T. Burke: We will see who suffers.
Mr P. V. JONES: Will the

Balga suffer? No. Yet he Is
drive others Into it. Clearly
must be rejected.

member for
prepared to
this motion

Mit SKIDMORE (Swan) [8.25 pm.]: I
rise to address myself to the motion re-
questing the disallowance of this regula-
tion. I preface my remarks by referring
to the statement made by the Minister
just prior to resuming his seat. I find the
usual ploy generated by Government mem-
bers who have little to say on their feet
but a hell of a lot to say whilst sitting
down-

Mr Sodeman: You don't give them much
of a chance when they do rise.

Mr SKIDMORE: -has been used to-
night, because they have dealt with a
question of human relations in a cavalier
fashion and have treated it as a great joke.
I ask the Minister to reflect on the fact
that I attended not one, but two meetings
of people in my area which expressed ex-
treme dissatisfaction and certainly great
concern at the fact that the people
affected would be faced with the burden
of finding an additional $80 every year.

These are elderly citizens who have con-
tributed to this State for many years and
have Provided for their old age, and in
their wisdom have determined they would
Purchase State Housing Commission homes
on a contract of sale. When one enters
into a contract of sale, whether it be for
a house, a motorcar, a push bike, or any-
thing else, surely one should be able to
believe that the money one will pay is In
line with the contract. Surely one should
not have to give consideration to the fact
that at some time in the future-and not
In the near future but, for example, 25
years later-one will be faced with an
additional burden which Is, as the member
for Balga has said, merely a way of over-
coming a restrictive Interest rate imposed
by the Commonwealth Government. It is
for that reason and that reason alone that
the commission finds itself in difficulty.
The Minister for Housing has admitted
that he is having extreme difficulty in
balancing the budget in respect of the
loan funds which are available to the
commission for the purpose of Providing
purchase homes.

One might say that Is just bad luck, but
to my mind It Is a tragedy that this should
occur. Surely to goodness It is not en-
visaged that those people who entered into
a contract some 25 years ago in good

faith should now, after 25 Years, have to
meet an obligation which is not of their
making. That should not be envisaged.
nor should It ever be.

Now the Minister is saying to these
people who have been in their houses for
25 years, "You are in the same position
as a person who has been in a house for
one month or one hour": because he says
the cut-off date is the 1st January of any
year.

Mr P. V. Jones: What?
Mr SKIDMORE: What does this mean?

The question has been raised that this
matter is one in which relief can be gran-
ted to many people. What a terrible thing
to inflict upon people who were conned
by the Minister into believing that relief
would be available. We on this side of
the House have asked the minister to tell
us the criteria used by the commission to
establish whether a person shall obtain
relief. The only thing I gathered from the
Miister's remarks was that if one is an
old-age pensioner-in that situation, one
does not need to have too many dollars
in the bank to start to become disqualified
from receiving the pension-one would not
receive any relief.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not right; did
I say that?

Mr SKIDMORE: flat is exactly what
the Minister said. He said that people
who were on pensions had applied for ex-
emption, but had not been granted relief.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not right. What
I said was that the circumstances varied
because no one person's financial situa-
tion was the same as another's.

Mr SKIDMORE: That is right. We
then asked the Minister to lay down the
criteria involved, and the Minister's reply
was simply to the effect that each and
every case will be Judged on its merits.
As the Minister knows, on the files of the
State Housing Commission are records of
approaches made to the commission by
pensioners seeking relief from the imposi-
tion of this fee, and those approaches were
rejected.

Mr P. V. Jones: They were refused, but
why?

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not know, because
the Minister will not tell me.

Mr P. V. Jones: It was because their
financial situation was such that it pre-
cluded them from qualifying for exemp-
tion. Perhaps they were pensioners over
the age of 70 or '75 years whose total assets
disqualified them. As I have said before.
dlearly, what applies to one person need
not necessarily apply to another; but what
you are suggesting is that no pensioner
will receive an exemption.

Mr SKIDMORE: Age pensioners are
entitled to receive the sustenance-albeit,
a very small amount of money-which it
is within the capacity of the Government
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of this country to provide. But now we
find the Housing Commission imposing its
own means test on these people when they
apply for exemption. I wonder what sort
of relief is going to be given. Is it to be
based upon a system whereby the pen-
sioners will he granted exemption from
Paying the management fee, but where
their total payments will be taken from
their estates upon their death?

Perhaps the pensioner will be told, "If
You cannot pay it now, that is all right;
maybe we will have another look at the
situation at a later stage when your cir-
cumstances Improve." I do not know how
a pensioner's circumstances are ever likely
to improve! We have not been told of
the criteria to be imposed.

Certainly, the people in my electorate
do not know what criteria will apply, or
whether they will receive any relief from
the commission. I attended a meeting re-
cently which was supported by a large
number of these people. However, the
Minister says they are of small conse-
quence.

Mr P. V. Jones: I did not say that.
Mr SKID)MORE: The Minister said that

petitions were of small consequence and
were merely the result of people agitating
good citizens of Western Australia because
some mouthpiece had told them to jump
up and down and make a lot of noise.
I was invited to this meeting held by these
old people; it was for the purpose not of
making a lot of noise but because the
problem facing these people in the imposi-
tion by the commission of aL management
fee of $60 a year was a serious problem,
and one which had to be resolved. How-
ever, it is a problem of the commission's
own making; it has not been created by
the citizens of Western Australia.

Mr P. V. Jones: How has the commis-
sion created the problem?

Mr SKIDMORE: The people at this
meeting expressed their deep concern. Al-
though the Minister seems to think that
pensioners '70 years of age and over receive
their pensions and have an awful lot of
money, It seems very harsh for the com-
mission suddenly to Impose this manage-
ment fee on people who have contributed
40 or 45 years of their working lives to this
country and who some 25 years ago signed
a contract with the commission which im-
Posed certain conditions.

The Government and the Housing Com-
mission were faced with financing a de-
ficit on State houses, but they should have
been honest in their approach to the mat-
ter. Instead, they have chosen to finance
the deficit at the expense of the pensioners.
It Is as bad as the Federal Government
trying to take away the $40 funeral benefit!
We all saw how Senator Guilfoyle was
forced to back off in the Senate when she
discovered within her own ranks substan-
tial opposition to the Proposal.

Mr Clarko: What is your opinion now
of the Senate as a House of Review?

Mr SKIDMORE: If the member for Kar-
rinyup wishes to make a contribution to
the debate, I am quite sure he can make
it while standing in his Place.

Mr Clarko: How can I. when you are
speaking whether you are standing or sit-
ting?

Mr SKIDMORE: I should like to refer to
the duplicity of this Government in regard
to this matter. On the 4th December. a
regulation was put forward in this House
relating to the State Housing Act, 1946-
1975, which sought to add the following
regulation-

An owner, mortgagor or lessee of any
land, house or building that Is subject
to a mortgage, contract of sale or lease
pursuant to the Act shall pay to the
Commission a management fee of $60
per annum.

But this is where that proverbial stuff
hit the fan. People began wondering
whether or not they could afford to pay
the $60 imposed by the Government as a
management fee. I should point out that
I am concerned only with the 30-odd pen-
sioners I have had dealings with on this
issue, along with the other People who may
or may not be able to afford the fee, be-
cause I believe it is dayllght robbery.

People telephoned me and asked. "How
can I find $60 to pay this fee?" My
answer was, "I do not know; it looks as
though You People will have to make your
protests known to the Government. and
let the Government know you do not in-
tend to pay."

I have said that before, and I say it
again now: I advise these people not to
pay. I am quite conscious of what I am
saying. How on earth can these people
pay the fee when they do not have the
money? What relief will be provided by
the Government to these People?

All of a sudden, after the Protests had
been made, an edict went out that the
fee should be collected at the rate of $5
a month. However, someone said. "Now
we are in a bit of a Pickle, because the
regulation states that it must be an annual
fee. We do not have the authority to
collect it monthly." So on the 16th Janu-
ary of this year the Government intro-
duced another amendment to the regula-
tion which states as follows-

Regulation 24A of the principal re-
gulations is amended by adding after
the word "annum", being the last word
in the regulation, the passage "by in-
stalments of $5.00 per month which
are respectively due and payable on
the first day of each month commenc-
Ig on and as from the 1st February,
1976".
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I believe this indicated the Government
accepted that the Imposition of an annual
lump sum of $60 could cause a consider-
able amount of hardship in some quarters.
But if someone found difficulty In paying
$60 annually, surely he would find the same
difficulty In paying $5 monthly. It might
be said that in today's world, surely
people should be able to find $5 a month
or $1.25 a week. But let the Minister talk
to these age pensioners.

Mr Thompson: They are not all age
pensioners,

Mr SKIDMORE: The people I am refer-
ring to are.

Mr Thompson: This fee will not be im-
posed only on age pensioners.

Mr SKWDMORE: I am talking about the
pensioners now.

Mr Thompson: You are deliberately
building your entire case around age pen-
sioners, and creating a false impression.

Mr Bryce: There would not be too many
age pensioners living up in Kalamunda.

Mr SKIDMORE:- That Is correct; cer-
tainly, not many of them would be living
in $35 000 or $40 000 homes overlooking the
valley and the metropolitan area. I am
speaking particularly of the people who
have worked for 35 or 40 years of their
lives and who have gone onto the age
Pension. Many such people live in my
electorate. There are many people in
my area who are the salt of the earth
and who should receive the protection of
Governments and not get belted around
the head by the Imposition on them of
a fee which they will have difficulty in
meeting. When one looks at them in that
way one must surely feel ashamed at the
efforts of the Government members, They
have tried to laugh off this matter with
jollity and frivolity. They tried to denigrate
the very good contribution which was made
by the member for Balga to sustain his
argument that the regulation should be
disallowed.

I should like to cover very briefly some
of those reasons because, in my opinion,
the Minister has totally and inadequately
glossed over the whole basis of the very
good reasons put forward by the member
for Balga that this regulation should be
disallowed. The Minister waxed eloquent
about the problems of the Housing Com-
mission. He cited many figures to show
that the Housing Commission Is in finan-
cial difficulties. I know It Is having finan-
cial problems. I am aware that all Gov-
ernments have problems in housing their
people. One need only come Into my office
and see the unclosed files concerning
people who are seeking accommodation to
realise that.

The Minister went on to say that a
person who owned and purchased a house,
having once received a benefit from the

Housing Commission, was no longer a re-
sponsibility of the Housing Commission
because the person was buying his home.

Mr P. V. Jones: I did not say "respon-
sibility"; I said, "equity".

Mr SKIDMORE: I wish he had applied
that criterion to the contracts of sale that
these people made 25 years ago, at which
time they did not sign for an increased
fee in 1075. It is good enough in 1975
to use the criterion the Minister wants to
use, but he does not apply It to those
people who made contracts previously. In
other words, as far as the Minister is con-
cerned he has shown a double standard
with regard to this issue and this regula-
tion: and he cannot deny that.

I turn now to the questions raised by
the member for Balga with regard to In-
terest rates. He cited two cases. The Min-
ister has gone to great lengths to say
that a house is subject to no service charge
merely because it was built in 1971. But
a similar house built in 1974 with a similar
contractual obligation and mortgage
moneys to be repaid has this very funda-
mental attribute. In both cases the interest
paid is 5H per cent. If one looks at the
matter, even though the house vwes built
in 1971, the interest rate was 51 per cent
when the contract was signed, whenever
that was. The Minister told us, as the
member for Balga pointed out, that this
Included the service charge. I am not too
sure whether a house incurring 51 per
cent interest and mortgage repayments
according to the capital that had to be
repaid for a house built after 1974 In-
cluded an itemn covering the service fee.
So we have a double standard.

Mr P. V. Jones: What is the double
standard In that?

Mr SKIDMORE: The 51 per cent is very
important. The Minister is talking about
houses which were built three Years apart.
I am talking about the negotiation of a
mortgage document at a given time. I was
incorrect in saying that before 1974 there
was an Inbuilt service fee. Therefore, the
person who is paying 51 per cent Interest
has that advantage over the fellow who
was paying 51 per cent interest in 1974.
Yet the Minister says there Is no differ-
ence.

Mr P. V. Jones: What I am saying Is
that we are paying 41 per cent on the
funding under the 1973 housing agreement
and we are Paying 04 per cent on the fund-
Ing prior to that. I am indicating that the
two houses were built with funds from a
different source three or four years apart,
if in fact one of those is the house about
which the member for Balga consulted me.

Mr SEflMORE: It may be that the
person who buys the house which Is sub-
ject to that low rate of Interest is not
paying that rate of interest. He Is Paying
51 per cent which surely, under his con-
tractual obligation, should Include a service
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fee but does not; and the other one may
or may not. This Is the sort of argument
that could go on all night. It simply
means that the Minister Is clutehing at
straws to Justify what is not more or less
than a grab off the people. When all is Maid
and done, If I sign a hure-purchase gree-ment the Act prescribes that I shall now
exactly where I stand. The Act makes that
clear to me. I am a legislator and I have
read the Hire-Purchase Act, but many
people sign the bottom of a document
and hope that the small print does not
Include anything which says that at any
given time the hirer shall pay an In-
creased interest rate based upon the ruling
rate of interest. Fortunately for them It
does not say that In Hire-Purchase Acts,
in the State Housing Acts, or agreements
that are signed by people.

Mr P. V. Jones: What does It say?
Mr SKIDMORE: All of a sudden the

Housing Commission says, "I am sorry
about that. You are supposed to know
you have to pay that money. Now we find
ourselves in difficulties and you will have
to pay a $5 service fee." If that is not a
breach of faith with regard to contracts,
I do not know what is.

Mr P. V. Jones: What did you say was
not in the contract?

Mr SKIDMORE: You read Mansard and
find out what I said. If the Minister Is
as clever as he says he Is, he has been
listening to what I am saying. Hie badly
needs educating when It comes to the
question of being able to convince us on
this side of the House that generally at
least he Is honest In his intentions for
the people on whom he wishes to Impose.

Mr Hartrey: Read out the part you say
is justified in Your introducing it,

Mr SKITDMORE: I would prefer to make
my own speech, although I appreciate the
assistance of the member.

Mr Hartrey: I know what it is all about
too, you know.

Mr SKIDMORE: I was referring to the
$5 fee. If this Government were fair din-
kuni that the $5 management fee was only
to cover the costs of its contracts of sale
and its administration of those contracts--

Mr P. V. Jones: Where have we ever
said that?

Mr SKIDMORE: -I would agree that
is fair enough. But let us look at the
matter. A person buying a home makes a
monthly rental payment to the Housing
Commission. That Is then processed,
recorded on his account, credited to his
account, a debit Is then established on his
account and he has a remaining balance.
I say that for $5 that is an expensive
charge. Last year I paid a fee of approxi-
mately $5 or $6 for 30 or 40 cheque negoti-
ations a month. I was going to say that I
can go Into any bank in Western Australia
but I had better qualify that and say the

Rural and Industries Bank; some banks
would not have me as a customer because
I do not have enough money. I can go to
the R. & I Bank at Midland and for 35c
I can transmit money to any other bank
in Western Australia. The bank takes my
money, sends a draft to a central clearing
house and the money goes to the bank to
which I wish to remit the money. A multi-
tude of hands handle that money and the
transaction costs mne 35c, I do that once
a month when I have to make payments
on hire-purchase commitments. It Is no
problem. I am prepared to pay 35c, but the
Housing Commission wants $5 for the same
type of transaction.

Mr P. V. Jones: Where have I ever
said that the $5 Is used for that?

Mr SKCIDMORE: The Minister has de-
ceived the people by drawing it up as a
service charge. it is a management fee.

Mr P. V. Jones: Where did you get the
term "service charge"? Wihere have we
ever said that it was to be used for the
bookkeeping service on a person's account?

Mr SKIDMORE: For what will it be
used?

Mr P. V. Jones: I have explained that
it will be used to minimise the loss situa-
tion. The bookkeeping will continue to be
performed at no cost.

Mr SKIDMORE: Of all the enterprises
which deal with the sale of homes, It is
surprising that only the State Housing
Commission finds itself in difficulty. When
it comes to the buiflding societies which
lend money for the acquisition of homes,
apparently they are not subjected to the
same stresses and strains as is the Housing
Commission. Whilst they are able to in-
crease their interest rate on the capital
owing, they do not Impose any manage-
ment fee on the contract; and they have
no right to Impose such a fee. Certainly
they can increase the Interest rate.

Whether it be caused by bad manage-
ment, ineptitude, or any other reason, we
find within the Housing commission the
Inability of the administration to balance
the budget for rental homes and purchase
homes. I can understand the postion in the
case of rental homes. It might be asked:
Why should the commission suffer a loss
on its rental homes, because private enter-
prise does not suffer such a loss? In fact,
private enterprise does not suffer any losses
In the provision of housing. It is not the
function of private enterprise to suffer
such losses. People might ask why should
I as a socialist-I admit that I am a social-
ist-not agree that the charges be in-
creased. I suggest it is an unfair and a
discriminatory charge. it is a charge
against a very small section of the people;
and In the main it is a charge against
people who can least afford to pay.

In any case whether or not they can
afford to pay, it is not unrealistic nor is
it morally wrong to expect that a written
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contract should be adhered to. To my MR BRYCE (Ascot) [8.56 p.m.): When
mind it is abominable that the Govern-
ment should override this safeguard. it
merely seeks refuge in a contract which
says, "You shall abide by the regulations
of the State Housing Commission, and all
the things the commission wants you to
do." This was not Put in for the purpose
of imposing a management fee; it was
Put in for the purpose of protecting the
Housing Commission's assets which the
tenants were buying.

Some of the purchasing tenants in those
homes would be Placed at a great dis-
advantage if after a given period of time
they could acquire their homes which they
had not been required to look after. It
was not done for the purpose of avoiding
the financial or contractual commitments
of the purchasers. The Minister is clutch-
ing at straws by attempting to pull a
rabbit out of his hat.

I want to conclude on this note: I am
greatly concerned that many old people
in my electorate, particularly those in the
Icoongamla area where the greatest degree
of concern has been expressed, are finding
themselves in a situation of extreme diffi-
culty in having to meet this payment. I
would like to suggest that the only reason
the Minister has received 108 objections-

Mr P. V. Jones: That is the correct
number.

Mr SKIDMORE: flat number of ob-
jections has come about only because of
the absolute indignation of the people
concerned, in saying to the Housing Com-
mission, "You can go to hell. We will not
Pay the $5." All this has not been brought
about by myself and others in saying to
these people, "That is what you should
do." It has been brought about by the in-
dignation of the People themselves who
say, "I signed a contract and I am en-
titled to have it honoured." That is the
very basis on which we on this side of
the House moved for the disallowance of
the regulation in the first place.

In the second place, I believe this is a
Question of imposing hardship on people
who will from now on be subjected to
loan repayments which merely become the
basis upon which the commission will in-
crease its interest rate, over and above the
rate permitted by the lender-that is the
Australian Government-to be charged by
the Housing Commission.

I hope the regulation Is disallowed. I
believe it is a blot on the better judgment
of the Housing Commission: that is, if it
has any better Judgment After two years
in this House I am beginning to wonder
whether it has.

As a matter of courtesy I am prepared
to say that perhaps better Judgment will
prevail, and this management fee will not
be imposed on the People for whom I am
speaking in this debate.

the Government dreamed up this new tax
and then imposed it, It performed one of
the finest political backfiips we have seen
since it has been in office. This is a form
of somersault that can be performed only
by the team of somersault experts who sit
on the front bench opposite.

I make that statement based on the sin-
cere undertakings that were given to the
People of Western Australia by the Premier
at the time of the last election when he
promised,' without any degree of equivoca-
tion and without any qualification of his
argument at all, that if elected to Govern-
ment he and his team of Ministers would
set out to curb the taxes and charges of
the State Government. In the short space
of time that they have been in office we
have seen them doing the exact reverse.

In this particular instance they have
dreamed up and imposed a brand new form
of taxation-one that was not mentioned
when the Premier and his Ministers were
on the hustings, urging people to vote
Liberal, turn on the lights, and do the right
thing! There was no indication given to
the people of this State that the Premier
and his Ministers proposed to Impose a
brand new tax.

So. when the Minister for Housing in
the concluding stages of his remarks says
that nobody in this place can May that this
is an unfair tax, might I submit that the
very reverse is the truth.

Mr P. V. Jones: Did I use the word
"tax "?

Mr BRYCE: The Minister used the word
"charge". When the Minister says that no-
body in this place can argue reasonably
that this is an unfair charge, might I sug-
gest it is very difficult to imagine a better
example of where a political party goes
to the people and says, "We promise to
curb the State Government taxes and
charges" and then within a short time of
being elected to office, brings about not
only the most unprecedented Increase in
the rate of ordinary taxes and charges, but
also dreams up and imposes new charges. I
propose to say a little more on that aspect
of the Minister's argument in a short while.

In the Minister's contribution to
the debate on this motion he stumbled
along a fairly awkward and embarrassing
path of argument until almost at the end
when he stumbled on the stone that re-
vealed the real political truth
behind the Government's motive.
At the time every member in this Chamber
heard the Minister make the statement
that what he is interested in Is the money.

Mr P. V. Jones: Quite right, and I ex-
plained why.

Mr BRYCE: This Is the Precise motive
behind the thinking of the Minister.

Mr Rushton: He wants to build houses,
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Mr BRYCE: The Minister has revealed
the Government's priorities. He forms part
of a traditional conservative Adnilnistra-
tion which on many occasions has been
embarrassed by the need to administer
schemes for welfare housing, schemes de-
signed to assist people in the less affluent
sections of society to buy their own homes
and, in other cases, People who are not
able to enter the Private sector financially,
at least to rent a Commonwealth-State
owned home, so they can have a roof over
their heads.

It Is a fairly traditional expectation on
our part that members sitting opposite,
through the mouth of their Minister, will
echo a Philosophy that when they are in
Government administering the affairs of
the SEC the utmost must be done to bal-
ance the books. In Philosophical terms
a Liberal Government simply cannot toler-
ate public undertakings such as the SHC,
the railways, end all those other publicly-
owned enterprises running Into the losses
which are necessary if society is to do the
right and decent thing about redressing
some of the imbalance which arises as a
result of conditions which naturally occur
in this type of economy.

Mr P. V. Jones: What has all that to do
with the 5110?

Mr B3RY CE: History has proven that
when the Liberal and Country Party Gov-
ernments come into office they are mes-
merised with the Profit motive of the
private sector and the need to avoid
losses to such an extent. and I emphasise
the words "to such an extent"--that they
will go to any lengths to increase taxes
and charges on people in the less affluent
section of the community in order that
undertakings will not make the losses they
might otherwise make.

I suggest to the Minister that if he feels
really bad about going to Cabinet to argue
for more funds from State sources, he
ought to give up his Portfolio of Housing.

Mr P. V. Jones: I do not feel bad about
it; I go in to get the funds.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest to the Minister
that he should be prepared to go In to
bat for a housing authority which is not
designed to make a profit or balance Its
books.

Mr P. V. Jones: And it doesn't.
Mr BRYCE: And neither it should.
Mr P. V. Jones: And it will not, either.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest quite seriously
that members opposite would have friends
and associates who could well suggest some
bright scheme under which a quick quid
could be earned from the provision of wel-
fare housing. If this were done, then, in the
same way that the conservative Govern-
ment sold Wundowie. this Government
would quit its responsibility in the field of
housing.

(27)

Mr P. V. Jones: Would that explain why
the previous Federal Government cut the
money back by $78 million under the last
agreement?

Mr B. T. Burke: I have not heard you
asking for more.

Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Ascot.
Mr BRYCE: No matter how much mem-

bers opposite try to denigrate the Whitlamn
Government, the indisputable tact is that
over the previous three or four years In
this country's Political development the
money allocated to welfare housing, wel-
fare plans, and welfare generally by the
Whitlam Government was unsurpassed by
any-

Mr May: Hear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: -national Liberal Admin-

istration; and the Minister knows it.
Mr May: Hear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: The other aspect of the

Minister's speech to which I should refer
is his hesitance to admit that this Is a tax.
He suggested by way of Interjection In
reply to the member for Swan that pre-
viously there had been no charge for this
management service offered.

Mr P. V. Jones: You mean the book-
keeping.

Mr BRYCE: That Is right.
Mr P. V. Jones: There has not been and

still will not be.
Mr Bertram: Oh. nonsense!
Mr P. V. Jones: Where is the book-

keeping charge?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Ascot.
Mr BRYCE: The Minister said that in

the past the commission had not charged
this fee, but it would do so from now on.
Will the same apply in regard to all the
dozens of other little things the SEC is
required to do in fulfilment of its respon-
sibilities? In the past no charge has been
mnade for these services, but if pressure is
put onto the Mifnister will he dream up
other ways by which to impose a charge
on all those people in my electorate who
are buying State homes and all those in
other electorates who are doing likewise?

The member for Halga quite rightly said
that if the Minister for Rousing can in-
troduce a measure such as this it means
that from hereon in no-one can be certain
about the future. No-one really knows
what wonderful scheme the Minister will
dream up next to drag a few extra dollars
from the people who are buying SHC
homes.

The Minister is fully aware that this is
a tax. Anyone who has any elementary
knowledge of this form of charge will
know that it is a regressive tax. This
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aspect has been outlined by several of
my colleagues on this side of the House
earlier in the debate and I do not intend
to expand on the argument. However. I
do wish to remind the Minister that when
he imposes a charge on the less affluent
section of the community he knows it is
a regressive tax.

Mr May: Reprehensible.
Mr P. V. Jones: Are you suggesting that

some of the charge goes for bookkeeping
purposes?

Mr Jamieson: Yes.
Mr P. V. Jones: How much does? The

total goes to repay the interest and so on,
and I have said that all along.

Mr Bertram: Goodness gracious! You
will convince yourself shortly.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: I will now place the Mini-

later's own arguments-those he submitted
by way of interjection as well as those
he gave when on his feet-in the context
of the political deception practised. I
have not yet heard any member opposite
attempt to defend the actions of the Min-
ister for Housing, and this includes the
front bench members who have authorised
the unprecedented increases in State Goy-
erment charges and taxes including SHC
rents. The correct context of these state-
ments must be considered with a mind's
eye on the promise made by the Leader of
the Government. members opposite can
moan. We are back to this subject all right
and it is something of which members
opposite will be reminded in every elec-
torate and certainly every marginal elec-
torate where people are in SHC homes.

Mr P. V. Jones: I am responsible for
the financial side of the SHC. Talk about
that.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are not responsible
-period.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister Is trying to
dissociate himself from his Premier. We
can imagine the political embarrassment
his leader causes him, but he must face the
fact that he must have had to take this
decision to a Cabinet meeting.

Mr Bertram: Correct.
Mr BRYCE: There must have been Cab-

inet approval and the very same leader
who made the unequivocal promise on the
hustings that his parties would go out of
their way to solve inflation and curb
charges, was a party to that approval. We
come back to the basic point that the Pre-
mier made the promise that taxes and
charges would be curbed and the Premier
had what he believed were good reasons
for making that lavish Promise.

I wish to put the matter in its proper
context and I propose to do this in the
space of 20 to 30 words. This manage-
ment fee is not an isolated instance. Ship-
ping rates have increased by more than
50 per cent; rail freights by 40 per

cent: vehicle registration fees by more
than 65 per cent: electricity charges by
70 per cent; water rates by 46 per cent:
sewerage by 87 per cent; and excess water
rates by 97 per cent. I propose to remind
members opposite of this reflection on
their Parties' Performance until the record
becomes very well played because the
actions of the Government strike at the
very basis of its credibility.

Mr Bertram: They do.
Mr BRYCE: The Government, by impli-

cation, indicated that it would not dream
up new State taxes and charges.

Mr Bertram: Correct.
Mr BRYCE: It promised it would curb

taxes and charges. For a Government to
make that sort of promise and then pro-
ceed to Increase all the taxes and charges
for which it Is responsible is deceptive and
dishonest to say the least.

The Government simply had no inten-
tion of keeping that promise. God help us
if this new-jangled thing called "new
federalism" goes through. I sincerely think
there will be second thoughts about it.

Mr Rushton: It will embarrass you.
Mr BRYCE: The results of the New

South Wales election last Saturday proved
to us. conclusively, that it was not accept-
able. I might respectfully remind the
member for Karrunyup that he has a
certain element of State Housing Com-
mission tenants in his electorate. I admit
it would be only a small number.

Mr B. T. Burke: No, It is not so small.
Mr BRYCE: I will be very pleased to see

that the people who live in that Part of
his electorate, which houses State Housing
Commission tenants, are made aware of
the fact that he voted against this move
tonight.

Mr Clarko: I will Point out that YOU
were asleep when the measure went
through.

Mr BRYCE: That will not justify the
effort of the member for KarrlnyuP.

Mr Skidmore: We were conned.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: The State Housing Commis-

sion has increased Its rent structure by
somewhere between 45 and 66 per cent.
That is not a bad effort for a Government
which promised to reduce taxes and
charges. Now, of course, in addition to
those increases it has invented and im-
posed a brand new tax. Nothing was said
about this on the hustings. In fact, It flies
In the face of everything which was
promised by the Government. It is in the
same context as the other grossly increased
State Government taxes and charges and
It weakens the whole credibility of the
Government. We have been reminded, by
the manner in which the Government has
Imposed this charge, of the character of
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the Government. It reveals clearly that
this Government has been associated with
the same philosophy as our friend, the
new Prime Minister since the 13th Decem-
ber.

Mr Old: Hear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: Did the Minister for Agri-

culture say "Kerr"?
Mr Old: I said, "hear, hear".
Mrt BRYCE: it sounded like "Kerr".
Mr P. V. Jones: If I had known members

intended to range so far and wide I would
have brought along some letters from the
people who pay rent. They have a dif-
ferent view.

Mr Bertram: How many letters did you
receive?

Mr BRYCE: There is no doubt this mea-
sure dlearly Illustrates the view of this
Government in respect of the provision of
housing for those people In this commun-
ity who need It most. The guiding philos-
ophy of this Government is clearly asso-
ciated with that of the Federal Govern-
ment: hit the less affluent section of the
community because they do not have the
representation which they need and de-
serve!

Mr CMarko: The last Federal Govern-
ment hit everyone and smashed everybody.

Mr BRYCE: The philosophy of this
Government Is to hit the less affluent sec-
tion of the community with additional
charges on the assumption that the rich
will get richer, and the people who work
will have to work harder.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is a poor argument.
Mr BRYCE: That is the philosophy of

the Government, and I imagine the minis-
ter does not feel at all comfortable.

Mr P. V. Jones: I certainly find it hard
to follow your argument.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister is embarrassed
by his leader-and I do not mean the
leader of the Country Party, but the Pre-
mier. He must be a great embarrassment
to the Minister when he is doing his honest
best.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is the best thing
you have said about me tonight.

Mr BRYCE: I am not suggesting that
the Minister Is doing anything else but
his best, but he is using and following the
wrong philosophy.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you want the rental
tenants to bear the bulk of the charges?

Mr BRYCE: I am suggesting the Minister
should administer the State Housing Com-
mission on the basis of providing houses
for those people who need them. If that
means getting funds from other sources
of Government revenue, then he should go
to Cabinet and put up a case. The Minister
Is imposing a tax on the people who can
least afford to pay it.

Mr P. V. Jones: The reason for the
charge is that we received less money as
a result of the last agreement. We are
selling land to raise money In order to
build the houses which you want.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest that if the Minis-
ter has a sincere belief in respect of the
need to provide housing for those people
who need it, he should not be Imposing
this form of tax. The money should be
found from other sections of Government
revenue.

Mr Ciarko: From schools?
Mr BRYCE: Not at all. What about the

'70 per cent increase In electricity charges?
I have already read to members opposite
a very elaborate list of State Government
taxes and charges which have increased at
more than double the rate of inflation in
most instances. The Government cannot
blame inflation because the increased
charges far exceed the rate of Inflation.

Mr Bertram: The Government was going
to put things right.

Mr BRYCE: As there is no surplus of
money I suggest the Minister should go to
Cabinet and explain that it is not fair
and just to impose this form of tax on the
section of the community which will be
affected. He should ask for money from
another section of Government revenue so
that he can build more houses.

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you suggesting I am
not trying, or that I am not getting more
money?

Mr BRYCE: The Minister has not cx-
plained.

Mr P. V. Jones:, We are talking about
one aspect of finance. You are covering
a wide field.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Ascot will continue.

Mr BRYCE: I suggest this whole prob-
lem has arisen because this Parliament
lacks a subordinate legislation standing
committee. 1 must admit that this is an
issue for another debate and I do not pro-
pose to pursue it other than to say that if
this Parliament had a subordinate legisla-
tion standing committee the details of this
particular regulation would, no doubt, have
been more closely examined by that com-
mittee of parliamentarians from both sides
of the House and would have come under
much closer scrutiny. In saying that I am
not apologising for anybody in this Cham-
ber.

Several thousand regulations have gone
through this Place during the past five or
six years and only a small percentage of
them have been looked at by members of
Parliament. The Minister knows that
many of the regulations which are tabled
in this House are not examined because
there is insufficient time,

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you saying that
you do not read the newspapers?
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Mr BRYCE: I am not apologising. Mr SI-BSON: We have here the history
Mr P. V. Jones: The infornation was

not Only in the regulations.
Mr BRYCE: T am arguing the merits

and demerits of subordinate legislation
standing committees, which are not the
subject of this debate.

I conclude by saying we on this side of
the House are very strongly opposed to
this decision. We have served notice,
through our spokesman to the commission,
that when we are returned to Government
-which is not very far off; I suggest as
soon as the Premier calls an election-
we will take pleasure in reviewing this
regulation. if members opposite do not see
the wisdom in voting for this motion
tonight. We have certainly given notice
that a Labor Minister for Housing will
abolish this unfair form of taxation.

MR SIBSON (Bunbury) [9.19 p.m.]: We
have heard various members from the
other side of the House making an awful
noise and kerfuffle, and carrying on about
the $60 management fee. I was just
wondering where those members were last
year when this legislation was debated in
the House.

Mr Bertram: We have already told you,
and you are aware of what occurred.

Mr Sfl3SON: It seems strange to me.
If members opposite were doing their job
at that time they would have been making
the noise then and would not have waited
until one or two people raised the issue.
Members opposite then began to realise
that perhaps they had not done their
homework.

Mr H. D. Evans: Do you approve of the
level of $60?

Mr SIESON: The member for Ealga
made many accusations about the terrible
things the Minister and the Government
had done, but he also admitted that at
that time very few members of the
Opposition were in the House. If members
of the Opposition are sincere about this
matter, perhaps they should be out
among the people concerned making their
apologies for the shabby way in which
they treated their people at that time.

Mr T. H. Jones: Do you agree with It?
Mr SIBSON: Members on the other side

of the House should be apologising to those
people for not doing their work at that
time. If It Is such a shabby deal as they
have alleged.

Mr T. H. Jones: Do you agree with it?
Mr Jamieson: Do you agree that $60

Is reasonable?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SISSON: Of course I do. I have also

stood UP at a public meeting and said I
agreed with It and why I agreed with it.

Mr Jamieson: That is all we want.

Of what happened. 'The first notificationof the charge was published on the 4th
September. and the precis of the noti-
fication says--

The State Housing Commission must
endeavour to operate on a businesslike
footing.

Members of the Opposition have criticised
the Minister for this tonight. I remind
them that the previous Prime Minister of
Australia told the Premiers at that time
to go back and tidy up their own back-
yards. He said in no uncertain terms,
"Don't come grovelling to me for money;
go back to your own people."

If the member for Mt. Hawthorn is as
sincere as he is always saying he is, per-
haps he will say whether it was correct
for the Prime Minister to tell the
Premiers to go back to their States to
find their money. But when the Premiers
do so, members of the Opposition say It
is not right.

Mr Bertram: He has to reduce his
spending.

Mr SIBSON: The Prime Minister gave
his instructions, and I heard no noises
about it from the other side of the House.

Mr Bertram: You would have if you
had been listening.

Mr SISSON: The history of this pro-
posal is that all members of Parliament
were circularised on the 9th Sep-
tember. So It is not correct for any mem-
ber to say he knew nothing about it, as
has been said both In this House and at
public meetings. Members were informed
of it, and it was reported In public state-
ments in the Press.

Several members Interjected.
Mr SIBSON: I will explain it to the

House. Members read the statements.
The SPEAKER: Order! I think the hon-

ourable member should ignore the nuisance
Interjections and talk to the Chair.

Mr SIBSON: I take your point, Mr
Speaker. The Bill passed through this
House and the other House in November.
If the accusations which have been made
here tonight are true, it Is quite interest-
ing to note that not only were the mem-
bers of the Opposition in this House guilty
of not being on the ball, so to speak, at
that time but those In another place were
also guilty, because It was an Opposition
member In another place who said, "We
have had a look at the proposed amend-
ment and can find nothing to which to
object."

Mr T1. H. Jones: Who said that?
Mr SIBSON: A member In another

place.
Mr T. H. Jones: What was his name?
Mr SESSON: If the honourable mem-

ber reads Hansard he will find out. It is
all documented and he can read It.
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Mr T. H. Jones: I just want to know
his name, that is all.

Mr O'Neil: What are you going to do-
expel him?

Mr Bryce: How many State Housing
Commission home purchasers are there in
your electorate?

Mr SrESON: There are well in excess of
300 in my electorate.

Mr Bryce: And your majority was 33.
Mr SIBSON: That Is incorrect.
Mr Bryce: Was it 48?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SISSON: We have heard tonight a

lot of noise about the burden this $60
management fee is placing an people. I
am the first to admit there are people-
Particularly pensioners, and not necessarily
old age pensioners but invalid pensioners
-to whom any additional cost is an im-
position.

Mr Bertram: I should say so.
Mr SISSON: We have taken note of

that. Provision has been made to assist
them in the normal way, as other rates
and taxes are deferred from time to time
to assist people in this situation.

Mr Skidmore: That is no relief.
Mr SISSON: We have heard a lot of

noise about the fact that building societies
have Put up their interest rates. Some of
the people who are faced with paying the
$60 management fee are much better
off than many of the people who originally
obtained loans from building societies at
anything from 7 to 10 per cent interest
and have had their interest increased to
12 per cent.

Mr Bertram: They are not comparable.
Mr Skidmore: That has nothing to do

with this management fee.
Mr SIBSON: I remind members that at

that time the cut-off point up to which
one qualified for a loan from the State
Housing Commission was a gross wage of
$144.49, plus $1.92 for each child.

Mr T. H. Jones: Which pensioners are
getting that?

Mr SIBSON: That is irrelevant. They
might have contracted to buy their houses
25 years ago.

Mr T. H. Jones: They are still paying
them off.

Mr SIBSON: Mr Speaker, I will take
your advice and speak to the Chair. It
is all very well for the people who are at
or below the eligibility figure of $144.49,
but what about the people who are earning
$2 or $5 more than that and who, during
the period of the Whitlamn Government,
had to face up to increases of 3 or 4 per
cent in their interest? The increases were
added to the amount of their loans. Young
People have come into my office and told
me that because of this sharp increase in

interest rates they have been faced with
the problem of Paying an extra $10 a week,
not $5 a month.

Mr Skidmore interjected.
Mr SIrBSON: Members of the Opposition

are talking about people-
The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable

member must Proceed with his speech. We
cannot hear the interjections of some
members on the crass benches. The han-
ourable member must try to pursue an even
tenor in his speech, unless we know what
is going on. The member for Bunbury.

Mr SIBSON: The people concerned In
this area are the same types of People we
have been hearing about all night. I feel
lust as strongly for these people who were
suffering hardship, but at that Particular
time I did not hear any great noise coming
from the other side of the House. Public
meetings were held certainly, and people
made noises, but not very many complaints
were made then. These young people are
our ambassadors of today and tomorrow
and they were facing a problem at that
time. We had the situation that People
were confronted with paying $10 or $12
a week more, but very little was said. We
are now talking about a figure of just
over $1 a week and this subject is almost
bringing the House down. I cannot see the
reasoning Put forward by Opposition mem-
bers In the debate.

Mr Skidmore: And I suggest you never
will.

Mr SIBSON: The other aspect mentioned
here tonight Is that of people paying rent.
Again very little was said when rents went
up. It was necessary to put rents up to
balance the budget of the State Housing
Commission, but we did not hear a lot of
noise and the rents went up from $3 to $6
or $7 a week. What I am saying is that
there does not seem to be any consistency
about the noises from the other side of
the House. It appears to me that a few
People in our community have stirred up
trouble. I will refer to Mr Shuttleton as
this gentleman made a habit of going
around the metropolitan area, and he even
ventured into the country, to stir up
anger with his very emotional and elabo-
rate speeches.

Mr T1. H. Jones: Who Is he? What does
he do?

Mr SIBSSON: The honourable member
knows who he is.

Mr Bertram: A member of the Liberal
Party?

Mr SIB SON: The honourable member
knows.

Mr Skidmore: Well, tell us.
Mr SISSON: We will just forget that.

It was only when these meetings started
to gain some momentum that members on
the other side of the House saw a chance
to jump on the bandwagon; that is exactly
what happened.
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I believe that the sincerity supposedly
being shown by the other side tonight Is
not sincerity at all.

Mr T. H. Jones: Your people in Bunbury
agree with us.

Mr SIB50W: Of course they do not.
Mr T. H. Jones: Put In a plug to try to

relieve their distress.
The SPEAKER: order!
Mr 51380W: I think we should come

back to the point of the debate. The
State Housing Commission found itself In
the situation of losing in excess of $2
million per annum and this fee was a
genuine endeavour to try to reduce that
deficit In order to provide mare housing
for more people who are badly In need of
It. More housing is needed not only In the
metropolitan area but also in country
areas. One of the biggest problems facing
any Oovernment at this time is the provi-
sion of adequate housing for its people.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr SIBSON: It is only through the

ability of a Government and a commission
In administering Its organisation in &. sat-
isfactory financial way that houses are
able to be built.

Mr Bertram: Hear, heart
Mr Hartrey: Why are they pulling down

the ones already built?
Mr SIBSON: We could probably have a

bar or two on that. If we go back through
the history of this situation, we must re-
member that the money was borrowed at
a very low rate of interest aver a long
Period of time- I have heard many of
the people who own these houses say, "We
are on a good wicket. We purchased the
house over 30 years ago at a very low
rate of interest."

Mr T. H. Jones: They will pay a lot of
money before the house is paid off.

Mr 61380W: Yes, at 41 to 54 per cent
Interest. I have heard such people say that
no way in the world would they pay off
their debt because nowhere else could they
obtain money at that rate of interest.

Mr Skldmore:* Years ago they struggled
to meet a payment of $21 a. month.

Mr 81380W: No-one is arguing about
that.

Mvr Skidmore; What is the relativity of
your argument now?

Mr SIBSON: I am saying simply that
many people today find themselves in the
very easy situation of being able to pay
off their homes at very low rates-some-
times as low as $28 or $30 a month. I
praise these people for the fact that, many
years ago they put their heads in a noose
and took the risk of being able to meet
the repayments and retain an asset. How-
ever, they should now accept the fact
that they were able to do so as a result
of the low interest rates.

Today the State Housing Commission is
faced with a far greater problem. Inter-
est rates have risen and money is costing
a great deal more to borrow from the
available Sources. Houses are costing
three, four, or five times as much to build
as they did a few years ago. More people
are requiring houses, so the problem is
much greater today. I believe the comn-
mission has a responsibility, and we, as
the Government, have a responsibility to
do everything necessary to ensure similar
opportunities are available to the People
who are struggling in the community today.
I refer to the young married couples, often
with families, who are having a fight to
survive in the inflationary period we now
live in. We have that responsibility as a
Government to do everything we possibly
can to ensure that these people today are
given the same opportunity that others
were given 20, 25, and 30 years ago.

Mr Bryce: You have jumped Housing
Commission rents by 60 per cent-some-
where between 48 and 86 per cent. Do you
support that?

Mr SIBSON:- I do not think the inter-
jection is relevant to the situation. I was
not quite aware of what the interjection
was.

Mr Bertram: If you ask him to repeat
it he will.

Mr Bryce: At least you have learnt a
little bit of selective hearing!'

MFr SIBSON: That has reminded me of
a very peculiar comment made by the
member for Ascot in his speech. He said
that before the last election our leader-
the present Premier-promised to curb
State Government taxes, and that that
promise has been glossed over or thrown
away.

That statement is not true. When the
then Leader of the Opposition made that
promise be said that the Government
would endeavour to curb those increases,
but he gave a very strong warning to
everybody-

Mr Bertram: Did he?
'Mr 51380W: -that this was not going

to be easy.
Mr H. D. Evans: He put things right

though!
M2-r 81380W: He outlined clearly many of

the areas where it would be necessary to
put up costs siinpTy to survive in the
inflationary period which we were already
experiencing. I wanted to clear that point
up.

Mr Bertram: You haven't!
Mr SIBSON: I believe my colleagues on

this sid~e of the House will agree with
what I have said. I do not really expect
members on the other side to agree with
'Iec.

Mr Bertram: Nobody in the House
agrees with you.
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Mr Bryce: He Increased those charges
by doubling the rate of inflation.

Mr P. V. Jones: Doubling the rate of
Inflation where?

Mr Bryce: In some forms of housing it
was 66 Per cent.

The SPEAKER: order! I do not want
any cross-Chamber conversation.

Mr SIBSON: I am coming to the end
of my remarks.

Mr Bryce: We are at the end of our
tether.

Mr SIB3SON: I want to reiterate that it
is the responsibility of the Governent to
preserve the taxpayers' money. I think
we would all agree with that. I know that
many people who live in purchase homes
also agree because they have told me so.
I am aware that certain people who have
problems have told me that this is a
fair and equitable charge.

Mr Bertram: How would they know?
Mr Bryce: That is going to be blown

up further.
Mr SIBSON: After the member for Ealga,

had been down to Bunbury making loud
noises--

Mr B. T. Burke: I did not go down to
Bunbury.

Mr SIBSON: It was his brother, the
memnber for Perth-it was the likeness that
misled me.

Mr B. T. Burke: My brother did not go
to Bunbury. either.

Mr SIBSON: Yes he did. He made a
speech in Bunbury.

Mr Skidmnore: It was 1.
Mr SLBSON: Hie recommended that

people should not pay the fee. My phone
ran hot for a day or two after that.

Mr Bertram: I'll bet it did!
Mr B. T. Burke:, Are you sure It wasn't

Your brother's phone?
Mr SIIBSON: People rang me, not to

agrce with that statement, but to ask was
it still true that the $60 per annum could
be paid at the rate of $5 per month. They
felt that this at least gave them a chance
to budget, and I am talking now about
the people who work to a very tight budget.
Only two people, both from outside my
electorate, actually bitterly complained to
me about the imposition of the $60 man-
agement fee.

Mr T. H. Jones: Many came to see me
about it.

Mr SIBSON: I1 will qualify that remark
by saying that many Pensioners came to
me and indicated they would have a prob-
lem in meeting the fee, but they saw the
reason and the need for it. All the rub-
bish that has been put forward about
what people are alleged to have said Is
not true.

Mr Skidmore: You come with me tomor-
row night and tell the people.

Mr SIB3SON: I am talking about the
people in my electorate, and what they
have said to me.

Mr Bryce: Are you going to make a
Press release about this?

Mr SIBSON: It is up to the Press to
write whatever it likes; this is a Liberal
Government and we still have freedom of
the Press. The people who spoke to me
indicated that it was not much use their
taking notice of the suggestions that they
need not pay this fee, They are respon-
ible people, and they asked me, "What If
we leave it to the end of the year?" My
answer to them was simply that at the
end of the year the $60 would become due
and payable. So they said, "That is fair
enough: that is all we wanted to know.
We will pay $5 a, month." They would
rather do that than be faced with a bill
of $60 at Christmas.

Mr Bertram:, Did you tell them we were
seeking to set aside the regulation?

Mr SIBSON: Mr Speaker, It is not my
Intention to continue any longer. I am not
trying to belittle this issue, but the mere
fact that we see parliamentary action on
it now instead of at the time when It
was right and proper to take action. indi-
cates the attitude of members opposite.
They should have taken action when the
legislation was before the House. I reit-
erate that if the management fee Is so
terribly bad the opposition failed comn-
pletely at the time thc legislation was
before the House.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [9.42
p.m.]:- Whilst it grieves me to do so-

Mr Nanovich: Then don't do It.

Mr BERTRAM: -1 just remind you,
Sir, that this debate occurs because of Just
one further chapter in the malperform-
ance of the 3,3vrnment's promise to put
things right; but more of that in a mom-
ent. I think it is a particularly poor thing
that the Government-that Is to say, the
members of the Cabinet and all those who
sit behind it-

Mr Nanovich: We are members, too.
Mr BERTRAM: --should allow a Coun-

try Party Minister to be set up In the way
he has been set up, and to cop it as he
Is rightfully copping It at the moment.
Every member Opposite is culpable for
this thing that has been perpetrated upon
the people of Western Australia. The reas-
ons for this are straightforward and will
be readily comprehended, because whist
we are here seeking to get rid of this reg-
ulation, the regulation would not have
been in existence In the first place had It
not been for an amendment to the state
Housing Act nut through by this Govern-
ment last year.

Mr Shalders: With Your approval,
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Mr BERTRAM: The honourable mem-
ber knows that Is false.

Mr Shalders: You didn't oppose it?

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister no doubt
was told by advisers and probably by
Cabinet colleagues to get some more money
Into the State Housing Commission; so
he set about working out this manage-
ment fee, which If the truth Is known
probably could be more correctly described
either as an Interest impost or a misman-
agement fee. There is no evidence to prove
the contrary with regard to mismanage-
ment. So he worked out this proposition
and took it to Cabinet.

Mr P. V. Jones: Don't you ever read
the annual reports?

Mr BERTRAM: The Cabinet agreed with
it.

Mr Old: I suppose you were there.

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister can deny
It if he likes.

.Mr Old: I won't deny It; you are giving
a good story.

Mr BERTRAM: I am saying the Cab-
inet agreed with it;, and if the Liberal
Party-Country Party coalition is worth
its salt, its members also agreed with It,
so they are all culpable. If nobody else
knew, then at least the Premier knew that
this is the sort of thing that should not
be done. He would not tolerate it -in his
own case, yet he is prepared to Inflict It
upon people to whom he likes to refer
not very affectionately as "the Joe Blows".

Ljet us consider the position, Mr Speaker.
If the Premier were borrowing money from
you at 4 per cent, with no provision in the
contract to allow the rate to be altered
upwards or downwards, and you went to
him and said you wanted to Increase the
rate, do you think he would allow that?
There Is no-one In this place who believes
that the Premier would concede a fraction
of I per cent in Interest in respect of a
mortgage or a contract of sale In connec-
tion with which he was the purchaser.

Notwithstanding that, and being mind-
ful of It, the Premier had said, "We will
deliver these goods to the people; we do
not care about them." If that is not a
culpable action, and If It Is not bad, what
Is? It is a case of one standard for the
little people to whom he refers as "the
Joe Blows" and another standard for him-
self-

Mr Rushton; You call them the little
people.

Mr BERTRAM: -and f or each of the
members on the Government side. Two
completely different standards on the part
of a Goverrnent said to be responsible,
Responsible? fair?-not at all. Perhaps we
need not include all Cabinet members,but one cannot exculpate the Premier, be-
cause he knew what he was about and
knew he was setting up the Minister. He

also knew he was doing to others that
which he would never allow to happen to
himself.

It has been said that this is a political
stunt on the part of the Opposition, What
sort of Opposition would we be if we
allowed this to go by without getting stuck
into the Government for having put one
over the people? You will recall, Sir, that
when the member for Balga said the Minis-
ter had referred to this matter as being
purely procedural, the Mlinister did not
deny it.

Mr P. V. Jones: I asked whether he got
the other question.

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister did not
deny it.

Mr P. V. Jones: Of course I didn't; I
asked the member for Balga whether he
heard the other question that was asked.

Mr BERTRAM; There are occasions
when people make allegations which call
for a clear denial, and when no denial is
forthcoming people with common sense
regard this as an admission. This matter
was supposed to be procedural, according
to the Minister, but everybody here knows
that whatever it was, it was not pro-
cedural. It is fundamental, it is a; matter
that goes to the pocket to the tune of
$60 per annum. Yet people on the Govern-
ment side say that is not much and that
it is only $5 a month.

You know, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Crane), because you did not come down
in the last shower, that when your Political
Party seeks to place upon you, for some
reason or other, an Impost of $5 a month,
it does not receive a good reception. Usual-
ly it receives a pretty stormy reception,
and yet we as members of Parliament are
in a much better financial position than
the People who occupy State Housing Com-
mission homes. Those people have to face
a means test and are able to survive that
test because they are not in the same
Position that we are in. Yet we will haggle
about an Impost of $5 a month; in fact
we will haggle over far less. We will haggle
over a few cents for a feed In the dining
room, but the Government says it is not
fair for these people to haggle about a
so-called management fee of $60. How-
ever,' it is not a management fee. I should
like the Minister to help me on this Point.
Did the Minister say that none of this
money is to meet accounting costs?

Mr P. V. Jones: That is exactly what I
said.

Mr BERTRAM:, Where does the man-
agement come in, if it has nothing to do
with accounting costs? What else does the
commission manage down there? The cost
itself relates to clerical and accounting
work.

Mr P. V. Jones: That Is absolutely un-
true.
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Mr BERTRAM: It is a misnomer and a
fraud to call it a management fee. Every-
body knows what it is; it does not matter
under what name the Government chooses
to introduce it.

Mr P. V. Jones: What are you saying
it is?

Mr BERTRAM: I am saying it is an
added tax; the Government can call it
an interest. if it likes.

Mr P. V. Jones: Are you saying that
it will be used to meet bookkeeping ex-
penses?

Mr BERTRAM: I did not say that al-
though probably, in a sense, it will.

Mr P. V. Jones: It will not: it is a com-
pletely separate item.

Mr BERTRAM: It will, just as the in-
terest paid helps to run the commission.

Mr P. V. Jones: How does the interest
on a purchase contract help run the com-
mission?

Mr BERTRAM: It is a tax, and a tax
Is a contribution levied on persons, pro-
perty or businesses for the support of
government. That is precisely what the
Government is doing with this fee-sup-
porting the Government, and calling a tax
a "management fee".

Although the Minister may correct me
if I am wrong, he has yet to provide
one word of justification for the imposi-
tion of this tax of $60 per annum. Who
can tell me why it has been set at that
Particular level? Nobody can, because no-
body knows. Why should It not be $120? I
suggest to members that if this Govern-
ment continues in office it is very likely
that it soon will be In the vicinity of $120.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is also completely
wrong because I have stated publicly that
the fee will not be increased by this Gov-
ernment. Deny I have said that!

Mr BERTRAM: I will just answer the
Minister's interjection. I subscribe to the
Moss Cass theory that when considering
Liberal Party policies and pronouncements,
one should expect them to do the opposite,
and one would not be far wrong. If
members checked this statement on a day-
to-day basis, they would soon see how
right Moss Cass was when he said that
not much notice could be taken of Liberal
Party forecasts and announcements.

Nor do we attach much importance to
what the Government calls something. We
believe it is not a matter of what one
calls it but rather a matter of what it
contains. In this, we are in company with
the courts of our land. The courts do
not take any notice of what someone calls
a document: they are rather more inter-
ested in the contents of that document.
We cannot convert a lease document into
a will by sticking the word "will" on the
outside of that document.

This was not a purely procedural matter
but a carefully conceived proposal, designed
to hoodwink the Opposition. What we

are being told now is that in the future,
instead of a Minister making a speech
telling us about a BUi-something which
conservative Governments have never been
too good at for years, and certainly not
since I have been in this place; I have
complained about this on many occasions
and sometimes have had a list of 30 or
40 questions on the notice paper eliciting
information relating to a Bill simply
because the Minister would not tell us in
his second reading speech-he will produce
a Press release, probably on the advice of
the public relations officer from the
Premier's Department, and circulate It to
members.

Of course, members of Parliament
receive only about 1 000 circulars each
day, so the Minister is able to hide in
that pile of circulars and Press releases
the fact that the State Housing Commis-
sion Plans to impose a management fee
of $60 per annum.

However, when he comes into the House
and makes his second reading speech, he
merely strings together a few words which
do not tell anybody anything. Members
are placed under a feeling of false security.
With the normal co-operation between
shadow Ministers and Ministers, we say
to the Government, "If there is anything
hidden in the Bill just tell us. If there
is nothing, we will co-operate but if there
Is anything lethal please let us know."

However, the Minister chose not to in-
form us, and the only name for that is de-
ceit. The Minister did not play the game In
this House. Where is the dignity of the
House. when we have this sort of rela-
tionship between a shadow Minister and a
minister? The whole place would collapse
if we were to work on that basis.

Mr P. V. Jones: Did he tell you it would
be $60?

Mr BERTRAM: He certainly did not.
Mr P. V. Jones: He was informed in

writing on the night of the 3rd September.
Mr BERTRAM: Mr Speaker, I know

what you or any other member with noth-
ing to conceal would have said in the
second reading speech relating to this leg-
islation. You would have done what any
decent Person would do, and said, "What
we are proposing to do in the first instance
is to fix this so-called management fee at
$60 per annum." What Is wrong with
that?

Mr P. V. Jones: We have already said
that; we put it in the Press release.

Mr BERTRAM: I suppose the Minister
sent the Press release by registered letter!
The place to announce these decisions is
the Parliament. One member opposite
whom I would prefer not to name virtu-
ally said, "You are the Opposition: you
have to find out." In effect, the implication
was, "You have to distrust us and be
Sherlock Holmes." I do not see this as
the role of an Opposition.
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Mr P. V. Jones: Do you not read the
newspapers?

Mr BERTRAM: There are many news-
papers I do not read and there are many
that, in the future, I will continue not to
read.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is why the shadow
Minister was informed of the Government's
decision the night before the Press release.

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister's duty is
to come in here and tell us the funda-
mentals of a Bill. We should not have to
be Speed Gordon or Sherlock Holmes to
ascertain what is contained In a Bill. The
Minister knew the so-called management
fee was to be $60 per annum, and he con-
cealed it. Hie should explain to this House
why he chose to conceal it and did not
come out openly and frankly and inform
the House of the Government's decision.

The Minister should have said, "These
are the figures in relation to our income
and expenditure, and we propose to meet
the deficit by Imposing an annual fee of
$50.',

Mr P. V. Jones:. Do you want the com-
mission to issue a complete financial state-
ment for the one regulation?

Mr BERTRAM: However, that was too
straightforward for the Minister. The only
feeling of sorrow I have for the Minister
is that his coalition colleagues, led by the
Premier, set him up. He may choose not to
recognise this fact, but that is what they
did. The idea was to cement the coalition
together, somehow or other, although It
was rather a reverse way of going about it.

The next time the Premier tries to set
the Minister up so that at election time
he can score against the Country Party
because of the odium which will attach
to the Country Party due to the Imposi-
tion of this fee, let the Minister tell him
to get one of his own colleagues to Impose
some sort of a charge-call it what he
likes. The Minister has a duty not only to
the Parliament but also to his own party.

Mr Shalders: As you well know, Mr
Whitlam was the chief assassin of Ministers
in this country.

Mr BERTRAM: Mr Whitlam was a per-
son who believed In certain traditions
which were strictly adhered to in the Im-
perial Parliament: and I hope in the full-
ness of time when this Parliament gets an
opportunity to adhere to the same customs
and traditions it will mainta -In the same
standards. I believe that in time, it will
get that opportunity.

When a business or private enterprise
on a grand scale runs Into a loss or does
not have sufficient Profits the easy way out
Is to Increase charges. To a large extent
that can be done In this country without
any restrictions; it can be done within the
law. But what about the type of enter-
prise which we are considering tonight?
Is not this Parliament entitled to have be-
fore it some facts to enable it to decide

whether a case has been properly made out
and sustained? Is it suggested that the Op-
Position would necessarily toss out this
matter? It is not at all unusual for this
Opposition to approve matters; yesterday
we saw a string of Bills agreed to. So if
the Minister has a good case the Opposi-
tion will support it. But It certainly will
not support the mere plucking from the
sky, a la Menzles, of a figure of $60 per
annlun and billing people with it, whether
one calls it a management fee, a misman-
agement fee, a tax, or what it truly is, an
Icrease in interest. That is what it is, be-

cause the Minister has told us that the
management fee is not appropriated to an
account for management but is put in the
same bin as the interest. Where else would
one expect it to go because it is interest
hidden under the flimsy name of a man-
agement fee?

Mr P. V. Jones: Have I ever said it is
anything but that? I said It was to mini-
mise the loss on the purchase contracts. I
have said that ali along.

Mr BERTRAM:" I understand the Minis-
ter to have said, by way of interjection.
that the management fee is in fact interest.

Mr P. V. Jones: I said it would be used
to minimise the loss on the purchase con-
tracts we were making on the repayment
of interest and not for any bookkeeping
purposes.

Mr BERTRAM: If the Minister had an
answer to the case that has been put so
very well by the member for Balga, he
certainly went to great lengths not to dis-
close it. I noticed with great interest how
he picked up the contract of sale-we were
all greatly impressed with this document-
turned to the foot of a page and as quick
as a flash read out a provision whereby
parties to the contract undertake to com-
ply with any Statutes, orders, by-laws or
regulations.

The minister quickly got an interjec-
tion because that was really only aL rort
and skittled off like a startled gazelle onto
something else. As we know, that clause
comes into most, if not all, contracts In-
volving private people. But private people
do not have the capacity to cook up the
statutes to frustrate the other party to
the contract. That is what the Minister
is relying on today.

Mr P. V. Jones: What utter rubbish! I
was replying to the suggestion that there
was no power for the commission to do
it, which suggestion was made by the
member for Balga

Mr BERTRAM: I think that was a fore-
taste of what was to come. That was an
empty piece of nonsense designed to
dazzle people who do not know what con-
tracts of sale are all about. It tell on
stony ground: it will not take root and
it will be blown away, which is where the
rest of the Minister's case ought to go.
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The Minister also very kindly told us
that notices were sent to those people
who have been mulct by this sock in
the eye, this so-called management fee,
on the 5th December. That was an ex-
traordinary coincidence was it not? The
Minister omitted to tell us, no doubt by
sheer inadvertence, the date upon which
most people received the notices. My re-
collection is that most, if not all, of them-

Mr Old: Maybe they were working to
regulation.

Mr BERTRAM: I understand that the
Minister's party is a great supporter of
unions. The only trouble is that every-
time he speaks he condemns them. The
time that people received these notices is
highly material, if the bona fides of the
Minister's argument are right, because my
recollection is that people received them
after the 13th December, which was an
election day. That bit of manoeuvring
vas consistent with the whole dirty deal
rb'c-h occurred in Canberra, for which all

cmbere opposite are inculpated. Those
Qvents started on the 11th November and
culminated on the 13th December, and
nothing any election will ever do will
erase that.

Mr P. V. Jones: You are saying that
they were not posted as from the 5th
December?

Mr BERTRAM: I did not say that, and
the Minister knows it.

Mr P. V. Jones: I am asking whet you
did say about the posting, You have sug-
gested they were held back?

Mr BERTRAM: I did not say that at
all and the Minister knows it.

Mr P. V. Jones: What is the point about
the posting?

Mr BERTRAM: I shall make it again.
The Minister was kind enough to tell us
the date on which he said they were
posted.

Mr P. V. Jones: As from the 5th Dec-
ember.

Mr BERTRAM: As from, not as on?
Mr P. V. Jones: They started posting on

the 5th December which was the date it
appeared in the Government Gazette.

Mr BERTRAM: The notices for some
of my constituents must have gone around
the globe In many cases. I am not being
dogmatic here and the Minister may prove
me wrong If he can-

Mr p. v. Jones: I am saying that the
posting commenced on the 5th December.

Mr BERTRAM: They got them on the
Monday following the 13th December, 1975.
That is when they turned up.

Mr P. V. Jones: All the officers of the
commission were in collusion, were they?

Mr BERTRAM: The Minister is scrap-
ig about and digging Into the bottom
of the barrel to find something to say and

to Put Up some sort of eff ort ait least to
indicate to the nondiscerning that he has
a case when he well knows that he has
not a case.

The Minister then told u~s how this
charge is to assist rent payers in Housing
Commission homes. He told us of some
complimentary letters from rent payers
but once again, no doubt by a6 mere slip
of thought-

Mr P. V. Jones: There were one or two
nice letters in the Press. Did you read
them?

Mr BERTRAM:, -he has not actually
spelt out how many he has or who they
came from.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do you think it does
not help the rent payers?

Mr BERTRAM: It does not indicate how
much weight is attached to that pro-
nouncement.

Mr P. V. Jones: I did not mention it
in the speech because we are not talking
about that aspect. But do you think it
does not help the rental tenant?

Mr BERTRAM: As the Minister and, I
hope, other folk opposite know, it is not
at all uncommon for me and others to
kick in for a bargain which is given to
other people. Members opposite arc the
proponents of private enterprise and yet
here they wish to change tack and get
each person to pay for himself. That is
strange, is it not? When somebody gets a
bargain at the shop at which I deal, who
do men abets opposite suggest should pay
for that-the vendor or another purchaser
involved in another deal? It is just an-
other form of taxation, as the Minister
well knows. That is the system which the
Minister is said to espouse, but he does
not apply the system here. The Minister
knows that the proper thing to do here
is to do what happens if a company does
not want to go downhill-the shareholders
and others kick in.

What the Minister and the commission
cannot pick up from other unfortunate
people with whom the commission does
business, they can get from their major
source; and that is not what they are doing
here, as the member for Ascot has
pointed out. They should not try to
offset the purchasers against the rent-
payers. The purchasers are people
with whom the Government has made
bargains and entered into contracts.
It turns out from the value of hindsight
that those contracts might not have been
as efficient as they could be. They should
have been drawn up in the first instance to
make allowance for inflation which has
always been with us.

Instead of spreading the burden on those
who are responsible-that is. the tax-
payers--which would be done in any other
responsible and fair community, the Gov-
ernment is picking up the Joe Blows, ac-
cording to the Premier, to pay. It makes
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an imposition on the little people who
cannot afford to pay. The purchasers are
in no way responsible, and they bad no
say in their contracts of sale. They had
to accept the contracts offered by the
people through the Government, otherwise
they would not get the money or the
houses. They did not have a say.

Mr P. V. Jones: Yes they did. They
had the power of choice.

Mr BERTRAM: Having had all the say,
having drawn up all the rules, and having
written the clauses it wanted, the Govern-
ment speaking as the agent for the people
found it had made a blue. It then called
upon the little people, the least able
in the community to pay, to make up the
deficiency. is that fair play?

Mr P. V. Jones: You suggest the con-
tracts should have allowed for the inflation
factor.

Mr BERTRAM: Of course.
Mr P. V. Jones: You are suggesting a

variable interest clause.
Mr BERTRAM: That is a good position

to be in, but there are exceptions and the
Whitlam. Government realised a few of
these.

Mr P. V, Jones: Might I point out that
we will never agree to a variable interest
clause, because it would be worse than
what has been done. In this situation it
would impose a hardship which we are
not prepared to impose.

Mr BERTRAM: Let us not indulge in
humbug, and in giving fancy titles to such
actions. All that the Government has done
here Is to write in a variable interest clause
by a. backdoor method.

Mr P. V. Jones: You suggest this as a
factor to cope with Inflation.

Mr BERTRAM: This is one of the ploys
of the conservatives, to give names to all
sorts of things. Even their own title is not
a correct one.

Mr Clarko: Surely we are not going to
get that speech!

Mr BERTRAM: The honourable member
can have what he likes.

Mr Clarko, I do not think you should
do that.

Mr BERTRAM: This is one of the arti-
fices of debate. I do not mind ordinary
debating strategems, but members oppo-
site abuse them. Very often their debating
equates with fraud, and even worse. Surely
there must be some limit to the crafty
use of words.

Mr Clarko: You should practice what
you preach.

Mr BERTRAM: We have been told that
people in needy circumstances may, If they
are prepared to face up to and accept the
humiliation involved, put up a case to the
Minister to indicate they are unable to
pay and their means are Inadequate, so

that they can be given a good hearing. It
has been said that so far 108 applicants
have suffered this humiliation. How many
of the 108 people have been granted relief
I am not sure, and so far I do not think
the Minister has told us how many people
have not paid this charge at all.

Mr P. V. Jones: If you put your question
on the notice paper I will tell You.

Mr BERTRAM: Seeing that the Minister
has set out the criteria on which these
needs will be measured, I would like him
to tell us whether or not he has refused
two pensioners, who are In receipt of the
full pension and who by reason of their
age are still subject to the means test. Has
he not refused two people who are in that
situation? They are a husband and wife;
they are aged pensioners, both under 70
years of age, and in receipt of the full
pension. Has the Minister not denied them
some concession of the type he has men-
tioned?

Mr P. V. Jones: If you can tell me their
names I can probably give you the inform-
ation. You cannot expect me to remember
the circumstances of every person who
applies.

Mr BERTRAM: I do not.
Mr P. V. Jones: I do not see all the

people who apply. If you tell mue their
names I will be able to answer In full
detail.

Mr BERTRAM: I am not seeking to
embarrass the Minister. if he has a ready
knowledge of the criteria he would be able
to say that that particular class of person
would certainly be granted a concession;
but apparently he is not prepared to go
that far.

Mr P. V. Jones: I can give you the
exact information you want in regard to
any particular case If you bring along the
details. I have given similar information
to other members. In the case of the two
persons you have mentioned I will do the
same If you supply me with the details,
but I do not want to make public the
private affairs of people.

Mr BERTRAM: in any event the Min-
ister Is neither admitting nor denying that
happened.

Mr P. V. Jones: You will be telling me
next that you want me to make public
the private affairs of people.

Mr BERTRAM: No.
Mr P. V. Jones: If the member for Balga

or any other member supplies me with the
names he can have complete details of the
constituents he represents.

Mr BERTRAM: I would like to support
what has been said in another regard; I
think the member for Balga and the mem-
ber for Ascot in particular mentioned the
continuing string of increased charges
that have been imposed for over two years,
notwithstanding the promises made by this
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Government to put things right-promises
made without reservation, and made in a
Particular environment which has not
changed since that time. When the
promises were made they were made with
the full knowledge of what would happen,
and with the full knowledge that they
were not dinkum promises.

These are not small increases; these
are avalanche increases for excess water,
water, electricity, etc. Some of these have
been increases of 100 per cent since this
Government came Into power-I do not
say came into office. It is an open go for
this Government to impose such large in-
creases.

What we are greatly concerned about,
and what has been clearly manifested in
the election recently held in New South
Wales--where it appears the Labor Party
will be elected to office, at any rate it
will be a close result-is the question of
double taxation. Perhaps in Western
Australia the people are not as concerned
about this double taxation, but the Pre-
mier is very scared of any reference to it.
Whenever any one talks about double
taxation he turns to something else and
speaks about the income tax form. That
is a very interesting ploy to use, on the
basis that everybody else is a fool. That
is the premise which he has worked to
death. The people are getting sick and
tired of it.

Talking of the taxation aspect, what
the people are concerned about, with the
opening tip of State taxation-and they
now have ample experience of what the
coalition Government can do under the
existing taxation laws-is what will
happen when the other door is opened.
Should they not be? How do we judge as
to what will occur in the future if we
do not have regard for the performance
to date? I am not referring to promises.
We have seen what promises are worth-
not tuppence a dozen. We have seen the
promises to Put things right which basic-
ally meant the pocket, as the Premier
knew. They were not worth two bob. Now
the door is being opened for double taxa-
tion.

The ACTIN4G SPEAKER (Mr Crane):
The honourable member has another five
minutes.

Mr BERTRAM: The people are con-
cerned about this and it is high time the
Government took stock instead of parad-
ing, posturing, carrying on. and barging
into all sorts of areas which are not its
business at all. It is time it got down
to governing and stopped Playing about.
It should start to perform on the promises
it gave in 1974.

This is a motion which most certainly
should be supported, not on any emotive
basis, but on a basis of fair dealing. The
Opposition was tricked and trapped, and
fell into a hole set for It.

Mr Nanovich: It is incompetent and
therefore is incapable of knowing what is
going on.

Mr BERTRAM: If the member for
Toodyay condones deceit, let him go to
his electors and tell them, and they will
not vote for him.

Mr Nanovich: Th1ey will vote for me
more than they will for you.

Mr Davies: Your electors cannot vote
for him.

Mr BERTRAM: If the member for
Toodyay condones deceit, as it appears
he does, let him tell the people and see
where he stands and see whether they
will support him.

Mr Nanovich: Just because you fall
asleep when a Bill is going through Par-
laiaent You now-

Mr BERTRAM: This was all a carefully
laid out plan. It started off at the SHC,
went through Cabinet, and came to Par-
liament. It has been to the Crown Law
Department, which has drafted the regu-
lation. It was all a carefully Planned
manoeuvre; it was no accident. It was
there at the very start and those on this
side of the House oppose the regulation
and certainly support the motion.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) (10.22
P.M.]: Tonight we have been subjected by
the Opposition to a Perpetuation of the
same Political nonsense which has been
going on in this State over some few
months with respect to the management
fee which was introduced by the Govern-
ment to overcome difficulties being faced
by the commission.

Before I outline some of the facts I
wish to state that I believe members of the
Opposition tonight, and through the
Press over recent months, have unfairly
criticised the commission which has served
Governments of both political colours very
well over the years it has been in exist-
ence. It is totally unfair for the commis-
sioners, staff, and officers of the commis-
sion to be criticised in the way they have
been by members of the Opposition.

Mr Moiler: Some deserve to be criticised,
too.

Mr THOMPSON: The member for Mun-
daring said that they deserve to be criti-
cised.

Mr Moiler: I said a few of them deserve
to be.

Mr Davies: If You want a full-scale
debate on that, we will be in it.

Mr Moiler: Housing will cost you the
next election, you know.

Mr THOMPSON: With respect to its
operations concerning purchase homes, the
SHC was faced with a deficit of $1.9 mil-
lion. In other words the repayments it
was receiving from its Purchasers were
falling $1.9 million short of what it was
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actually costing the commission to main-
tain the loans with respect to those opera-
tions. So, the commission decided it was
necessary to take this step along with other
steps, to recoup some of those losses. Had
the commission the power in the legisla-
tion to introduce the management fee it
would have been imposed In September,
1975.

Indeed, on the 3rd September, 1975, the
then shadow Minister for Housing was
given a copy of a Press release by the Min-
ister for Housing in which it was clearly
indicated that it was the intention of the
commission and the Government to levy
an annual fee of $60 with respect to
houses the subject of purchase contracts.
The following article appeared in The West
Australian on the 4th September, 1975-

SFIo urban rents to rise sharply.
The State Housing Commission will

increase its metropolitan rents by
between 25 per cent and 50 per cent
as part of a programme to overcome
a serious deficiency in cash reserves.

The article went on to outline other mea-
sures which were necessary, and I would
like to quote a further paragraph. It was
said by the member for Balga earlier this
evening that the paragraph dealing with
the management fee was buried some-
where in the article. However, it is only
about the fourth paragraph from the
heading of the article. The paragraph is
preeded by a large dot to indicate a
specific point. The paragraph read--

0 An annual management fee of
$60 ($5 a month) on purchase con-
tracts for new houses bought before
January 1, 1974.

So It was clearly stated by the Minister
that this was to occur. In this House the
Opposition follows a system of shadow
Ministers. The then shadow Minister for
Housing was given a copy of the Press
release which stated that the Government
intended to do this.

That measure would have been put into
effect had the Government had the legis-
lative backing to do so, but the Crown
Law Department, or someone, pointed out
to the commission and the Government
that that power did not exist, so it was
necessary for the Government to introduce
legislation to give the Power for the levy
to be imposed. Consequently into this Par-
liament was introduced a Bill on the 4th
November to do just that.

To give an indication as to how clearly
enunciated the Government's intentions
were, I will quote clause 2 of the Bill as
follows-

2. Subsection (1) of section 21 of
the principal Act is amended by in-
serting after paragraph (h) a para-
graph as follows-
(ha) in respect of land and any

houses and buildings thereon that
are subject to a mortgage, con-
tract of sale, or lease Pursuant

to this Act, to Charge, and re-
ceive from, the owners, mortga-
gors, or lessees thereof such man-
agement fees, if any, as are from
time to time prescribed in respect
Of owners, mortgagors. or lessees,
as the case may be;.

No Government introduces legislation into
Parliament unless it has a specific Purpose.
Having served for three years in Opposi-
tion, and having taken the adjournment
on some Bills, I regarded it as my obliga-
tion not only to my party, but also to the
people of the State, to research that legis-
lation thoroughly and to make some com-
ment to Parliament on it. I believe the
shadow Minister for Housing in the present
Opposition had a responsibility to his party
and the People of the State to do like-
wise.

However, what did the Opposition
spokesman do when he rose to comment an
the legislation? A reference to Hansard
of the 11th November, 1975, will show that
the member for Maylands said the amend-
ing Hill had been considered by the Opposi-
tion, following which he was happy to in-
form the House there were no objections
to It. So we have it quite clearly stated
by the member for Maylands, on be-
half of the OppositIon-presumably after
the matter had been researched-that
there was nothing wrong with the legis-
lation.

The Minister had no reason to doubt
that the Position had been researched be-
cause he had handed to the shadow Minis-
ter for Housing a COPY of the Press re-
lease which indicated it was the intention
to impose a $60 fee.

Mr Bertram: That was not mentioned
In the second reading speech.

Mr THOMPSON: It was handed to the
shadow minister for Housing, who let the
side down.

Mr B. T. Burke: All right, now talk
about the merits.

Mr THOMPSON: I shall, but I Point
out to the House that I attended a public
meeting in January at the Civilian Maimed
and Limbless Association Hall, together
with the Minister, the member for Halga
and the then Leader of the Opposition.
The member for Balga put it to the meet-
ing that the Government had rushed the
Hill through the Parliament on the very
day the Whitlam Government had been
sacked. I suggested to him that was Irres-
ponsible, and he knew it.

Mr B. T. Burke: It was true.
Mr THOMPSON: If members look at

the number of times the Bill came before
this House, and read the contributions to
the debate by Opposition members In this
House and Opposition members In the
other place, they will see that they made
no contribution to the debate except to
say that they were in agreement with the
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measure, Yet, the member for Balga and
the member for Melville claimed that the
Bill was rushed through Parliament.

Mr B. T. Burke: Was it not?
Mr THOMPSON: It was not.
Mr O'Neil: It was not rushed through.
Mr THOMPSON: The debate was

adjourned in this House.
Mr B. T. Burke: The Bill does not pass

through this House at the Minister's second
reading.

Mr THOMPSON: I am telling the mem-
ber for Balga how many times the Bill
came before the House.

Mr B. T. Burke: My statement had
nothing to do with how many times it
came before the House.

Mr THOMPSON: On the 11th Novem-
ber. that memorable day-

Mr Bertram: Did you say "memorable'?
Mr THOMPSON: Memorable.
Mr Bertram: Goodness gracious!

Mr THOMPSON: On the 11th Novem-
ber, the member for Maylands, exercising
his right as spokesman for the Opposi-
tion, said he had no objection to the
measure.

Mr B. T. Burke: Have you any objection
yourself?

Mr THOMPSON: I have none at all.
Mr B. T. Burke: Thank you.
Mr THOMPSON: On the 12th Novem-

ber the Bill went to the other Place.
Mr Bertram: That was only because it

had to go to another place.
Mr B. T. Burke: When will you tell us

why you have no objection to it?

Mr THOMPSON: When the measure
went to the other place the spokesman for
the Opposition rose in her place and said
that the Opposition had no objection to it.

Mr Bertram: What difference would it
have made if she had objected? You have
the numbers and you use them.

Mr O'Neil: We do not need the num-
bers.

Mr THOMPSON: I intend to quote what
the member for the North-East Metro-
politan Province (the Hon. Lyla Elliott)
said as spokesman for the Opposition in the
other place. Her remarks appear at page
4359 of Mansard for 1975, and are as fol-
lows--

We have had a look at the pro-
posed amendment to section 21 and
can find nothing to which to object.
It appears to be a necessary piece of
machinery legislation to be incorpor-
ated in the Act and we therefore sup-
port it.

Mr Bertram: It appeared to be fair, but
it was not.

Mr B. T. Burke: Does the member for
Kalamunda think it was purely proce-
dural?

Mr THOMPSON: The measure was
purely to do what members opposite had
teen told it would do. I did not say it
was purely procedural.

Mr B. T. Burke: No, and neither did the
spokesman in the other place. Your Mini-
ister did.

Mr THOMPSON: I will quote again what
the representative in the other place said.

Mr Bertram: Quote the whole of It.
Underline the word "appears". We are
patient.

Mr THOMPSON: The spokesman in the
other place said that she supported the
measure, and that gives the lie to the
statement made by the member for Balga
-and supported by the then Leader of
the Opposition-to a public meeting in
the Civilian Maimed and Limbless Asso-
ciation Hall that this Government had
rushed the measure through the Parlia-
ment.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear, I agree.
Rushed it through.

Mr THOMPSON: That is a lot of rot,
and the member opposite knows damn well
it is.

Mr Bertram: Now let us get onto the
merits of the thing, if there are any!I

Mr THOMPSON: I have been asked to
give the merits of the proposal. I have
already pointed out that the State Hous-
ing Commission was losing $1.9 million
with respect to its Purchase homes. The
State Housing Commission does not pluck
money out of the air. The only money
available to it is that received from rental
accommodation and from money generated
by purchase contracts. So, in effect,
somebody else was subsidising the people
who were purchasing homes, and that
subsidy was to the extent of $1.9 million.
The people who were purchasing homes
were receiving a subsidy of $1.9 million
from someone else, and I suggest that that
is un-Australian and totally unfair.

What is now being done In this regard
Is to remove the anomaly of someone hay-
Ing to pay someone else's bills. Just re-
cently I had a man come to me at my
office in Kalamunda seeking a State Hous-
ing Commission house. At present he lives
in a 30-foot caravan in a caravan park at
Kalamunda which is to be closed in the
near future. The man has a wife and three
children, one of whom is a cripple. Also
living with him in the caravan is his
mother and father-in-law. Seven people
are living in that 30-foot caravan.

Mr Bertram: How long have they been
there?

Mr THOMPSON: For some considerable
time. They were Prepared to continue
staying there but the caravan Park is to
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close. The man concerned works at
acliweppes, and he is a hard-working fel-
low. He came to Australia from New Zea-
land and refused to accept Medibank as-
sistance because he felt it was unfair to do
so having arrived in Australia only nine
months ago. He did not want to start to
load himself onto the backs of the tax-
payers of this country.

Mr Bertram: That is reasonable.
Mr THOMPSON: He has same principle

and he is trying to do the best thing for
his family. He came to me because of the
situation which was facing him, so I went
to the Housing Commission to try to get
him a home.

Mr B. T. Burke: Did you succeed?
Mr THOMPSON: I am having all sorts

of trouble.
Mr B. T. Burke: I would say you would

have.
Mr THOMPSON: Just as many other

people are having difficulty in getting
houses. Why cannot the State Housing
Commission provide all the houses which
are required?

Mr Mclver: Blame the Government.
Mr THOMPSON: The answer is that the

State Housing Commission does not have
access to sufficient money, and the position
is aggravated to the extent of $1.9 million.

Mr Mclver: I thought Fraser was to
supply all that money?

Mr O'Neil: You might happen to know
that the State Government is now operat-
Ing under a Commonwealth and State
housing agreement entered into by the
Whitlam and Tonkin Governments.

Mr THOMPSON: The cost of $1.9 mil-
lion is the reason that it was necessary to
Introduce some charge to recoup the losses
with respect to that particular operation.
The State Housing Commission has already
Increased its charges on rental accommo-
dation, and those increased rents are being
paid. That has helped to overcome some
of the deficit. However, those people who
are living in houses which will ultimately
become their own-if they decide to sell
tomorrow they receive the increased value
of the property-are being assisted by the
people who are paying rent.

Mr Mclver: Is it not the concept of the
State Housing Commission to assist lower
Income families?

Mr THOMPSON: Indeed, it is.
Mr Mclver: The Liberal Government is

not contributing.
Mr THOMPSO1N: The people in rental

accommodation are paying to help those
in purchase accommodation.

Mr Mclver-, You would have them in
cow sheds if you had an opportunity.

Mr THOMPSON: I would not.

There has been much play tonight on
the plight of pensioners.

Mr Mclver., That is the trouble, you do
not know the plight they are In. Get out
and talk to them.

Mr THOMPSON: One would think that
every person buying a State Housing Com-
mission house Is a pensioner. That is not
the case. The major percentage of people in
those homes are in a position to meet the
extra charge. I suggest that most of them
are decent enough to accept that they
should not have someone else paying their
bills for them, Most of them will pay
because they believe that.

I went to a meeting at the Civilian
Maimed and Limbless Association Hall,
which was billed as -a protest meeting by
the Australian Living Organisation. I sug-
gest it was more like a meeting of the Bal-
go Branch of the Labor Party because the
majority of the people there were from
the Labor Party, and I would be 'ery sur-
prised if many of them went along with a
view to listening to the points put-

Mr B. T. Burke: How many were there?

Mr THOMPSON: I could not say.
Mr B. T. Burke: Only 300. If it had

been the Balga branch it would have been
at least 600.

Mr THOMPSON: They were not inter-
ested in hearing the Minister or the Gen-
eral Manager of the State Housing Com-
mission. They were present just to criticise
and stir for a political reason. That is
the whole basis of the nonsense that has
gone on in the House tonight. Members
of the Opposition are trying to keep this
subject going to make cheap political
capital out of it.

At that meeting I heard the then Leader
of the Opposition make a statement which
I believed to be very irresponsible. He
incited the people not to pay the levy. I
believe we are reaching a sorry state when
the Leader of Her Majesty's Opposition
goes out and incites people not to obey
a law which has been introduced and duly
passed through the processes of our demo-
cratic system. This country will be in a
sorry state if that situation is allowed
to continue.

Mr Clarko: Organising demonstrations
against the weak, that is what they like
doing.

Mr THOMPSON: Let us compare the
situation of the people in the State Hous-
ing Commission purchase properties who
contracted to buy their homes in the last
few years with the position of people who
have been obliged to obtain their homes
through the private sector. I would say
nearly all of those who are obtaining
money for their homes through the private
sector have been subjected to fairly steep
increases in the cost of their mortgages
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over the last few years because of the
inflationary trend. They have been ob-
liged to Pay more money.

Mr Skidmore: Not in management fees.
Mr THOMPSON: The people in the State

Housing Commission purchase propositions
have been going along blithely paying what
they contracted to pay many years ago
when inflation was never predicted to be
at the level it has been, and they have
had that very great advantage over other
sections of the community. I submit it is
neither right nor fair that the purchase
of their homes should be subsidised by
some other section of the community, and
that the majority of the people who are in
those homes will pay the management fee
because they recognise it is fair and equit-
able.

I have no doubt the Opposition will
make all possible political mileage out of
this affair. They have done so right from
the time they found something in the
electorate.

Mr Bertram: Did you get the man in
the caravan his house?

Mr THOMPSON: I do not know. I will
know in a few days.

Mr Bertram: Will you inform us if you
do?

Mr THOMPSON: I think all the points
raised by the Opposition spokesmen have
been covered by the Minister, the member
for Bunbury, and, I hope, to some extent
by me. I believe a lot of nonsense is being
perpetrated by the member for Balga and
others on the Opposition side who rose
to support him. Had they been in Gov-
ernment I submit they would have been
given the same kind of advice by the State
Housing Commission, which is a respon-
sible body and has served this State well.
Provided it is not kicked around by the
people on the other side, the commission
will continue to do a job for the people of
Western Australia.

Mr Skidmore: I wish they would get
busy up in Midland.

Mr THOMPSON: I am conscious of the
fact that there are some hardship cases.
Some people, because they are pensioners,
will need special consideration, and they
will be given consideration by the State
Housing Commission. The member for
Swan talked about pensioners. We have
a situation where, because of actions of
the Comunonwealth Government, people
over a certain age are no longer subjected
to a means test. They become pensioners,
but many of them are in very healthy
financial circumstances.

Mr Skidmore: What? Buying State
Housing Commission homes? Whom are
you kidding?

Mr THOMPSON: They are in healthy
financial circumstances in comparison with
many other people who cannot get a
home. Therefore it is only fair that if

they are in a position to meet the charge
they should pay it. where there are
special circumstances I would certainly
appeal to the Minister and the State
Housing Commission to take those cir-
cumstances into account and look after
the people concerned.

A lot of nonsense has been perpetrated
by members on the other side of the House
and I have no doubt the motion will be
overwhelmingly defeated.

Mr Bertram: Nor have we.
Mr THOMPSON: If we have the aver-

age attendance on the other side of the
House to support the motion, it will be
defeated by about five to one, because
I have noticed with the new order in
this House the Leader of the Opposition
has not very much strength on the back
benches. I sincerely hope the motion is
overwhelmingly defeated.

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park) [10.47
p.m.]: Most of the matters I would have
raised in this debate have already been
very adequately dealt with by speakers
from this side of the House, and indeed
some of them have been raised by mem-
bers on the other side of the House, in-
cluding the speaker who has just resumed
his seat.

I have pity for the poor fellow in a
caravan, but if the member for Kala-
rounds, cares to come to my office I can
show him a string of people in extremely
bad circumstances who are seeking assist-
ance. it struck me about the New Zea-
lander who has come here and will not
accept Medibank that he is not backward
in going to the State Housing Commis-
sion to push out one of the people from
my electorate, who has been wanting a
house for four years, in order to get him-
self fixed up. He does not want Medi-
bank-

Mr Thompson: I will pass your com-
ments on.

Mr DAVIES: -but he will accept a
house. It is a peculiar state of affairs.

Mr Thompson: What does he do-leep
in the street?

Mr DAVIES: We have tried to provide
for everybody. I do not hold, a grudge
against the man but the member for
Kalamunda put up a peculiar argument
when he said on one hand the man has
a lot of moral indignation but on the
other hand he does not mind accepting
a house. What kind of argument is that?
That Is the point I am making.

I particularly want to refer to some of
the arguments advanced by the Minister.
He was most belligerent tonight, which
is not like him. I think he was bel-
ligerent because he did not have a very
good case to put up. Had he been
less belligerent he might have been more
coherent and he might have been able
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to explain to us the reason for this short-
fall of $1.9 million. Try as I might to take
down notes, I could not get the gist of
the argument.

AS I understand it, we borrow money
from the Commonwealth at certain rates
under various agreements, lend it out at
certain rates which will cover our ex-
penses, and pay it back to the Common-
wealth at certain rates. This is supposed
to balance out but suddenly it does not
balance out and we are $1.9 million short,
No-one has explained how we came to be
$1.9 million short. Because we are $1.9
million short, there must have been some
ineptitude somewhere in the commission.

I am sure every member on this side
of the House would be prepared to mount
a full-scale debate on the State Housing
Commission, if the Minister so desired.
11 can tell him about a letter dated the 28th
April, which I received on the 30th April,
telling me that if a person about whom
I made representations did not comne in
by the 28th April to pick up a key it would
be given to someone else.

The letter is dated the day that term
expired, and it came to me two days later.
That is a typical example of the inep-
titude of the State Housing Commission.

Mr P. V. Jones: Why haven't you seen
me about it?

Mr DAVIES: What is the good of that?
Mr P. V. Jones: You Only have to see

me.
Mr DAVIES: There are now three men

at the State Housing Commission doing
the work that one man did before. The
commission needs these extra men as it
has got itself into such a state-

Mr Sodeman: You are getting bellige-
rent.

Mr P. V. Jones: Utter rubbish!
Mr DAVIES: -and so many problems

are arising because the State Housing
Commission cannot do the job it was es-
tablished to do. The waiting time has not
been shortened by one month or one day
during the period this Government has
been in office.

Mr P. V. Jones: Has it been lengthened?
Mr DAVIES: I would say it has, most

definitely.
Mr P. V. Jones: You do not know it has.
Mr DAVIES: I do not know, but I will

find out.
Mr P. V. Jones: Well, it hasn't.
Mr DAVIES: I will ask the Minister a

question without notice about this matter
tomorrow. We know the results we are
getting and we have seen the ineptitude
that has been displayed. It now takes 10
days to receive an acknowledgment of a
letter. I have received a knock-back over
the phone, and I have then received a
letter to say that the matter I raised was
being attended to and I would receive ad-
vice in due course.

Mr P. V. Jones: Look back to your
records.

Mr DAVIES: If the State Housing
Commission is $1.9 million short, we need
an immediatz investigation into the rami-
fications of the matter. It is not the
first time that an investigation has been
necessary into the activities of the State
Housing Commission. in fact, the need
for such an investigation seems to come
up about every 10 years. As I said before,
if the Minister wants a full-scale debate
on the State Housing Commission, we will
give him a debate lasting two or three
days on the cases that Labor members
have investigated. A few of these matters
were instanced during the debate on the
Appropriation Bill a couple of years ago
and we heard almost scandalous examples
of the Ineptitude of the commission.
However, I will not continue in that vein.

Mr Sodernan: Was the situation any
better during the period of the Labor
Government?

Mr DAVIES: Things have got worse
over the last couple of years. I know In
a minute, Mr Speaker, you will tell me
that I am not talking on the point of
the motion at present.

Mr Thushton: You haven't got there yet!
Mr DAVIES: The State Housing Com-

mission altered its method Of allocation
of accommodation. We found at one stage
that housing was allocated on a needs
basis, but I have never found out how
this works or what criteria were used.
I made reprcsentations on behalf of one
woman and I was informed that she
Qualified for housing on this needs basis.
I wrote in several times, and In reply to
my third letter asking when she would
be given a house as she had been accepted
as a needs basis case for six months, the
commission said that the criteria had
been changed and that she was no longer
in this category. This woman's circum-
stances had not altered one Iota, except
that her children were a little older. None
of them was working, and although she
was still on the invalid pension, ai -
parently after six months she no longer
qualified. I do not really want to start
going over the many examples that I
could quote, because I feel sure we will
have to mount a full-scale debate about
the commission very soon.

I find I must disagree with the member
for Ascot. He said the Government had
found a new tax; it had discovered a
new way to raise money. Before I turn
to that subject, I believe I should wind
up my earlier comments. Could someone
please explain to mne the financial
wizardry whereby we borrow money at
some rate, we lend it out, and then pay
it back at the same rate, and yet we are
$1.9 million short? That is what I cannot
comprehend.
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I will now come back to the fact that
I disagree with the comments of the
member for Ascot. He said that the Gov-
ernment had found a new way to raise
a tax, or if we do not like to use the
word "tax" we could say a new way to
raise money; it does not really matter
where It comes from because someone
has to pay it to the Government. He said
the Government simply decided on this
management fee of $60 a year, and that
it was something new. Of course, it is as
old as the hills. Mr Speaker, I am sure
you will remember that at one time
when you were a Minister It was decided
to impose a straight levy on motor
vehicles licences, and that levy was in-
creased on another occasion. No excuse
was given for this action except that the
Government wanted mare money. So it
was a straightout levy. Then last year we
saw a $4 collection fee imposed-that was
a beauty! Motor vehicle owners now
must pay the Road Traffic Authority $4
for the privilege of registering their
vehicles. If someone elects to pay his
registration evory six months, he then
must pay a service fee, management fee,
or an extra revenue fee-whatever we call
it-of $8 a year.

Of course, the State Electricity Com-
mission has levied a fiat surcharge of $1
on everyone's electricity account for many
years. So now we have the State Elec-
tricity Commission, the Road Traffic
Authority, and the State Housing Com-
mission telling us that for the privilege
of dealing with thornc we will have to pay
an extra fee, rate, or service charge, so
that the Government obtains extra money.
No-one will have the right to object to
these charges. So I must disagree with
the memnber for Ascot; this is not a new
idea, it is an old idea which has been
used for years and it will continue to be
used for many more years, I am quite
certain.

Shortly we will find an additional charge
on our water rates. We will probably be
told that as it costs the board $6 to
process our accounts with its new com-
puters--a saving as It cost only $4 before!
-the consumers will now have to pay an
extra $8 fiat rate just to pay their ac-
counts.

Mr Sodemnan: Is not this a symptom of
something else? Are you not forgetting
something? Your Current leader said that
with Inflation you have to raise admnis-
trative costs, otherwise how do you cover
the increase?

Mr DAVIES: I am talking merely about
the way the Government raises money and
its total scheme. The Government is not
prepared to be honest about these charges.
This is the same as a housewife being
told by one of the stores that she will
have to pay $2 to have a $1 item delivered.

The only way which is likely to stop
additional surcharges will be the in-
position of Income tax by the States.

The States will say simply, "We will
need $X million this year, so you will
pay a certain number of cents In the
dollar as income tax and we will spread
that around." That Is really the only
way the Government can do it. We
will pay the same amount of tax to
the Australian Government, because that
Government is committed to pay the money
back to the States. There will be no
reduction in the amount of income tax
which we pay to the Australian Govern-
ment but we will have the imposition of a
second tax. We will submit only the one
form, and this will be convenient in that
we will be saved the cost of a postage
stamp. The Western Australian Govern-
ment will say to the taxpayers, "As well
as what you pay to the Australian Gov-
erment we want so much." It Is only in
this way that we will be saved the addi-
tional charges of which I have spoken.

Mr Sodeman: You are not arguing about
the increased charges but the method by
which they are imposed?

Mr P. V. Jones: I thought we were
talking about a management fee.

Mr DAVIES: I am talking about the
ethics of raising the money, and particu-
larly about the method of raising it. I
do not deny anything the member for
Kalamunda said about the way the legisla-
tion was handled in the House because I
brought here the report of the debate to
quote to members. I do not deny it, and
I do not apologise for it. I do not deny
that an article appeared in 1'he West Aus-
tra lan of the 4th September drawing
attention to the various actions taken by
the State Housing Commission. However,
I am going to say that the significant
part of that article was that the charges
were necessary to provide capital money
from internal sources. This is what the
Minister says-"We want money so we will
get it from you."

Mr P. V. Jones: But did that relate to
this particular matter or all the financial
decisions-rentals and everything else?

Mr DAVIES: This relates to the whole
financial situation.

Mr P. V. Jones: And selling land.
Mr DAVIES: I did say that the State

Housing Commission always sells land at
market value. However, I want to warn
members tonight-and they should not
complain in future that they were not
warned because I am now warning them
-that rents will be reviewed again in Octo-
ber.

When the Minister gives an assurance-
and it is written in the Press release anid
marked in yellow on the copy I have here
-that the $60 fee will be the maximum
fee he seems to imply that he is going
to be the Minister forever and a day and
there will never be any change.

Mr P. V. Jones: I didn't say that at all.
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Mr DAVIES: I said the Minister implied
it.

Mr P. V. Jones: I said this Government'
would not Increase the management fee
within its life.

Mr DAVIES: The life of this Govern-
ment is very short.

Mr Clarke: Who said?
Mr DAVIES: You nit! I san sorry. Mr

Speaker, I apologise and withdraw.
Mr Clarke: Haven't you seen the figures?
Mr DAVIES: Yes, but the member must

appreciate that the life of a Government
ends with an election, and it does not
matter who wins the election, it is still
a new Government, Therefore, the life of
a Government is short, and when the
Minister says the $60 fee will not be in-
creased during the life of this Government
it simply means that it will not be in-
creased before March, or at the very latest,
April of next year. That is the point I
am trying to make. Has the member for
Karrinyup got it?

Mr Clarko: Yes.
Mr DAVIES: Right. I also want to say

there was good reason to suggest that the
legislation went through the Parliament
very speedily. Sure it was introduced Into
the House on the 4th November, and
sure it was not debated until the 11th
November: but on the I11th It went through
all stages in a matter of about 1 ,- minutes.
We may have been at fault in not noticing
that the Bill related to something that
was reported some five weeks earlier. If
we were at fault, we take the blame; but
if we were at fault the Minister was cer-
tainly less than frank in not drawing the
attention of the House to the fact that the
only reason he was introducing the Bill
was so that he could apply the $60 charge
to people who purchased houses before the
1st January, 1974.

In his introductory speech, which Is to
be found on page 4178 of the 1975 Han-
sard, and comprised something less then
25 lines, the Minister made no mention at
all of this. As I said, had he been more
frank with the House I am sure we would
at least have appreciated what was being
done then, and we certainly would not be
debating the matter tonight. When the
Bill got to the other Place the Govern-
ment, if anything, was more frank In re-
spect of an additional clause, but it
certainly did not relate that amendment
back to its real Intention which was, of
course, to Impose this management fee
because the Government found It had no
legislative power to do so at that stage,

I take strong exception to the suggestion
of the Minister that all notifications were
sent out before the Federal election on the
13th December. My first knowledge of this
-and I recall It particularly-was on
Monday, the 15th December when a
woman rang me to say she had Just got
home from work and found the letter In

the mail. My comment at the time was
that the Government had timed it nicely.
She said the letter was dated a week
earlier, but it would not have taken a week
to get from Hay Street East to Bentley.

Mr Nanovich: Probably there was a rise
in postage at that time.

Mr DAVIES: Wait until we get the next
7c rise; that will be a super achievement
on the part of the Fraser Government.

The fact remains that I commented then
that the Government bad lived up to its
standard because only on the Saturday
morning it had released the report of the
commission which had been appointed to
Inquire into pensioners' concessions. I said
the Government had had seven months in
which to release that report, and that I
had asked for it a dozen times. However,
it was released on the morning of the 13th
December-the day of the election.

I clearly remember saying to this lady
that the State Government had timed this
well. She then drew my attention to the
fact that the letter was dated a week
earlier than it was received. I think the
Minister said these letters were all Pre-
pared in September and that they went
out on about the 4th December.

Mr P. V. Jones: They started posting
them on the 5th, the day it appeared in
the Government Gazette.

Mr DAVIES: If they were posted on the
5th December they were illegal, be-
cause according to the motion on the
notice paper the regulation was not Pub-
lished until the 12th December, and that
was the Friday before the election. There-
fore, to have sent them out legally the
Housing Commission should not have
posted them until the 12th December. This
gives the lie to what the Minister said.
Obviously the commission left it to the
12th December-to the very last-and
Probably after that date to send out most
of the letters.

Mr P. V. Jones: What date was that?
Mr DAVIES: The 12th December. The

minister himself said the regulation was
gazetted on the 12th December. which was
the Friday before the election. That Is the
date on which the letters could have been
sent out legally: because the Minister says
although they were prepared in September
advice was received from the Crown Law
Department that the Act had to be
amended. The Minister knew that we sat
in this House and amended the Act solely
to impose a $60 management fee on Per-
sons who bought new houses from the
State Housing Commission before the 1st
January, 1074.

We have heard tonight that some people
can afford to pay it and that others can-
not. Who are we to judge? Why should
we say that everyone should have to Pay
this fee but that If things are bad some
of them do not have to pay? I should
imagine the next thing we can expect is
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something of a similar nature from the
Fraser Government, so that those who en-
joy the benefit of war service loans will be
charged a fee because they pay a fairly
low rate of Interest, and probably the
department concerned Is losing money. If
the reasoning behind the action of the
State Government is logical, then it is
Just as logical for the Commonwealth
Government to do the same.

The Government is imposing a fee on
People and says they have been lucky to
enjoy an Increase in the value of their
homes. Of course, the State Housing Comn-
mission Itself Is doing this. It is selling
houses to tenants who have been In the
houses for 10 years or more and are now in
a position to purchase them; and it Is sell-
ing for $15 000 a house that cost It
$6 000 or $7 000 to build. So the State
Housing Commission Is enjoying capital
appreciation. Why should not others who
took advantage of what was available to
them 10 or 20 years ago also enjoy it?

Mr P, V. Jones: I haven't said they
should not enjoy It.

Mr DAVIES: But the Minister is penal-
Ising them by charging them an extra $60
a year.

Mr P. V. Jones: I indicated tonight this
is a privilege they enjoy by virtue of the
eligibility criteria.

Mr DAVIES: Provided they pay an extra
$60 a Year. So the Minister Is deciding
that they can enjoy privileges as long as
he believes they are fair, and these privi-
leges--

Mr P. V. Jones: If they fall within the
eligibility criteria.

Mr DAVIES: If they fall within those
criteria they enter Into a contract. These
People have budgeted for this contract and
they are entitled to enjoy it.

The member for Kalamunda asks why
should they have this privilege when other
People are paying higher rents. Generally
the persons who fall into the State Housing
Comission bracket are on a low Income.
If some of these suddenly become elevated
and can afford to Pay more, mostly we
find they move out of what they would
then probably deride and call a crummy
State Housing Commission Place and move
into something better. This Is only natural;,
and so we get a group of People who leave
the State Housing Commission houses.

It have to agree with the comment of the
member for IKalamunda that, by and large,
the State Housing Commission has done
a very good job over the Years. The fact
that it has fallen into such a state of
muddlement over the past few years Is
something for which the present Govern-
ment has to answer.

I would really like to ascertain from the
Minister-he was not very clear In his
explanation-just what criteria are used
inl the case of a person seeking relief from
the payment of the $60 fee.

Possibly if a person can convince the
Government he is below a certain eco-
nomic level, and happens to lie about that
or about the money he has in his son's or
daughter's name, he would enjoy some
benefit. Apparently, 180 people are enjoy-
ing some benefits, but the Minister did not
say whether that fact has been totally dis-
regarded, whether they have been com-
pletely exempted or whether they have
been told what a married invalid pensioner
known to me was told; namely, that She
could pay only $1 a month, but that the
other $4 would go on her account and, no
doubt, would attract interest. That person
will finish up paying twice as much as any-
body else.

We do not know the criteria involved,
Somebody has set the criteria, but we do
not know what they are. By Interjection,
the Minister said that some cases came to
him for a decision. That is fair
enough; I do not cavil at that. But some-
body, somewhere, decided under what cir-
cumstances a person would be completely
exempted, if indeed any of the 180 men-
tioned by the Minister here been com-
pletely exempted. We were not told whether
they were wholly or partially exempted.

Mr P. V. Jones: Yes I did.
Mr DAVIES: I do not want to drag this

matter on; I am sure the House is looking
forward to the reply of the member for
Balga. However, I should like to say that
if the Opposition missed this point in the
Bill, we offer no excuses but accept the
blamen. But if we missed it, the M6inister
was less than frank in dealing with the
House. He was obviously quite proud of
what he had done, and was at great pains
tonight to inform us he had announced the
Government's decision to the world by way
of an article in The West Australian. I
repeat now that people should be warned
that rents will be reviewed again in Octo-
ber. Do not say 1 did not tell them.

Mr P. V. Jones: Do not say I did not tell
YOU.

Mr DAVIES: Tils is a fact. The Minister
and I can join together in October and say
that we told people rents were going to be
reviewed in October.

As I say, the Opposition offers no excu-
ses, but the Minister has been less than
frank with the House. As the Bill was in-
troduced for a specific purpose, It could
have been mentioned either here or in an-
other place that, "without this we could not
have done such-and-such a thing'. it
would not have mattered one iota because
the Opposition does not have the numbers
here or in another place to defeat the Bill.
It would have gone through like that, and
all that would have happened Is that the
argument taking place now would have
occurred on that occasion, without the
same acrimony which is taking place now.

To further point out the ineptitude of
the commission, about a month later It
discovered the notice it had published was
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not within the law and it had to Publish
another notice so it could impose the fee
on a monthly basis rather than on an an-
nual basis. That seems to reflect what is
happening at the State Housing Commis-
sion all the tine these days.

The Minister set a bad example in deal-
ing with this Hill and In his answer tonight
to the criticism levelled at him. He has not
told us how the $1.9 million shortfall oc-
curred, what are the criteria for exemption
and which of the 180 people are comple-
tely or Partially exempted. In addition, we
have no evidence of the economics of the
situation. This is a taxing measure which
the Government has been glad to use and
we mcst certainly intend to oppose it.

MR B. T. BURKE (Balga) [11.14 P.m.]:
I am not sure who persuaded the member
for Bunbury to enter tonight's debate, but
I am willing to wager that member wished
he had bitten his tongue because he did
nothing but augment the case the Opposi-
tion had made In favour of the motion
to disallow this regulation.

As with other speakers on that side
of the House, the member for Bunbury
dwelt at great length on the Opposition's
failure to discern the true meaning of
the amendment to the State Housing Act
and to discern and expose the effects of
the amendment and the subsequent regu-
lations which imposed a charge upon many
people in this State. But, as was pointed
out quite eloquently by speakers from
this side of the House, the Opposition was
to some extent misled by the Minister.

Mr Sibson: That is not true.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister told the
then shadow Minister for Housing that
this matter was a Purely Procedural one.
However, tonight's debate at least has
shown that if this measure is anything.
it Is certainly not procedural. Neverthe-
less, I am sure You will agree with me,
Mr Speaker, when I say the contribution
by the member for Hunbury to tonight's
debate will make very pleasant reading
for those people In his electorate who are
purchasing homes from the State Housing
Commission.

Mr Sibson: It is no different from what
I said at the Public meeting.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The member for
Kalamunda dwelt at great length on the
position of one of his constituents living
in a caravan, and the difficulty he was
experiencing in obtaining accommodation
for that Person. However, his remarks
were not pertinent to tonight's debate
and had very little bearing on anything
else mentioned by previous speakers.

He also spent considerable time criti-
cising the Opposition for what he said
was its failure to act properly when the
aimendment was first proposed. His con-
tribution was singularly notable for Its

absence of any real substance with re-
gard to what is really at issue tonight;
namely, the amendment to the State
Housing Act which changed the regula-
tions and resulted in a management fee
being imposed on purchasers of State
homes.

I do not blame the member for Kala-
munda for skirting around those issues
because from his point of view it is a
fairly unwinnable argument. Th a nut-
shell, it can be summed up in this way:
Which of us in this House would agree
to the Proposition that after having pur-
chased a motorcar from a motor dealer.
and signing documents to that effect, the
dealer should be permitted subsequently
to increase our commitment in relation
to that vehicle? The answer is clearly
that not one of us would agree to the
imposition of any such Increase.

Mr Sodeman: What a ridiculous anal-
ogy!

Mr B. T. BURKE: In the existing situa-
tion, the State Housing Commission and
this Government were unable to increase
the commitment of those people purchas-
Ing State Housing Commission homes
without changing the law. That is the
length to which this Government went. It
changed the law to permit it to change
contracts. Who in his right mind would
have envisaged 20 years ago when signing
a contract with the State Housing Com-
mission that any Government would allow
and encourage the commission to evade its
responsibilities, to change the law and
to sidestep the contractual agreements
which had been signed by both parties?

When we move on to the Minister's
contribution we see it is really a rather
sad affair, because we have a Minister
for Housing representing a country elec-
torate attempting to grapple with prob-
lems which are essentially metropoltan
in nature.

Housing will prove to be the Achilles'
heel and downfall of this Government,
because no Government can attempt to
grapple succesfufly with the problems of
housing by using a Minister based in the
country, obsessed with country problems
and oriented entirely to their solution.
The performance of the Minister in this
case shows quite clearly that he Is unable
even to explain satisfactorily what has
happened.

I should like to draw to the attention
of members the following Points: We
heard the Minister say that the notices
were dated in September, but could not
be sent because it would be illegal to do
so due to the fact that the regulations
had not been advertised in the Govern-
mnent Gazette. The Minister said the
notices had to be delayed, and were
eventually sent out on the 5th December.

However, as the member for Victoria
Park so ably pointed out, It was as
Illegal to send them out on the 5th
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December as it would have been on the
18th September. Why did not the Min-
ister authorise the distribution of the
notices during September?

Mr P. V. Jones: I told you why I did
not.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The truth of the
matter is that the notices were not sent
out until after the Federal election, held
on the 13th December.

Not only was that the case but also
this Minister said that the notices were not
sent out in September because the regu-
lations had not been properly advertised.
He then said they were sent on the 5th
December despite the fact that they still
had not been advertised.

Mr P. V. Jones: I did not say that they
were detained because they had not been
properly advertised. I said it was because
the Crown Law Department had advised
that an amendment would be necessary.
You are suggesting that all the members
of the Housing Commission in that de-
partment delayed the mailings until after
the Federal election.

Mr Hartrey: When was it gazetted?
Mr B. T. BURKE: It was gazetted on

the 12th December, No matter how the
minister tries to evade the point quite
clearly the reason that he has advanced
for not sending out the notices during
September was as compelling on the 5th
December as it was during September;
and yet he maintains that they were sent
on the 5th December. The Minister has
quite clearly failed to explain satisfac-
torily the step that has been taken. He
has quite clearly failed to explain why
some people should pay more than others
with respect to this fee. He has quite
clearly failed to explain why the section
of the community upon whom this fee is
being levied should be treated unequally.
He has failed to explain the future of this
charge as It will affect thousands of pur-
chase home buyers. He has failed to ex-
plain the limits for the exemptions that
are being applied for, by those who seek
them. Hie has failed to explain the dis-
crepancy in the dating of the notices that
were sent to people.

An Interesting sidelight on that subject
is that these notices were sent out at a
time which allowed people who would
face the commitment just two weeks to
make their first payment. over the busy
Christmas period the Minister delayed
notification brntil a date which allowed
them only two weeks to find the money
and to make their first Payment. Deny
it if he will, that is the truth.

Mr F. V. Jones: You are saying that
I delayed it deliberately because of that?

Wr B. T. BURKE: I said that the Min-
ister's delaying of the notices resulted
in people facing these commitments hav-
ing just two weeks over the busy Christ-
mas period in which to find the money

to pay the bill. The harshest firm In
Private enterprise allows 30 days to Pay,
but not the State Housing Commission
under this Minister. It is no wonder that
the Minister has exhibited some discom-
fiture because he has failed entirely to
explain his actions. He has not apolo-
gised for them in any way and he has
certainly not outlined a situation that
people can see to be fair and just.

Members who have listened to this de-
bate have no option but to support the
motion that will -disallow the regulation
and will tell the Minister that a contract
entered into in good faith by two parties
cannot be Interfered with by a Govern-
ment and should not be interfered with
by a Government. it Is all very well to
change the law and to blame innocent par-
ties for the failure of Governments prop-
erly to predict future financial stresses and
strains, but people who 20 years ago signed
a contract to Purchase a State Housing
Commission home do not deserve to be
treated in such a shabby fashion. This
Minister has certainly failed to justify
his actions. I urge all members to sup-
port the motion.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result.

Mr Batema
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. 1). Evans
Mr Fletceher

Mr Blalkie
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grawar
Mr P. V, Jones
Mr Mopharlia
Mr Nenovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old

Ayes
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Barnett
Mr Taylor
Mr Harman
Mr T. D. Evens
Mr May
Mr Jamieson

AyVes-15
Mr Hartrey
Mr T. B. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore

Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Mailer

(TC.Ier)

Noes-22
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Ur Rusiflon
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mrx Ciarko

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr Watt
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Young
Mr Laurence
Sir Charles Court
Mr Mensaroft

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

RURAL HOUSING (ASSISTANCE) BIL
Second Reading

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister
for Housing) [11.28 p.m.J: I move--

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

The manner In which farmers can be
assisted to obtain home finance has been
a problem which has been the concern
of Government for a number of years.
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The conventional forms of obtaining hous-
ing finance have been found to be un-
satisfactory, mainly on account of many
farmers being unable to provide acceptable
security to lending institutions.

It was obvious to the Government that
if farmers were to be assisted In some
way to overcome this difficulty, it was
necessary to evolve and introduce new
methods of approach to the problem.

Extensive research has been carried out
and it Is considered that the measures
contained in this Bill will now enable
a great number of farmers to satisfy the
security requirements of the various lend-
ing institutions and assist in alleviating
their housing problems.

In taking these new initiatives the
Government has had regard to the need
to assist the farming community, bearing
in mind that rural production has been one
of the main elements in creating our
present economic strength. Having re-
gard also to the variable income situations
experienced by farmers brought about by
the wide range of seasonal factors and
the vicissitudes of international demand
for farm products, it was necessary to
evolve a scheme to assist the farmer to
obtain housing finance and yet ensure
that the traditional methods of financing
farming operations were preserved and
not jeopardised.

It was also recognised that a farmer
should have more than one avenue of
borrowing, and that the sources of home
finance available to him should be exten-
ded, so that in his selection of a home
financing institution the options available
are more in line with those of urban home
buyers.

To provide these options the Govern-
ment has adapted the concept which will
encourage recognised home finance insti-
tutions to participate under the cover of
mortgage insurance or State Government
guarantee.

The scheme is designed to assist and
encourage the traditional home financing
institutions to make advances to farmers
to finance the erection of an adequate
dwelling, or upgrade an existing dwelling
on their farms and, where necessary, to
assist approved farmers to meet the re-
payments on their homes by the mixture
of a proportion of low-interest money into
their loans in a ratio which is subject to
periodic review.

The Bill provides for the creation of a
rural housing authority which will consist
of four members, all of whom will combine
experience in housing, rural finance, and
farm management. It is intended that the
authority will receive auplications from
farmers seeking home finance and will
screen the applications having regard to
the farmer's housing need and financial
Position, the viability of his property, and
any other factors which may be peculiar
to an applicant's circumstances.

Any applicant deemed worthy of assis-
tance will be provided with a certificate
by the authority, which will set out the
terms and conditions under which the
authority will support a loan which may
be granted.

The farmer will present this certificate
to any lending institution that has pre-
viously made application to, and been
approved by the Minister to be an approved
lending institution for the Purposes of the
Act. It shall be incumbent upon a farmer
to whom a certificate has teen issued to
make every endeavour to obtain mortgage
insurance to cover the proposed loan. If
the approved lending institution satisfies
the authority that it has not been possible
for the farmer to obtain mortgage insur-
ance, and it indicates it is prepared to
make an advance to the farmer on the
terms and conditions set out in the cer-
tificate provided it will be indemnified by
the State against loss incurred by it in
respect of the advance, the authority may
then authorise the approved lending insti-
tution to make the advance. The security
for the advance shall be as agreed between
the lending institution and the authority
and is to be the most appropriate in the
circumstances.

Apart from the provisions to indemnify
private funds against loss, provision also
exists in the Hill for the authority to
obtain funds for the purposes of the Act.
It is envisaged that such funds could be
moneys provided under the Commonwealth
and State housing agreement, moneys
borrowed by the issue and sale of deben-
tures, or moneys obtained from any other
lawful source.

It is the Government's intention to press
for an amendment to the Commonwealth
and States Housing Agreement Act to
enable low-interest moneys to be made
available under that Act specifically for
use by the authority.

It is proposed that, where an application
is received from a farmer deemed worthy
of assistance but whose circumstances will
preclude him from meeting the repayment
of an advance at current mortgage Interest
rates, the authority may advance, if such
funds are available, an amount of low-
interest money to the approved lending
institution which would add to this amount
that amount necessary to bring the hous-
ing advance up to the amount certified
by the authority as being the ceiling of
cost of the house for the approved farmer.

The blending of the funds from the two
sources will reduce the repayment Instal-
ment on the total advance to a figure
which is within the farmer's capacity to
pay. Any moneys advanced to an approved
lending institution by the authority, in
this manner, shall be secured by a deben-
ture in such terms as the authority requires.
In all cases where low-interest money has
been injected Into a farmer's advance, the
farmer's circumstances will be the subject
of periodic review in common with normal
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financing institutions, and the amount of
low-interest money adjusted should the
authority deem it necessary to do so.

In addition to making advances to
achieve a mix of funds for the purpose of
reducing the Interest rate overall,' the
authority will be able to make direct loans
of low-interest funds where it is proven
that an approved farmer needs special
support for such period as Is deemed neces-
sary to bring his overall position to the
stage where he can cope with ordinary
repayment or mix of funds repayment
obligations.

The Bill limits assistance to a farmer
who intends to use the dwelling house, the
subject of his application, as a home for
himself and his dependants. The applicant
must be the holder of the fee simple of
the land or the lessee under a conditional
purchase or pastoral appraisal under the
Land Act.

The farmer must also be a person whose
sole or principal activity is the carrying
on of farming operations on his land.

It is believed that the new Ideas to be
introduced will cover not only farmers who
are operating in the new lands areas but
also those in the older established areas
where there are many dwellings requiring
upgrading or replacement.

The scheme as evolved and Indicated Is
solely for the purpose of enabling a farmer
to obtain housing finance to provide accomn-
modation for himself and his dependants.

The Government is aware of the further
need to assist farmers in the provision of
housing for farm employees, but considers
that the provision of housing for the
fanner himself, particularly those in the
new lands areas, is of prime and prior imu-
portance.

It Is the Government's intention to re-
examine the situation at a future date
when consideration will be given to the
housing of farm employees.

The legislation being introduced Is in-
novative, imaginative, and unique amongst
all legislation currently on the Statute
books of the Commonwealth and the other
States. it Is the result of a considerable
amount of discussion and research, and
given the financial support it deserves
will do much to ensure that a section of
the community, previously denied access
to home loan finance, will In future enjoy
this privilege.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

B. T. Burke.

EDUCATION ACT AMENDMENT DIOLL
Second Reading

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
for Labour and Industry) [11.38 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This very small item of proposed legisla-
tion has been Introduced with one single
purpose in mind-to protect the rights of
teachers previously employed by the West-
ern Australian Pre-School Board, and who
have recently become employed by the
Education Department.

A number of the pre-school teachers
who lately transferred to the Education
Department through the incorporation of
their centres were members of a super-
annuation scheme operated by the board
in conjunction with the AMP Society. As
it now stands the Education Act does not
empower the Minister for Education to
enter into arrangements with the trustees
of this superannuation scheme on behalf
of teachers employed by the department.
At present these teachers will be obliged
to withdraw from the fund, and In so
doing will suffer disabilities which may be
quite severe in some cases.

This Bill seekis to have special provision
Included In the principal Act to empower
the Minister, with the approval of the
Treasurer, to participate in the Nre-School
Board superannuation scheme and to
make such contributions as may be neces-
sary to ensure the adequate protection of
transferring teachers' rights.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

Bryce.
House adiourned at 11239 p.m.

ICV!misathwr (Trnnt
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The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
ELECT-ORAL

Inequality of Votes
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT. to the Min-
ister for Justice:
(1) Is the Minister aware that union

elections currently embody the
one-vote-one-value principle, so
that a unionist in the Kimberley,
for example, has a vote equal in
value to that of a unionist in
Perth?

(2) Does the Government intend to
ensure in any legislation concern-
ing union elections that each
unionist in the Kimberley will get
15 votes to each one vote of a
Perth unionist?

(3) If not, and to be consistent, will
the Minister give an undertaking
on behalf of the Government to
amend the Electoral Districts Act


