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Report
Resolution reported,
adopted.

and the report

Assembly’s Reguest for Conference
Mr. J. T. TONKIN: I move—

That the Council be requested to
grant a conference on the amend-
ments insisted on by the Council, and
that the managers for the Assembly be
the Deputy Leader of the QOpposition
{Mr. Court), the membher for Boulder-
Dundas (Mr, Hartrey}, and the mover.

Question put and passed and a message
accordingly returned to the Council.

House adjourned at 11.06 p.m.

Legialative Counril

Thursday, the 9th December, 1971

The PRESIDENT (The Hon, L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 11.00 am. and read
prayers.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Postponement

THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
[11.05 a.m.l: Mr. President, I ask that
guestions on notice be postponed to a later
stage of the sitting.

The PRESIDENT: Leave granted.

POTATO INDUSTRY

Inguiry by Select Commitiee: Statement by
Chairman

THE HON. V. J. FERRY (Sputh-West)
(11.06 am.l: As Chairman of the Select
Committee appointed to inquire into the
potato industry I wish to make a statement
to the House. I wish to advise that the
committee made application to the Premier
to have the Select Committee converted
into an honorary Royal Commission in the
knowledge that this session of Parliament
may terminate fairly soon and Parliament
will be prorogued accordingly. However,
I have since been advised by the Premier’s
Department that the actual prorogation of
this session of Parliament will not be made
until late in February.

This being so0, the Select Committee
intends to earry on taking evidence and
continue its work.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER
BILL
Assembly’s Request for Conference

Message from the Assembly received and
read requesting a conference on amend-
ments Nos. 1, 10, 11, 1%, and 23 insisted
on by the Council, and notifying that at
such conference the Assembly would be
represented by three managers.
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THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
[11.07 am.]l: I move—

That the Assembly’s request for a
conference be agreed to; that the
managers for the Council be The Hon.
L. A, Logan, The Hon, 1. G. Medealf,
and the mover; and that the confer-
ence take place in the Select Commit-
tee room at 2.30 p.m. on Thursday,
the 9th December, 1971,

Question put and passed and a message
accordingly returned to the Assembly.

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No..2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the ist December.

THE HON. R. J. L. WILLIAMS {(Met-
ropolitan) [11.08 a.m.]l: This is a simple
machinery Bill. It has a very unglamorous
title—Industrial Arbitration Act Amend-
ment Bill (No, 2)—for what I consider to
be a very important subject. My party
does not intend to oppose the Rill in any
way. It does bring into focus the chang-
ing circumstances in which we live. I sup-
pose one could almost call the measure the
emancipation of the fairer sex, and I am
only too pleased that I am not a misogynist
when seconding the Bill.

I do not think there are any brave mem-
bers in this House who would say “No” to
the second reading of the Bill, or indeed to
any other stage of it. Some honourable
member did comment on the war between
the sexes, but vou, Mr, President, and I
know that there could never be war be-
tween the sexes; there would be far tco
much collaboration with the enemy.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You are in
good form so early in the morning, Mr.
Williams.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Have you joined
the women's liberation movement?

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: Not on
your life! I have passed my sputum test,
The whele point in this measure is to in-
troduce a new conecept in regard to the
continuation of the Government's work.

This presents a completely new concept
concerning women at work. The cry has
always heen that women are underpaid and
that they are second-class citlzens; but
that is merely a catch phrase. I for one
have never regarded the female of the
species as a second-class citizen, Someone
far more sage than I once said that the
rand that rocks the eradle rules the world;
and this, of course, is true.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: Don’t forget that
a lot of men have rocked the cradle!

The Hon, R. J. L. WILLIAMS: Yes in-
deed, but when men do that they find
themselves tipped out!
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At first glance the deletion of section
146 (2) appears to have desirable features,
but I would be wrong if I did not point out
just one or two things which could occur
when this legislation becomes law. We
‘hear a lot aboui equal pay for women, but
‘let us understand what that phrase means.
It means equal remunergtion for work of
equal value. What this Bill seeks by de-
leting this subsection is to ensure that
those industries or professions which have
4a preponderance of ladies working in them
shall have the right to approach the In-
dustrial Commission with the request that
their salary or wage be raised.

Whenever we talk of equal pay for work
of equal value two professions come to
mind immediately. One 1s not the oldest
profession in the world—it is, nursing-——
and the other i1s teaching. Both these have
equal pay which they secured under the last
Government. I have been told by mem-
bers of the Government that the I.L.O.—
that is, the International Labour Organi-
sation—with its concept of equal remuner-
ation for work of equal value Involves a
different philosophy; and the community
will have to adjust teo this different
philosophy.

Certain dangers will be experienced
under this Bill, and hefore we go any
further and before the Government chides
me about the IL.O. and things it has said
and done, let me say the IL.O. concept
did not take Australia into account in
Geneva, and because of the differences in
our sophisticated system of wage adjust-
ment, and in our industrial commissions
and conciliation systems, we were different
from the IL.O. Therefore I will not let
anyone quote the ILL.O. convention to me
because Australia did not ratify it and it
does not agree with it. Nevertheless, we
carry out some of its broad principles.

I do not think it requires a genius of a
mathematician to realise that the concept
of equal pay for work of equal value does
not necessarily mean equal pay. The value
of the work done must be measured sclen-
tifically. It does not mean “value” in terms
of dollar for dollar to the employer. It
means a measurement of value done by job
evaluation in terms of the job's require-
ment of effort, responsibility, tralning,
education, manual dexterity, work condi-
tions, and so on. ‘These criteria are
assessed as unifs, and the results that
occur when the work is done by a male,
and when done by a female, determine the
amount of pay,

If the answer proves to be 100 in both
cases, then there 1s work of equal value
and the pay becomes equal. If there is
a difference between the two—say 100 to
95 for example—then the pay between the
male and female varies in that proportion.

This is a method of evaluation which
can be used here, but in Australia the
general system of wage payment has ad-
vanced beyond the system In many other

{COUNCIL.]

countries for which the IL.O. desighed its
convention, There are several other
attendant dangers which will become
apparent to the community as we go on.

The almost hereditary title of “bread-
winner” will disappear. A man must work
for economic reasons. Any opponent of
that statement will say, S0 must women
work,” 1 am not denying that, but they
do not always have to work in industry,
commerce, or the professions. They can
and do get married and, of course, we then
become the paymasters.

No-one here would deny we underpay
them. The Lord help us if ever a team
were sent {0 evaluate the work they do in
the home. All men would be bankrupt
and would require a third job because we
can never pay our wives what they are
worth, It could never be assessed.

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: You'll get
on!

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: If we
rise in time! I do not wish to detain the
House any further. The economic impaet
of this amendment on the wage siructure
will certainly add to the cost of living.
However, this is something we must pay
for progress.

The Hon. G, C. MacKinnon: Have you
thought of the possibility of a need to
restructure the tax arrangements?

The Hon. R. J, L. WILLIAMS: That is
one of the most sensible suggestions I have
heard for a long time. I have thought
about it and read about it. It could well
be that a single and married tax structure
should be devised in order to restore to
the hereditary breadwinner his right to
earn the margin, because he will have to
do this.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: It would
be a marked increase for the single wage
earner whether married or not,

The Hon. R. J. L, WILLIAMS: Yes. I
think it is a very good concept.

With those few brief remarks I will
conclude. I know the Bill will not have
a difficult passage through this House. I
congratulate the female of the species for
having secured what is termed ancther
piece of emancipation.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: You belong to
the Liberal organisation?

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: No, to
the Adam generation, I commend the Bill
to the House.

THE HON. BR. H. C. STUBBS (South-
East—Minister for Local Government)
[11.17 a.m.): I thank Mr. Willlams for his
support of this very short Bill, and I also
wish to commend him on his authority. I,
ke Mr. Willlams, love women. I am not
8 woman-hater. I think the female crea-
ture is wonderful from the cradle to the
grave.
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The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Cut it out.
You will force us all to rise and spesk in
self-defence.

The Hon. k. H. C. STUBBS: I hope Mr.
Williams, with his persuasive eloquence,
does get on! I am grateful to him for his
support of the Bill which I commend to
the House,

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 & third time, on motion by The
Hon. R, H. C. Stubhs (Minister for Local
Government), and passed.

MARKETING OF LAME BILL
Assembly's Message

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the
amendments made by the Council.

TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 3)

Second Reading: Defeated
Debate resumed from the 8th December.

THE HON, J. DOLAN (South-East Met-
ropolitan—Minlster for Police) [11.21a.m.]1:
In commencing I ask members to have
second thoughts on the measure while I
am speaking. Yesterday members were
outspoken and said they would reject the
whole Bill. Instead of taking this attitude,
I ask them to have second thoughts.

Many members referred tc a number of
clauses in the Bill as being noncontrover-
sial and acceptable., Perhaps I should
explain to the House how they came to be
inecluded in the measure. Yesterday the
oplnion was expressed that room ecould
have been found for them in one of the
other traffic Bills or, alternatively, a fur-
ther Bill brought in. That was not possible.
One of the Bills which has been brought
down this year to amend the Traffic Act
dealt entirely with seat belts in motorcars
and helmets for motor cyclists.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Why couldn’t
the three clauses in question have been
included in that legislation?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: The people who
made recommendations to me suggested
they should not be included in the seat
belt legislation., They could have been
included in the budgetary measures as-
sociated with traffic which were introduced
but, as the provisions are of a nonbudget-
ary nature, }{ was thought better to ex-
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clude them from those Bills, Although
we had another traffic Bill in mind, there
would have been no place for these pro-
visions in that Bill either.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: 1 cannot
see the logic of your statement. I cannot
see why it 15 better for the provislons to
be included in this measure than the
measure which dealt with seat belts,

The Hon. J. DOLAN: The other subject
was felt to be so vital that it would be
better not to detract from it in any way.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I assume
you do not regard these fees as being vital.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I certainly do, an_d
I do not wish to be misundersteod on this
point. The subject which attracted so
much attention yesterday is tied in with
another measure and we thought it best
to take advantage of the opportunity to
introduce the provisions in the mesasure
which is under discussion.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith; Before you con-
tinue, T would like 1o say that some mem-
bers thought there was such value in those
three items that it was a great pity to
jeopardise their passage. They could have
been included in another Bill, the passage
of which would not be in jeopardy. The
seat belt Jegislation would have been an
obvious choice.

‘The Hon. J. DOLAN: Members have the
opportunity, of course, to de what they
think best. If they wish, they may do
what they like with the other clauses. This
is always the prerogative that can be
exercised by members.

The Hon. G, C. MacKinnon: That would
not upset you?

The Hon, J. DOLAN: There is always
this opporfunity when a Eill is in Com-
mittee, I shall present my case in the
hope that members may have second
thoughts.

I do not intend to mention individual
members by name, although I am fully
aware that many referred to definite
matters. I will include all members by
commenting in a general way. If any
member feels my comments are relevant
to a point he has made and wishes to
query me as I go along, I am quite willing
to answer any queries. Through my own
research and that of departmental officers
I have secured answers to many of the
queries raised. I hope members will know
exactly where they stand.

So far as the three noncontroversial
clauses, Nos. 7, 8, and 9, are concerned I
would like to refer to the one which deals
with crosswalk attendants. One member
in particular referred to this provision
and I would like him to know exactly what
the position is, This information may help
him in his future discussions with people
on this subject.
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A provision to man crosswalks was
brought in some years ago as it was con-
sidered a desirable safety measure. I com-
mend the honourable member for saying
crosswalk attendants are desirable and I
supplement his comment by saying that I,
too, think this is a most desirable innova-
tion. The people In question have done a
wonderful job. I take some pleasure in
the thought that it was through my
approach to Mr. Craig, when he was
Minister for Police, that a decision was
taken to appoint women as crosswalk
attendants. The first one he appointed
worked in my own district, but this prac-
tice has continued and extended. There
is one hig difference hetween the mazle
attendants and female attendants.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: There is a big
difference.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I refer to age. Most
of the male attendants are pensioners who
are in a good physical condition bhut the
ladies are younger. Sometimes the ladies
have no home commitments or they may
be widows., In any event, they do an ex-
cellent job and I wish to commend them
for it.

The Hon A. P. Griffith: T commend to
the Minister that he read Hansard volumes
wherein it will be found that a previous
Labor Government knocked the idea of
female attendants cold.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: That is all right.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: It is not all
right.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Later on in my
speech I shall refer to volumes of Hansard
which probably will not make acceptable
reading to the Leader of the Opposition.
"These kinds of things catech up with an
individual sooner or later.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Indeed they do.

The Hon, J. DOLAN: When they do, I
hope the Leader of the Opposition will
take them in his stride in the same way
as 1 do.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: With some
members it only takes the next day.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Reference has
been made to the fact that sometimes we
see traffic policemen on duty at eross-
walks. More often than not the circum-
stances warrant this. It is nothing unusual
for the Trafflc Department to receive a
phone call in the evening to the effect
that a certain crosswalk attendant is down
with influenza, or something else, and will
not be able to attend to his obligations.
In those circumstances, the Traffic Depart-
ment makes arrangements for one of the
traffic policemen on duty in the areca to
take over the manning of the crosswalk,
usually between 8 am, and 9 am. This is
done in the interests of safety.

I consider this most desirable. A police-
man is doing an excellent job whether he
is working on the road or manning & cross-
walk and ensuring the safety of school
children and other pedestrians,

[COUNCIL.]

The same honourable member sald there
should be a pool of old people. Perhaps
“old people” is not the right expression
because, a5 I have said, these people are
in good physical condition.

The Hon. R, F. Claughton:
people.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Yes, retired. The
problem is we do not have enough cross-
walk atiendants to do all the work we
want them to do. In the event of one not
being available there would be the problem
of obtaining the services of one of these
people in an area where an attendant is
needed. The person may not have trans-
port or may live too far away to man the
crosswalk, That is the explanation and I
think the honourable member will probahly
appreciate the difficulty. Now he knows, he
will be able to explain to others the reason
for this.

The Hon, Clive Griffiths: Thank you
very much.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Perhaps I should
take some of the questions asked by
members in order and enunciate general
principles. It was said, generally, the pro-
vosed new license fees would benefit big
operators as against smaller operators. I
commend two points to the attention of
members who raised this objection. Big
operators are the ones who take goods to
the outback regions of our State. If we
reduce license fees for bhig operators,
because of the reduced transport charges,
automatically prices are reduced to people
in the far-flung areas of the State. They
would be paying less for their goods. I
have heard 1t sald many times that a rise
of any kind immediately causes an impost
on people who can ill afford to pay it. I
say that conversely the same principle
applies. If we reduce charges to operators,
conversely the charges of commodities to
people in outback areas should be corres-
pondingly lower. I also heard remarks
that the license fees would hit a number
of other people much harder. I can appre-
eciate this apprehension, but I can supply
fisures which will reassure members.

There are something like 47,000 com-
mercial vehicle license holders in the
State who will have {o pay increased
charges. There were ahout 4,000 operators
who were liable to pay road maintenance
tax. It will be seen that many more
vehicle owners will be brought into the
scheme. Nobody seemed to mention the
point that in nearly all cases where
extra fees will be paid they will be passed
on. The fees will not be an imposition
directly on the operator. If the user of
a commercial vehicle pays an exira $10
or %20 a year it will be passed on. The
operators did this in the past and they will
continue to do s0.

The Hon. V., J. Perry: They will pass on
the new charges {00.

Retired
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The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Before you go
any further, will you tell me how a farmer

will pass on the increase in his license
fees?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I will deal with the
farmers’ position in a moment.

The Hon, A. P. Griffith: Even the pro-
fessional man will pass on the extra $10
or $20. Bless my heart and soul, it has
gone up 400 or 500 per cent.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: It is always amaz-
ing to find what figsures can be quoted in
individual instances. One cannot use a
particular instance to generalise. Several
members who spoke yesterday gave
examples and did not take concessional
and periodic licenses into account. A
farmer could take out a license for three
months,

The Hon. J. Heitman: Has that Bill been
proclaimed?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: No, but it will be.

The Hon. J. Heitman: We have to look
into the future.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnhon: You cannot
obtain a three-month license now.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: A farmer can.
The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: No.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: He will be able {o.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Can I get s
license today?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: 1 think some of
the farmers can get a perfodic license.

The Hon. L. A, Logan: You can get a
periodic license after the first license, A
new leense now is for six or 12 months.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: The answer to the
question 1s, “Some can and some cannot.”

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: The answer
to the question is, “No, you cannot.”

The Hon. J, Heitman: I think that is
about right.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Speakers in the
debate referred to the possibility that much
of the money that was gathered from
increased license fees might not be used
for road malntenhance, This seems to be
a common complaint, but at this stage Y
can assure members that every cent col-
lected from these license fees will be used
in ¢onnection with road main{enance,

There 1s always much debate about new
taxes, and many bpeople will not agree
that this Government is really doing some-
thing. I have given the assurance that
road maintenance will not suffer, but I
would like to answer the remarks that we
are the only Government attempting to
inecrease license fees. In 1965-66 the fees
were inereased as follows:—

Motor vehicle license fees increased
by an estimated 8 per cent. in the case
of cars and 20 per cent. for commer-
cial vehicles.
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Drivers’ licenses increased from $2
to $3.

Primary producers license conces-
sion was limited to one commercial
vehicle of 30 cwt. tare and above.

Road msintenance charge—this
charge was introduced at a rate of 4d.
per ton mile on the tare weight plus
40 per cent. of load capacity on all
vehicles in excess of 8 tons capacity.

Members are probably aware thai owners
of vehicles in excess of four tons are liable
to pay road maintenance tax in the other
States. There are further concessions
given for the cartage of various products.
During the last session of Parliament a
Bill was passed prescribing that a vehlele
carrying livestock would be exempt from
road maintenance tax.

The Hon. A. F. Criffith: I thought
South Australia’s exemption covered
vehicles of more than four tons.

The Hon. J. Heliman: Eight tons.
The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I said this, but

"I may be wrong.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I was given the
information that owners of vehicles in
excess of four tons were liable to tax in
the other States.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: They are all
4-jon axie loading.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I am talking about
the increased charges in the year 1965-66.
The primary producers’ license concession
was limited to one commercial vehicle of
30 cwt. tare and above. Our new proposals
cover two vehicles for the primary pro-
ducer. In the case of the first vehicle the
concession is 664 per cent., and for the
second vehicle 333 per cent. Leglslation
concerning drivers’ licenses was amended
in 1965-66 to provide for one-half of the
revenue from drivers’ license fees helng
taken into the Consolidated Revenue Fund
instead of into the Central Road Trust
Fund. We are inclined to wax a little
maudlin but road maintenance must get
the same consideration from this Govern-
ment as it has in the past.

The Hon. G, ¢. MacKinnon: The key
is: On the previous occasion did we say we
would do what we wanted to do without
inecreasing taxes?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I would not know.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: But your
party did.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I would have to
accept the honourable member's word for
that because to be quite truthful I have
never read the Liberal Party’s policy
speech.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You should
read it.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I may have read
some of the points in the Press but I
certainly did not have a capy of the policy
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speech. The Liberal Party obviously has
a8 copy of our policy speech and it dissects
the speech word by word and line by line.
I have never done that,

The Hon, G, C. MacKinnon:
accept that that is so?

The Hon. J, DOLAN: I am telling the
member quite truthfully this is what will
happen.

The Hon, A, F. Griffith: Of course, you
were reading the Minister’s answer to a
question, were you not?

_ The Hon. J. DOLAN: That is right, it
is in Hansard No. 11, at page 1749. Any
member can look at this answer.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: You know as
well as I do that questions are asked about
increased taxes and charges every year
Parliament sits.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I wotild like to
refer to another interesting point whilst
we are talking of increased charges, and
50 on. An example was given in another
place and there was no dissension—no-
body suggested it could possibly be wrong.
This appears in Harsard No. 8 on page
1241, The example given was of a parti-
cular type of truck used extensively on
the Perthi-Carnarvon run. It is a semi-
trailer which carries a payload of 20 tons,
and it has a tare weight of 16 tons. This
would equal approximately 24 units of
road maintenance tax. On a 1,200-mile
irip the operator would have to pay $80
jn road maintenance tax. At an average
of a trip a week—that is, 50 trips a year—
the tax would amount to $4,000. Half the
normal license rate would apply and this
would amount to $210, and the total tax
payable would be $4,210 a year. Using
our system of an aggregate weight of 36
tons, the license fee today would be $1,660.

The example given was for a man with
one vehicle—not this small operator of 18
vehicles the member referred to. I just
cannot see that an operator with 18
vehicles engaged in transport can be called
a small operator. The amount he pays in
ordinary license fees and road mainten-
ance tax would be very acceptable as an
annual salary to anyone.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: He would be a
much smaller operator than a firm like
Bell Bros, or Mayne Nickless.

‘The Hon. J. DOLAN: He might be small
when you compare him with Bell Bros.,
but he still could not be classed as a small
operator. Why not compare him with the
one-vehicle man, instead of drawing a
comparison with Bell Bros. 1 daresay that
if one travelled the world one would not
find more than half a dozen people oper-
ating on the scale on which Bell Bros,
operate,

It is a very poor illustration and a poor
analogy. If the truck did only 22,000 miles
in one year it would break even, but any
mileage above that figure would mean the

Will you

[COUNCIL.]

aperator is starting to make a profit. I
gave the minimum of one {rip a week, but
if he were operating a bit faster the extra
pr‘?ﬁt would of course accrue after 22,000
miles.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: In one breath
you say members were tending to give
isolated instances as examples and in the
next you do exactly the same thing.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I did so to show
the fallacy of the argument presented; that
the honourahle member could not pick out
an isolated case and arrive at a generality
in his conclusions.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: The arsument
you gave was just as fallacious.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: 1t is an actual fact.
I ecould examine the case of other operators
throughout the State and could probably
reach the same conclusion. Some mem-
bers have picked out examples which suit
thelr argument and as they have done this
I feel I am entitled fo pick out the ecase
that suits my argument, to illustrate a
particular case. There are thousands of
other cases that could be quoted. The
people of Carnarvon would henefit con-
siderably from the activities of the opera-
tor to whom I have referred.

Certain questions were asked and I
promised to obtain the answers. I will
conclude on this note because I think the
matter has been widely debated. The first
question asked was—

(1) If a transport operator leaves
any part of the Eastern States
and comes across the Nullabor
{perhaps by rail for some of the
journey) thencz to Port Hed-
land-—

(a) what license fees will he pay?

(b) how will clause 5 operate
against him?
The answer given is—

(1) (a) and (b) A transport operator
using a vehicle on a road in the
course of trade, commerce, or
intercourse among the States is,
under section 92 af the Constitu-
tion and subsection {(3a) of sec-
tion 11 of the Traffic Act, not re-
guired to pay a license fee,

If the transport operator com-
menced his journey in the East-
ern States, carrying goods from
say, Adelaide to Port Hedland, he
is not required to pay a license
fee. However, if he commenced
his journey in Adelaide and affer
entering Western Australia loaded
goods for transport to Port Hed-
land, he would he c¢aught by
clause 5 and would be required to
pay a license fee in Western
Australia.

This is nothing new; it has probably heen

in force ever since Federation although

there has never been the density of road
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traffic previously as there is in recent
years. If the transport operator com-
menced his journey in the Eastern States
carrying goods from Adelaide to, say, Port
Hedland, he Iis not required to pay @&
license fee, However if he commenced his
journey In Adelaide, uniaden, and after
entering Western Australia he loaded
goods for transport to Port Hedland he
would be caught by clause 5.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Then and only
then,

The Hon, J. DOLAN: In this case he
would be required to pay a license fece.
The answers I have are quite factual. The
second question asked was—

(2) (a) What amount of license fees
was paid on commercial
vehicles registered In W.A.
for the year ended 30/6/71?

() What license fees were pald
for year ended 30/6/71 on all
vehicles which paid road
maintenance tax?

(c) What license fee total s
anticipated in a full year
under the new basis of the
schedule?

The answer is as follows:—

(2} (a) About $4.7 million,

(b} About $440,000.

{¢) The lcense fee total for a
full year for commercial
vehicles under the new basis
of the schedule would be
about $8.7 million.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Thai means
the amount raised will be about double
what it is now.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Based on road
maintenance tax which also carries
matching moneys it looks as though we
might break about even.

The Hon, A. F. Griffith: If it is going
to break about even how do you make up
the $8,700,000?

The Hon. J. DOLAN; I think the figure
given vesterday was about $4,000,000 odd;
this covered by road maintenance tax
and the matching money would bring it
to about that figure. If there is any varia-
tion or difference in the figures X apologise
if I have unintentionally misled the House.

The Hon. J. Heitman: The $4,000,000
would not attraet much matehing money;
not all of it.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: No, not all of it;
only a certain percentage. 1 think Mr.
Logan gave the answer yesterday in reply
to an interjection.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: I said we ralsed
almost $4,000,600 from road mainftenance
tax plus $1,500,000 for matching moneys.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: If the comparison
I have drawn is not satisfactory, it is just
too bad.
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The Hon. A. F. Grifith: I am trying to
get at the point as to what the State will
get under the new order and what it got
under the old order. That 15 the important
thing.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: It is estimated,
of course, that the total license fee for
commercial vehicles under the new basis of
the schedule would be about $8,700,000.

‘The Hon. A, F. Griffith: So you are get~
ting about twice as much.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Not twice as much.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Almost a 100
per cent. Increase.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Not a 100 per cent.
increase.

‘The Hon. A. F. Griffith: It is $4,700,000
against $8,700,000. Let us be precise and
say a 92 per cent. increase.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: There is the ques-
tion of $4,700,000 in matehing moneys
which must be taken into consideration.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: Will not there
If:le a‘a’ny matching money on your license

ces?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I cannot answer
that.

The Hon. L. A. Logan: You can only
use your income from the road mainten-
ance tax not from the matching money.
That is not income until the other is raised.
You must compare exactly what you get
from road maintenance tax.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: So it looks as
though we will be much better off so far
as revenue s concerned.

The Hon. J. Heitman: And you are try-
ing to tell us that the commercial user will
not notice this.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I did not say that
at all; I said he would pass it on.

The Hon. A, F. Griffith: Is not this what
we tried to tell you? Does it not sound
peculiar that we had to extract this in-
formation from you like a bad tooth.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Not one bit. The
honourable member has not had to ex-
tract this information from me at all; he
has not had to pull it out of me.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith; We have.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: This matter was
raised yesterday afternoon and I was at
work at eight o’clock this morning getting
the answers for the honourable member.
Surely there is no question of his having
to extract the Information from me.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: In revenue-
raising Bills you should tell the people what
you are going to extract when you intro-
duce the Bill.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I did not know
the information otherwise I would have
supplied it to the House yesterday; I would
have given it Immediately if 1t were in my
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possession. I do not want to hide anything.
The questions were asked yesterday and
I have endeavoured to supply the answers
as quickly as possible. The next question
that was asked was as follows:—

(3) (a) What matching money is now
available and on what basis
is it paid?

(h) It is said that 30 per cent. are
not paying the tax—why does
not the Government prosecute
these defaulters?

The answer given is—

(3) (a) The additional Common-
wealth grant (matching
money) is estimated at

$3,996,000 for 1971-72. 'The
additional Commonwealth
funds are based on a formula
related to expenditure from
State resources calculated on
increase in motor vehicle reg-
istrations.
That is the answer given to me and it
might answer the interjector who thought
I did not know anything about the matter,
An amount of $4,000,000 will come from
tax.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: You did not
know.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: No, but what the
henourable member who interjected knew
was not correct; he was trying to put me
on the spot. Strangely enough the grant
of matching money was estimated at
$3,996,000 In 1971-72 and the additional
Commonwealth funds are based on a
formula related t¢ an increase in motor
vehicle registrations.

The query was raised by one honourable
member in this debate that 30 per cent. of
the operators were not paying the tax. He
asked why did not the Government
prosecute these defaulters. I would point
out that these defaulters were not confined
entirely to the period when this Govern-
ment has been in office; there were many
defaulters in the term of the previous Gov-
ernment. I could therefore throw back
the question to the honourable member
who raised this point: Why did not the
previous Goverhment prosecute the de-
faulters?

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: We did prose-
cute and some of them were imprisoned;
but you people went crook about it.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: They did not have
the money to pay, and by imprisoning them
the previous Government was going back
to the days of Charles Dickens when pegple
were thrown into gaol because they were
unable to pay their debts. These people
had n¢ chance of paying, and all that
would result from their imprisonment was
a further responsibility on the State—the
payment of $6 to $7 a day while an offen-
der was in gaol.

[COUNCIL.]

In addition to that, the Commonwealth
Government was also faced with the pay-
ment of social service benefits to the wives
and children of those in prison. What is
the purpose of imprisonment? Surely in
this enlightened age we should not send
men to gaol because they cannot pay;
and surely this Government has adopted
a humanitarian attitude. This eould, per-
haps, reorient our thinking in the future.

In respect of the question asked by the
honourable member the answer 1s—

It is not possible to say with any
certainty just what percentage of
hauliers are avoiding paying the road
maintenance tax. Unless these de-
faulters are intercepted by Transport
Commissioner inspectors, proceedings
cannot be instituted against them,

They must be caught first, before pro-
ceedings can be instituted. Every State
faces this problem, and in New South
Wales there is a bigger percentage of the
people who have fallen foul of the Trans-
port Commissions in the various States.

The Hon. J. Heitman: It was not we on
this side who said the collection was only
20 per cent. It was your Governhment
which said that.

The Hon. J, DOLAN: A query was raised
by one honourable member who said that
30 per cent. of those concerned were not
paying the tax.

The Hon. 1. A. Logan: That was the
figure given by your Government.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: The honourable
member told it to me, and it was his query.
He asked why did not the Government .
prosecute the defaulters; and I have given
what I consider to be a satisfactory ex-
planation,

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I thought the
figure of 25 per cent. arose from an inter-
jection by Mr. Hunt.

The Hon, J. DOLAN: So the figure is not
one that came authoritatively from the
Government,

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: It is, because it
was mentioned in your second reading
speech.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Why then did the
Leader of the Opposition pass the
responsibility on to Mr, Hunt?

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Because he
interjected and sald about 25 per cent.
were not paying.

The Hon., J. DOLAN: That is not far
from 30 per cent. I would ask the Leader
of the Opposition to pay particular atten-
tion to this query which he raised. He
osked—

Under the new proposal—
(a) what percentage will be spent
on roads;
(b) what percentage will go into
Consolidated Revenue?
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I have pointed out that we gave no guaran-
tee that any percentage would be spent on
the roads. The honourable member then
asked what percentage would be paid into
Consolidated Revenue. 1 contrast this
question with the one that was asked in
the 1965-66 period as to what & previous
Government did with its license fees, when
only 50 per cent. went into Consolidated
Revenue,

The answer I have obtained to the query
as to what percentage will be spent on
roads is—

(a) the whole of the additional com-
mercial license fees will be ex-
pended on roads.

In regard to the query as to what percen-
tage will go into Consolidated Revenue the
answer is—

(h) None.

I now turn to a reference made by =
couple of the speakers from the opposite
side of the House in relation to the cartage
of ilmenite. The query has heen summar-
ised as follows:—

Mr. McNeill and Mr. MacKinnon
referred to ilmenite carting and the
advantage to railway vehicles which
will pay no license fees or no road
maintenance tax,

Under the new proposals there will be no
road maintenance tax, but under the old
system there were no license fees either.
In that regard the position has not really
changed; they did not pay license fees. I
am wondering what sort of a reception the
Government would get if it permitted the
railway trucks to cart ilmenite to Bunbury
side by side with the road hauliers. If
this were insisted upon I could imagine
what a hue and cry there would be.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That is not
the answer; that is an evasion of the
question.

The Hon. J, DOLAN: That was the query
by the two honourable members. The
answer to that query is—

As motor trucks operated by the
Government Railways do not pay
license fees, these trucks will not be
subject to the increased scale of fees.

Of course, the two honourable members
sald it was unfair competition. There ls a
railway line running alongside a road over
which private transport operators are
allowed to cart this commeoedity from point
A to point B in direct competition with
the railways. In those circumstances the
private operators and those who have low
expenses can be considered to be reason-
ably fortunate. In my capacity as Minister
for Transport I have not had any com-
plaints as yet that they have been unjustly
treated. When I do receive such com-
plaints it will be time for me to give con-
sideration to them.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith;: I found the
debate in the Legislative Assembly on this
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question to be rather difficult to under-
stand. The question was asked of the
Government as to whether, i this Bill were
not passed, the Government would continue
to impose the road maintenance tax. Wil
it continue to impose that tax?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: The road mainten-
ance tax is being imposed under an Act
which is still in force. While it is In force
these charges will be malntained. The
Leader of the Opposition has asked a fair
question, and I have given a fair answer.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: If this Bill is
defeated will the Government go on with
the Road Maintenance (Contribution) Act
Repeal Bill?

The Hon, J. DOLAN: I do not know. I
have to take directlons from the Leader
of the House, and my leader in another
place.

The Hon, A. F. Griffith: That is not a
fair answer.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: That is the only
answer I can give. Does the honourable
member want me to pluck an answer out
of the alr and throw it over to him? I
feel enough has been said on the subject.

Question put and a divislon taken with
the following result:—

Ayes—0
Hon. R. F. Claughton Hon. J. L. Hunt
Hono. D. K. Dans Hon. R. H. Q. Btubbs
Hon. S. 2. Dellar Hon. W. F. Wiliesee
Hon. J. Dolan Hon. R. T. Leeson
Hon. Lyla Elliott (Teller )
Noes—18
Hon. C. R. Abhey Hon. N. McNeill
Hon. N, E. Bexter Hon. I, G. Medcalr
Hon, G. W. Betry Hon. T. Q, Perry
Hon. V. J. Ferry Hon. S. T. J, Thompson
Hon. A, P. Griffith Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. Clive Griffiths Hon. F. R. White
Hon. J. Heltman Hon, W, R. Withers
Hon, L. A. Logan Hon, D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon Hon. R. J. L. Willtams
{ Teller)
Palr
Aye No

Hon, R. Thompson Hon, F. D. Willmott
Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER
BILL
Assembly’s Further Message
Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the
time and place fixed for a conference on
the Parliamentary Commissioner Bill.

STATE FORESTS
Revocation of Dedication:
Assembly’s Resolution—Motion to Concur
Debate resumed from the 7th December,
on the following motion by The Hon. W. F.
Willesee (Leader of the House) 1

That this House concurs with the
resolution contained in Message No. 50
from the Legislative Assembly regard-
ing the partial revocation of State

Forests Nos, 21, 27, 49, 58 and 65.
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THE HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West)
[12.02 pm.1;: I am grateful for the ex-
planation of the measures contalned in
this motion as enunclated by the Leader
of the House. I have examined the pro-
posed excisions from the State Forests and
I am satisfied that each proposal can be
approved by the House to enable the ]Jand
to be used for other purposes, as explained
by the Minister,

Under the provislons of the Forests Act,
1919, it is necessary for a measure of this
nature to come before Parliament before
approval can be given for areas of State
Forests to be excised for any other purpose.
I think there is ample description in the
preamble to the Act which states that it is
an Act to provide for the better manage-
ment and protection of forests.

The forests industry in this State is very
important and by world standards we do
not have large areas of indigenous forests.
The area of indigenous forests In Western
Australia is approximately 4,500,000 acres
and it is jealously guarded for a good
reason. I believe any proposal to convert
State Forests to be used for other purposes
should come before Parliament for appro-
val.

There are times when there could be a
little more flexibility In the release of small
hlocks of forest land for other purposes,
but it has probably been proved that we
should have fairly stringent conditions
imposed on the exchange of land.

It is not necessary for me to go through
each proposal. I can assure members I
have looked at each proposal and I have
compared them with the maps provided.
I hope the House will agree {0 the motion,

Question put and passed, and a message
accordingly . returned to the Assembly.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 3rd December.

THE HON. R. J. L. WILLIAMS (Metro-
politan} [12.05 p.m.l: I thank the Min-
ister for Local Government for his courtesy
in allowing me to get to my feet this
morning to speak on this Bill. There are
one or two points which should be clari-
fied for the general public.

The Bill seeks to provide an alternative
method of protecting swimming pools. It
is not, as some people think, that both
types of protection will have to be in-
stalled. We know that it is extremely
expensive and costly—if not impossible—
in some regions like Kalamunda and the
hills generally to build brick fences around
swimming pools because of the physical
difficulties involved. Subsequently, when
this Bill was introduced in another place
it was a move to increase safety, and at the
same time provide for the use of suitable
devices other than brick fences.

[COUNCIL.]

A mistaken idea is that the erecting of
safety devices is compulsory. It is only
compulsory if the provision is contained
in a council by-law., However, the Minister
for Local Government has taken a very
responsible attitude in this matter and I
foreshadow that I will move an amend-
ment in the Committee stage. I will speak
further on the amendment at that stage
and I now commend the Bill to the House.

THE HON. F. R. \WIIITE (West) [12.07
p.m.1: I rise to support the Bill introduced
by Mr. Abhey. I think the matter should
be clarified, to a degree, for the information
of the public., Apart from the fact that
the measure is to provide an alternative
protection device for swimming pools, the
general public is not aware of the areas
to which the existing regulations apply.

The existing regulations apply to built-
up areas; to urban-zoned land. They do
not apply to rural-zoned land. Within the
metropolitan region there are many rural
properties which have swimming pools.
The owners of those pools do not have to
huild 4-foot fences or walls around the
pools, It will be found that the uniform by-
laws do not contain such a provision. The
uniform by-laws were published in the
Government Gazetle on the 6th February,
1970. Subsequently, on the 20th February,
1970, a schedule was published in the Gov-
ernment Gazette which stated—

1. The whole of each of the following
municipal districts, with the exception
of any land included therein which
is classified as zoned for rural use
under the  Metropolitan Region
Scheme—

(a) the Cities of Fremantle, Mel-
ville, Nediands, Perth, South
Perth and Subiaco;

(h) the Towns of Claremont, Cot-
tesloe, East Fremantle, Mid-
land and Mosman Park;

(¢} the Shires of Armadale-Kelm-
seott, Bassendean, Bayswater,
Belmont, Canning, Cockburn,
Gosnells, Kalamunds, Kwi-
naha, Mundaring, Peppermint
Grove, Perth, Rockingham,
Serpentine-Jarrahdale Swan-
Guildford and Wannerco.

2. The whole of the municipal dis-
tricts of the Towns of Albany, Bun-
bury, Geraldion, Kalgoorlie, Narrogin
and Northam.

3. Such parts of every municipal
district within the State, except the
municipal districts specified in para-
graphs 1 and 2 of this schedule, as are
comprised by townsites.

The uniform by-laws state that a private
swimming peol in a built-up area must
be surrounded by a 4-foot fence or wall,
which cannot be scaled or climbed by a
child. However, I think that definition
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tends to be misleading. A 4-foot fence or
well would only keep toddlers within an
enclosed area.

Children are those up to the age of 186,
but I have seen eight-year-olds vault a
4-foot fence quite easily. Therefore, a
child who could not swim could quite
easily enter this compound which is sup-
posed to be protected by a 4-foot wall.
The child could enter the swimming-pool
area and could subsequently drown as a
result of not being able to swim.

Many people in the metropolitan area
place covers, in the form of a net or some
ather covering, over the tops of pools be-
cause they realise a wall is not necessarily
a good safeguard. The purpose of Mr,
Abbey’s Bill is to allow loeal authorities to
accept a suitable alternative protective
measure to prevent children who cannot
swim from drowning.

In many local authority areas there are
situations where even a wall Is not
sufficient to keep out toddlers. In some
situations, such as in Kalamunda, a wall
cannot readily be built. I know of one
instance where a pool is built at the base
of a very steep incline. If a wall were
placed around that pool a child could slip
down the hill, fall on to the wall, and
topple inte the pool. In that instance, a
wall would be of no use. If the local
authority eould allow an alternative such
as a net or a cover gver the pool, such an
gceident would not result in the chiid
drowning. I support the Bill,

THE HON. R, F. CLAUGHTON (North
Metropolitan) [12.12 p.m.]l: I hope mem-
bers will reject this Bill at the second
reading, I cannot see that any advantage
will be derived from the proposal. From
a reading of the debate that ensued when
Mr. Stubbs introduced his private mem-
ber’s Bill, it will be seen that it was not
the eight-year-clds about whom members
were concerned. Those most at hazard
were the two to four-year-olds. I will
quote from the speech of Mr. Stubbs at
that time. It is contained in Hansard No.
1 of 1969-70 at page 690. He said in part—

As I have said, six children of four
vears of age or under have been
drowned in Western Australia since
last October;

Further on he said—

The research which I have under-
taken has revealed that no children
of four years of age and under have
been drowned in our rivers or at our
beaches. No children have been killed
by electrocution, These examples in-
dicate the terrific hazard which un-
protected swimming pools constitute
compared with other comparable
hazards to children,

We are not really so much concerned ahout
the older child who, if he got into a pool,
would be able to place his feet on the
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bottom and save himself. The smaller
toddler is unable to do this, and he is
therefore placed at considerable risk.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It would depend
whether he got in at the deep end or the
shallow end.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The re-
marks of Mr. Stubbs which I quoted in-
dicate that not one of the older children
was involved. I have no doubt older
children who could not swim did get into
poals, but they did not drown. I think this
is our main concern in this piece of legis-
lation.

If this provision is placed in the Act it
will apply not only to the localities where
there is some difficulty in placing an
adequate wall or fence around a pool but
it will also apply in all the areas which
Mr. White mentioned—in the built-up
areas of the metropolitan region.

The Hon. F. R. White: At the discretion
of the local authority which knows the
local conditions.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That
may well be so. Mistakes do occur. If
these devices are thought to he safe in
one locality, why should they be thought
not to be safe somewhere else? On this
reasoning, it does not work out as Mr,
White is suggesting; that s, they
could be placed on pools in built-up
suburban areas.

I am not sure what kind of device the
member who proposed this legislation has
in mind. If he is thinking of a net device,
there is nothing to prevent a child coming
down onto the net and being drowned.

The Hon. R. J. L. Williams: Do you not
agree, however, that it is not up to the
member who proposed the amendment; it
is up to the Minister to decide whether
or not the device is satisfactory?

The Hon, R, F. CLAUGHTON: So the
honourable member wants to place the
responsibility on the Minister and not on
the local authority?

The Hon. R. J, L, Williams: On the
Minister's department, to decide whether
a device is a proper device. That is the
purpcose of the amendment,

The PRESIDENT: Order, please!

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Mr.
Stubbs made his attitude towards this
matter quite clear when he iniroduced
his Bill. Following investigations over the
whole world, he found it was agreed that
a fence was the only adequate protection
for children. If after using a pool people
leave the ares for a short period, there
is nothing to prevent a child from some-
where else coming in. Children move
very quickly. One has only to turn one's
head and one finds a child has gone.
Anyone who has brought up a family will
know just how guickly a young child ean
escape from cone's care. Considering the
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size' of children, the speed at which they
move is quite phenomenal. It takes only
a few minutes for a child to drown.

I insist that the only way in which we
can protect these children is by the plaec-
ing of obstructions of the types already
laid down in the law. There is no pur-
pose in erecting a device that will protect
only the top of the pool.

Frankly, I cannot see how any device
other than a fence could keep a child
away. Water has an attraction for chil-
dren. A fence is a complete mask for a
pool. The child cannot see the pool and
he cannot get to it. If there is no fence
around the pool and nothing to prevent
him from seeing it and going right up to
it, he is placed at hazard.

I again quote from Mr. Stubb’s speech
on page 619 of the 1969-70 Hansard. .
Stubbs quoted an article entitled, “Can
Home Swimming Pools be Resally Safe?”
written by Daniel P. Webster. That
gentleman said—

A toddler, and a home swimming
poal . . . an active curious youngster,
seduced by the magnetism of water
. . . temporarily unattended, and un-
protected . . .

1 think those are the pertinent points.
Water is attractive to a child. The child
need be unsattended only temporarily and
the water unprotected only temporarily,
and we have a situation in which a child
can be drowned. If we accept this meas-
ure we will once again create the situation
which was overcome by the Ilegislation
introduced in 1969. I would again urge
members not to accept this Bill. We
should maintain the protection for
toddlers we have provided within the
last few years.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central)
[12.21 pm.1: I am rather surprised at the
objections raised by Mr. Claughton to this
piece of legislation. As members have
explained, the Bill merely provides an
alternative to the provision of a fence
around a swimming pool. The alternative
must be approved by the shire or perhaps
by the department, I should imnagine, be-
fore consent for its use is granted.

Mr. Claughton sald he could net imagine
anything that could replace a fence. I
think he has not very much Imagination,
and he has not much eonfidence in people
who could, if given the opportunity, devise
a structure to completely cover a pool and
provide for children more safety than &
fence.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: But the pool
will not be covered all the time. The cover
must be taken off when the pool is used,
and then replaced.

The Hon, N. E, BAXTER: Such a device
would be even more safe than a four-foot
fence. I think all members will agree that
children even under the age of four years

[COUNCIL.]

are quite capable of climbing a four-foot
fence. I have seen many children under
the age of four climb structures higher
than four feet.

The Hon. R. F., Claughton: The fence
or structure must not have hand holds
and foot holds.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Let us con-
sider the provisions of the regulations and
by-laws. Do they contain any incentive
for a person to plan and eventually bulild
8 structure to make a8 pool safe for
children? Of course they do not. There
is absolutely no Incentive; the regulations
slmply say that a fence shall be provided.
A person with constructive genlus is given
no incentive to plan and construct & device
of the type referred to which would com-
pletely cover a pool and provide effective
safety. I know of one gentleman who has
drawn up a plan, and he has even priced
the materials, for a cover of this nature.
He 1s quite prepared to install a cover on
a pool on a demonstration hasis. If the
cover is not satisfactory he will take it
away, with no cost to the pool owner,

This is what we need; a person with
imagination who is prepared to do some-
thing like thls, Why should we conflne
ourselves to the provision of a four-foot
fence?

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Can you
imagine that every time a person uses the
pool he will immediately replace the cover?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, I can.

'}"he Hon. R. F. Claughton: Oh, come
on!

The Hon. N, E. BAXTER: People who
are concerned about the safety of children
will certainly replace the cover.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Your
imagination is much greater than mine;
I will admit that.

The Hon. N, E. BAXTER.: I will say this
to the honourable member: he does not
speak for all of us. Many people are
willing to ensure that their pools are
covered not only from the point of view of
safety, but also for other reasons. If it
were a simple task to Hft and replace the
cover, many people would be happy to do
s0. There are many who might prefer that
rather than have a fence around the pool.
That is not beyond the realms of the
imagination by any means. This measure
creates an opportunity for someone to
construct a device which would effectively
cover pools. I support the Bill.

THE HON., D. J. WORDSWORTH
{(S8outh) 1225 pm.}: It seems that Mr.
Claughton has added his support to the
Bill by speaking against it. I would like
to point out that in America today it is
quite common to see plastic domes con-
structed over swimming pools, particularly
in areas where the climate is not favour-
able from the point of view of swimming.
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In those places swimming pools may be
used all the year round if covered. It is
not necessary to remove this device every
time one wishes {0 use the pool. This is
not simply a matter of imagination. The
device is already available, and it is fairly
cheap. It is most effective in cool climates
because the dome stops the heat escapineg.
It is & most successful device.

The effect of the Bill is to allow the
Minister to decide whether or not an in-
vention to cover pools is effective. He will
not be confined to a provision which sets
out the height of a fence and the materials
which must be used in its construction,
It is ridiculous that the Act should so
confine the Minister; he should be per-
mitted to use his common sense.

When I was a member of a local autho-
rity we had great difficulty in interpreting
the provisions of the Act, particularly as
it related to the construction of a fence
around a pool in a motel. It was quite
obvious that the fence could not be built
around the edge of the pool. The shire
had to decide whether a fence built around
a motel would suffice, The law does not
state how close to the swimming pool the
fence must be built. Of course, one could
not drive into a motel which had a fence
across the front doorstep. The matter has
become so complicated that I think it is
sensible that the Minister should have
power to permit the use of other devices
to keep children out of swimming pools.

THE HON. R, H, C. STUBBS (South-
Egst—Minister for Local Government)
[12.27 p.m.]: Firstly, let me say I am very
happy about the amendment suggested by
Mr. Williams. As members know, I have
been concerned about the safety of child-
ren for some years. I think all but about
six members of this House were present
when I introduced a private member’'s
Bill in 1969. That Bill was subsequently
discharged from the notice paper after the
Government of the day introduced a Bill
to do precisely what I suggested. I am
forever grateful to Mr. Logan for doing
that. I think he did a fine job in intro-
ducing the Bll] at the time because, after
all, it did break new ground.

The only evidence we had was that which
we gained from other places throughout
the world, and this seemed to favour the
construction of a four-foot fence with no
hand holds or foot holds. At the time we
were concerned about two to four-year-old
children as I think we had had six in-
stances of children drowning. Mr. Logan
must take great satisfaction in the know-
ledge that in the following year only one
child drowned in & swimming pool.

The remarks of Mr. Abbey are substan-
tially correct. The member for Darling
Range in another place did contact me,
and I inspected various places. I inspected
not only Kalamunda but also Spearwood
and many other places. The point that
worries me is that there are so many
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different types of pools. I think Mr,
Williams has come up with the right sug-
gestion, and I am grateful to him. I
would like to be ahle to inspect these de-
vices, and I want to find something which
in my mind and conscience is safe so far
as children are concerned. That is my
only interest. Therefore, I am grateful to
Mr. tWilliams for suggesting the amend-
ment,

THE HON. C. R. ABBEY (West) [12.30
p.m.i: I express my thanks to all members
who have spoken on the measure for
their obvious interest in, and support of
it. I particularly thank the Minister for
accepting the principle of the Bill and for
saying he is happy with the further amend-
ment to be moved by Mr. Williams to
clarify the measure. That amendment is
also acceptable to me.

The general discussion on the Bill has
followed a pattern that I would expect.
Although the measure is only a small one,
it is a matter of considerable Interest,
because it concerns safety in the home
and, in particular, the safety of young
children in the community. Several
speakers have stated that young children
can so easily drown in a swimming pool
after having wandered out of their parents’
sight. When such a tragedy occurs it is
8 time of great anxiety for the parents
concerned, Ii must indeed be a sad event,
I have not had the occasion to witness such
an event and I hope I never will,

When he introduced this Bill in another
piace, the intention of Mr. Thompson was
to provide a further safeguard for swim-
ming pools, and I must siress it was to
be only an alternative that would be ap-
proved by the Minister for Local Govern-
ment in any by-law that was put forwafad
by a shire that was faced with the diffi-
culties that have heen described both by
myself when introducing the second read-
ing of the Bill and by other members.

Maves such as this are nearly always
misunderstood. This is obvious from some
of the letters that have been published in
the “Opinion” column in the Press. I
sincerely hope their fears will be allayed
by the reports that might be published on
the discussion that has taken place on this
Bill. I believe that no member in either
House of Parlizment would wish to do
anything that might cause people to feel
they are being put to any excessive ex-
pense to provide something that is wrong,
and perhaps stupid.

As I have said, the only intention is to
provide an alternative safety measure with
the approval of local government. In
general, I thank all members for their
support of the Bill and I commend it to
the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (The Hon.
N. E. Baxter) in the Chair; The Hon. C.
R, Abbey in charge of the Bill,

Clause 1 put and passed,

Clause 2: Amendment to section 245A—

The Hon, R. J. L. WILLIAMS: I move
an amendment—

Page 2, Hne 3—Insert befere the
word *by” the paragraph designation
" (a)”.

The Hon. C. R. ABBEY: This proposal
by Mr. Williams is one which will further
clarify the meaning of a device. It will
set out very clearly what the Minister for
Local Government could require in a regu-
lation or a by-law. I think this amend-
ment is & good one and I accept it.

The Hon. R. H. C. STUBBS: I also agree
with the amendment, The reason for
it is that the word “device” in the Bill
is too loose. A device could be anything
and it is incumbent upon us to describe
something that people will use as a safety
measure. I give the Chamber an under-
taking that during the recess I will inspect
other devices or structures that will safe-
guard chiidren and try to come up with
something suitable. The {mportant factor
1s that we must describe a safety device
adequately so that people will know what
the standard shall be.

Amendment put and passed.

The Hon. R. J. L. WILLIAMS: I move
an amendment—

Page 2—Add after line 4 the follow-
ing passage—
() by adding after the word
‘“land” in line 9 the words:—

but no structure or device
shall be deemed to be a com-
pliance with this requirement
unless the structure or device
is of a sort approved and de-

scribed by the Minister.

This amendment is to ensure that the .

Minister has full control over the devices.

Amendment put and passed.

Clause, as amended, put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, with amendments, and the

report adopted.
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by The
Hon. C. R. Abbey, and returned to the
Assembly with amendments.

MARKETING OF LINSEED ACT
AMENDMENT BILL
In Commitiee

Resumed from the 8th December. The
Chairman of Committees (The Hon. N.
E. Baxter) in the Chair; The Hon. W. F.
Willesee (Leader of the House) in charge
of the Bill.

[COUNCIL.1

Clause 4: Addition of Sectlon 3A—

The CHATRMAN: Progress was reported
on the clause after The Hon. I. G. Medcalf
had moved the following amendment:—

Page 3, line 18—Add after the pro-
posed new section 3A a new sectlon to
stand as section 3B as follows—

3B. (1) The Governor may by
Order in Council published in the
Gazelte declare that any seed
grown or t{o be grown for local re-
fining or processing in Western
Australia may be exempted on a
year to year basis from the pro-
visions of this Act provided that
such seed 1s the subject of a con-
tract with a local processor.

(2} A local processor for the
purpose of this section shall be a
person whose sole or prineipal
refining or processing works is
situated in Western Australia.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF'; The Leader
of the House was good enough to report
progress last night so that I would have
the opportunity to confer with Mr. Nor-
wood, the Managing Director of Refinoil
Pty. Ltd. concerning the discussions that
took place and which were reported by the
Leader of the House during the Committee
stage last night.

I have had the opportunity to discuss
in detail with Mr. Norwood the text of
the discussions that took place, and he has
informed me that before the Bill came to
the Legislative Council—I think it was
whilst it was in another place—he had
written to the Minister for Agriculture
{The Hon. H. D. Evans) and asked him for
advice so that he could put his company's
case before the Minister.

He said he had received no reply and
in desperation he approached some mem-
bers of Parliament. Although the matter
had been before the Legislative Council,
he had still received no reply and so he
phoned the Minister's secretary where-
upon he was informed the Minister was
not available, Mr. Norwood did not sug-
gest the Minister should have been avail-
able because he was aware the Minister
was very busy. Nevertheless, this was
very frustrating to him, so he said if he
could not see the Minister he would like
to see someone else. The secretary replied
to the effect that the Director of Agricul-
ture ({Mr. Fitzpatrick) would be available
to discuss his case with him and asked
him to make an appointment,

Mr. Norwood tried on several occaslons
to make an appointment, but was un-
sucecessiul and finally, again in despera-
tion, he rang the Minister’s secretary and
said that unless he could have an appoint-
ment he would approach the members of
Parliament again. The secretary then
made an appointment for him to see the
Minister the following day.
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I am told the Minister asked Mr.
Norwood whether he had any objection
to meeting members of the industry and
he said he would be delighted. So a con-

ference was arranged hetween Mr.
Norwood and Mr. Thomas of Refinoll;
Mr. Lane, the representative of Co-

operative Bulk Handling; Mr. O'Neill of
the Grain Pool; Mr. Elliott, Chairman of
the Linseed Marketing Board; and Mr,
Fitzpatrick, Director of Agriculture. It was
to take place on Friday, the 3rd Decem-
ber, and that is the conference to which
reference was made last night.

The matter was fully discussed, but Mr.
Norwood states that although he had
submitted his case, he did not recelve
any assurances whatever from any mem-
ber present that his company would, in
fact, be able to carry on. They all agreed
that they did not want his company to
go out of business, but he did not receive
any assurances he regarded as being
sufficient to justify his acceptance of the
Bill in its present form.

It is reported that C.B.H. indicated the
handling costs did not exceed $5.20 a
ton, but Mr., Norwoed states the costs
were $8 a ton. Mr. Norwood was quoting
what the costs have actually been, The
rveference to $5.20 a ton is the estimated
charge for the 1971-72 crop. It is natural
to assume the costs musi come down if a
greater amount of the commodity is
handled. In addition the costs of the
Grain Pool must be taken into considera-
tion, and therefore, in round figures, the
esiimated cost is something under $6 a
ton for the current year as against $8
paid last year.

The Hon. C. R. Abbey: It would be bulk
handled.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I suppose
because of the greater amouni of grain
expected this year.

The Hon. €. R. Abbey:
handling should be cheaper.

The Hon, I. G. MEDCALF: The pool
handled it last year, but it is due to the
fact that with a greater quantity the over-
heads must be reduced, and it is antici-
pated that more rapeseed will be handled
this year than last vear, and a lot more
is anticipated in future years. 1In fact,
the estimates run into hundreds of thous-
ands of tons, so it is anticipated the in-
dustry will develop into a major one,
Whether the result will be a further
reduction in charges, remains to be seen.

My amendment is an attempt to keep
this child of primary industry—that is,
the processing works—alive on a year-to-
year basis. We do not know what the
situation will be in five to 10 years, but
we hope the industry will succeed and
that a large increase in the amount of
seed will be experienced with a consequent
benefit to the farming community.

Therefore
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From the reply the Minister gave—and
I presume it emanated from the Director
of Agriculture—I think a slight misunder-
standing has occurred on a number of
matters I raised during the second read-
ing debate; and some of the questions
have not been answered. I am not reslly
complaining because I may not have ex-
pressed myself as well as I should have
on a technical matter on which I am not
really qualified to speak in technical
terms. The Minister said—

1t is difficult to see why the pool will
have any effect on access of Western
Australian growers on Eastern States
markets which 1s precluded normally
where Eastern States growers can
supply their own market because of
the high inferstate freight rates.
I have not said that growers were trying
to sell seed on the Eastern States’ market.
I made it quite clear there has been a
large increase in the number of growers in
the Eastern States, particularly in New
South Wales and Victoria, The reference
I made was to the oll and not the seed.
If on a perusal of Hansard I find that I
referred to seed and not oll, I will be the
first to apologise to the director. However,
I think he has misinterpreted what I said
in this Instance and in one or two others.
The company is satisfied from the dis-
cussion that other members of the industry
want the company to carry on, but that
the company has received no assurances.
In the ecircumstences it Is appropriate we
should give an indication that we, too,
want the right ¢limate in which this com-
pany might carry on. I have on the notice
paper on page 3 an amendment along the
lines suggested by Mr. Logan. I move—
That the amendment be amended
by inserting after the word “may” in
line 1 of the proposed new section
3B the words ‘“on the advice of the
Board”.

The CHATRMAN: I should like to make
the situation quite clear to members. If
they look at Order of the Day No. 5 they
wlll see the amendment moved by Mr.
Medcalf before progress was reported. Mr.
Medcalf has now moved an amendment
on the amendment.

Amendment on the amendment put and
passed.

The Hon. W. F, WILLESEE: I thought
it would serve no good purpose to deal with
the amendment ln two parts. The explana-
tion glven by Mr, Medealf in furtherance
of the document which I read last night is
a little disappointing to me. I had hoped
he would have seen fit not to proceed
with the amendment today.

I do not think the board could give
assurance to a company in the situation
which exists under the measure. However,
it has exhibited goodwlll and consciousness
of the problem which exists for the com-
pany concerned. This was obvious, as a
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result of the meeting held last Priday. To
that extent I think the efforts of Mr, Med-
calf have had some Immediate effect.

The position has been well explained
now and, whilst I oppose the amendment
as it stands, I am prepared to leave ii to
the Committee.

The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: I think I
have made it crystal clear that Mr.
Norwood is pleased with the attitude.
Those who were present at the meeting
indicated to him that they want the local
industry to continue. I think they could
have given him some assurance. I admit
they do not make the law; that is our
responsibillty. Nevertheless, I believe they
could have given him some assurance. He
ts still in the position of not knowing
whether he will he able to carry on with
his industry which has been making a loss
and is subject to a Government guarantee
of $50,000. I think the members of the
industry must keep it going.

All the amendment does is to give an
indication of the desire of Parliament that,
if it 1s possible within the compulsory pool,
the board on a yearly basis may allow
this industry to keep golng In some reason-
able way. It is quite apparent from dis-
cussions which have taken place and which
were referred to by the Minister last even-
ing that facts were brought to the
aftentlon of those present of which
apparently they were not previously aware.

It was virtually admitted there misht
have been some penalties on Refinoil. I
think we ought to make our beliefs quite
clear by aecepting this rather harmless
amendment, because that is what it is. It
is simply a gesture whereby Parliament
indicates to the board that it should
strongly consider this question and ensure
we do not lose this industry. That is the
reason I ask the Committee to support my
amendment.

Amendment, as amended, put and a
division taken with the following result:—

Ayes—17
Hon. €. B. Abhey Hon. T. O. Perry
Hon. G, W. Berry Hon. S. T. J. Thompson
Hon. V. J. Ferry Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. A, F. Griffith Hon. F. R. White
Hon. Cllve Griffiths Hon. R. J. L. Willlams
Hon. L. A, Logan Hon. W. R, Withers
Hon. G. €. MacKinnon Hon. D. J, Wordsworth
Hon. N. MoNefll Hon. J. Heltman
Hon. I. G. Medcalf {Teller )
Noes—9
Hon. R. F. Claughton Hon. R. T. Leeson
Hon. D. K. Dans on. R. H. C. Btubbs
Hon. 8. J. Dellar Hon. W. F. Willesee
Hon. J. Dolan Hon. Lyla Elllott
Hon. J. L. Hunt {Teller )
Patr
AYe No
Hon, F. D. Wlllmott Hon, R. Thompson

Amendment, as amended, thus passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 5 to 9 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.

[COUNCIL.]

The CHAIRMAN: Before I put the title
I point out that a printing error occurs in
the word "notwithstanding” on page 5 at
:irlll_e 10 of the Bill. 'The Clerks will adjust
is.

Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with amendments, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by The
Hon, W, F. Willesee (Leader of the House),
and returned to the Assembly with amend-
ments.

Sitting suspended from 1.00 to 2.00 p.m.

ROAD MAINTENANCE
(CONTRIBUTION) ACT
REPEAL BILL

Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from the 18th Novem-
ber.

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition)
[2.00 p.m.]: Mr. President, when we were
debating the Traffic Act Amendment Bill
{No. 3) a short time ago, I endeavoured to
obtain from the Minister for Police in-
formation concerning the Government's
intention in respect of the Bill that is how
under discussion in the event of the
Chamber not passing the Traffic Act
Amendment Bill (No. 3)>. For reasons I
can understand, the Minister was not able
to indicate the Government's intention to
me across the Chamber, but of course it
has now hecome obvious because debate
is t0 ensue on this particular Bill.

It might be recollected that when we
were debating the other Bill I prefaced my
remarks by saying I was in some confusion
about what might happen in respect of
road maintenance tax because of the situ-
atlon which occurred in ancther place
when questions were asked of the Premier
about the Government’s intention. I
realise I cannot quote from the current
Hansard and I do not want to infringe
Standing Orders. I will however try to
impart to the House what took place in
another place when certain questions were
posed,

The same sort of question was posed to
the Premier as I posed to the Minister for
Police shortly before the luncheon ad-
journment. The Premier said he under-
stoocd he was being asked this question:
What will happen to rcad maintenance
tax if the Traffic Act Amendment Bill (No.
3) is not passed? The Premier’s answer
to that question was that it would stay.
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The matter was pursued a little further
and in order to make the maitter clearer,
the Premier said—

We need not wait for that—
he was referring to the official record—

. . . because if there is any doubf in
your mind I will clear it up now. If
this Bill . . .

that is, the Traflic Act Amendment Bill
(No., 3)—

. . . does not pass the Road Mainten-
ance (Coniribution) Act will not be
abolished and that tax will stay.

A little further on the Premier said—

I take it you are now asking whether
we will proclaim the Bill if Parliament
passes the Bill for the abolition of
road maintenance tax and does not
pass this one.

On that occasion he was again referring
to the Traffic Act Amendment Bill (No. 3).
His further comment was—

We will.

It will be appreciated that there was some
confusion in my mind as to what the
Government’s intention was. The way I
have read and interpreted the Hansard
report of the debate in another place is
that if the Traffic Act Amendment Bill
(No. 3) did not pass through Parliament
the Government would continue to impose
road maintenance tax, but if the Road
Maintenance {(Contribution) Act Repeal
Bill passed through Parliament the Gov-
ernment would proclaim the second Btll.
That is how I understand it. Does the
Minister for Police think I have under-
stood it correctly?

The Hon, J. Dolan: I could not . . .

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: Perhaps
that is not a fair question.

The Hon. J. Dolan: You have suggested
a number of alternatives.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: The fact of
the matter is that the Traffic Act Amend-
ment Bill (No. 3), which contained the
licensing provision, did not pass through
Parliament. As far as this Chamber is
concerned, we therefore must now make a
gecision in relation to road maintenance
ax.

The Government of which I was a mem-
ber imposed road maintenance tax. We
imposed it because we, in common with all
the other States, fell it was a fair and
equitable tax. It was a tax that would be
paid by thase people who were using the
roads, gaining the most benefit from using
the roads, and using the types of vehicles
which, as a result of carting heavy loads,
would do the most damage to the roads.
We felt it was fair to impose a tax on
such people—which tax would go towards
mainfaining those roads.

1 think the title of the legislation—Road
Maintenance (Contribution) Act—itells us
in four words what the legislation is in-
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tended to do, and what in fact it did. We
also know it attracted certain matching
money from the Commonwealth, and we
knew, as did the other States, that if we
did not impose that tax we would not earn
that matching money.

I think it was stated in a speech on the
other Bill that three States—Queensland,
New South Wales, angd Victoria—imposed
their road maintenance tax on a slightly
different basis from that applying in Wes-
tern Australia and, I think, South Aus-
tralia.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I think so.

The Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: I think in
South Australia the axle load is eight tons,
as it is here. Be that as it may, each State
except Tasmania followed this principle.
Tasmeania did not follow it for very obvious
reasons which I need not elaborate.

It is also true that the other States,
including South Australia, have continued
to impose this tax and have continued to
collect road maintenance tax. It is also a
fact of life that the Government is now in
the position where it must do one of two
things: It must either impose rocad main-
tenance tax or, if this particular Bill
passes both Houses of Parliament, pro-
claim this short Bill with its three clauses.
In the circumstances I can do nothing but
vote against the Bill for the reasons I
enumerated a few months ago. I was a
member of the Government which impesed
the tax. I believe it is a fair and equitable
way to reimburse the State for the ex-
penses incurred as a Tesult of vehicular
use of the roads.

It is true that the Labor Party said
it would abolish road maintenance tax in
its policy speech prior to the last election.
It is equally true, however, that the Labor
Party gave no indication it would impose
another tax in its place. Surely it 1s
crystal clear that the tax intended to be
imposed under the Traffic Act Amendment
Biil (No. 3) was a replacement for road
maintenance tax. However, the Govemn-
ment said nothing about this prior to the
election,

During the debate on the previous Bill
I said that the Government should have
advised the people of the alternative it
would seek in the event of Parliament
agreeing to the abolitlon of the Road
Maintenance (Contribution) Act. The
Government should not be left in the situ-
ation where it cannot continue to collect
the tax and as a corallary does not receive
matching moeney from the Commonweslth.

I would like to be fair to the Minister
for Transport, who is under pressure trying
to answer our questions and interjections,
I think we finally agreed, by way of disord-
erly interjection and speech, that the
Government would receive a considerably
larger sum of money under the Traffic Act
Amendment Bill (No. 3) than it was re-
ceiving from road maintenance tax. My
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quick caleulation on the flgures I received
across the House was that the increase
could be as much as 100 per cent. The
Minister’s quick retort was that 1t would
not be as much as that. Between us we
settled on a figure of approximately 90
per cent. However, I think it is probable
we were both wrong.

Possibly I am to blame for the mix-up
in the way I posed my question. I wanted
to know what the State was receiving by
way of license fees on commercial vehicles
and what it was receiving from road main-
tenance tax payable by the owners of those
vehicles. I then wanted to know the
amount of money the Government antici-
pated receiving from the Traffic Act
Amendment Bill (No. 3). ‘The Minister
told me there was $4,700,000 received from
license fees for commercial vehicles, and
$400,000-0dd from the owners of vehicles
liable to pay road maintenance tax. This
gave a total of something in excess of
$5,000,000. However, evidently the depart-
ment did not consider that a proper ques-
tion because it did not tell us the amount
collected to 30th June, 1971, from those
people who were paying road maintenance
tax, Beiween us the Minister and I
worked out that this figure was much
greater than the answer led us to believe.

It now appears, according to my calcula-
tions—and again I could be wrong—the
Government would receive a greater sum
had the Traffic Act Amendment Bill (No.
3) been passed and the Road Maintenance
(Contribution) Act repealed than the total
of the collective sums of vehicular license
fees, commercial vehicle fees, and road
maintenance tax.

I am told that the Premier disagrees with
this point of view—please correct me if I
am wrong, Mr. Dolan. The Premier is of
thie opinion that the difference between
what would have been collected under the
Traffic Act Amendment Bill (No. 3) and
what is being collected under the road
maintenance tax legislation plus license
fees on commercial vehicles would be less
than the figure we arrived at.

The Hon. J. Dolan: A little bit less, ves.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I am not
going to attempt to argue against this
because I am not in possession of the full
faets, I am prepared to accept that one
of the two situations must prevail.

If we accept the fact that the amount
of money to be collected under the Traffie
Act Amendment Bill (No. 3} is nearly the
same as the amount of money already be-
ing collected, I believe the Legislative
Council should put the Government in the
position of being able {o collect road main-
tenance tax. As this House has not passed
the Traffic Act Amendment Bill (No. 3)
it should not vote to repeal the Road
Maintenance (Contribution) Act.

[COUNCIL.]

The issue was rather confused in the
Legislative Assembly with so many ques-
tions and answers. However, the fact
remains that with the defeat of the earlier
Bill and the defeat of this Bill the Govern-
ment will be left in exactly the same posi-
tion as it was formerly. Therefore, I am
g}t:lig}gglbo oppose the second reading of

e .

THE HON. L. A, LOGAN (Upper West)
(218 p.m.]J: What would be the position
of the Premier of Western Australia if
the repeal of the road mainienance tax
legislation came into effect? I can imagine
the situation at the next Premiers’ con-
ference when there was a cut-up of road
taxes to the States of Australis. The
Premler would have gone to thls meeting
and said, “Western Australla has seen fit
t{o throw away $4,000,000 revenue."” The
other Premiers would have said, “Western
Australia does not need money for roads:
we wani our extra cut.” Faney putting
any Premier in a situation like that.

We have already bheen cut back three
times aver the last few years despite the
fact we have brought our charges into line
with the other States. We did this so that
Western Australla might receive its share
of the Commonwealth money. I ecan just
imagine what Mr. Bolte, Mr. Askin, and
the Prime Minister would have said had
this legislation been passed. The Western
Australlan figures dropped from 18.6 per
cent. to 17.7 per cent and then down to
14.7 per cent. It must be borne In mind
that the Federal Aids Grant for Roads
recommended a little over 7.6 per cent.
I can imagine the reception Western Aus-
tralia would have received when it at-
tempted to renew it's grant without any
road maintenance tax being collected. How-
ever, better sense prevalled and an altern-
ative was suggested.

It was up to us to study the two methods
to determine which one was the better.
After considerlng both methods, I came
to the conclusion that the present road
maintenance fax system was the fairer of
the two. That is the reason I opposed the
schedule te the Traffic Act Amendment
Bill (No. 3). In my opinion it would now
be entirely wrong for me to voie for the
repeal of road tax. The State would then be
left without any revenue for the purpose
of road maintenance.

I realise the Bill states that its pro-
visions shall come into force on a date to
be proclaimed; but I think we should not
take much notice of that, We should study
the measure as a whole. That is not the
intention of the Bill.

I think we would be misleading our-
selves and the public—and to a certain
extent we would he dishonest—if we vote
for this Bill to repeal road mainten-
ance tax. I will not put myself in the
position of having no revenue coming in for
expendit'ire on roads throughout Wesfern
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Australia. Should the Premier produce an
alternative during the next session of
Parliament which is not suitable I would
then be on the spot because local author-
ities would have no money for roads. I do
not intend to place myself in that position.
I have some sense of responsibility and so
far as I am concerned I will not vote for
the repeal of the Road Maintenance (Con-
tribution) Act.

It has always been a source of wonder to
me that so many people originally objected
to this tax, bearing in mind, as has been
stated many times, that every other State
apart from Tasmania has road mainten-
ance tax leglslation. We were having dif-
ficulties in trying to match the Common-
wealth money when this measure was
introduced. The Commonwealth insisted
that we had to ralse certain sums of money
before it would mateh them. The increases
then proposed for license fees would not
have provided anywhere near sufficient
funds. The increases would have covered
the first year, but after that we would
have heen down the drain.

‘We had to find a tax which would ensure
that we were able to match the Com-
monwealth money. This was a growth tax
which applied in every other State, and it
provided us with the answer. That is the
reason for the introduction of rocad main-
tenance tax.

I suppose it is a matter of opinion which
tax is the fairer. To me road tax is much
fairer than the proposed tax centained in
the measure defeated this morning. I will
act responsibly to ensure that we retaln
on our Statute book a taxing measure
which can be used and which is in use In
other States. If we do that I am satis-
fied we will make the right decision. There-
fore, I oppose the Bill,

Sitting suspended from 2.25 to 527 p.m.

THE HON. T. 0. PERRY (Lower
Central) [5.27 pa.): I wish to make my
position quite clear on this Bill. I am
utterly opposed to the principle of road
maintenance tax. The burden of this tax
falls heavily on those living in the isolated
areas of the State. In saying that I do not
mean those who operate 2 motor truck
that carries a load in excess of eight tons.
I am referring to the lowest-paid working
person in those isolated areas, whether he
be a bankrupt station owner, a bankrunt
farmer, or anybody else.

I repeat: I am opposed to the road
maintenance tax. It is a sectional tax;
apart from which it is also evaded by
many road hauliers. That is evident from
the answers given to questions asked in
this House in the last few days.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Have you proof
of that?

The Hon. T. O. PERRY: I think so. I
think it is most desirable that we find an
acceptable alternative to this tax. As the
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present alternative suggested by the Gov-
ernment will be more vicious than the
road maintenance tax on the farming com-
munity and the country people in the area
I represent, it is unacceptable to me,

So I make my position clear. I do not
intend to vote for the repeal of the road
maintenance tax, but I sincerely hope that
the time is not far distant when a Bill is
introduced to replace this extremely un-
palatable legislation.

THE HON, W. R. WITHERS (North)
[5.30 p.n.1: I do not like this tax for much
the same reasons mentioned by the pre-
vious speaker. However, I do not like
income tax or sales tax; nor, do I think,
does any other member; but we must
realise that some form of tax must be
imposed to enable us to keep our roads
in a good state of repair and to establish
new ones. I also agree with the previous
speaker concerning the inerease in the
cast of living to people in the country and
other isolated areas as a result of the
road maintenance tax.

We must be sensible and realise some
form of tax is necessary, and at present
we have the road maintenance tax. The
Government has submitted a Bill suggest-
ing some other form of financing, but to
me it is not a fair one and I therefore
voted against the Bill. I cannot vote for
the repeal of this legislation. I would like
some other form of finance to be devised
other than the road maintenance tax.
However, as we do have the road main-
tenance tax the Minister could help those
who must pay it by trying to find some
way to make it easler for those concerned
to keep their records. The Minister should
also endeavour to find some way to tax
interstate hauliers because, let us face it,
if an interstate haulier picks up goods
from the south and takes them to the
north, or vice versa, he pays tax, but 1f
he brings the goods in from outside the
State, he pays no tax.

The suppllers in the State are behind
the eight ball. They must supply goods to
the isolated areas and pay the extra
freight rate in the form of the road main-
tenance tax, but the suppliers in the
Eastern States do not pay the road main-
tenance tax when they are operating
within the State but from outside it.

If this legislation is not repealed—and
I hope it is not at this stage—I suggest
the Minister should consider (1) s simple
way for the transport operator to keep his
records;, and, (2) the collection of some
form of tax from the interstate hauliers as
they come into the State. That is all I
have to say.

THE HON. J. DOLAN (South-East
Metropolitan—Minister for FPolics) [5.33
pm.]: I wish the problem could be solved
as easily as suggested by the previous
speaker. He has asked for an easy way
to do this, that, and something else. Every
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Government in every State and every
official assoclated with this particular tex
has been trying to find an easy way out.

- I do not intend to take up much of the
time of the House, but I wish to refer to the
comments of the leader of each political
party concerning this tax. Not one of
them finds it palatable, and neither does
any other State. If we find a satisfactory
alternative, a)l States will have their run-
ning shoes on in an attempt to adopt a
similar method.

The Hon. A, F. Grifith: Is any tax
palatable?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: This one is parti-
cularly unpalatable. Those concerned get
Indigestion by just looking at it, let alone
paying it.

The Hon, G. C. MacKinnon: You reckon
this is the castor ofl on the medicine shelf?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: One leader sald—

I think all of us would agree that if
2 satisfactory alternative could be
found to this rather difficult tax we
would be very happy indeed.

He said everyone would be satisfled with
an acceptable alternative. That mesns
that no-one is happy about this one, An-
other leader said—

However, we did not derive the
satisfaction we hoped for as a result
of the work which had been carried
out. We believe there must be a better
method of collecting 2 road malnten-
ance tax, and we also believe that the
proposal which I will mention in a
moment would be accepted generally,

The proposal he mentioned has been care-
fully exemined by all our officers, and 1t
Is just not aceceptable. This particular
leader zoes a little further as follows:—

I eannot help but be reminded of a
comment made by a great English
statesman who said that the action of
Parliament should be tg help and en-
courage people to do the right thing,
and discourage them from doing the
wrong thing,

He was talking about those who dodge
the tax. One member said it was not a
good tax and that there had been 1,343
prosecutions in Western Australia during
1870-71. T stated that if the honourable
member did not have the figures, I could
supply them. In New South Wales the
number was 11,461 while the fizure for
Victoria was 5992, Whether or not they
were Individual cases is heside the point.
They were all brought before the court.
The third leader had this to say—

There is a general sgreement in the
House that road maintenance tax is
a bad and inequitable tax. I do not
think a more unfair tax has ever been
Introduced or a tax so widely evaded.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to
an answer to a question he asked today.
Evidently he did not ask the right gues-
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tion. This is quite interesting, more par-
ticularly as ohe member wanted to know
why those who dodged the tax were not
prosecuted. Let us see what occurred.

From the 1st January to the end of
October last year the collections amounted
to $3,177,910.04, while in the same period
this year the amount collected was
$3,191,34163. In view of the fact that
there is not at present the same smount
of transport into the north because of a
certain recession, it is cobvious that a lot
of fellows must have skipped their tax
last year. I.ask: Why did not the pre-
vious Government pick them up and prose-
cute them?

The Hon. A, F. Griffith: We did.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I know a number
were prosecuted.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: On the other
hand, to what do you atiribute the fact
that you have been able to collect more
than previously? Have you any reason?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Only one reasoh:
that the returns ¢coming in indicating what
had to be paid revealed that more had to
be pald than last year; consequently they
paid it. That is the simple explanation.

I would like to refresh the memories of
members and relate what occurred when

‘this taxing measure was introduced into

this House on the 2nd November, 1965, by
the present Leader of the Opposition. It
was not a very long second reading speech
by the then Minister, but those who fol-
lowed had quite a lot to say about the
matter.

‘The iwo members from the north in
particular had a great deal to say about
how unjust the tax was and how it would
result in an increased cost of commodi-
ties in the north; and they did not let up.
The farmers also had a lot to say about
it. I will quote what one member said,
and then I made a comment. I would
not say it was an interjection! The fol-
lowing was quoted from information from
the Acting General President of the
Farmers Union (Mr. Forrest) :—

Recent rises . . .
Note that. Continuing—

. in fuel tax, freight, motor vehicle
insurance, ftraffic licenses, drivers’
licenses and the limiting of the con-
cession licenses under the Traffic Act
are now being added to by the pro-
posed road maintenance tax.

I thought that the only taxes in this State
were imposed since we became the Gov-
ment last March!

The Hon. J. Heitman: You are having a
fresh go at them.

The Han, J. DOLAN: Mr. Sullivan was
very unhappy about the tax and was ask-
ing members {o oppose the legislation.
Every member, from every electorate, was
opposed to the legislation.
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The Hon. 8, T, J. Thompson: It s
amazing how he has changed his mind in
six years. - - -

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Yes, but the cir-
cumstances are different., Many vehicles
were exempi because they were under
eight tons, but it is a different story when
they are not exempt. It does not matter
what Government is in office, whether it
be the Government in office at the
moment or the Government in office in 20
years' time, it will be told it is upping the
taxes again. The Government must have
money. When the Leader of the Opposi-
tion was introducing the Bill he said that
even though taxes were unpopular the
Government had to have money.

The Hon. A, F. Griffith: I have never
changed my mind.

The Hon, J. DOLAN: I know.

The Hon., A, F. Griffith: But when we
were going to abolish a tax we always let
the people know if there would be any
substitute, and what it would be,

The Hon. J. DOLAN: When the Leader
of the Opposition said he would abolish
a tax, he abolished it.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: I did not say
that at all.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: This is a Bill to
repeal a tax which the present Govern-
ment promised it wouid repeal. We must
not lose sight of that. The onus is on the
Government to find an alternative which
everyone wants. ‘The officers concerned
have suggested one alternative but we did
not get anywhere with it. They have
examined other propositions and they will
continue to do so. When they find one
which is acceptable and equitable—more
so than this one ever was or is likely to
be—then it will be the Government's
obligation to bring it to Parliament for
ratification.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Your Premier
said that if the Bill—the one which was
just lost—was not passed, the Road Main-
tenance (Contribution) Act would not be
repealed. That appears on page 453 of
Hansard,

The Hon. J. DOLAN: In another place,
which decides the fate of Governments,
this Bill was voted on and the Govern-
ment decided the tax should be repealed,
and so the Bill has been sent to us.

The Hon. A. P. Griffith: Which Eill did
they deal with first? Was it not the road
maintenance tax Bill?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: That is the Bill
we are discussing now.

The Hon. F. D, Willmott: That Is why
we made the decision.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

The Hon. J. DOLAN: This Bil was
passed in another place and it was passed
to honour a promise the Premier made in
his policy speech.
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The Hon. A. F. Grifith: He also said 1f
the other Bill were not passed this tax
would not be abolished.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I am not con-
cerned with the other Bill. We are dealing
with the road meaintenance iax Bill,
This Bill is designed to repeal the legis-
lation and then the obligation is thrown
back on the Government to find an alter-
native measure which will be acceptable.
Those responsible have been examining
alternatives and a speclal committee has
been appointed comprising men associated
with every aspect of this tax. They have
been given the task of finding a suitable
alternative and they will keep searching
and examining until they find one. The
Government is quite determined to honour
its promise and therefore this tax must
be repesaled.

The Hon. 5. T. J. Thompson: Will the
shires he deprived of money in the mean-
time?

The Hon. J. DOLAN: Of course not.
This tax must first of all be repealed and
when repealed the legislation must be pro-
claimed,

The Hon. A. F, Griffith: Your Premier
said it would not be repealed if the other
Bill did not pass.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: I am not concerned
one bit at present aboug the other Bill.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: Goodness
gracious me!

The Hon. J. DOLAN: This is the legisia-
tion we have promised to repeal and, hav-
ing been passed in another place, it is now
before us. Some members would have been
here when Mr. Wise spoke on this Bill and
he scotched this matter of matching
moneys. I thought members would never
forget this. He maintained the Common-
wealth only gave dollar for dollar of money
which really belongs to the State. If
matehing moneys of $5,000,000 are _in-
volved, the Commonwealth merely gives
the State $5,000,000 of its own money. He
was well supported by Sir Keith Watson
who also maintained that this is what
matching moneys are. In other words,
the State's own money was coming back to
the State and the Commonwealth was
relieving itself of an obligation through
the amount of money the State raised.
If Western Australia raises $5,000,000 to-
wards road maintenance and the Common-
wealth matches that amount, the Com-
monwealth is saved the task of glving us
the first $5,000,000 which we raised.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: I is better for our
State to have it than somewhere else.

The Hon. J. DOLAN: There is little dif-
ference when we talk of interstate hauliers
and it is quite pointless {0 say the position
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is different in other States. No State is
happy with road maintenance tax; in fact
the Premiers are up to their eyes in trouble
over the tax. The only State which is in
the fortunate position of not imposing recad
maintenance tax in Tasmania,

" In South Australia a peculiar situation
exists which does not exist here or in the
other States. It is open go for road and
railway transport in South Australia.
Either form of transport can be used at
any time. The position in Western Aus-
tralia is that if road transport is compet-
‘ing against an established form of trans-
port, such as the railways, it is necessary
to obtain permission to use road transport.
This is not the position in South Australia
where a person may send his goods by road
or rail as he wishes beeause no restrictions
exist.

If a system such as that were operating
in Western Australia I know there would
be many hapny people, However the Ralil-
way Department would socon be out of
husiness.

I do not wish to weary the House but I
thought I should refer to a few matters.
From the day road maintenance tax came
into operation it has been an inequitable,
unjust tax with which no-one is satis-
fied.

The Hon. T. O. Perry: Hear, Hear!

The Hon. J. DOLAN: The Labor Gov-
ernment was determined to get rid of the
tax. The repeal Bill is now before the
House. No Bill could be simpler because
the operative clause is only one line. For
this reason it should not take long to deal
with, no matter how members decide. It
is proper the Government's wish should be
granted and its promise should be hon-
oured. The measure has passed through
another place and I consider members in
this Chamber should allow it to pass,

Question put and a division taken with
the following result:—

Ayes—11
Hon. R. F. Claughton ¥Hon. J. L. Hunt
Hon. D. K. Dans Hon. R. T. Leeson
Hon. 8. J. Dellar Hon. R. H. O. Stubbs
Hon. J. Dolan Hon. W. F, Willesee
Hon. Lyla Elliott Hon. R, Thompson
Hon, Clive Griffiths f Teller)

Noes—18
Hon. C. R. Abbey Hon. I. G, Medcalf
Hon. N. E. Baxter Hon, T. O. Perry
Hon. G. W. Berry Hon. S. T. J. Thempson
Hon. V. J. Ferry Hon. J. M. Thomson
Hon. A. P. Griffith Hon. F. R. White
Hon. J. Heitman Hon. R. J. L. Willlams
Hon. L. A, Logan Hon. W. R. Withers
Hon. G. C. MacKinnon Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. N. McNelll Hon. F. D. Wilimott

{ Teller)

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

[COUNCIL.]

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER
BILL

Conference Managers’ Report

THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
[5.50 p.m.]: I desire to present the report
of the managers' conference, as follows: —

No. 1.

Legislative Council amendment is
deleted.

No. 10.
Substitute for Legislative Council
amendment the following:—

Clause 19, subclause (3}, lines 27,
28 and 29, delete all the words
after the word “fit” down to and
including the word “investigation”
and insert in lieu the passage
“. Any person who is concerned
or involved in the investigation
may be represented by counsel or
otherwise.”

No. 11.
Substitute for the Legislative Couneil
amendment the following:-—
Clause 25, page 21, line 2, to
insert after the word “comment’
the words ‘“defamatory of or”.

No. 19,

Legislative
agreed to.
No. 23.

Legislative
agreed to.

Council amendment

Councit amendment

I move—
That the report be adopted.

Question put and passed and & message
gccordingly returned to the Assembly,

Assembly’s Further Message

Message from the Assembly received and
read notifying that it had agreed to the
conference managers’ report.

QUESTIONS (5): ON NOTICE
1. WATER SUPPLIES
Gascoyne River Dam

The Hon, G. W. BERRY, to the Leader
of the House:

Further to my guestion on Thurs-
day, 25th November, 1971, regard-
Ing the feasibility study of dam-
ming the Gascoyne River, will the
Minister give reasons for the de-
lay in preparation of the report?
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The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE repiied:

The feasibility study for a dam at
Rocky Pool is being carried out
by consultants. Field investiga-
tions were delayed for some three
months durlng 1971 because of
riverflows which prevented drill-
ing in the river bed. Hydrological
studies which have proved te be
more complex than originally
anticipated have also caused some
delays.

ROAD BUILDING MACHINERY

- Purchase by Public Works Deparitment

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS, to the
Leader of the House:

(1) What road building machinery,
such as graders, front end loaders
and bulldozers, have been pur-
chased by the Public Works De-
partment during the last nine
months?

(2) What is the total value of such
equipment purchased during this
period?

(3) Was this equipment purchased to
replace existing Public Works De-
partment machines, or was it pur-
chased to take the place of ma-
chines previously hired from pri-
vate owners or operators?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE replied:

(1) Six front end lpaders have bheen
purchased by the Public Works
Department.

(2) $48,379.

(3} The equipment was purchased to
replace obsolete departmentally
owned equipment engaged on
water supply, sewerage and irri-
gation works.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Increases Since February, 1971

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH, to the
Leader of the House:

What per cent. increases of taxes
and charges have been made by
the Government since the 20th
February, 1971, to date?

The Hon. W. P. WILLESEE replied:

Details of increases in taxes and
charges can be abtained from the
Treasurer’s Budget Speech.

EDUCATION
Slow Learning Children

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON, to the
Leader of the House:

(1) Does the Education Department
plan to refuse re-admittance to
school to some 20 moderate slow
learning children who have been
attending school for up to five
vears?

(2) Is there any truth in the rumour
that some of these children are be-
ing refused re-admittance because
they suffer from epilepsy?

(3) If not for the above reason, why
have parents been advised that
the children are no longer educ-
ahle when some at least have heen
regarded as educable for several
years?

{4) Is it appreciated that this decision
adds tremendously to the burdens
of parenfs and families of such
children?

(8) Is it admitted that this is dis-
crimination azgainst children and
their families less able than many
to cope with suech discrimination?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE replied:

(1) No. A few children are being con-
sldered for transfer {o Day Activ-
ity Centres or other institutions.

(2) No.

(3) Some children have been given
extended trials in junior or inter-
mediate classes but they have not
developed sufficlently to be pro-
moted to intermediate or senior
classes respectively. Such children
have been transferred to Day Ac-
tivity Centres or other institutions.

(4) No.
(8) No.

THIRD PARTY INSURANCE
Costs
The Hon. L. A. LOGAN, to the Min-
ister for Local Government:

Of the last ten cases heard by the
Third Party Insurance Tribunal,
what were the charges in each
cese for—

(a) legal fees to—
(1) the appellant;
(i1) the Trust;

(b} medical fees; and

(¢) hospital charges?
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The Hon. R. H. C. STUBBS replied:

Cleim No. Appellant's Costs Trusts’ Costs Medica] Fees* Hosapital
Cherges
658482/23.D Bill of Costs not yet  Bill of Costa not yet sub-  Nil Nil
submitted mitted
44032/3.D $798.70 claimed not  Bill of Costs not yet sub-  3101.50 $711.00
yet taxed mitted
61453/30.A $700.00 §403 .80 $429.20 $284 .50
46119/28.B Bill of Costs not yet §275 .00 but further costs $673.10 $3,861.62
submitted to come
48208/7.D $639.28 claimed not  $423.20 $300.50 $361.27
yeb taxed
37069/18.B Nil $558 .20 Nil Nil
52347/21.B 8507.25 8392.2¢ 817250 $489.75
47604 /29.E 21,061 .50 $611.00 $824 .20 £2,902.50
53833/16.A §400.00 $190.00 §86.00 8187.00
549685/22.A 8849.70 $491.,00 Nil Nil

* Medical Fees—Include doctors only.

QUESTIONS (3): WITHOUT NOTICE
1. NORTH-WEST DEVELOPMENT

Isolated Communities

The Hon. W. R. WITHERS, to the
Leader of the House:

1) With reference to the statement

(2)

made by the Acting Minister for
the North-West on the 2nd
November, 1971, concerning the
Office of the North-West Admin-
istrator, would the Leader of the
House ascertain from the Minister
for Industrial Development if
northern activity is against a
background of small and isolated
communities?

If the answer is “No”, then what
is his gefinition of small and iso-
lated communities in the para-
meters of population, distance
from centre of government, and
public services?

The Hon. W. F, WILLESEE replied:

Some time ago I informed Mr.

Withers that I would not reply to

two 'of his questions until the re-

turn of the Deputy Premier from
overseas, I now have the reply
to these two questions.

(1) Northern activity in the early
1960s was against a back-
ground of small and isolated
communities. 'The honourable
member should be aware of
the vast improvement in com-
munication of all types since
then, together with the de-
velopments both completed
and in progress, and which
have transformed the area.

{2) Answered by (1).

NORTH-WEST
ADMINISTRATOR

Creation of Office

The Hon. W. R, WITHERS, to the
leader of the House:

a)

Would the Leader of the House
ascertain from the Minister for
Development and Decentralisation

2)

(¢:))

his agreement with the press
statement made in The Waest
Australian on the 2nd Novem-
ber, 1971, by the Acting Minister
for the North-West concerning
the reason for the creation of the

North-West Administrator's
Office?
If the Minister agrees with the

reasons given, would he agree that
the stated problems have been
corrected?

If the Minister does not agree
that the problems have been cor-
rected, will he endeavour to re-
instate the Administrator so that
an office of decentralisation may
work for the people of the north
in the interests of the State?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE replied:

1)
2)

(3>

Yes.

Substantially except in the re-
moter inland areas.

No. The situation has changed
since the appointment of the
Administrator in 1962 and the new
organisation is expected to meet
requirements.

In addition, it is proposed that
the Minister, and officers in a
position of authority, will deal
more directly with the people of
the area and matters requiring
attention, instead of by indirect
means, in much the same manner
as applies to all other people and
areas of the State.

It is considered this will ensure
greater attention by those in a
position to make decisions, with
consequent benefit to northern
communities.

BOARDS AND TRUSTS
Delails of Personnel

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: There is

a. question on the notice paper for
the 14th October standing in the
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name of Mr. R. Thompson. I in-
formed Mr. Thompson that the
information would be sought as
quickly as possible and forwarded
to him as soon as & report was
prepared. 1 now have a docu-
ment here which consists of 52
pages and I would ask permission
to table it.

The document was tabled.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SECOND DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 16th Novem-
ber, on the following motion by The Hon.
R. T. Leeson:—

That the following Address be pre-
sented to His Excellency.—

May it please Your Exceliency:
We the Members of the Legis-
lative Council of the Parliament
of Western Ausiralia, in Parlia-
ment assembled, beg to express
our loyalty to our most Gracious
Sovereign and to thank Your Ex-
cellency for the Speech you have
beent pleased to deliver to Parlia-
ment.

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition)
[6.03 p.m.1: This is a little surprising.

The Hon, W, P, Willesee: It is not often
we surprise the Leader of the Opposition.

The Hon. A. ¥, GRIFFITH: It is unusual
that members of this House and mem-
bers in another place find themselves
in the position of speaking to an Address-
in-Reply on two occasions in a matter of
weeks. I am not suggesting it has not
happened before; it has happened in the
history of the Parliament of Western Aus-
tralia for one reason or another.

I will not spend much time speaking to
this particular motion, but there are one
or two matters with which I would like to
deal. In view of the approach by the
Government to the road maintenance
legislation, I would like to make one point
abhundantly clear. I believe it was the
Government’s view, led by the Premier,
that if the Traffic Act Amendment Bill
(No. 3) did not pass through Parliament
the Government did not intend to abolish
road maintenance tax. That is plainly
recorded in volume No. 2 of this current
session of Hansard at page 453. It should
he very plainly understood by the Press
that in calling for a division on this Bill
the Government had in mind that mem-
bers of this Chamber other than Govern-
ment members would defeat the Bill. The
result will be that the Government will
continue to do what the Premier said it
Zvould not do—collect road maintenance
ax.

I intend to employ some of the time
available to me to speak on the motion to
the Address-in-Reply to talk about the pro-
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-roguing of Parliament. You will remem-

ber, Sir, we left here on Thursday, the
Tth Oectober, and we thought we would
be back the following Tuesday at 4.30
p.m. I would like to say at this point the
comments I make in connection with the
proroguing of Parliament are in no way
intended to be Qdisrespectful to the late
Speaker, Mr. Mervin Toms. I do not wish
my remarks to be {aken that way, but in
order to speak of the order of events it
will be necessary for me to refer to the
passing of the Speaker. I hope these com-
ments will be taken in the way they are
intended.

The proroguing of Parliament during
the period from the Tth October to the
16th November made dramatic news. The
Press paid marked attention to it, and the
first article appeared on the 8th October
with a headline which said, “Government
thrown into crisis after death of Speaker."”
I do not intend to read the article as we
are all aware of the events which
occurred.

On the morning of Saturday, the 9th
October, The West Australian carried the
headline, “Speaker dles; Government in
danger of being beaten.” Of course, by
the 9th October the drama was develop-
ing and the headline that night was,
“Governor key in Government crisis.”
The heading in The Sunday Times on the
10th October was, “Thursday D-Day for
Government,”” The article stated that
Thursday would be D-Day for deciding
the fate of the Labor Government's future
in office.

Sitting suspended jrom 6.12 to 7.30 p.m.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Before the
tea suspension I had reached the point
where 1 was about to read a report in
The West Australian of the 11th October
under the headiine of “Tonkin may seek
recess to avert defeat” The report
states—

The Premier, Mr. Tonkin, is almost
certainly seeking an early end to the
present session of Parliament to avert
the threat of a general election.

All the available evidence indicates
that Mr. Tonkin has decided on this
course.

We know that Parliament did not meet
on the Tuesday afterncon at 4.30 p.m. as
was anticipated. In the meantime Parlia-
ment had been prorogued by His Excel-
lency the Governor, and it was not called
together again for a period of five weeks,

I do not question the decision of His
Excellency the Governor and it would be
impaolite of me to do so, but the decision
was controversial to say the least. The
Government had lost its majority in the
Legislative Assembly, and it sought to
protect itself from what might have been
the will of the people by going to the
Governor and advising him that he should
prorogue Parliament.
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The particular section in our Constitu-
tion which deals with that matter states
that the Governor may prorogue Parlia-
ment. I refer to the booklet which is pro-
vided to us entitled Acts, elc., Relating to
Partiament. On page 201 relating to
instructions to the Governor, section VI
states—

In the execution of the powers and
authorities vested in him, the Gov-
ernor shall be gulded by the advice
of the Executive Council, but if in
any case he shall see sufficient cause
to dissent from the opinion of the said
Council, he may act in the exereise of
his said powers and authorities in
opposition to the opinion of the
Council, reporting the matter to Us
without delay, with the reasons for
his so acting.

The other night I made an interjection
arising from a statement made by the
Leader of the House when he was speak-
ing to another Bill. He said the Governor
shall be advised by the Executive Council.
I think I said at the time that I under-
stood why Parliament had been prorogued.
I could see the strong recommendation
which His Excellency would obtain from
his Ministers to prorogue Parliament in
the circumstances in which he did.

I felt a little strongly about the pro-
cedure adopted, I was not one of the angry
Liberals, as was headlined in the Press;
in fact, 1t was erroneous of the Press to
say there were angry Liberals.

The Hon. W. P. Willesee: One thing I
like about you is that you are mellowing
with age.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: Who knows,
the Leader of the House might do the
same one day. However, I was not angry,
and I repeat I do not think there were any
angry Liberals. Perhaps the term “dis-
appointment” was the right expression to
use, because when the Government loses its
majority in the Legislative Assembly it has
a responsibility to go to the people.

When Parliament was resumned I asked
some questions of the Leader of the House.
On the 17th November I asked this ques-
tion—

Will the Minister advise the House
whether the Parliament of Western
Australia has previously been pro-
rogued under circumstances in any way
similar to the prorogation which oc-
curred In October this year?

The answer was a very polite *“Yes.” That
meant there were similar circumstances,
or circumstances similar to the prorogation
which took place in October last. I did not
go on to ask for any further information;
therefore I could not have expected to get
any other answer than the one I got. The
next day, the 18th November, I asked this
question of the Leader of the House—
With reference to the reply to my
question on Wednesday, the 17th
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November, 1971, relating to the pro-
rogation of Parllament, will the Min-
ister enumerate the occasions and
circumstances under which the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia has been
previously prorogued as indicated?

Once again the reply was polite. It was—
The information relating to the var-
ious ocecasions when Parliament has
been specially prorogued can be ob-
tained from the Clerk of Parliament by
enquiry, As this is the source from
which such information is available to
the Government it is not considered
unreasanable to suggest that the Hon.
Member make the necessary enquiry
personally.

Whilst the answer to the first question was
"“Yes"”, the Government was unable to in-
dicate to me one single instance which was,
in fact, in any way similar. It was left
to me to make inquiries of the Clerk of
Parliament as to whether there had been a
previous occasion which was in any way
similar to the prorogatlon which took place
in October last. As a result of that reply
I made inquiries of the Clerk of Parlic-
ment {(Mr. Roberts), and he was good
enough to acquaint me of any information
that was available on the subject. A search
of the records indicates there has been no
other prorogation in circumstances in any
way similar to the prorogation of October
last. I think in 1965 I introduced some
legislation in thils House which had the
effect of very substantially altering the
constitutlon of the Legislative Council. It
provided for adult franchise and did away
with the old franchise. So far as the Leg-
islative Assembly was concerned, it in-
ereased the number of seats from 50 to 51,
or an increase of one. This was the first
increase in the number of seats in the
Legislative Assembly for years and years.

One of the objects In mind was the
endeavour to avoid a deadlock in the
Assembly by creating an odd number of
seats, so that the Government of the day
would have a better chance of sustalning
a situatlon where 1t had an absolute
majority in the House, and so avoid a dead-
lock,

Accordingly I cannot see how there could
have been circumstances which were in
any way similar to those which arose in
October, The Press in traclng the history
of thls State and, In fact, of the British
Commonwealth was unable to find circum-
stances similar to those of October last,
where the Speaker of the Assembly died
and left the numbers on the floor of the
House evenly divided.

I searched g little deeper and found that
in 1951 the Leglslative Council had dis-
missed a Bill which dealt with rents and
tepancles. Neither you, Mr., President,
nor I was a member of this House in 1951,
but I was a member of another place.
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The Hon. W, F. Willesee: I noticed your
name on it.

‘The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Not only
did the Leader of the House notice my
name, but what his Government said was
this.: The Leader of the Opposition in the
Legislative Council on behalf of the Gov-
ernment of which he was a private mem-
ber moved this rather short motion for
the adoption of the Address-in-Reply, and
if the previous Government could do it
}:here is no reason why we should not fol-
ow.

The Hon. W. P. Willesee: Of all the
speeches I heard you make, I think that
was the best.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: That is not
very complimentary to me.

The Hon. W. F, Willesee: That speech
was completely to the point.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The im-
mediate thought that comes to my mind
is not one which I will repeat at this point
of time, but I could say something to rebut
what the honourable member has just said.

I thought it might be worth while to
look at what took place on that occasion.
Because the Legislative Council had voted
the particular Bill out, the Government
of the day found that it did not have the
required control over rents and tenancies.
It thought it ought to have something
on the Statute book which would give
effect to its proposals.

In exactly the same sort of circumstances
as those which I related earlier, the House
adjourned one afternoon expecting to meet
again the next afternoon, but when it
came back it found that Parliament had
been prorggued. The purpose then was
entirely the same as the present Govern-
ment had in mind in October last. The
purpose of proroguing Parliament was
merely to overcome a difficulty arising from
the Standing Orders that two Bills dealing
with the same subject cannot be intro-
duced in the same session. In order that
two Bills dealing with the same subject
could be dealt with, the Government of the
day prorogued Parliament; and then called
Parliament together again immediately to
start a new session to deal with the Bill,

It was on that occasion that I moved
the motion which I heard repeated in
this House a month or two ago. In
this House the motion was moved by our
good friend, Mr. Murray; and in the Legis-
lative Assembly I moved & motion on
exactly the same lines. I moved—

May it please Your Excellency; We,
the members of the Legislative As-
sembly of the Parliament of the State
of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled, beg to express our loyalty
to our most gracious Sovereign and
to thank Your Excellency for the
Speech you have been pleased to de-
liver to Perliament.

(38
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On that oceasion the Speech which the
Governgr delivered to us was just as
limited as the one which he delivered to
us not very many days ago. Perhaps I
should refer to what was moved by Mr.
Leeson on this occasion.

The Hon, W. P, Willesee: We accept the
fact that the wording is the same,

The Hon. A. F, GRIFFITH. Having
just been shown the motion I {find
it is exactly the same as the formal
motion that was moved. But when His
Excellency made his Speech in 1951 he
explained to the assembled gathering—the
honourable members of the Legislative
Council and the members of the Legislative
Assembly—that Parliament was called to-
gether to consider the rents and tenancies
legislation, or words to that effect.

On this occasion, however, His Excel-
lency said—

The Second Sesslon of the Twenty-
seventh Parliament has been sum-
moned for the transacilon of public
business in order that consideration
ray be given to matters not finallsed
during the Pirst Session of this Parlia-
ment and to other measures that may
be brought forward for your considera-
tion.

I had to smile when I heard that. Of
course we were being called together to
give consideration to matters that had not
heen completed. The reason they had not
been completed was that His Excellency
was strongly advised to prorogue Parlia-
ment.

I do not know what the Premier said to
His Excellency, but I do know that accord-
ing to the reports the Premier was called
to Government House oh three occasions.
Sir David Brand was also called to Gov-
ernment House. We must bear in mind
that His Excellency shall take the advice
of his Ministers. He did just this and
prorogued Parliament. After this the
Ascot by-election was held and the Liberal
Party put a terrific dent into the result of
that by-election so far as the Labor vote
was concerned., I thought of the Leader
of the House at the time and I imagined
his extreme discomfiture when he saw
the fizures coming through. However the
end result was that Mr. Bryce was elected
as the member for Ascot.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: We gave them
a terrible fright.

The Hon, R. Thompson: That is only
your opihion.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I thought
Mr. Clive Griffiths used some other word.

The Hon, W. F. Willesee: I admit I have
been frightened on a number of occasions
in my life. As long as I llve I am happy to
live from day to day.

The Hoh. A. F. GRIFFITH: As I have

said, the by-election was held and the Gov-
ernment was back in its original position,
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safe and sound. I would, however, com-
mend you, Mr. President, to read volume 1
of Hansard for the year 1951-52 at page 5.

The Hon., W, P. Willesee: 20 years ago.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Yes. Does
the Leader of the House want to make
something of that?

The Hon, W. F. Willesee: I think you
should have been carrying out research
rather than be here in Parliament.

The Hon. G. €. MacKinnon: You are
getting pretty smart.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If the Lead-
er of the House proposes to continue with
that type of interjection—

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: I am only try-
Ing to help you; I was praising you.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: If the Lead-
er of the House proposes to continue with
that type of interjection I will take him
on once or twice; perhaps even three or
four times!

When I moved the motion that the
Address-in-Reply be presented to His Ex-
cellency, I was the member for Canning.
I would refer members to what Mr, Hawke
had to say at the time on page 5 of volume
1 of Hansard for 1951-52. He complained
bitterly about the fact that Parliament had
been prorogued and sald—

Last Wednesday, Mr. Speaker, as
you will remember, this House was ad-
journed by motion carried unanimous-
1y, until £.30 p.m. today. From the time
we adjourned last Wednesday up till
4.30 p.m. teday, a remarkable proced-
ure has been adopted, and the decision
of the Legislative Assembly on the
question of the adjournment of the
proceedings was wiped out, in effect, by
Executive action. In other words, the
declslon of the House, as then con-
stituted, to meet at 4,30 pm. today for
the purpose of continuing the then
existing session has gone by the board.
The sesslon that we were then partici-
pating in has, by Executive aect. been
brought to an end, and this House
was In no way consulted with regard to
the proceedings.

Instead of the Assembly meeting
normally today at 4.30 p.m. to contin-
ue the session, as it was determined
last Wednesday, we find ourselves
meeting today for the purpose of tak-
ing part in the opening of a new
sesslon of Parllament, Everyone will
agree that the circumstances are
somewhat unusual. Because it was
anxlous concerning the rent legisla-
tion, the Government doubtless felt
that it had some right and justifica-
tion for closing down the then exist-
ing session without coming back to
Parliament to ascertaln the will of
Parliament as to what the Government
had in mind. If the procedure adopt-
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ed by the Government has been within
the Constitution in every respect, it
seems to me to expose Parliament to
the danger of being ignored at any
time by a Government which might
find itself in some difficulty with either
House of Parliament, or might find
itself in a ticklish spot in regard to
being able to carry on in Parliament.

I was not aware previously that the
Government could, in the situation
which existed last Wednesday, close
down Parllament without any refer-
ence back to Parliament and then set
moving a new session, If what has
been done has taken place absolutely
within the Constitution and within the
law, it poses some very serlous ques-
tions for our consideration. Most
important of all is the faet that the
Government could have the adjourn-
ment of the House moved this after-
noon until 430 pm. tomorrow and,
because of some trouble or difficulty it
happened to find itself in with the
House, could have Parliament pro-
rogued without coming back to Parlia-
ment again and could leave it pro-
rogued for some considerable time.
That appears to be a very dangerous
situation and one which should not
exist.

In other words, in my opinion, the
Government should be under compul-
sion again to consult the House hefore
the session is actually closed and
should, in fact, obtain the approval of
the House for such closure. I know
that what the Government has done
on this occasion has been done on the
grounds of urgency, the Government
being anxious—it would appear on the
surface at any rate—for a new session
of Parliament to commence as early
as possible in order that a new rent
Bill might be brought before members
for consideration and decislon. We
find today, however, that there is no
very great urgency in regard to that
measure.

We then find reported in Hansard all the
speeches that were made, mostly by Labor
members of Parliament, who complained
bitterly and pointed out the danger that
existed in a situation of this nature.

I do not cavil at that, nor do I cavil at
the fact that the Governor acted quite
constitutionally when he prorogued Par-
llament for the purpose he did. I do say,
however, that it is a dangerous situation
when a Government c¢an in the exercise
of its right to advise the Governor save
itself from having to face the people when
it has lost its majority in the Legislative
Assembly.

The situation in which we found our-
selves was certainly a tragic one, because
Mr. Toms had passed away. I repeat that
I do not want to say anything disrespect-
ful in regard to the late Mervin Toms but
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I do pose the question: What would have
happened had two members passed away:
had two members been involved in an
accident which resulted in two vacancies
on the Government side? Would the
Premier of the day have gone to the
Governor and said “We have lost our
majority by two and in order that we
might conduct a by-election you must
prorogue Parliament to help us in this
direction.”

What would have happened hagd the seat
occupied by the late member been a seaf
which the Opposition might have had a
chance of winning—a greater chance than
it hed of winning Ascot? No doubt the
advice to the Governor would have been
the same.

If one wants to use one’s imagination
and stretch it far enough it could be
said that there are circumstances similar
to those that occurred in the October
prorogation of Parliament. It would be
necessary, however, to stretch one's imagi-
nation a fair way to be able to say that.

It was a very dangerous situation in
which we found ourselves. There have
been other occasions on which Parliament
has been prorogued and the Hansard
through the years shows that to be a fact.
One such occasion which the Premier
quickly thought of at the time was when
the McLarty-Watts Government finished
the session in September, 1949, The
Premier grasped on this as being a similar
Ot]:lcasion. It was not a similar occasion at
all.

Ii members will read the reports relating
to the particular debate on the motion
moved by the Government of the day they
will see that the Government wanted to
finish its business and that protestations
were made by members who now form the
Government of Western Australia.

On that ocecasion two members of the
Legislative Assemb!y wanted to resign their
seats to contest seats in the Federal Par-
liament. This being so the Government of
the day naturally wanted to complete if{s
business before those two members re-
signed. Had it not been able to do that
the weight and the onslaught of the
Opposition of the day would have brought
the Government down.

It is an aceepted fact that if a Govern-
men{ happens to lose its numbers while
Parliament is not in session then it is not
in any danger; but if it loses its numbers
while Pariiament is sitting it is in real
danger and should face the conseguences.
It should not approach the Governor and
advise him to prorogue Parliament in order
to avoid it suffering its ultimate fate,
which would have been defeat had a
general election been held.

In Hanserd for 1916-17 we find that with
a8 view to testing the feeling of the House
the Leader of the Opposition moved the
adjournment of the House. The Govern-
ment lost the vote by 24 votes to 20 and
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the next day it resigned, because It did
not have a majority on the foor of the
House.

That Government, however, apparently
did not go to the Goavernor and say, “In
order to save us from this situation we
strongly recommend that you prorogue
Parliament.”

On the recent occasion when Parlia-
ment was prorogued suggestions were also
made that the Opposition should have
offered the Government a Speaker in order
to help it out of its predicament., The
Government said it was not conceivable
that the taxpayers should be put to the
expense of having another genergal election
50 soon after the one that had just been
concluded.

I can understand the Government's
feeling on this, because, if the figures in
the Ascot by-election were any indication
of the feelings of the people in the State,
had the Government held a general elec-
tion in October instead of doing what it
did, the situation might quite easily be
the reverse of what it is today.

On the point of the Opposition providing
a Speaker I would like to indicate that it
is just not feasible to expect the Opposi-
tion to provide a Speaker in a House of
51 members., It is not the Opposition’s
role ar function to provide a Speaker. This
should be done by the party which has the
greatest number on the fioor of the Legis~
lative Assembly—that party should pro-
vide a Speaker. Accordingly it is un-
believable that the Government should
have expected the Opposition to provide &
Speaker.

According to a constitutional lawyer, Mr.
Sawer, there might have been reason for
the Government not doing this had it been
in office for two years rather than eight
months. I cannot understand that reason-
ing at sll.

I do not, however, wish to be misunder-
stoocd, because I am sure His Excellency
acted quite constitutionally and properly;
though I think Parliament should have a
look at section 3 of the Constitution which
states that the Governor may prorogue
Parliament from time to time. I have
not got this section with me at the moment,
but I de not think that the power given
to the Governor in that section of the
Constitution was intended to save the
Government of the day from what might
have been its ultimate fate in a general
election.

I repeat: If the situation arises in the
future we will find a very awkward pre-
cedent has been set. A most undesirable
precedent has been sei and there is no
question in my mind that if the Govern-
ment happens to lose another one of its
members, from some cause, it will not
hesitate to go to the Governor and say,
‘“Your Excellency, we find qurselves in the
same trouble as we did in Oectober, 1971,
and the way to get us out of this 1s to
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accept from us a very strong recommenda-
tion that you prorogue Parliament once
n'i’ore." I think that situation is undesir-
able.

For that reason I think we ought to
have a look at the particular section of
the Constitution. It could be that there
are other sections of the Constitution
which also need looking into. I conclude
on that subject by saying this is not a
bleat so far as I am concerned. It is not
a matter of “sour grapes.” I would like to
be clearly understood: It is a matter of
not putting the Governor in the position
in which he was placed in October of this
year. It would have been very Adifficult
for the Governor to have done other than
take the advice given to him by his Min-
isters. That is what he did, constitution-
ally. I felt I ought to register my feelings
on this matter, and the Address-in-Reply,
in these particular circumstances, gives me
that opportunity.

I would like to say fo some of the newer
members, if you will permit me, Mr, Presi-
dent, it is quite unusual that we should
get two opportunities to speak on the
Address-in-Reply in a matter of two or
three months. Three other Bills—the
Appropriation Bill (Consolidated Revenue
Pund), the Appropriation Bill (General
Loan Fund), and the Loan Bill—have yet
to come down to this House, and each one
will give members an opportunity to
address themselves to any subject at all
should they feel so disposed.

I simply mention that fact in the
knowledge which has been imparted to us
that the Government desires to finish the
Parliamentary session in the fairly near
future. We have had a record number of
Bills since Parliament resumed. I think
between 40 and 50 Bills have been dis-
cussed and we have given fairly good
attention to them. There is not a great
deal really left on our notice paper.

From what the Leader of the House has
said to me he does not propose to keep
us here late at night. Sittings which Iast
from eleven o'clock in the morning until
after ten o’clock at night are sirenuous.
I am sure we are anxious to co-operate
in dealing with the legislation.

I am glad of the opportunity to voice
my opinion. However, the proroguing of
Parliament is now history and I repeat:
I am not ecomplaining about it. I merely
say that this particular situation ought
to be looked at in the near future because
it was used, in my humble opinion, in a
manner not intended.

THE HON. T. 0. PERRY (Lower Cen-
tral) (805 p.m.]: During the life of
the previous Government the member for
Collie moved a motion for an inquiry into
the greater utilisation of coal for power
generation in this State. As one who
represents Copllie I am interested in any
projiect which involves the grester use of
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coal because coal is the life blood of Cellie.
Coal affects every person who lives in
Collie. I would like to quote the exact
words of the motion, which was moved on
the 9th October, 1968. It was as follows:—

In the opinion of this House the
Government should institute an in-
quiry into the possibilities of the
greater utilisation of coal in the vari-
ous sections of the energy market for
the purpose of giving improved
stability to the town of Collle and
advantage to the State's economy.

That appears on page 1596 of Hansard,
1968-69. Since that time several state-
ments have been made and published
which I also intend to quote. I will now
refer to page 3764 of Hansard, 1968-69
where the then Leader of the Opposition
stated as follows:—

So it would indicate that we are
blessed with qguite a substantial
amount of coal—a fuel which has
served us so well—and it would ap-
pear we ought to do all we can fo use
this coal and not keep kicking the
town of Collie so that it is going backe-
wards and further backwards, We
should encourage it to thrive and
prosper, because the people who reside
there are the citizens of this Stafe,
and just as we subsidise a number of
other industries from time to time to
keep people employed in them, we
should do our utmest to ensure that
our coal town is a thriving town.

In view of the fact that the Government
of the day was taking a ratio of deep-
mined coal and open-cut coal which
virtually subsidised the industry to the
value of $1,500,000, I do not think the
Goverment was kicking the town of Collie.
I would like to see greater use made of
Collie coal.

I will now refer to a statement which
appeared in the Collie Mail on the 11th
February, 1971, That was nine days prior
to the last State election. Under the
heading “Labor's Policy” the following
appeared:.—

Mr. Tom Jones, the sitting Labor
Party member for Collie in the Legis-
lative Assembly, has written to out-
line his rarty’s policy.

The article continued—

The State Electricity Commission
was established to give service at the
lowest cost and not to make large
profits.

The present government has allowed
the Commission to operate as a taxing
machine with the result that costs of
connection and supply are higher than
they need be, particularly on farmers
and other country people.

From its inception in 1945 up to
1966, a period of 21 years, the Com-
mission made an accumulated profit
on its metropolitan system of $11
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million, an average of a little more
than half g million a year. Since then
it has had an average yearly profit of
$43 million with a profit of $6,279,945
last year.

Then, in black letters, the article con-
tinues—

It is clear that uniform chaerges for
electricity can be adopted throughout
the Commission’s supply system with-
out having to raise charges in the
metropolitan area and we propose to
have uniform charges adopted.

In the same issue of the Collie Mail a
reporter from the paper gquestioned the
candidate who is now the sitting member
for Collie in the Legislative Assembly. The
question was as follows:—

Can you confldently say your party
would be firmly hehind Collie and its
caal if it came into power?

The candidate, the present member for
Collie, answered—

Yes. My leader has stated this. The
Liberal Government has had 12 years
to do something for Collie. . . .

Collie already has two Government
members representing the distriet—
what have they done for coal?

The insinuation there, of course, is that
the sitting members had done nothing for
coal. I will refer back to April, 1965. I
was the elected member at that time
although I did not take my seat until the
26th May, 1965. During the month of
April the Hebe mine was flooded and the
Secretary of the Miners’ Union—who is
now the member for Cellie—the President
of the Miners’ Union, and two other
members of the Mining Union Board of
Management came to me at Darkan. They
asked me if I could bring pressure to bear
on those Ministers whom I knew in the
Cabinet to see whether something could be
done to transfer the coal quots from the
Hebe mine to the Western mine, which
was the only other deep mine operating
in Collie.

I visited Perth and spoke to four
Ministers who I thought might be sym-
pathetic towards this proposal. If the
Government had continued with its plan
to transfer the quota from the Hebe mine
to the open-cut mine a number of people
in Collie would have been dismissed. Many
people who lived in Collie still owed money
on their homes, and on hire-purchase
commitments, and many of them would
have been without employment.

The Government of the day would not
listen to the proposal at first, so I again
visited Perth and called on Mr. Nalder
and the present Leader of the Opposition
in this House, Mr. Griffith., Eventually the
Government reversed its decision and no-
body was retrenched at that time. For
that reason I do not think it is entirely
fair to imply that the two members in the
Upper House had done nothing for coal or
for Collie.
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In 1967 the State Electricity Commis-
sion was taking special orders for coal
from the Western No. 4 mine for the East
Perth power station. It was then decided
to convert the East Perth power station
to oil burning. If that 30,000 ton order
had been transferred to the open-cut mine
a number of people in Collie would have
been retrenched. The Secretary of the
Miners’ Union, who is now the member
for Collie, rang me and asked me to
arrange for an interview beiween himself
and the Minister for Electricity in an
attempt to avert the dismissal of men
from the mining industry.

We went to Wagin and met Mr, Nalder,
and put the proposal to him. When I
say, “we” I mean the Secretary of the
Miners’ Union, myself, and Mr. Laurie
Gooding. We put a proposition to the
Minister pointing out that if the allocation
of coal remained with the deep mine in
Collie nobody would be retrenched from
the coal industry. Eventually, after quite
a deal of negotiation, an arrangement was
arrived at whereby the allocation was to be
transferred to the other deep mine in
Collie on the basis that as men retired
from the industry the order of 30,000
tons would be reduced. This had the
effect that no young men were employed
in the industry, but on the other hand no
men were retrenched.

I feel that if I do not put these matters
straight at this time I would be disloyal
to myself, disloyal to my party, and dis-
loyal to members of the Government of
that day. I think the Government of the
day supported the coal industry when it
subsidised the town to the extent of
$1,500,000. T am not complaining; I think
it was right and just as many pri-
mary producers and many other industries
received financial assistance and subsidies.

When I have worked for an industry
and the people engaged in an industry.
I do not like it to be insinuated that I
have done nothing to assist those people.
On a number of occasions I have attended
meetings of the Miners' Union and the
board of management in Collie, and those
reople know I am not of their political
persuasion but that I represent all sec-
tions of people. Whether they be Jew or
Christian, Liberal or Labor, or anything
else, T represent those people and endeav-
our to get the best possible deal for them.
The Leader of the Opposition at that time
spoke about our kicking the town of Collie
and wishing to see it go further down hill,
and the member for Ceollie Insinuated we
were not doing anything to help the coal
industry. I would like to put these matters
straight. There has never been a time
that I have not taken up the cause of the
Miners' Unlon when asked to do so.

A couple of years ago I arranged for an
official of Western Collieries to meet Mr.
Nalder in his office, and in order that the
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member for Collie would know what was
going on he was asked to be present at
that meeting. The official from Western
Collieries was invited to discuss the prob-
lem with the Gteneral Manager of the State
Electrieity Commission in Western Aus-
tralia, which he did. He put a proposi-
tion to the general manager in the hope
that more deep-mine coal could be used
by the commission. After examining the
proposition that was put hefore him, the
general manager said it could not be
carried out without increasing the cost af
generating power in Western Australia.
The member for Collie is well aware that
I arranged that meeting with Mr. Nalder
and the officer from Western Collieries,
and I think it is quite unfair to come at
these tactics just before an election.

I think if one is playing a game one
should play it fairly. I will work with
anybody, regardless of his political per-
suasion, but I do not like being accused
of not doing the right thing by that in-
dustry. In order to put the record straight,
I have taken the opportunity to bring these
facts before the House.

THE HON. CLIVE GRIFFITHS (South-
East Metropolitan) [8.18 pm.1: I want to
take the opportunity to speak on the
Address-in-Reply which has been afforded
me by the unusual state of afairs that
recently occurred in Parliament, I was
averseas during the first session of this
Parliament and was unable to speak on the
Address-in-Reply to the previous Speech
made by His Excellency the Governor.

As I was nof here at that time, I have
not had an opportunity to welcome to the
House those members who were elected to
it in February. I now take the opportunity
to congratulate them. I have congratulated
them outside but I wish to place it on
record that I am delighted to have the
opportunity to work with them, irrespec-
tive of their politlcal persuaslons,

I also want to place on record my con-
gratulations to those who are now Min-
isters in this House and who occupy the
Government benches. I hope thelr stay
will be short but pleasant.

I now desire to draw to the attention
of the Government a situation that has
presented itself to some people in my
electorate. I understand this sltuation is
becoming evident in the metropolitan area,
to the extent that yesterday Mr. MacKin-
noh asked some questions in connection
with 1, He had also discussed the matter
with me. This question of the Strata
Titles Act has been brought to my atten-
tion by several of my constituents. I draw
this to the attention of the Government
and suggest that it look Into the matter in
more detail than the answer given yester-
day to Mr, MacKinnon’s question indicates
it is prepared to do.

[COUNCIL.]

The situation is one that currently ex-
Ists in some blocks of home units where,
through some circumstance or another—
and it could well be that In this economie
climate the developers are unable to sell
all the units—investors, for the want of
something in which to invest their money,
have bought more than one unit in a block.

I was here when the Sfrata Titles Act
was first introduced into Parliament and
made law In Western Australia. I under-
stood we brought this Act Into being for
several reasons, one of which was to en-
able an owner to obtain a strata title that
would allow him te own the unit he pur-
chased and at the same time give him a
title which would enable him to mortgage
the unilt, borrow money on it, or sell it.
That was one of the maln purposes of the
Act. We gave the right for a company to
be formed and we gave to individuals the
right to vote.

In my electorate, for whatever reason,
one or two individuals have come into
possession of more than 50 per cent. of the
units In some blocks. ILet us take the
position of a man and his wife who have
decided they wanf to live in a home unit.
They have put all thelr savings into buying
the unit, believing they possess the right
to have a say In the upkeep of the block
and the standard at which the group of
units will be kept, in order that they may
live out thelr lives iIn comparative ease
and without any worries and troubles.

However, it has heen found that when
ohe or two Individuals own more than 50
per cent. of the units and are not inter-
ested In selllng them but wish to let them
as fats, their inierest in those units is
somewhat different from the interest of the
person who actually lives in the unit he
OWns,

Part (3) of Mr. MacKinnon’s question
to the Attorney-General yesterday reads—

Is he further aware that such in-
vestment companies are actually
securing more than fifty per cent. of
contrel, thus negating the rights of
individual owners to maintain a
standard according to their destres?

What Mr. MacKinnon means by that
guestion is that because these people are
renting the units as flats, and because they
do not want to Invoke the wrath of the
tenants in thase flats, they are prepared
to allow the tenants to take liberties that
a genuine owner would not be allowed to
take, such as hanging clothes out on bal-
conles, dolng things to disfigure the front
of the bullding, hanging things up on the
verandahs and windows. and so on. These
investors are not prepared to chastise the
tenants because the tenants would say, “I
will go down to the next block of flats”

. There happens to be an abundanhce of flats

in the metropolitan area at the moment.
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Therefore, some investors are not
insisting that their tenants observe any
standards. In addition, the general
upkeep of the grounds and the mainten~
ance of the buildings are being neglected
to the detriment of the genuine owners of
units, who find themselves powerless.
Although they have voting rights, they can
do nothing because the other people have
more than 50 per cent. of the votes.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Do you think
section 80 should be amended?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: What-
ever section it is, it must be amended to
prevent a minority group of people gain-
ing control over the genuine home owners
who actually live in the units they own.

This is a situation that nobody foresaw
at the time the Act was passed. I did not
foresee if. When we passed this legisla-
tion it never occurred to me that people
would purchase home units and let them

as flats. I do not think it occurred to
ahybody. I de not think anybody is to
blame. I just want to take the opportun-

ity to bring the matter to the attention of
the Government so that it can at least
consider taking action to protect the
people who bought units in good faith,
with titles approved and suggested by this
Parliament, with a view to living in them.
I ask the Ministers to bring this matter to
the attention of the Attorney-General.

The Hon. R. Thompson: What is the
position at the present time? Do they still
have purple titles?

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: No. If
there are 16 flats and one man owns nine
of them, he has all the voting rights. At
every vote that is taken on whether the
lawns should be mown, the plumbing fixed
up, or the front of the building painted,
nothing can be done unless the individual
who owns the nine units agrees. The other
people cannot sway the vofe; they cannot
amend the rules; they cannot do anything
at all.

I think this situation has just grown up
because of the prevailing economic situ-
ation. Perhaps people who have built
units have been unable to sell them. It is
better to let them as fats and receive some
sort of return than to leave them empty
and receive no return at all. I do not
want to make 1t any stronger than that at
his stage. I just make the suggestion.

Another section of the Act that I think
somebody should look at is section 17 which
deals with insurance.

It has been brought to my attention
that when a person intends to purchase
a home unit which has a strata title, and
he desires to take out a mortgage, the
mortgagee not only can but does insist
that the mortgagor take out an insurance
policy on that unit, notwithstanding the
fact that the home unit company takes out
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an insurance policy. In effect, the pro-
prietor is paying two insurance premiums
on the same unit,

Section 17 of the Strata Titles Act pro-
vides for this, whether purposely or in-
advertently, I am not sure. I have read
the debates that took place when that Act
was introduced and I find that for some
reason or other section 17 was not men-
tioned in either House of Parliament,
That section permits the situation in
which the management committee of a
home unit company may take out insuranoce
to the full replacement value of the build-
ing, or to any extent at all; and yet the
mortgagee may demand that the proprietor
also take out a separate policy for his par-
ticular unit. Therefore the proprietor has
in fact two insurance policies—and this is
something I think which is not permitted.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You can
take out as many as you like, but you
may only receive a pay-out on one.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: All
right. Section 17 (8) states—

This section applies notwithstand-
ing the provisions of The Life Insur-
ance Act, 1774 (14 Gee. III C.48) or
any other law relating to insurance.

I do not know exactly what that means,
but I surmise that it ties in with the situa-
tion that one may not collect on two in-
surance policies. When the Government
considers the point I made about the
owners of multiple units—if it does con-
sider it—it might also consider the fact
that peopie, because of the fact that they
have borrowed money to pay Ifor their
unit, are being asked {o pay two insurance
premiums, Bear in mind that one of the
major reasons for the introduction of the
Strata Titles Act is to enable people to
obtain a title so that they may borrow
money, I think we have created an
ancmaly.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Are you aware
that under the War Service Homes Act
cheaper insurance is available; but if you
are purchasing a home unit you must take
out private insurance? You cannot avail
yourself of the war servige insurance.

The Hon. CLIVE GRIFFITHS: 1 have
no doubt that is correct, Perhaps that
matter could also be investigated. I simply
wish to convey these points to the atten-
tion of the Government because I think
something should be done about them.

I intended to speak on several other
items, but I will not mention all of them
on this occasion hecause other members
also wish to speak. However, I will men-
tion one peint quickly. I mentioned earlier
that I was absent at the beginning of the
previous session of Parliament. 1 was
overseas, and I travelled fairly extensively,
visiting Malaya, Hong Kong, Japan, and
parts of Canada and the United States aof
America. I visited some very densely
populated cities and communities.
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I have always been one of those who
believe that Western Australia must
populate or perish, I have always helieved
that we need many more people in order
to progress., However, I have changed my
mind after visiting some highly populated
citles and countries and seeing the extent
to which society in those places has de-
generated—for want of & better word.
After seeing the extent of the crime in
those cities, and the extent to which
people are lacking in consideration for
cach other and certainly for the laws of
the land, I have formed this view: popu-
late and perish, I am a loyal Australian
and Western Australian and I would be
loath o see the people of Western Aus-
tralia adopt the attitude of people in some
of the places I visited.

I am prepared to go as far as this: If,
as a result of our small pepulation, we
must go without some of the so-called
benefits that exist in densely populated
places, I think we will be betier off for if.
I think we are better off belonging to a
society such as that which exists in a city
like Perth, Western Australia, where
people have an appreciation for law and
order and respect the rights of their fellow
citizens.

I repeat that I have always been an
advocate of the philosophy of “populate
or perish.” Iowever, I now say that we
should cease all immipgration immediately
and reconsider the situation. I suggest
that the Commonwealth cease spending
money on immigration and use that money
nat to bring people out to Australia, but
to send Australians to look at what is
occurring in other places sp that they will
return home more contented Australians.
I think we should forget about the s0-
called benefits that are found in cities
which have a multitude of people and,
therefore, can afford those benefits, and be
content with what we have in Australia.
We live in a place in which we can still
walk down the streets without being mol-
ested or frightened, or without witnessing
the things I witnessed in some places. I
am haorrified to think that communities
can degenerate to the extent of some of
those I visited. I meake the plea that we
should have another look at the immliera-
tion situation. I think we would do weli
to stop and take account of what is hap-
pening. We will be better off for it.

The hour is getting late, and obviously
other members wish to speak. I will have
an opportunity to raise the other points I
have in mind on another occasion. So
with those few remarks I support the
motion.

THE HON. G. W. BERRY (Lower North)
[8.40 p.m.1: I rise to support the motion.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Too
many members are conducting audible
conversations. Would they please be a
little quieter.

[COUNCIL.]

The Hon. G. W, BERRY: I wish to make
reference to the problem which exists in
the Lower North Province, and more par-
ticularly in the North Province. It con-
cerns the education of Aboriginal children
and it highlights the difficulties confront-
ing the members of the teaching profes-
sion in those areas. Those teachers are
required to teach both Aboriginal and
white children.

I have with me a letter written by the
headmaster of the Carnarvon Primary
School. This letter was written to the
Press. Unfortunately the Press did not
see fit to publish it, and decided it would
need to be greatly condensed. It would
lose much of its impact if it were reduced
to the proportions required by the Press, I
do not think the letier has yet been pub-
lished. I propose to read it so that mem-
bers may gain some appreciation of the
problems confronting teachers in the
schools in the areas represented by myself
and other members from the Lower North
and North Provinces. The letter is headed
“Teaching Native Children’" and it was
written by Mr, John Hodgkins, the head-
master of the Carnarvon Primary School.
It reads as follows:—

Much has been written on the
teaching of native children in the past
but one wonders just how much is
theory, how much is wishful thinking
and how much is a lot of damned rot.
Befare I continue let me underline one
important peoint, I'm writing about
children. I do not eclaim to know any-
thing about adolescents or adults. Let
me further point out that some of the
teachers on this staff are well ex-
perienced in the handling of native
children. One of the teachers is an
aboriginal.

Where do we start when we attempt
to teach Aboriginal children? It is of
little vse to run a standard western
type 1.Q. test over these children.
Their culture is so vastly different
from ours. I1.Q. tests only give an
indication of any child’s potential—
there are scores of examples to prove
this. They give no indication at all
where native children are concerned.

In a normal school we start Grade
1 off on a pre-reading course and a
pre-number course commonly called
“readiness”. Where reading is con-
cerned all the favourite stories that
we use, all the gimmicks teachers de-
vise are based on a western culture—
they are useless.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Is not that
the letter which was sent to all members
of Parliament?

The Hon. G. W. BERRY: To my know-
ledge the headmaster and I have the only
copies of the letter, apart from the one
sent to the Press. To¢ my knowledge this
letter has not been sent to anyone else.
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The Hon. R. Thompson: I thought I

could recall receiving that letter.

The Hon, G. W. BERRY: To continue—
These children know nothing of
these things and they sit there, their
big brown eyes shining, in a state of
wonder—what is it all about. Your
small children have had six years of
solid teaching at home—stories, ways
of life, travel, T.V., pictures and so on.
The native child knows only the
bush and its millipn secrets. If they
were to swap homes, the white child
wonld quickly perish. 'The native
child, even at the age of 6 and 7 can
exist, The little devils often clear off
for a week or so. They live off the
land “where have you been PBrian?”.
“We went to Brick ‘house up the
river’ ¥, Where do you start when yvou
attempt to build up a mathematical
background. They have no number
concept, nor do they see any reason
for developing one. Beyond three (3}
there’s “plenty fella” or “big mobs”.
There is no tomorrow, nor is there
any ambition. For centuries they have
lived for today. Tomorrow doesn't
matter because there is no time con-
cept hence why worry about learning
other than learning how to catch food.
The ambition that pervades the white
child isn’t, as far as western ambitions
are concerned there. It has to be
“huilt in” at school. So in many re-
spects native children are already four
(4) to six (6) years behind.

What may be a normal pattern oi
social behaviour in their sense isn’t in
ours. Some months ago I suggested
to one teacher that to help develop
a wider interest in the room she should
start a menagerie. The teacher was
keen, the children enthusiastic. We
were going to start with a few birds,
etc. Next morning the native children
brought in a number of birds—all
with a wing torn off, “That fella no
fly away!” This is the way they keep
birds for a few days. To them normal.
To us abhorrent. So then we have
to build a sense of values to suit west-
ern cul:iure. But where do we start?

Where too do we gain help? When
Grade 1 come {o me to read I say who
hears wyou read? and they answer
“Mummy and Daddy” but when it
comes to the little native child who
hears them read?

A very bright young lady in Grade
6 takes her project home to do. Her
father is an engineer at the Tracking
Station. When she goes home she
has everything—books, encyclopedias,
a room to herself, security in every
sense., A bright young native goes
home—to what! How does he keep
up. The girl is encouraged in every
way. The chances are that the boy

will just mess around, nothing
attempted, nothing done. How does
he compete? How do we get the
message Across?

I asked the Aboriginal teacher on
the staff how to answer these quesiions
of home life and background. She and
a few other natives who have reached
western standards agree, that basically
drink is one of the major causes. Lack-
ing and all as home background may
be in the abstainers home, the home
backeground of those who drink is
shocking. The natives, for the sake of
political expediencies, were given the
right to drink without the social
education to go with it. This is an
opinion and when we look around
there’'s an awful lot of evidence right
on the surface to vindicate such an
apinion,

The native child is Inherenily shy
of white people and many mistake
this shyness for sulkiness or an arro-
gant form of behaviour. Nothing
could be further from the truth. When
you get to khow them—if you ever
really can—you'll find that they are a
happy, friendly bunch. They will
laugh and they will talk and they pos-
sess a wonderful sense of humour,
They have a generosity, that puts to
shame some of the white man’s mean-
ness, I've seen a twelve year boy walk
across a class room and borrow a
native girl's pencils or books. Most
white children are not allowed to lend
a rubber to the child sitting next to
them. But this willingness to share
causes major problems. They will
share everything with everyone but
when no one will share back trouble
develops, resentment becomes evident.
White man might rightly say, “I
worked hard to buy these things for
my son.” True—but please don’t be
too hasty in knocking the nattve child.
It’s not entirely his fault., If you look
beyond the brown skin you will find s
warmth, a generoslty, a personality,
a willlngness that 15 almost unbeliev-
able and a very wonderful desire to
please. You might say “So what?”
Perhans in answer we could say that
it is about tlme the Government really
did something for these c¢hildren. One
excellent idea would be to drop class
sizes to0 no more than 25 children. I
do not mean just native children but
white z2nd native. The native child
never likes to be singled out but likes
the group situation. Any class that
has a number of native children
should not possess more than twenty
five children because of the enormity
of background problems with which a
teacher has to cope.

Could one hope that out of the sick-

ening state of Australian politics one
far sighted Government might come to
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the fore and provide the funds neces-
sary. Perhaps too the Education De-
partment should train those people
who really care for the native. I mean
train in a special course, tutored by
people who really know something
abhout the native child and not by
theorists entirely. The course should
be extended well over twelve (12)
months over and above the normal
teaching course. It should not be
situated in Perth but out where the
problem lies. Perhaps too a fully
trained nursing sister could be at-
tached to the school so all their health
worries are handled properly. (The
local health sisters are attached in a
sort of way. They cover an area from
Shark Bay to Onslow—a 1,000 sq.
;niles and almost 80 stations—ridicu-
ous.)

Furthermore, we might ask that a
teacher trained social welfare officer
be appointed, This person being fully
trained could appreciate any problem
within the school and the home and
then act accordingly.

Perhaps too the theorist might pack
up his books for a while and move
out for some firsthand experience and
perhaps too the do-gooder might stop
pouring out the usual amount of sub-
uwrban crap and continue growing
Toses.

There are & lot of people protesting
one way Or another about the politics
of another country. Their principles
might be right, I don’t know, but I do
know that charity begins at home —
could we ask that they divert their
energy to the home front and do
something for the Australian native
child.

Finally, how can you judge & child—
any child, without knowing its back-
ground. Every fault in every child is
only a reflection of the culture from
which it grows. I repeat, please look
beyvond the brown skin. The native
child 1s just as good as those with
whom he has to compete. We can’t
send them back to where they were.
We can’t leave them as they are. We
have to do something.

That letter clearly illustrates the problems
we face in these remote areas, and I am
afraid we are not coming to grips with
them. We do not seem to be doing enough
in the areas in which these problems exist.

At some of the schools I have visited
the teacher never knows from one day to
the next how many children will be in
attendance. Often it is found that after
a week some of the children have dis-
appeared and gone walkabout, and the
teacher never knows when they will re-
turn. As a result he finds it extremely
difficult to teach and get results from his

[COUNCIL.}

teaching. To the teacher it seems so futile
to teach them the western standards that
we demand they should accept.

The letter which I quoted to the House,
written by a primary-school headmaster
is one that we should take notice of, It
was written with feeling by a man who
Is closely assoclated with the problem and
he considers that a start should he made
somewhere to educate these native people
who encounter many problems in trying
to absorb the western way of life.

The Hon, R. Thompson: Did you take
this matter up with the previous Govern-
ment?

The Hon, G. W. BERRY: This problem
has existed for as long as governments
have been jn this State. If the previous
Government did not attend to the matter
that is no excuse, I am making a start now
by bringing the matter hefore this House
and by duoting the views of a primary-
school headmaster. The Press apparently
did not see fit to publish this letter, but
I have brought it forward to give members
some idea of the problems that are faced
by many of these teachers. I support the
motion,

THE HON. W. F, WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
[8.55 p.m.}; If possible I intend to speak
briefly in order that I may give same con-
sidered thought to the replies I wish to
make to those members who have spoken
to the debate. I am deeply consclous of the
points raised hy the last speaker. He has
placed his faith in a single epistle from a
school teacher. I am not prepared to say
that the previous Government shirked its
responsikilities in any way in trying to
solve the prablem he has just outlined to
the House.

The position is that we have tried to
grapple with the problem too late and
there is no point in turning back now, It
is all very well for a teacher to go into an
area and then write a few pages on what
he has seen happen in that area. It is
true he has many problems, and it is also
truee that many other pecople are faced
with difficulties in trying to solve this
great problem.

We made the Aboriginal people what
they are today. Do not let us overlook
that point; and deo not let us squib the
issue by reading something that is said to
come from an academic person who has
been residing in an area for about five
minutes. I grew up alongside these people.
I sat alongside one of them at school and
I am proud to say that I still know him
today by his christian name. I am sick
and tired of those who say they know so
much and hide behind the shelter of a
plece of paper. Let them come to grips
with this issue.

Do not tell me that within the last three
vears much has not heen done for
Aboriginal development. As Mr. Mac-
Kinnon sald earlier this session there is no
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turning back. We will not achieve any-
thing by bleating and saying, “This s
wrong, and that is wrong.” We will come
to grips with this problem only by each
and every person associated with it doing
something to find a solution. The Govern-
ment of which I am a member is not doing
enough and the Commonwealth Govern-
ment is not doing enough, but the day
will come when we will have to face up
to the problem and make up our mind
that we will have to do more and let us
be the first people to admit it.

I am amazed when I find this sort of
thinking expressed by people who do
nothing but shelter behind what somebody
else says., If we are dinkum about trying
to find a solution fo this problem let us
face it here and now. The Federal Gov-
ernment, and the State Government in
particular, should do something more than
they have done in the past, and they
should do it quickly. But do not let anyone
try to tell me that a school teacher can
walk into an area and within a short time
prepare an epistle and say, “This is my
plaint; this is what I suffer irom.”

Question put and passed; the Address-
in-Renly thus adopted.

Presentation to Gouerﬁor
THE HON. W. F, WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
[8.58 p.m.1: T move—

That the Address be presented to
His Excellency the Governor by the
President and such members as may
desire to accompany him.

Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. W. F, WILLESEE (Norith-
East Metropolitan-——Leader of the House)
[8.59 p.m.1 I move—

That the House at its rising adjourn
until 11.30 a.m. tomorrow (Friday).

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 9.00 p.m.

fipginiatine Asermbly
Thursday, the 8th December, 1871

The SPEAKER (Mr. Norton) took the
Chair at 11.00 a.m., and read prayers.
MARKETING OF LAMEB BILL
Council’s Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now
considered.
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In Commiltee

The Chairman of Commitf{ees (Mr. Bate-
man) in the Chair; Mr. H. D. Evans (Min-
ister for Agriculture) in charge of the Bill,

The amendments made by the Council
were as follows:—

No. 1.

Clause 10, page 6, line 28—Insert
hefore the word “constitute” the words
“entitled to vote”.

No. 2.

Clause 10, page 6, line 36—Add
after the wcrd “thereat” the passage
“, but the manager or his deputy is
not entitled to vote on any question”,
No. 3.

Clause 20, page 12, lines 22 and
23—Deglete the passage “‘person who
slaughtered the lamb, or by his fam-
ily” and substitute the passage
“owner, his family or employees”.

Mr. H. D. EVANS: When this Bill was
last before the Chamber we agreed that
of the total number to constitute the
board, only the manager would not have
voting powers. This was acceptable to the
Government, and on that hasis the Bill was
transmitted to the Council, The amend-
ment is acceptable and is in keeping with
the spirit of the legislation. I move—

That amendment No. 1 made by
the Council be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendment agreed to.

Mr, H. D. EVANS: Regarding the second
amendment made by the Counci), it means
the manager will be required to be in at-
tendance at each meeting of the board;
and although he can enter into the del-
iberations and discussions and give the
benefit of his expert knowiedge, he is not
entitled to vote on any decisions taken,
This was an agreement that we made with
the Country Party in particular. The
amendment is acceptable. I move—

That amendment No. 2 made by
the Council be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Council’s
amendment agreed to,

Mr. H.L D. EVANS: Regarding the third
amendment, it arose because of the ambig-
uity that could crop up in clause 20 of
the Biil which deals with the exemptions
from the provisions of the legislation re-
lating to the killing of lamb and mutton
by particular individuals. These provis-
ions were not clear. To rectify the pos-
sibility of a drafting amhiguity the
amendment proposes that the passage
“person who sleughfered the lamb, or by
his family” be deleted and the passage
“owner. his family or employees” be sub-
stituted.

This will clarify beyond any doubt in
the eyes of the draftsman that a situa-
tion could not arise where the owner would



