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I do not propose to add anything fur-
ther. I have not offered any personal
view. I have endeavoured to state fairly
the information from the official files, and
I believe that members, upon reading it,
will believe we have endeavoured to state
it in logical sequence on behalf of the
Minister concerned. I am not going to get
involved In trying to set myself up as
judge and jury in the matter, hecause I
do not think it is competent for me to do
so. T have made what I helieve to he a
conscientious statement on the position.
I belleve -there has been confusion in the
minds of some people as to what is really
being considered; the question of inno-
cence was not established.

Mr. Jamieson: The question of guilt was
not established, either.

Mr. COURT: 1 think the fact that a
retrial was offered and refused speaks for
itself. I believe, as far as one can Assess
from a reading of the papers, that at that
point in time Mr. Gouldham felt relieved
that counsel had managed to achieve this
result for him. The Crown was not press-
ing for a retrial because he had served
his sentence—there was a long lapse—and
at that moment, if one can guess what was
in the man’s mind, he was relieved at the
decision.

It would have been much better if the
matter had heen left at that point when
the conviction had been quashed.

Mr, Jamieson: It wauld not have har-
assed the Government, anyway.

Mr. COURT: That is not the point,
Governments are here to be harassed; that
is part of our great democratic system. I
believe that whoever handled this matter
for Mr. Gouldham has done him an in-
justice, Instead of letting it rest at the
point at which it was intended to rest.
I oppase the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr.
Jamieson,

House adjourned at 10.26 p.m.

Legislative Tounril

Thursday, the 29th October, 1970

The PRESIDENT (The Hon, L, C, Diver)
took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS (2): ON NOTICE
1. NITROGENOUS FERTILISERS
Tariff
The Hon. N. McNEILL, to the Minister
for Mines:

(1) Has the Government any detalled
information on press repor{ from
Canberra that Customs Tarlff

Duty on nitrogenous fertilisers will
cease during next month?

(2) If the report is correct, is it
known whether the lifting of the
duty will bring about—

(a) a reductlon in the price to
primary producers;

(b) any change in the level of
bounty at present payable
and

(c) any alteration In output of
Western Australian fertiliser
works?

(3) Assuming the report to bhe cor-
rect, does the Minister agree that
it is a very significant decision
which directly, and by implication,
could have considerable effect on
cost-savings in Western Australian
agriculture?

(4} As there are reports of world sur-
pluses of nitrogenous chemicals
from major industrial plants, will
the Government make representa-
tions to the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment for reconsideration of the
provisions of the law relating to
the “dumped price” of nitrogenous
chemicals and fertilisers?

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH replied:

(1) to (3) The payments which are

to cease next month are tempor-
ary bounties of $16 per ton  on
ureg manhufacture and $8 per ton
on sulphate of ammonia. These
are not duties nor are they related
to the subsidy of $80 per ton of
nitrogen contained in fertilisers
sold in Australia.
Western Australian manufacture
of nitrogenous fertilisers and am-
monisa has never received the
manufacturing bounty. Price
changes are not expected to fol-
low the cessation of the bounty.

(4) No action is considered necessary
at present.

RAILWAY EMPLOYEES
Collie

The Hon., T. O. PERRY, to the Min-

ister for Mines:

(1) What will be the immediate re-
duction in staff in all sections aprd
grades of railway workers in Col-
lie, after dieselisation?

(2) What Is the estimated reduction
in staff by 19732

(3) Is it the intention of the Railways
Department to operate diesels
from Bunbury to Collie and return,
and from Narrogin through to
Bunbury?

(4) Will Collle become only a crew
changing depot?

(5) With the existing facilities already
established at Collie at a cost of
approximately $4,000,000, will con-
sideration be given to establshing
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8 major repair depot with diesels
statloned at, and operating from,
Collie, with the view of giving the
Reailways Department a far greater
coverage for the future potential
of the Collie district?

‘The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH replied:

(1) and (2) These matters are cur-
rently belng investigated and the
honourable member will be advised
as quickly as possible,

Yes.

Yes.

Consideration has been given to
such a proposal but creation of a
major repair depot at Collie In-
volving further capital expendi-
ture could not be justified In view
of the extensive repair facilities
already existing at Midland and
other depots.

(3}
(4)
(5)

NATIONAL TRUST OF AUSTRALIA
(W.A.) ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 28th October.

THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposi-
tion) [2.38 p.m.l: I think the key word
in this Bill is “covenant.” In quoting from
The Australian Commercial Dictionary at
page 102, a brief interpretation of that
word reads—

covehant. A covenant is a clause in a
deed whereby a person engages in
terms, or in effect, that a certain
thing is true or has or has mnot
been done, or shall or shall not be
done.

That word is the basis of the Bill, which
seeks to amend the Act of 1964. The meas-
ure seeks to add a new section 21A to the
parent Act. In principle, this will not
confer any new power. Therefore, it is a
provision that will create flexibility within
the ambit of the activities of the National
Trust. From what I can observe the Bill
will not be peculiar to this State, because
it is based on the advice of the legal
advisers to the National Trust of Australia,
To be specific T think it was as a result
of the conference in Melbourne in 1968.
I believe that in the interests of uniformity
similar legislation will be operative
throughout all the other States of Aus-
tralia in the course of time.

I do not propose to go any further in
discussing the Bill. I could possibly en-
large on the history of the National Trust
and its development, to indicate that
from an original grant of, I think, $4,500
per annum from the Government, the
amount has been increased to $10,000 per
annum. This indicates the respect and
appreciation for the work that is being
done by the trust. Under all these simple
circumstances I support the Bill,
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THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropoli-
tan) [2.41 p.m.]: The object of this legisla-
tion, as has already bheen indicated by the
Minister, is to enable people who wish to
do so to restrict the use, the planning, or
the development of their land in such a way
as to give to the National Trust, on behalf
of the public of Western Australia, certain
benefits or rights over their land. Of
course, this is a voluntary act on the part
of the owner of the land. He is not obliged
or compelled to do anything; but if of his
own volition he wishes to do so he can
voluntarily impose a restriction on his land.

He can at this stage do this in favour
of his next-door neighbour, or in favour
of some other person in the vicinity who
happens to own some land. Therefore the
owner of land who happens to enjoy a par-
ticular position—say the land is adjacent
to & coastline or to a river—may, if he so
wishes, restrict the height of the buildings
which he himself may erect or which any
successor in title from him may erect on
the land.

We have many examples of this around
the Swan River, There have been many
subdivisions of land along the banks of
the river where the owners have, perhaps,
taken the front blocks of the subdivisions
and imposed a restriction on the height to
which they can build, so that they can
readily sell the remaining blocks ang so
that the people who acquire those blocks
can enjoy the view.

What s proposed in the Bill is that the
owner of land will now be able o grant
such restriction in favour of the National
Trust, which does not own land in the
vicinity. It must be borne in mind that
one of the conditions on which a person
can restrict the use of his land is that he
can only restrict it, tf he wishes to tie up
future owners, in favour of other people
who own land in the vicinity. He can, of
course, grant a covenant in favour of any-
one who does not own land in the vicinity,
but this is only for the benefit of that
particular person; and no subsequent owner
of this land may have the covenant en-
forced against him. So, if a person wishes
to tie up his land in perpetuity, and to
restrict its use he must give a covenant in
favour of someone who owns land in the
neighbourhood.

That was the common law of England,
and it is part of the common law of West-
ern Australia, It will not be found in any
Statute; it is a result of decided cases over
the years, one of the first of which was
the case of Tulk versus Moxhay in 1808.
Subsequently there have been a number of
other cases which placed the matter be-
yond doubt that a person must own the
adjacent land if he is to have the bene-
fit of a restrictive covenant.

A restrictive covenant is very similar to
an easement, but it is a kind of negative
easement. An easement is a positive right,
a right-of-way or some similar right;
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wheress a restrictive covenant is a negative
right. It must not only be negative in form,
but also negative in character in restricting
the use of the building, or in some way re-
stricting the use of the land and its en-
Joyment,

Sometimes this has the effect of de-
pressing the value of land which is the
subject of a restrictive covenant; so, it is
an act of public-spiritedness if somebody
voluntarily creates a restriction over his
land in favour of the National Trust. In
England—and I also believe in Australia—
people have been willing to do this.

The common law position in England
was altered in 1937 when section 8 of the
National Trust Act provided just such a
provision as we find In the Bill before us,
This Bill is almost identical with the pro-
visions of the United Kingdom legislation.
As I say, the common law position was
amended so that the National Trust in
England—on which our own Australian
National Trusts are founded—could enjoy
the benefit of restrictive covenants without
owning any land in the vicinity.

Of course, the National Trust itself
must agree also, and a provision to this
effect is included in the Bill. The National
Trust has to agree, because it cannot be
expected to take the benefit of every
covenant. A covenant may be one which
is not of any interest to the National
Trust. Obviously, a covenant must be
within the objects, the powers, and the
purposes of the National Trust itself,
otherwise the trust would undoubtedly de-
cline to accept it.

If the National Trust does accept a
covenant then the covenant takes the form
of an agreement which the owner of the
land makes, and in which he undertakes
not to use the land in certain ways. The
types of restrictions which he imposes on
his land are such as the following:—

1, No act or thing shall be done or
placed or permitted to remain
upon the land which shall injure
prejudice affect or destroy the
natural aspect and condition of
the land.

2. No building shall at any time be
erected or allowed to remain upon
any part of the land.

3. No mine or guarry shall be opened
or worked upon any part of the
land.

4. No timber trees or underwood shall
be felled topped lopped or cut
save in accordance with the usual
methods of forestry.

The owner does not have to impose all
those restrictions; he could impose any one
of them, or vary them to the nth degree.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: How often do
you think this would apply?
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The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: Not very
frequently.

The Hon, W. F. Willesee: Once in a life-
time.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF': Nevertheless
it will be available to anyone who is pre-
pared to make use of it. In addition to im-
posing the restrictions I have just men-
tioned the owner of land may permit it
to be used for other purposes. For ex-
ample, he may insert a clause to provide
that nothing in this restriction shall pre-
vent the cultivation of the land or any
part thereof in the ordinary course of
agriculiure husbandry or forestry, or in
accordance with the custom of the country,
ete. He can make an infinite number of
variations in such a covenant to sult him-
self and the National Trust.

I consider, therefore, that although—as
has been indicated by Mr., Willesee—the
number of times when this method is
adopted might be limited, nevertheless it
does serve a very useful purpose to have
such legislation.

The Hon. W. P. Willesee: I did not sug-
gest otherwise.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I am sorry.
I thought the honourable member was
suggesting that it would not be used fre-
quently.

The Hon, W. F. Willesee: I was saying
in essence that you were elaborating a
lot on something which might happen very
infrequently.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: This has
been used quite frequently in the United
Kingdom, but how often it will be used in
Western Australia remains to be seen. I
think the Bill does illustrate a number of
matters. It provides an illustration of the
common law having to be amended by
Statute; and it provides an illustration of
achieving a public purpose voluntarily
without resumptions. I think we are all
too prone tn believe that the only way
that public rights can be preserved is by
resumptions.

This measure will provide s means of
achieving something by voluntary arrange-
ment. It also illustrates the problem of
environment protection, which is a cur-
rent one, and how it extends into realms
other than might at first be thought pos-
sible. It also illustrates that the Govern-
ment has accepted that progress sometimes
consists of encouraging restrictions on cer-
tain land for good reason, rather than de-
veloping that land.

I believe Western Australia is the first
State in Australia to adopt this legislation,
and whilst it is likely that the other States
will also adopt it, I think the Government
is to be congratulated for having taken
this step and having decided to introduce
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this legislation and make Western Aus-
tralia the first State in Australia to adopt
it. I therefore support the Bill.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

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

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by
The Hon. L. A. Logan (Minister for Local
Government), and passed.

CRIMINAL INJURIES
(COMPENSATION) BILL

Third Reading

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan—Minister for Justice) (2.54
pm.); I move—

That the Bill he now read a third

time.

Before I ask the House to agree to the
third reading of the Bill I wounld like to
fuifill an undertaking I gave to Mr. Ron
Thompson last night that I would have a
look at one or two particular phases be-
cause I was not certain of the correctness
of the answers that I gave him.

While discussing clause 5 of the Bill Mr.
Ron Thompson inguired as to whether an
amount of compensation ordered by the
court would be paid to the dependants of
a person injured critninally who died be-
fore the claim was ledged. In replying I
expressed the view that in the circum-
stances I did not think his estate would
benefit, and having made further inquir-
ies I am satisfied that the information I
gave last night, to that extent, was correct.

I would add that the purpose of this
legislation is to offer, as I have already
said, some personal compensation to the
injured person. The Bill dges not purport
to go any further than that, at least at
this stage.

Another query raised by Mr. Ron
Thompson was along similar lines, and he
presented the circumstances of an appli-
cant dying after he had submitted a
claim, but before the Under-Treasurer
had made payment of compensation.
Again, the answer would be that no com-
pensation is payable to dependants. Under
this legislation dependants are not en-
titled to benefit from compensation when
the injured person dies. The title of the
Bill itself, in fact, is explicit in the use
of the words—

. . . for the payment in certain cir-
cumstances of compensation to per-
sons who suffer injury . . .

Another aspect raised by Mr. Ron Thomp-
son concerned the person who, under the
provisions of paragraph (b) of subclause
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(1), could be regarded as being entitled
to recover damages from the offending
party. The honourabie member then gave
an example of a maximum award of
$2,000 under the legislation. He mentioned
the fact that the applicant may have re-
ceived & sum of $100 from some social
service contribution. Perhaps I can best
answer the query by way of illustration.

The point raised by Mr. Ron Thomp-
son was that the injured party might not
be mentally it to take action to recover
the money. Consequently, Mr. Thompson
asked whether the amount of compensa-
tion—say $2,000—ordered by the court, less
the sum of $100 received for sickness
benefits, could be further reduced by
$1,000—using the honourable member’s
own figure—presumably recoverable by
legal process. The answer to that query is
to be found in clause 9 of the Bill which
provides for the subrogation to the under-
secretary of the injured persan’s rights.

In practice this will enable the injured
person to be compensated by the Crown
to the extent that the legislation permits,
while at the same time transferring to the
under-secretary the injured person’s right
of recovery of damages in law from the
offending party. This might well cover the
circumstances outlined by Mr. Ron Thomp-
son of the inability of the offending party
to pay. The subrogation of the right to
the under-secretary might well not be-
come effective until the man who was re-
sponsible for the injury—that is, the of-
fending party—gets himself into a finan-
cial position where the under-secretary
may be able to recover. In short, the in-
jured person does not get it both ways.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I appreciate
that.

The Hon. A. . GRIFFITH: The Crown
pays the amount of compensation and in
return the injured person subrogates his
right to the under-secretary who may, in
turn, recover from the offending person if
at some future time that offending person
—the party who committed the offence—
was in better financial circumstances and,
in fact, the money could be recovered
from him.

The Hon, R. Thompson: That is not guite
the point I was making. I gave a three-
level structure on this point. The $100
would be automatically taken out of the
payment, but would the under-secretary
assess that another $1,000 could be recov-
ered, and deduct that amount also?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If it was
recovered?

The Hon. R. Thompson: No, if the under-
secretary considered it ecould be recovered.

The Hon. A. ¥. GRIFFITH: If he con-
sidered it could be recovered then, of
course, it could be recovered or, at least, an
attempt could be made to recover it.
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The Hon. R. Thompson: This is only a
consideration,

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: If it was
proved it could not be recovered. There
would he an assessment of the facts at the
time and the offending person would either
have the ability to pay, or would not have
the ability to pay. That is determined at
the time,

The Hon. BR. Thompson: I appreciate the
reply, but I think this is a clause that will
have to be more closely looked at.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I stated last
night that it was intended this legislation
would have a small beginning. It is an
entirely new field of social legislation, and
I think it is desirable that such things
should have humble beginnings—if that is
the appropriate phrase—or small begin-
nings—perhaps that would be more appro-
priate. We will watch the legislation in
operation and if experience shows that im-
provements can be made then improve-
ments should be made.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Fair enough.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: 1 would like
to leave the matter at that and trust the
explanation I have given satisfies the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 28th Cctober.

THE HON. J. DOLAN (South-East
Metropolitan) [3.02 pm.l: 1 commence
my remarks by saying that I support the
Bill and would like firstly to refer to a
sentence the Minister used in his second
reading speech, He said the principal Act
is overdue for reprinting. My comment on
that is that it is the parliamentary under-
statement of the vear.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: It is out of print.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: In order to under-
stand the Bill properly I first of all went
to the library to seek a calendar of the
University of Western Australia. I was
seeking certain information but, to my as-
tonishment, I found there was only one
calendar of the University of Western Aus-
tralia in the library and that was for the
year 1965. Yet, at the same time, I could
see the calendars of the University of
Sydney for every year, including 1970, with
a supplement.

I would think that it is only a gquestion
of reminding the university to send us a
copy of its calendar each year so that those
calendars can be placed in the library.
After all, we make a statutory grant of
$500,000 a year to the university so surely
a calendar each year would not be too
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much to expect. However, I feel it is only
a matter of reminding the university and it
will keep itself up to the mark in this re-
spect. When we want information such as
this I believe it should be available to us
for our research.

I thought then that probably there
might be a number of members in the
House who would not know how the uni-
versity operates. By saying that I do not
mean to imply that members are not doing

" their homework but that a number of

them may not know the set-up at the uni-
versity. If we start at the beginning we have
to talk about the senate, which is the
governing body of the university. This Biil
deals to some extent with the membership
of the senate and therefore I believe we
should know something about it; about
those who combrise if, what their duties
are, and so on.

The head of the senate is the chan-
cellor. This is an honorary post of great
distinction in the community and the
holder of that office is generally an out-
standing citizen. He is elected by the sen-
ate, or the council, and he acts as the
chairman. He presides on all ceremonial
occasions—for instance, at ceremonies
when degrees are being awarded, and so
on. The present occupant is a most dis-
tinguished citizen in the person of the
Chief Justice (Sir Lawrence Jackson). He
has a deputy, or pro-chancellor and, in this
case, it ijs the Under-Treasurer (Kenneth
Joseph Townsing)., As there is a refer-
ence to him later on in one of the clauses
of the measure I propose to have a few
words to say about his work when I
ahalyse that situation.

The vice-chancellor is probably the most
important man so far as the administra-
tion of the university is cohcerned, He is
the business manager, and the present
occupant of that position is Sir Stanley
Prescott, I should like to gquote from J. D.
Millet, the President of the Miami Uni-
versity, Ohio, who gave the following out-
fine of an ideal vice-chancellor-—

The key figure or persenality in uni-
versity administration is the vice-
chancellor. The weight of his responsi-
bilities is awesome indeed. He must
possess all the virtues, but above all
else he must be the constant protector
and defender of the institution, If he
cannot raise more money than his pre-
decessor, if he has not built new build-
ings, if he has not increased faculty
salaries, and if he has not done all
this while maintaining an atmosphere
of peace and harmony among members

of council, faculty, students, and
graduates then his regime has been a
failure.

The vice-chancellor prepares the business
paper for all meetings of the senate. He
has to take the leading part in debates
because he is the person who is expected
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to have all the answers. In addition, he
has to implement the decisions that are
made by the senate. Also, he must be an
educator and he must take the lead in
the community in educational thought
and planning. I would suggest that when
new degrees are being created—particu-
larly honorary degrees—this is one officer,
or one holder of a senate office, who could
be given. the honorary degree of master of
public relations. I could not imagine any
person in the community who would be
more justly entitled to if.

The next section I propose to refer to
briefly is Convocation. OQf course, there
are convocations associated with the
church and with various universities. 1
think the expression originated at Oxford
and it is really an assembly of graduates.
In this particular case it is always pre-
sided over by the warden, and the present
warden is a distinguished member of the
legal professionr in our city, John Gillett.

The university, of course, handles a
great deal of money. Its total income in
1968—these are the latest figures I can
find—was over $8,000,000 and, of course,
that is big money for any organisation to
be handling in a year.

Let me give the history of the university
briefly. The Act was passed in 1911 and in
1913 the university commenced to oper-
ate in Irwin Street. T can remember see-
fng the old buildings of the university.

The Hon. F. D. Willmott: They were of
galvanised iron.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: They were situ-
ated where the R.S.L. building now stands
and they extended to where the
Children’s Court building now is. The old
university was situated on that corner
and consisted mainly of buildings built
with galvanised iron, as Mr. Willmott
has stated. However, among the foun-
dation professors were . some of the
most notable figures in the intellectual
world. For example, there was Professor
Murdoch, who was professor of English,
His name is referred to in the next Bill we
are to discuss, the Murdoch University
Planning Board Bill. There was Professor
Ross, Professor Tattersall, and numerous
others. They were all men of ouistanding
ability in their particular faculties.

At present the senate has 22 members
and after this Bill becomes law that num-
ber will be increased to 25. Four hew mem-
bers are to be added, and that would take
the number from 22 to 26: however, one
member is to be removed, so the number
will be reduced to 25. The member who
will be removed from the senate as a re-
syult of one of the clauses in this Bill is
the Under-Treasurer. I notice that in an-
other place the Premier referred to the
excellent work done by Mr. Townsing—and
so did our Minister here in his second
reading speech—and also by his predeces-
sor, Sir Alexander Reid. A large number
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of Under-Treasurefs over the years have
sat on the senate and I would say a word

of praise is due to all of them for the mag-
nificent work they have done.

Mr. Townsing has acted as the pro-
chancellor and in the absence of the chan-
cellor he would preside over meetings and
guide the destiny of the senate. In view
of the comments that were pessed in an-
other place and in this place about the
magnificent work done by those men, I
am beginning to doubt—and this is the
only doubt I have in connection with the
Bill—whether the provision to remove the
Under-Treasurer should remain in the
measure. The Under-Treasurer is probably
50 busy that he finds he has insufficient
time to perform the duties associated with
this office. However, he could have a de-
puty who could keep his finger on the
pulse and give the senate the benefit of
the Under-Treasurer’s valuable financial
ability and experience.

The four new members who are to be
appointed to the senate may be placed into
two categories. Two are to come from the
academic staff, and this seems to me to be
a move that was long averdue, At the pre-
sent time that staff has two representa-
tives on the senate. In 1944 there were
two academic staff representatives and
the student enrolment was 833. Today
nearly 8,000 students are enrolled at the
university. In 1944 there were 43 aca-
demic staff, and ‘that number has now
risen to 455—give or take one or two ow-
ing to changes that take place. The ratio
of staff to students in 1944 was 1 : 19
whereas today it is 1 : 17.

I think the fact that the ratioc of stu-
dents to staff has come down a little indi-
cates a healthy trend. Sometimes we are
inelined to think that professors and aca-
demics get into a Kind of groove and are
apart from thils world altogether. That is
a completely wrong impression for any-
body to gain. They are nearly all practical
men who have their fingers on the pulse
of the world about them, and we find that
they have multifarious duties apart from
their duties associated with teaching stu-
dents, One example that comes to mind is
Professor Bayliss who is a member of the
Ajr Pollution Council set up under the
Clean Air Act. Members of the aca-
demic staff are on dozens of bodies associ-
ated with life in the community, and with
their experfence and know-how they play
an invaluable role,

In 1963 the Martin committee under the
leadership of Professor Martin presented
its report to the Commonwealth Gavern-
ment. The students to staff ratio for all
Australian universities was then 12.9 : 1
At that time our Western Australian ra-
tio would have been somewhere ahout
18 1. These figures refer not only
to fulltime staff but also to part-time staff.
The staff figures are added together and
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divided into the number of students. At
the same time the ratio at the University
of Sydoney was 13 : 1 and at the University
of New England, in Armidale, the
ratio was 6.3 : 1, which is somewhere
around the desirable figure, in view of the
many duties performed by the aca-
demic staff.

It would appear that we are lagging
behind at least in this respect. It is a
matter we will have to remedy if possible.
I naticed in the Press the other day that
our university is spending some millions of
dollars on the purchase of property in the
city. I would suggest that if the university
has that much money to spare it should
devote some of its millions to procuring
extra staff to improve its efficiency and, if
possible, raise the present high standard
of the university to an even higher level.

I refer now to the statement made by the
Minister that the principal Act is overdue
for reprinting. Some of the sections are to
be repealed; section 9, which dealt with
the appointment of the first members to
the senate, is one such exampie. Of course
the set-up of the senate is almost com-
pletely changed now,

In those times the members of the sen-
ate were appeinted by the Governor for a
period of one year. Now, of course, mem-
bers serve on the senate for varying
periods of six years, four years, and two
years. So it can be seen that, as a result
of these variations—by comparison with
the original appointments—the repeal of
this provision was only a matter of time.
It is not necessary to re-enact that section
because its provisions have been trans-
ferred to other sections.

In the proposal hefore us, as I have said,
two new members of the senate are to be
elected by the academics, and two by the
students enrolled at the university. The
principle which has been adopted in this
Bill is most important; that is, the qualifi-
cation of the age of 21 years is not in-
clhuded. I was a little surprised that the age
of 2! was not changed to 18 in line with
present-day thinking. However, 1t appears
that students may be under the age of
18. In fact, if a prodigy or a genius of 17
years of age was enrolled at the university
it would be most desirable that he be on
the senate because he could contribute
something worth while to its deliberations.
However, I repeat that under this Bill
there is no age restriction whatsoever and
any student will be eligible, -

The first appointments will be made by
the senate, and I would think they will be
made by the vice-chancellor. However, that
applles only to the first two students
to take their seats in the senate under this
Bill. On future occasions students will be
elected by the student body. I think that
principle could have been applied right
from the start. It would establish excellent
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relations if the two new student represen-
tatives to represent the undergraduates
were elected by the student body. Still, we
cannot growl about the proposal because it
is only a minor point of disagreement.

I wish to refer briefly to some of the
poinis we will find when the Bill is in the
Committee stage. T mentioned that ori-
ginally a group of, say, six, was elected to
the senate under certain provisions which
were contained in the prineipal Act. Those
members resigned at yearly intervals as
others were elected; so that one resigned
at the end of the first year, one at the end
of the second year, and the ¢ycle went on
in that way and the member who was ori-
ginally elected for six years resigned at the
end of the sixth year,

When they originally took office I think
provision was made whereby the Governor
was given authority to name the order of
retirement. These people were, of course,
eligible to come back again and one would
prohably find that after six years No. 1
would return and serve five years. There
were similar qualifications for those who
had been there four years—they would
retire yearly. These provisions have been
removed and the person is now elected for
a term, during which he remains.

I think this is a wise move and In line
with modern thinking, I refer to the
principle of placing age restrictions on
student members of the senate, because
I feel that no matter what their age they
should be eligible.

When examining the old Act I was
amaZed to find that one could become a
member of Convocation for a year as long
as one donated to the university £100 in
the aggregate, Bo if anyone wanted to
become a member of Convocation all he
needed to do was donate £100. Those days
have changed.

A person now qualifies for Convocation,
and the qualificatlons necessary will be
found in clause 11 of the Bill. Convoca-
tion will now conslst of all members and
past members of the senate; all graduates
of the university; and such graduates,
fellows, members, licentiates, and associa-
tes of universities, colleges, or institutions
duly authorised to grant degrees and so on.

Following on a Bill we passed a short
time ago, I expect it will not be long
before graduates from the Institute of
Technelogy—which I hope by then will be
called a college of advanced and higher
education—will be eligible to sit on Con-
vocation. The restrictions have been re-
moved from the qualifications that require
8 graduate of Western Australia to have
been of three years’ standing. The dis-
qualification concerning graduates from
other States has also been removed. I
think it would be wrong if an outstanding
graduate who might be appointed to the
university as a lecturer were not to be
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given a chance to become a member of
Convocation and play his part generally
in the administration of the university.

Changes have been made to increase the
powers of the governing body to enable
it to make statutes. Btatutes can, of
course, be made covering all the opera-
tions of the university and the words, “of
the warden” have now been added. A
statute can now be made to govern the
election ot the Warden of Convocation and
also to cover the election of any other of-
ficers of Convocation or any committee
contreolled by the senate.

There are dozens of important com-
mittees associated with the operation of
the university and it is fitting that the
senate should have the power to make
statutes controlling their operations.

The flnal clause in the Bill refers to
the provisions of the amending Acts of
1929 and 1944. Tf members look at the
schedule to the Bill they will see that
one could not talk about the legislation
without getting confused—and I do not
say that in any derogatory sense. In some
places we would find the word “Act” while
in others we would find the words "prin-
cipal Act” or perhaps “this Act,” and so
on. Clause 14 merely seeks to revise those
provisions and to tidy them up for print-
ing purposes. :

The Bill has everything to commend it.
I did not wish to take up the time of
the House unnecessarily, but I felt we
should all know what goes on at the uni-
versity, because it ranks high among the
universities of Australis. I have a par-
tieular interest in the matter hecause one
of my ex-students is a professor at the
university, and I was privileged to be
a visiting lecturer for four or five years.

Consequently I have a friendly Interest
in what 1s going on and I will be happy
to help In any way I can. I join with
the Minister in commending the Bill to
the House and I hope it has a speedy
passage.

THE HON. R. F. CLAUGHTON (North
Metropolitan) [3.26 p.m.]): I also rise to
support the Bill. It is indeed pleasing to
see that two student members are to he
added to the senate. I have said previously
that the attitude adopted by those in charge
of the university has resulted in & lack of
facilities which are available elsewhere.

Not only are the students represented
on the senate, but they are also involved
in the various academic departments where
they will be able to make their contribution,

1 was disappointed in what the Minister
said concerning the salaried staff. It seems
rather a8 narrow view that the representa-
tives of the people concerned will be there
to discuss only salaries and conditions of
service,
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I should imagine that the generality of
matters that come before the senate would
involve the non-academic staff, and I am
sure it would be of value to have an opinion
expressed by representatives of the people
concerned. I hope that at some future
time the senate will reconsider its decision.

The changes in relation to Convocation
are certainly sensible, The graduates and
other members of Convoecation must num-
ber many thousands by now, and if Con-
vocation has to distribute to these people
election material, notices of meetings, and
s0 on, in which a great number of them
have no interest, it will be involved in un-
necessary time and expenditure.

I think it Is a sensible provision tg
separate the members of Convocation and
the graduate hody of the university from
those who wish to exereise their rights as
members of Convocation.

The university is of great value to the
community, because of its impartiality and
autonomy. It is different from other in-
stitutions within the community. Here we
have a body of people who are learned in
many fields and who are able to contribute
opinions of value in such guestions as
social organisation, the functions of educa-
tion and in many other matters. It is
very important that this autonomy of the
university be retained. There appears to
be some threat in this connection, because
of another Bill which is due to come be-
fore us. With those few remarks I support
the measure,

Question puf and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, elc,
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by

The Hon. L. A, Logan {(Minister for Local
‘Government), and passed.

CITY OF FPERTH PARKING FACILITIES
ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading
Bill recelved from the Assembly; and, on

motion by The Hon, L. A. Logan (Minister
for Local Government), read a first time,

Second Reading

THE HON. L. A. LOGAN (Upper West—
Minister for Local Government) I3.34
p.m.]l: I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time.
On the passing of this measure, the City
of Perth will be empowered to borrow
money bs_! means of overdraft and to con-
trol pa:rkgng o_f vehicles on private DProperty
and within private streets or rights-of-way.
In 1969, it was agreed to amend the Cit

of Perth Parking Facilities Act to enabl§
the council to use the powers of part XXVI
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of the Local Government Act—namely, a
power to borrow money otherwise than on
overdraft—for the purposes of the City of
Perth Parking Facllities Act.

The Perth City Council has advised the
Minister for Police that it is prepared to
spend considerable funds on the develop-
ment of multi-storied car-parking struc-
tures, but the development of these is
being restricted by a lmitation of loan
funds. Although the Under-Treasurer and
the Loan Council have made sgvailable
additional funds for borrowing, there is in-
sufficlent to meet the Increasing require-
ments of municipal and parking needs of
the counecil.

Council’s needs to improve Iits borrow-
ing powers may be regarded in the light of
an amount of $630,000 required to finance
the purchase of a desirable parking site
between Hay and Murray Streets near King
Street. The cost of constructing the first
stage will be $595,000, of which $550,000
has been provided from loan funds.

Another project is the construction of
the car park under the new concert hell,
with a capacity of 550 spaces and est]-
mated to cost $700,000.

Furthermore, the councll Is investigat~
ing three other car-parking sites and it
is expected that finality may be reached
on at least one before the end of this year.

It is understood that the council’s park-
ing fund bankers may be able to make
available funds on overdraft, but the
parking facilities Act does not allow bor-
rowing by this method. Therefore, an
amendment to the Act is desirable to en-
able the council to avall itself of those
mc;neys if and when they become avail-
able.

The council is concerned over a number
of complaints being received of persons
parking illegally on private property or
in private streets, laneways, or rights-of-
way, throughout the district it controls.

The Perth City Council's vehicle park-
ing committee has requested that the Act
be amended to give the council power
by by-law to take action against illegal
parking on private property following a
complaint being received from the owner
of the property.

With appropriate amendment of the
Act, the council’s by-law No. 60, covering
the care, control, and management of
parking facilities, could be expanded to
provide that where a person parked his
vehicle on any land within the parking
region without the consent of the owner
of the land, officers of the council could
{ssue an infringement notice and that
notice could provide for payment of a
modified penalty.

It is felt that the method of lssulng an
infringement notice and the publicity it
would receive would act as a deterrent to
the continuation of illegal parking on pri-
vate property. The suggested penalty is
410 for parking on private property and
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§2 for parking in lanes or private streets.
It is submitted that the need for control
of parking in private streets, laneways, or
rights-of-way Is more in the nature of
prevention of obstruction of free move-
ment of traffic, particularly in the central
area, though similar complaints have
arisen from outside that area.

The complaints generally come from
persons who have right of carriageway
over the private street, laneway, or right-
of-way, but because of indiscriminate or
uncontrolled parking by others, they are
being denled their right of access of car-
rlageway over the land.

As these private streets, laneways, or
rights-of-way are not deemed to be “roads"
within the meaning of the Traflic Act,
vehicles parked thereon are not subject
to the control provided by part XI of the
Road Traffic Code.

It i5 considered that the matter cowld
be resolved, as I have suggested, by
amending the parking facilitles Act to
give the counell by-law control in these
private laneways in its district.

The proposed powers accorded the
Perth City Council under this Bill,
in regard to control of parking, are
also contemplated for local authoritles
under the Local Government Act. This
would allow a modified penalty to be
applied for a breach of the by-law and
should soon bring about & measure of con-
trol of what has been developing into a
serious problem. I commend the Bill to
the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. F. R. H. Lavery.

BILLS (3): RECEIFT AND FIRST
READING

1. Bookmakers Betting Tax Act Amend-
ment Bill.

2. Totalisator Agency Board Betting Tax
Amendment Bill.

3. Betting Control Act Amendment Bill
(No. 2).

Bills recelved from the Assemby; and,

on motions by The Hon, A, F. Grif-
fith (Minister for Mines), read a
first time.

MURDOCH UNIVERSITY PLANNING
BOARD BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 28th October.

THE HON. F. J. §, WISE (North) [(3.40
p.m.]l: This very important small Bill re-
quires Iittle comment from me. Apart from
any merit the Bill itself may have, I think
some mention should be made of the great
man whose name the new university is to
bear. It was a remarkable {ribute to him
in his lifetime that he was able to know
that his name would be so perpetuated.
Those of us who knew him well not only
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appreciate the great work he did for educa-
tion in his lifetime but we also appreciate
how wide his influence was on the lives of
S0 many people,

.It is good, too, to know that it is in-
tended that the first chair at the new uni-
versity will be one which will make a great
contribution to Australia, I refer to a chair
of veterinary science. Great difficulty has
been experienced in meeting Australia’s
needs for veterinarians from Eastern
States universities where this course is
available, I am sure it will be of great
benefit to Western Australla when the
State's ambition to establish a chair of
veterinary science at the new university
i$ realised.

The Bill itself is simple in its provisions
and merely intends to carry on from the
exploratory stage the work of the board
which was appointed only a few months
ago. The board will be glven extended
authority to plan for this institution, the
Murdoch University,

It is Interesting to note that the people
who will constitute the board under this
mesasure are the same people who have had
the responsibility of the preliminary work
which has been undertaken up to date. All
of them are well known to most members
and al] are citizens of great standing and
responsibility.

I have had a good look at the Bill and
I find that I can make no comment, except
of a favourable nature, in connection with
it. 1 support the measure.

THE HON. J, DOLAN (South-East
Metropolitan) [3.44 p.m.1: I shall be brief
in my comments but I join with Mr, Wise
in supporting the Bill. I should like to take
advantage of this opportunity to refer to
a few of Professor Murdoch’s associates,
namely, Professor Tattersall and Professor
Ross who were associated with Professor
Murdoch at the university when it was in
Urwin Sireet. I also wish to refer to Pro-
fessor Dakin who was later to become
Professor of Zoology at the University of
Sydney. I think the Minister for Fisherles
should be thankful {o Professor Dakin, be-
cause he almost told fishermen where they
would find prawns on the Australian coast.
What a wonderfu] industry prawning has
developed into.

I also refer to another coileague, Pro-
fessor Shann, who was one of the greatest
professors of all in economics. One of his
most famous pupils was the former Gover-
nor of the Commonwealth Bank, and prob-
ably Australla’s greatest economist, Her-
bert Coombs.

The Hon. I. G, Medcalf: Was Professor
Willsmore there?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Yes, Professor
Willsmore was also associated with Pro-
fessor Murdoch and certainly we should
add his name. With those few words, I
support the BIilL

Sitting suspended from 345 ito 4.05 p.m.

October, 1870.] 1853

THE HON. F. R. H. LAVERY (Scuth
Metropolitan) (405 pm.): I would like
to express my delight at the proposal to
build this new university, which will, in
the future, honour a great name. There
are three reasons for my delight. One is
that this university will be built south of
the river in the pine plantation, in the
Melville electorate, and in the South Met-
ropolitan Province, The second reason is
that it will be a great advantage to have
the university built on the south side ot
the river. The third reason is that the
first faculty at the university will be veter-
inary science, which gives me great{ per-
sonal delight because in the years I have
been in Parlisment I have from time to
time expressed the view that Western Aus-
tralia needs this faculty. I therefore sup-
port the Bill

Question put and passed.
" Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

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

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the
Hon. L. A. Logan (Minister for Local Gov-
ernment), and passed,

BOOKMAKERS BETTING TAX ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH
Metropolitan—Minister for Mines)
pm.): I move—

That the Bill be now read a second
time,

This Bill is one of a group of amending
Bills affecting betting legislation. The
principal Act to be amended by this Bill
was passed in 1954, and that Act fixed
at 14 per cent. on turnover the rate of
tax payable by bookmakers both on-course
and off-course.

In 1856, by Act No. 49, the principal
Act was amended, and while the rate of
14 per cent. was retained in respect of the
first $100,000 of turnover per annum, g
tax of 14 per cent. was imposed on a turn-
over in excess of that figure. Tax percent-
ages are fixed under section 2 of the Act,
and the turnover figures to which such
percentages apbly are set out in subsection
(2) of section 14 of the Betting Control
Act. The percentages have remained un-
changed since 1956.

On-course bookmakers’ betting turnover
amounted to $39,433.986 in respect of the
yvear ended the 31st July, 1970, and the
relevant turnover tax amounted to
$563,020. The method of distribution of
that tax is set out In section 16 of the

(North
[4.10
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Betting Control Act, under which the Gov-
ernment received 40 per cent. and the rac-
ing and trotting clubs 60 per cent.—res-
pective amounts being $225,208 and
$337.812.

The purpase of this Bill, in conjunction
with a current Bill introduced to amend
section 15 of the Betting Control Act, is
to effect changes in the rates of turnover
tax payable by on-course bookmskers and
changes in the distribution of that money.
The Eill proposes that, on turnovers of up
to $100,000 per annum, the new tax will
be 2 per cent, instead of the existing 1%
per cent.; and beyond that amount of
turnover, the new tax will be 24 per cent.
as against 14 per cent. now payable,

At this point, I should mention that
under the current amendment to section
15 of the Betting Control Act, the distribu-
tion of the tax will be varied, as between
the Government and the clubs, so that in
future the split will be on a fifty-fifty basis.

It may Interest members to know that
over a two-year period, the turniover of
on-course bookmakers has increased by
roughly 45 per cent. On this basis it is
not unreasonable to assume that were no
changes to take place for the calendar
year 1971 the turnover of on-course book-
makers would amount to $45,000,000, which
would represent an increase of just under
13 per cent.

Based on the average rate of 1.41 per
cent. on turnover, it would follow thaf
bookmakers, in respect of the calendar year
1971, on & turnover of this estimated
$45,000,000 would pay tax amounting to
$634,500. Of this amount, $253,800, repre-
senting 40 per cent. of the total, would be
received by the Government under the
existing breakup system. Whilst the gross
profit made by onh-course bookmakers is
not known, 1t has been assessed to repre-
sent about 7 per cent. on turnover,

Should the proposals now submitted be
accepted by the House, the increased turn-
over tax that will be payable by on-course
bookmakers—in order to enjoy the same
net profit margin—will entail a return of
about 92¢ in the dollar to clients as com-
pared with 93c presently being returned to
clients. In considering that this aspect may
have some effect upon turnover during
1971, it may well be safe to prediet that the
originally estimated $45,000,000 turnover
may not reach more than $44,000.000 turn-
nver next year.

It has been estimated that the average
turnover tax paid thereon would be about
24 per cent., which would yield a total of
about $1,026,660. Of this amount, the Gov-
ernment will, under the amended pro-
visions now proposed, receive $513,330,
representing an increase of $259,530 over
what would be received should the amend-
ments now before members not be accepted.

It is submitied that as totalisator
backers, whether on-course or off-course,
contribute on an average 15 per cent. plus

LCOUNCIL.]

fractions, there appear to be good reasons
why those who patronise on-course book-
makers should make a greater contribu-
tion than they at present make.

By applying the proposed gain of $250,530
to the revenue loss of $800,000 envisaged
by the dropping of the off-course betting
investment tax, it will be appreciated that
the balance to be recovered on behalf of
the Consolidated Revenue Fund would be
$540,470, and other measures currently
before Parliament indicate how this gap
is to be bridged.

Debate adjourned, on motion by The
Hon. W. F. Willesee (Leader of the
Opposition).

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD
BETTING TAX ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North

Metropolitan—Minister for Mines) ([4.17
pm.J: I move—
That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This measure is one of those compris-
ing a group of amending Bills affecting
hetting legislation and its purpose is to
amend the Totalisator Agency Board Bet-
ting Tax Act, 1360-1966,

The Totalisator Agency Board com-
menced active operations on the 18th
March, 1961, At that time, it was re-
quired to pay a tax of 5 per cent. on turn-
over, which rate was increased to 5i per
cent. on the 1st December, 1966. This
measure proposes to increase this rate fur-
ther to 6 per cent. as from the 1st January,
1871,

The turnover of the board amounted to
$50,089,906 in respect of the year ended the
31st July, 1970, and it might be expected,
on that basis, that turnover for the
calendar year, 1971, would amount t{o
$54,000,000. Thus, at 5% per cent,, the yield
to the Treasury by way of turnover tax
would amount to $2,970,000.

With the proposed dropping of the
investment tax of 3¢ per bet, the saving to
the off-course hetting public on an esti-
mated turnover of $54,000,000, would be
$800,000. Without increasing the total
cost of hetting to the off-course betting
public, this saving in investment tax, if
invested at an average loss rate of 16 per
cent.—15 per cent. plus fractions—would
result in an additional increase in turnover
of $5,000,000.

Whilst it is not submitted that all the
saving on the investment tax will be put
back into betting, it is nevertheless esti-
mated that with the lifting of the invest-
ment tax, the board's turnover for the
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calendar year 1971 will increase to about
468,000,000, being $4,000,000 more than
otherwise would be the case.

If the foregoing prediction were to come
about, the turnover tax payable by the
board—should the amendment now pro-
posed be accepted by members—would
amount to $3,480,600 for the calendar year,
1971, representing an increase of $510,000
over the amount of tax payable should the
rate be not increased.

After allowing for a loss rate of 16 per
cent. on the additional turnover of
$4,000,000—namely, $640,000—the relative
saving to the off-course investing public
would be $160,000.

At this stage of my explanation, the
Consolidated Revenue Fund is down $30,470
for the calendar year, 1971, after allowing
for the additional $259,530 by way of bhook-
makers’ turnover tax.

It iz necessary, however, to look at the
situation in regard to the on-course totalis-
ator. For the year ended the 231st July,
1970, the totalisator duty received into
revenue amounted to 5.89 per cent. of the
on-course totalisator turnover. The pre-
sent rates of totalisator duty paid into
revenue are—

Metropolitan Area: Win and Place—
7+ per cent. Doubles and Quin-
ella—3% per cent.

Other areas: AN types of betting—3%
per cent.

It is predicited that as bookmakers, in
order to meet the additional turnover tax
of roughly 1 per cent. will have to reduce
slightly the prices offered, the on-course
totalisator will become a little more com-
petitive in relation to the bookmakers than
it s at present.

If from the anticipated drop of
$1,000,000 in the turnover of bookmakers,
due to the reduction in the prices offered,
an amount of $600,000 is transferred to
the totalisator, based on an average
totalisator duty rate of 5.89 per cent., the
Consolidated Revenue Fund would gain
about a further $35,000, which is more
than sufficient to bridge the gap.

Thus, if the proposed amendments to
the several Acts become effective as from
the 1st Januery, 1971, the $800,000 lost
to the Treasury, arising from the dropping
of the off-course betting investment tax
of 3c per bet, will be made good by ga$ins
in—

On-Course bookmaker turn-

over taxes .. . 259,530
Totalisator Agency Bo rd

turnover tax .. ... 510,000
On-course fotalisator duty .. 35.000

Total 804,530

Of course, all I can say Is that these are
predictions. I can recall that some bre-
dictions were made when the legislation
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was firgt introduced and, to say the Jeast

their accuracy was hotly debated. In fact

atmnk the figures exceeded the predic
ons.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I said they were fa
toc conservative,

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Did th
honourable member? 1 can remembe
others saylng that we could go well beyon
the figures estimated.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I said they woul
he exceeded.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: When di
the honourable memher enter Parliament'
I ask that question, because when the in
terjection was made I was trying to recal
whether the honourable member was her
when the original legislation was Intro
duced.

The Hon. J. Dolan: No, not then, but .
have handled many Bills since; the officer
will be able to tell you that.

Debate adjourned, on motien by T
Hon. W. P. Willesee (Leader of th
Opposition) .

BETTING CONTROL ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (Nortl
Metropolitan—Minister for Mines) (4.2
p.m.l: I move—

That the Bill be now read a secon
time.
This Bill is one of those comprising 1
betting Acts amending process currentl
hefore Parliament.

Two changes to the Betting Control Ac
of 1954-1970 are proposed in this measure

The fArst amendment s to paragrapt
(a) of subsection (5) of section 15. Unde
this section, at the present time, racin|
and trotting clubs retain for their owr
use 60 per cent. of the turnover tax pal
by bookmeakers on-course. This measur
proposes the reduction of this figure
50 per cent,

The full effect of this change on govern:
mental revenue has been encompassed i
current amendments proposed to be madi
to the Bookmakers Betting Tax Act, 1954
1859,

The second amendment in this Bill de-
letes sectlon 16A of the Act—a necessar
step in order to make the dropping of thy
betting investment tax complete. Sectior
18A of the Act provides for the Totalisato:
Agency Board and off-course bookmaker:
to submit turnover returns and to collec
and pey the investment tax imposed undei
the Betting Investment Tax Act, whicl
is in the process of being repealed.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Tht
Hon. W. PF. Willesee (Leader of the
Opposition).

House adjourned at 4.26 p.m.




