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Wednesday, the 2 1st November, 1979

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

BILLS (6): ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and read

notiflying assent to the following Bills-
[. Plant Diseases Act Amendment Bill.
2. Government School Teachers Arbitration

and Appeal Bill.
3. Legal Practitioners Act Amendment Bill.
4. Acts Amendment (Master, Supreme

Court) Bill.
5. Criminal Cede Amendment Bill.
6. Solicitor-General Act Amendment Bill.

REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS
AGENTS ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O'Neil (Chief

Secretary), and read a first time.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION DILL

In Committee

Resumed from the 20th November. The
Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Watt) in
the Chair; Mr Mensaros (Minister for Fuel and
Energy) in charge of the Bill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Progress was
reported after clause 45 had been agreed to.

Clause 46: The power of entry, generally-
Mr T. H. JONES: During this debate we have

been discussing generally the wide powers to be
extended to the SEC under this Bill. Here we
have another clause referring to power of entry
generally. Our main concern is with subclause
(2), which reads as follows-

(2) Where due notice has been served upon
the owner or occupier of that land, premises
or thing the Commission may for the
purposes of this Act or any other Act
administered by the Commissioner, including
the purposes referred to in subsection (10),
lawfully enter on to any land, premises or
thing not under the control or management
of the Commission notwithstanding that the
Commission has not obtained the consent of
the owner or occupier, but except as is
otherwise provided in this Act such an entry

shall not be lawful unless notice has been
sewved or such consent has been obtained.

It is evident the commission is to be given further
extensive powers, which is something the
Opposition has complained about throughout this
debate.

This clause impinges on a person's Ownership of
his land. In emergency situations there may be a
need for the SEC to have this sort of power; but
generally the commission should be required to
inform the owners at all times that it intends
entering a property. For those reasons, and as I
said during the second reading debate, we oppose
these extensions of power to the commission.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not believe there is any
expansion of the powers of the commission.
Indeed, there is a restriction of its powers when
one compares this legislation with the presently
prevailing Act.

Firstly, it is logical that reference be made to
other legislation, because the SEC does not
administer this legislation only. The member
knows that there are two other pie~ces of
legislation on the notice paper at the present time
which are administered by the SEC.

Secondly, when I said the powers are restricted
in the present legislation I meant the SEC may
enter premises when notice has been given; but
lawful entry is subject to giving notice. In other
words, under the prevailing situation if the SEC
forgets to give notice or enters after the expiry
date of notice, it enters the premises lawfully. The
Bill has formidable restrictions. If the SEC
forgets to give notice and goes onto the premises
it is in a position of unlawful entry and can be
prosecuted. I suggest the criticism is without
basis,

Mr SIDMORE: I am not completely satisfied
with the Minister's explanation. I would like him
to cast back his mind to last night's debate when
we mentioned some of the powers we felt would
be used wrongly by the SEC in relation to the
compensation received by people as a result of
actions taken by the commission.

It was suggested by the Minister that the SEC
needed the power in order that it could go about
its business of the distribution and generation of
energy.

I refer members to the wording of subclause
(2). It can be seen it is not lawful for the SEC to
enter land under those conditions if consent has
not been obtained; but another clause of this Bill
stipulates that no redress can be taken against the
commission if in fact it enters property
unlawfully.
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I see the Minister is shaking his head. I hope he
will tell me where I am wrong in my
understanding. It appears people will not be able
to claim compensation from the SEC because it
will be able to say, "Even though it is not lawful,
there is nothing you can do about it, because the
Act says we cannot be challenged on that issue."

Mr MENSAROS: The statement made by the
member is not factual. If the SEC enters land
unlawfully under the prevailing laws of the land it
is responsible for its actions. The member is
referring to a different matter relating to
compensation. The SEC does not have to pay
compensation if the damage is not of a physical
nature. We explained the situation last night in
connection with clause 45.

The SEC may enter property without notice on
two other occasions; when a routine exercise has
to be carried out, or in the case of an emergency
situation. By a "routine exercise" I mean when a
meter has to be read and an emergency situation
would be one in which power has failed and it is
necessary for the SEC to restore it. In these cases,
the commission does not need to give notice.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not accept the
Minister's explanation. I should like to quote an
example of an incident which could occur in
regard to the powers he wishes to give the SEC
under this clause. Let us assume the SEC wishes
to enter land and, because consent has not been
obtained, it is forced to cut a farmer's fences. As
a result, stock escape and the owner of the
property suffers a loss. If the machinery
proceeded across the land in a way which would
damage his pasture, watercourse, or infringe on
his rights in some other manner, the SEC could
say. "You will not receive compensation because
of the overriding clause in the legislation." I
cannot see how the situation could be different.

The Bill says that if environmental rights are
interfered with compensation is not payable.
Therefore, a farmer could lose his stock and fail
to receive compensation. His property could be
damaged as a result of the actions of a servant of
the commission and he would not receive
compensation.

Mr Mensaros: That is physical damage and
compensation is provided. If it is tangible,
physical damage compensation is payable.

Mr SKIDMORE: If the physical damage
merely interferes with the environment, as
referred to in the previous clause, the SEC would
argue strongly on the grounds -that the
environment of the person concerned had been
upset rather than physical damage having been
done to property.
(159)

Mr Mensaros: You are referring to physical
damage, not environmental damage.

Mr SKIDMORE: Of course, the Minister does
not accept physical damage could lead to
environmental damage, and that could give an out
to the SEC. That is the very point I am making.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 47 and 48 put and passed.
Clause 49: General powers relating to works-
Mr T. H. JONES: The provisions contained in

this clause have exercised the minds of local
authorities in Western Australia. Last night I
indicated we had canvassed the views of a number
of shires and I quoted from a submission I had
received from the City of Canning in connection
with many of the provisions contained in the Bill.

Clause 49(a) reads-
(a) to enter upon any land which may be

required to be used for the purposes of
the Commission and there make surveys,
clear lines of sight, take levels, make or
set up beacons, trenches or other marks,
sink bore....

And so it goes on. Paragraph (b) sets out that the
commission may exercise the power to enter upon
any land, and dig, fill, remove, store, or utilise any
earth. Paragraph (c)(i) sets out that the
commission may exercise the power to break,
excavate, and remove any soil to the extent and
depth required. The commission also will be able
to remove, reconstruct, or provide buildings and
other structures.

The powers under this clause are unlimited.
Paragraph (e) will allow the commission to open
or alter the position of any pipe, sewer, drain,
tunnel, or other works. Those powers override
even the supreme powers of Telecom.

I have clearly spelt out the views of the City of
Canning in relation to this clause. Apparently the
same provision existed in the old Act, but as this
Bill is a review of the old Act local authorities
should have been approached to ascertain their
views.

Paragraph (f) will allow the commission to do
all such other things as may be necessary or
convenient for constructing.- maintaining, or
altering, repairing, or using any supply system,
undertaking, or related works.

The SEC will be vested with unlimited powers
because it will be able to do "all such other things
as may be necessary". Our complaint is that the
local authorities were not consulted in relation to
the conditions that should apply. The clause goes
on-
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and for any such purpose the
Commission may occupy any land or
premises, and may remove, or erect a
gate in, any fence (taking all reasonable
steps to notify the owner and occupier of
the land on which, or on the boundary of
which, the fence is erected).

The SEC will be able to change the line of
boundary fences. I wonder where its rights will
end with regard to interfering with landowners
within Western Australia.

This clause is similar to the previous clause to
which I spoke, and the powers are excessive to say
the least. The Opposition opposes the clause.

Mr SKIDMORE: Wide powers are to be given
to the SEC, and people should be protected from
the ravages which could occur as a result of such
powers. In this State we already have a problem
with regard to the utilisation of water. Our
resources are scarce. It has been said that our
underground supplies appear to be adequate, but
the quality of that water is not the same as the
quality of the water which people throughout
Western Australia have accepted in the past.

Paragraph (c) states that the SEC will have
power to utilise water supplies. That seems to be
completely wrong. Irrespective of the fact that
authorities have been set up under the direction of
the Public Works Department, or the
Metropolitan Water Board, for the purpose of
conserving our water supplies, and for the purpose
of seeing that they are utilised to the best
advantage, the SEC will be able to use that water
without any restrictions whatsoever. That is
something we should challenge strongly.

I do not believe any authority should have the
power to Override other authorities which have
been set up to protect our water resources. Those
resources are of concern to the people of Western
Australia.

I am concerned also that the SEC apparently
will acquire the power to alter watercourses. The
alteration of watercourses is sacrosanct under
Other legislation in operation in this State. Heavy
penalties are provided for people who alter
watercourses and cause problems to others. I can
well imagine that because of the topography of
the land, the whole structure of many farms could
be destroyed. A drain installed by a farmer, such
as those associated with the Whittington
interceptor scheme, could be destroyed as a result
of the actions of the SEC. That could be a
calamity for a farmer working hard to prevent
salt encroachment on his land.

No doubt the Minister will say it is not the
intention to move onto farms and alter

watercourses. If that is so, why should the SEC
have power to do so? Why not remove the
provision from the Bill? If a watercourse has to be
altered the farmer concerned will not be able to
challenge that action. So much for the so-called
concern of the Government for the farming
community.

The SEC will be able to uproot a road through
a farming property without any consideration for
the farmer. I hope that some of the primary
producers in this place, and other members who
represent the farming communities, will take note
of that provision. I know that the SEC, with its
dictatorial attitude towards access to land, has
caused great distress to many people. The SEC
will now have legality placed on some of those
rotten actions.

The SEC will be able to alter the means of
access to properties, remove buildings or provide
buildings-about which I suppose one could not
complain-and it will be able to remove or carry
out any Works. I do not know what buildings it is
envisaged will be removed.

Let us assume that a shearing shed is
constructed where the SEC desires to place a
pylon. The SEC will be able to remove that
building. I thought some members opposite would
have looked at that provision. The SEC will be
able to remove buildings notwithstanding the
disruption caused to a farmer.

The clause sets out that the commission will be
able to enter upon any land and break, excavate,
and remove any soil to the extent and depth
required. Even the mining companies are not
allowed to do that without some control.

Surely it is not unreasonable that the SEC
should not go onto a farmer's property, a national
park, or a Class "A" reserve to dig holes with a
bulldozer. That is what the Provision says it will
be able to do. It will be able to dig to any depth it
likes. A forest area may have a delicately-based
ecological system, but the SEC will not have to
worry about that. Look what happened on the
Darling scarp. The SEC did not have regard for
anything, but eventually the people said, "Enough
is enough."

The environmental needs of the people will not
be recognised at all if the commission decides to
use the powers given to it under this clause. I
oppose it wholeheartedly. The SEC should not
have the right to alter a watercourse upon which a
farmer depends to fill a dam for his stock.

Mr Mensaros: What you are saying is
absolutely unfactual, either based on ill-will or
total ignorance. Read the Bill.
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Mr SKIDMORE: If we remain silent in this
place we are challenged by Government members,
and particularly by the Minister who says, "Why
do you not say something?" If the Opposition
spokesman on the environment is silent, it is taken
as passive agreement to a Bill. However, when we
do stand up we are told that we are talking arrant
nonsense.

Las t night I had to challenge the gobbledygook
in one clause. I could condense it to one statement
of fact that could be understood by a fifth-year
school child. If the Minister can show me that all
my fears are arrant nonsense, I will accept that.

I suppose the defence of the clause will be that
the Minister will say it commences, "For the
purpose of, and subject to this Act", but the
words "subject to this Act" really mean that the
Act will allow those things to happen. Is the
Minister going to suggest that this clause has
been included to give the commission certain
powers which it will not utilise? That humbug
would not godown too well. Obviously the main
purpose of this clause is to provide the power
bestowed by the Minister to act in this way. The
Bill says that the commission may exercise the
power to enter upon any land to-

(i) break, excavate and remove any soil to
the extent and depth required;

(ii) utilise water;
(iii) make or alter watercourses, drainage,

means of access and transit;
(iv) remove, reconstruct or provide buildings,

Mr Mensaros: You are reading the same thing
for the fourth time. It is a wonder the Chairman
allows you to do that. If it is not tedious
repetition, I do not know what is. .

Mr SKIDMORE: I believe the Minister is
being discourteous to the Chair. If you, Mr
Deputy Chairman (Mr Watt) believe ' I am being
repetitious I will abide by your ruling. However,
with a Minister who is so arrogant, and who
denies simple statements of fact made to him, we
need to repeat something 17 times to get through
to him the concern of the people about
environmental issues. I accept the criticism
levelled against me that I have mentioned it
already four or five times.

We oppose this clause. We believe the powers
in it are too far-reaching and that their
application will have a devastating effect not only
upon the environment but also upon the people
subject to them.

Mr MENSAROS: It is very difficult to remain
polite and parliamentary when all the criticism
which comes from the Opposition cannot be
subscribed-as I tried to say by way of
(8)

interjection-to anything but gross ignorance or
the worst of will in interpreting the provision.

I beg you, Mr Acting Chairman (Mr Watt) to
let me digress for a moment, because I just will
not tolerate expressions such as the one that the
SEC has taken rotten actions. That statement is
recorded in Hansard and the SEC cannot defend
itself. I maintain that the SEC is one of the best
State instrumentalities, especially since it has
been reorganised. Certainly it serves the
community in the best way and I would like it on
record that I absolutely reject the expression of
the member for Swan-one not fitting for this
Parliament-that the SEC has taken rotten
actions.

I would like now to give members a simple
explanation. If one refers to paragraphs (a), (b),
(c), (f), and (i) $f section 37 of the existing Act,
one will find almost precisely the same provisions.
That section has been in existence for a long time.
The member for Collie, being a very diligent
member,, would have brought three or four
grievances to this Chamber had any such things
happened in the past.

Mr T. H. Jones: How can you say that?
Mr MENSAROS: He has not brought this

matter up, and therefore such things referred to
by the member for Swan cannot have happened.
It is wrong to say that these powers will exist
without restraint.

The member for Swan saw the loopholes in his
own argument-all these powers are subject to
the Act. More importantly, to suggest that the
commission can ignore the rules of the land and
ignore the legislation protecting the environment
is absolutely wrong.

The member for Swan would be correct if this
legislation expressly said that such-and-such a
provision in the Rights in Water and Irrigation
Act, the Forests Act, or the Environmental
Protection Act, is null and void, Therefore, the
SEC, just the same as the member for Swan,
would have to adhere to the laws of the land. How
can a member of Parliament put forward such an
interpretation ignoring all the other rules, and
ignoring the preamble of the clause? Such action
is either ignorant or grossly malicious. There is no
controversy with local government because these
are the things which the SEC has to do, has done
in the past, and will do in the future. If members
look at the next clause-

Mr Skidmore: We are not allowed to.
Mr MENSAROS: -they will see it is in direct

contradiction to the statements made by members
of the Opposition. The side note of the clause is,
"Restrictions on the exercise of the general
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powers", and I also refer members to clause 120
which again proves that the member for Swan is
wrong. Any work carried out must be
accomplished with the least inconvenience;
everything must be made good, and compensation
must be paid.

Mr SKIDMORE: I would have been prepared
to accept the Minister's explanation had he
agreed to insert the words "subject to all other
Acts".

Mr Mensaros: No legislation contains such a
provision. Show me where that provision exists
elsewhere.

Mr SKIDMORE: Let the Minister show me
legislation which confers such widesweeping
powers that it enables an authority to override the
jurisdiction of the Environmental Protection
Authority Or the Department of Conservation and
Environment.

Mr Mensaros: That is not contained in this Bill.
You suggest it can be overridden, but that is not
the case.

Mr SKIDMORE: I have heard Ministers in
this place say by interjection or in reply, "It
cannot happen."

Mr Mensaros: It can happen, but it would be
illegal.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not believe it would be
illegal, because the commission will be given this
power. The restrictions imposed by the words
".subject to this Act" are meaningless. The
Minister twisted the point I made. I believe
"subject to this Act" means the commission
cannot do anything in clause 49 which would be
contrary to the Act. Clause 49 contains nothing
which is contrary to the Act and that being so, the
legislation will bestow on the commission an
overriding power which will enable it to ignore the
recommendations of the EPA or the Department
of Conservation and Environment relating to the
placement of, say, a transmission line.

Mr MENSAROS: Have you not heard of the
environment management and review statement
submitted by the SEC to the EPA regarding the
siting of the gas pipeline? Have you not heard of
the agreement between the SEC and the EPA
regarding the Muja-Perth power line? You are
quite aware of all these things, yet you persist in
suggesting otherwise.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am aware of the
environmental protection statement prepared by
the SEC relating to the North-West Shelf gas
pipeline. I have quite a good knowledge of that
report, and I consider it to be a reasonable impact
statement. We would have little to fear on

environmental grounds if the policies it contains
are carried out.

However, that is an isolated situation, and is
quite different from the day-to-day workings of
the SEC. I am concerned about the "could-not-
care-less" attitude of the SEC towards
householders, landowners, and farmers. I do not
blame the workers; they are merely carrying out
the instructions given to them.

All these things should be subject to rules and
regulations; the procedure should be explicitly
laid down. There is nothing to stop the Minister
saying the construction of a certain facility will be
subject to the normal conservation and
environmental restraints placed upon authorities
by other legislation. This would ensure that at all
times, the commission acted within the bounds of
environmental restraint.

Mr Mensaros: I can assure you the commission
is subject to such restraints. If you do not believe
me, go to the lawyers you asked for an opinion.
Ask the member for Welshpool.

Mr Jamieson: Do not bring me into it; I will
only prolong the debate. Do not provoke me.

Mr P. V. Jones: You have answered the
question.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister says this power
existed previously and pointed out we did not
argue the matter then. Merely because something
existed in previous legislation is no argument for
perpetuating a bad situation in updating
legislation. Times and attitudes change, and there
is nothing to stop members on this side
challenging such provisions as these. Landowners
are tired of the arrogant attitude often adopted by
officers of the SEC in coming on to properties
without bothering to secure permission.

I do not accept the Minister's explanation. I
believe he is simply trying to whitewash a very
bad situation. For those reasons, the Opposition
opposes the clause.

Clause put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarke
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Ayes 25
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr 0,Ncil
Mr Ridge
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Sprigs

Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)

5060



[Wednesday, 21st November, 1979J106

Noes!?7
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

Pairs

Noes

Mr Taylor
MrT. D). Evans
Mr Davies
Mr Hodge

Clause thus passed.
Clause 50: Restrictions on the exercise of the

general powers-
Mr T. H. JONES: The Opposition does not

agree that the commission should be granted such
unfettered powers as are provided. Clause 50
states as follows-

50. In the exercise of the powers conferred
under section 49 the Commission shall ensure
that so far as is reasonable and practicable-

(a) the free use of any land, street,
shore or water is not obstructed;,

It concludes by pointing out that clause 120
applies in respect of any damage occasioned.

Why should the commission be granted such
wide powers? Would it not be better to act in
consultation with people who are likely to be
affected? The commission is to be granted an
overriding authority to enforce its policies on
people and organisations. The Opposition
contends the commission should not be vested
with such broad powers. Some control ought to be
exercised over whether the actions of the
commission are fair and reasonable in the
circumstances.

Clause 121 contains the appeal provisions
which are rather restrictive; but we will refer to
those later. For those reasons the Opposition
expresses its concern with the excessive power
vested in the commission.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 51: Alteration to works in streets-

Mr T. H-. JONES: This is a very serious
provision and one which we oppose. The clause
allows the commission to request certain works be

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J1. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

carried out by a local authority or other person
and if the notice is not complied with the
commission can have the work carried out and
then send a bill to the other party. This is a very
wide power.

There may be good reason in the other party's
opinion why the work should not be carried out.
The clauses reads-

51. Subject to section 52, where the
Commission considers it necessary at any
time to alter the position of any works which
are laid in, over or under any street and are
under, the control or management of any
person or local or other authority then it may
by notice in writing request any such person
or authority concerned to effect the
alterations in such manner and within such
reasonable time as shall be specified in that
notice, and if that notice is complied with the
reasonable expenses incurred by that person
or authority attendant upon or connected
with those alterations shall be repayable by
the Commission, but where that notice is not
complied with the Commission may at its
own cost cause such alterations to be made to
those works as are required by the
Commission.

The City of Canning believes this clause will give
the commission power to require the alteration of
services in streets and, if it is not carried out, the
commission will be able to do the work itself. This
concerns the City of Canning.

Mr MENSAROS: I honestly cannot
understand the Opposition. This clause contains a
restriction of powers, yet, as with other clauses,
the Opposition is complaining. I would have
thought the shires would welcome this clause.
Nothing is more conciliatory than to stipulate the
commission "has" to do certain things. As ibis
relates to the commission altering some other
party's installation or property, the commission
has to ask the other party to do the work
otherwise it will do it itself. If the other party
refuses to do the work, only then can the
commission do it. This is a restriction on the
commission.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 52: Street levels and widths-

Mr T. H. JONES: I shall read from the
submission or the City of Canning as follows-

Ayes

Dr Dadour
Sir Charles Court
Mr Rushton
Mr Laurance
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Section 52(l) Requires the local authority
to determine levels of any street within 14
days of a request for same. Section 350 of the
Local Government Act sets down the
procedure necessary for the fixing of levels
and if this is followed it would be impossible
for such to be completed in under 60 days.

The submission indicates a complete conflict
between provisions in the Local Government Act
and this clause. The arguments I put forward in
relation to clauses 49 to 5I apply with equal force
to this clause.

Mr SKIDMORE: Local authorities should be
able to carry out their affairs in accordance with
their Act, unfettered by a power-hungry Minister
or Government which believes local government is
a good whipping horse and which it should have a
go at. I shall quote from the City of Canning
submission as follows-

Section 38 of the previous Act required the
S.E.C. to give notice of its intention to do
works in a street. This has invariably been
complied with by the gas section but the
electricity section of the Commission flatly
refuses to comply in relation to the
distribution mains.

By flatly refusing to give notification in this way
the commission places an impossible burden upon
local authorities. To continue-

This is the only public utility that does not
give notice of its work to the local authority.

The Minister has tried to persuade me to accept
the idea that, in the past, the commission has
been responsible. He has indicated that these
provisions are in the present Act and therefore the
commission will be responsible in the future.

However, the irresponsibility of the commission
has been clearly established, at least by one
authority which has canvassed the considered
opinions of other authorities. The City of Canning
has indicated that the SEC electricity secti on
takes the attitude that if it has to do work it will
do it without worrying about anyone else. If the
shires do not receive the necessary notification
that work is to be carried out, all sorts of things
could happen. I shall quote further from the City
of Canning submission-

The Local Government Act specifically
charges the local authority with the "care,
control and management of streets" and yet
the proposed Act does not even require the
S.E.C. to consult with or advise the local
authority of its intention to do works in the
street. How can this be reconciled with the
requirements that if the local authority
wishes to do even a minor widening, it has to

give the appropriate notice to the
Commission? It is suggested that these
positions should be reversed, after all if the
local authority does work which interferes
with Commission plant, then the Commission
is clearly covered under section 52(1).

The commission wants to have 50c each way. It
wants to be able to make the authorities
responsible for its actions even though they act in
strict accordance with their own Act; and the
commission wants the shires to pay.

The local authorities are concerned. This can
be stated without any fear of contradiction. I refer
the Minister to statements he made when he
indicated that all Acts would have some bearing
on this Act. We now find a requirement in this
Bill which places an impossible legal restraint
upon local authorities which cannot comply with a
notice of work to be done in 14 days. Local
authorities are bound by the requirements of their
own Act.

If the Minister was sensible he would meet the
objections of the local authorities and amend the
14 days' notice to 60 days so that the provision in
this Bill is the same as that found in the Act
covering local authorities. If the Minister
considers the impracticality of the 14 days' notice,
I am sure he will recognise there is nothing wrong
with 60 days' notice. If he agreed to such a
change, we could see the truth in his statement
that the commission would take notice of other
Acts. I would be pleased to hear the Minister
agree to this suggestion.

Mr MENSAROS: We debated this point in
considerable detail last night when it was brought
forward by the member for Welshpool. The
requirement here is for the commission to give 14
days' notice of the need of the ascertained or
proposed levels of a street. I do not think this
interferes with a local authority's expected and
statutorily obliged actions between itself and its
ratepayers with which the 60 days' notice to be
found in section 350 of the Local Government Act
is concerned. In fact I am reasonably sure of this
and I am quite happy to undertake to ask the
Attorney General for his opinion. If I am wrong I
will correct it during the stage when the Bill
returns from the Council.

Mr T. H. JONES: When I was speaking
previously on clause 52 I refrained from referring
to subclause (2) which is causing the Opposition
some concern. Subclause (2) states-

(2) A local or other authority having the
control and management of any street shall
give the Commission at least seven clear days
notice in writing of its intention to alter the
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level or width or the surfacing of any street
in which any works of the Commission have
been placed, but, whether or not such notice
is given, if by reason of any such alteration
the Commission considers it necessary to
relocate any such works then the costs of
such alteration shall be a debt due from the
local or other authority to the Commission.

So, whatever the commission wishes to do, if it
decides a work has to be carried out, then it is not
subject to consultation with the local authority to
ascertain the authority's views. If the work is not
carried out the commission just goes into the area
under the jurisdiction of the local authority, has
the work carried out and sends the individual or
the local authority the bill. Is this freedom in our
democratic society today!? It would be different if
the local authorities were not responsible
organisations but here in this clause the
commission can override completely the
jurisdiction of a local authority.

Therefore, any planning or town planning of
the council does not receive any consideration
because there is no requirement for the
commission to have any discussion at all with the
local authorities. The local authorities in Western
Australia can run into considerable expense and
inconvenience and the Minister should ensure that
an amendment is made to subelause (2) so that
consultation between the other body and the
commission takes place. This is highly desirable
and in the interests of the smooth operation of the
commission.

Mr MENSAROS: This subelause (2) is very
fair and equitable; it does not say what the
member for Collie is suggesting. If the SEC has
made an installation or built an underground
power line which is, say, in a subdivision under
the street level and the local authority decides
that it will do something to this part of the
land-say it wishes to build an underpass under
the road and ignore the underground power line
and damage it-then the local authority is liable.
The authority must pay the cost of repairing or
relocating that power line.

If the member for Collie travels on the railways
and puts his luggage in a locker and the railways
decide to rebuild the locker and his luggage is
damaged, then, of course, the member would
expect the railways to pay for the damage.

Mr SKIDMORE: Again, the Minister has used
some fairly limited argument against the member
for Collie's suggestion. I remind the Minister of
the occasion when the City of Canning expressed
some concern about the public utility with which
it had dealings. The electricity commission just

did not take any notice of the local shire and went
ahead and put in its own works in its own way,
time, and place.

Let us assume that an authority became aware
that the State Energy Commission was about to
install a gas main in a street which the authority
intended to alter in the future. If the authority
was not advised-as apparently they are not to
be-that this gas main was underground and the
electricity department went ahead and put the
main in, then it would not be in the best interests
of the community because it had not conferred
with the local government. Then, when the local
government carried out its wishes to construct a
different level or widen the road it would be faced
with the fact that the SEC had a main there. Of
course, in that situation the local authority would
have to pay for the gross inconvenience and gross
ignorance of the commission in not telling the
authority what it proposed to do.

Local authorities are more responsible than the
State Energy Commission has been in the past.
Authorities wouldl consult with the commission or
whatever authority is involved. So it appears that
one cannot win with tbis piece of legislation. The
local government authorities will have to pay and
pay where the commission is not prepared to front
up to its responsibilities. The people in the
community will have to pay because of the
inability of the commission to understand that
consultation with local authorities is necessary to
achieve good results.

The Minister's arguments were fairly puerile. If
we consider the Minister's answer, he has
suggested that he is not to blame and that we do
not know what we are talking about. I can see no
reason for the commission not consulting with the
local authorities, especially if a power main is to
be put under a road or near a road which will be
widened or altered in the future. If the authority
is not notified it will have to pay for the relocation
and I think this is unreasonable.

Mr T. H. JONES: I refer to the part of the
clause which reads, "The commission considers it
necessary". This is the main point of opposition
from the local authorities because perhaps there is
a relocation which involves some heavy work to be
done by the local authorities. The decision of the
commission not to consult with the local
authorities will cause the local authorities to be
involved in heavy expenditure and for this reason
we strongly oppose the clause.

Clause put and a division taken with the
following result-
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Mr Clarko
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J.Burke
Mr Cart
Mr H. a. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes 24
M r O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
MrSibson
Mr Sodemn
MrSpigg
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr William
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 17
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Batemnan

Pairs

reasons the Opposition strongly opposes this
clause.

Mr MENSAROS: The member for Collie is
right; the same principle applies as applied in
clause 52. We have found from past experience
that complaints would be made if the clause were
drafted the other way around, because in the
overwhelming majority of cases the owner of the
land is concerned about his vegetation, trees, and
the rest of it, and would prefer to lop them the

(Teller) way he wants them. When the SEC does it, it
may be complained that the trees have been cut
too low, and so on. The owner is responsible to
prevent damage to the wiring, and if he does not
do so the SEC goes in.

Clause put and a division taken with the
following result-

(Teller)

Ayes Noes
MrBlaikie M~

Dr Dadour Mr T. D. Evans
Sir Charles Court Mr Davies
Mr Rushton Mr Hodge
Mr Laurance Dr Troy
Clause thus passed.
Clause 53 put and passed.
Clause 54: Duty and powers, as to vegetation

causing interference-
Mr T. H. JONES: The Opposition is totally

opposed to this clause for reasons similar to those
given in relation to clause 52.

In a number or instances farmers are opposed
to transmission lines going through their property
because the lines interfere with their farming
operations. But in the interests of the State
Energy Commission in some instances decisions
are made against the wishes of the landowner and
the lines go through the property in the area
desired by the commission. Why should the
landowner be responsible for removing
vegetation? After all, he does not want the line to
go through his property. It is the responsibility of
the commission. It is the commission's power line
and it should be responsible to ensure obstructions
are removed from the area involved.

Under the Road Traffic Act, where there is a
blind corner it is the responsibility of the local
authority or Road Traffic Authority to remove
vegetation when it obstructs the view Of Motorists.
We think the same should apply here. This clause
places too much responsibility on landowners, and
here again the commission makes the
determination. The work is carried out by the
commission and the expense is borne by the
authority or the individual involved. For those

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H~erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPbarlin
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. 3. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes
Mr Watt
Dr Dadour
Mr Spriggs
Mr Rushton
Mr Laurance

Ayes 23
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalde

Noes 17
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclvcr
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Taylor
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Davies
Mr Hodge
Dr Troy

(Teller)

(Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 55 and 56 put and passed.
Clause 57: Supply system emergencies-
Mr T. H. JONES: The Opposition adopts the

attitude that this clause is designed to overcome
industrial disputation. The Minister does not
agree with the interpretation we place upon it. I
refer members to the wording of subclause (10),
which states that any person obstructing the
commission or any officer or servant of the
commission is guilty of an offence and liable to a
penalty of $500. We argued in thc second reading
debate that such powers are excessive. The
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commission may make its own regulations, and
anyone who contravenes them may be fined $500.
We consider this provision is designed with a
special purpose in mind and in our view it is far
too restrictive.

Mr SKIDMORE: I refer the Minister to the
definition of "system emergency" which includes
any circumstance in which the normal operation
of the system has been, may be, or should be
interrupted, curtailed, Or terminated. I am sure
the provision could be used against a trade
unionist who refused, for example, to climb a
ladder which he considered to be unsafe, or to
carry out any act which he considered would
render him liable to injury. Such curtailment of
the service by an employee would render him
liable to a fine of $500.

1 know the SEC is fairly conscious of safety,
and rarely does it allow the well-being of its
employees to be placed in jeopardy by the actions
of foremen or supervisors. However, I have in
mind an emergency situation in which an officer
might request an employee to carry out work
which the employee believes would render him
liable to injury. Under this provision his refusal to
work could be interpreted to mean that the
worker is curtailing or terminating the system.

SEC employees should not be subjected to this
clause. I believe the Minister should, by way of
amendment, make it clear that the provision does
not apply to SEC employees, but that it applies to
other persons who may interfere with the supply
of electricity or gas. I will be interested to hear his
comments.

Mr MENSAROS: By no means am I prepared
to recommend the committee that it make any
such amendment. Contrary to the suggestion of
the member for Swan, the employees of the State
Energy Commission in times of a system
emergency-and this provision applies only to a
system emergency--carry out the most
commendable and brave acts and none of them
would think twice about climbing a ladder in an
emergency situation in the interests of the
population at large. I have commended theni, for
instance, for their work during the emergency
created by cyclone "Alby".

Mr Skidmore: So do I. Don't you suggest that I
don't.

Mr MENSAROS: What the member for Swan
suggests is a figment of his imagination; it exists
only in his mind. In respect of other provisions,
the member for Swan has criticised and asked
whether they are in the interests of safety. There
is no question that what the member suggests
would occur in an emergency. The Bill, the

Government, and I as the Minister, are
determined that if somebody obstructs the
commission or an officer of the commission-in
the powers given to it or him only under this
clause--during a system emergency he should be
liable to a penalty.

Mr SKIDMORE: I rise to disabuse the people
of Western Australia in respect of what the
Minister said. At no time did I say anything
which would detract from the capability,
sincerity, and dedication of the workers of the
SEC in times of emergency. I praise them to the
hilt for the things they do during times of
emergency, and particularly for their work during
cyclone "Alby". In such limes they perform
duties far beyond those which would normally be
expected of any employees, and that is to their
credit.

I challenge the Minister in respect of the
provision which allows an officer of the
commission to determine what is reasonable in a
certain situation.

Mr Mensaros: ft deals only with emergencies,
and nothing else.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am referring to an
emergency situation. The Minister was wrong to
suggest that I said things about workers which I
did not say. In addition, it is not reasonable for
workers to be subjected to an order of an officer
which the workers may feel would place them in a
position of jeopardy. I believe that could arise in
an emergency situation. That is our objection to
the clause. Certainly we do not speak against the
workers of the commission. I cannot speak too
highly of their efforts in emergency situations.

Clause out and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr (Ira ydn
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassll
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Br yce
Mr B. 1. Bu rke:
Mr T. J1. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H-. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes 25
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodernan
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 17
Mr Jamnieson
MrT. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Watt Mr Taylor
Dr Dadour Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Spriggs Mr Davies
Mr Crane Mr Hodge
Mr Laurance Dr Tray
Clause thus passed.
Clauses 58 to 66 put and passed.
Clause 67: Circumventing meters, etc-
Mr T. H. JONES: I want to deal with the

problems of people damaging meters. I raised this
point on the second reading. The penalty is
excessive, although it may be termed a serious
offence. There is no discretionary power. It sets
out a penalty of $500. I refer to subclause (2).

On behalf of the Opposition, I want to say that
the fine is excessive, and there should be a
discretionary fine; also a person can be dealt with
twice under this provision. For those reasons, we
oppose the clause.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not know exactly what
the member means by "discretionary fine". The
provision for the penalty is $500, and that means
it is the maximum penalty. I do not think this is
excessive in the case of a person tampering with a
meter when it is obviously for the reason provided
for in the clause-obtaining electricity for nothing
or for a cheaper rate.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 68: Inspectors-
Mr T. H. JONES: This deals with the

inspectors who will be appointed. It indicates that
the commission's powers will be delineated by
regulation. The Parliament will have no idea what
the qualifications of the inspectors will be.

We think the Bill should contain reference to
this matter. The regulations will be brought down
and the inspectors may be appointed without the
Parliament knowing what their qualifications
should be.

The subclauses provide that the commission
shall appoint inspectors for the purposes outlined,
but there is no mention of the qualifications
required. While the Bill is before the Chamber we
feel it should include a reference to the necessary
qualifications. For those reasons, we oppose the
clause in its present form.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 69 to 73 put and passed.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.03 p.m.
Clause 74: Malicious damage-
Mr T. H. JONES: Clause 74 was referred to at

great length in the second reading debate. On
page 4744 of Hansard I indicated we had received

a legal opinion in connection with the provisions
contained in clause 74(l) and (2) and the penalty
that can be inflicted in relation to the clause
itself. I refer members to the wording of clause
74(1).

It is true the Minister indicated during his reply
to the second reading debate that it was his
intention that this clause be amended in another
place. Unfortunately the Opposition has no idea
of the amendments to be made to the Bill, so we
have an obligation to try to protect the interests of
the workers. As we have said quite strongly, in
our view these powers are excessive and are
designed to be used against the trade union
movement during a period of disputation. I refer
members to the wording of clause 74(2).

The powers of the officers and of the
commission itself have been set out clearly in the
definitions. I will not repeat them. However, to
refresh the minds of members it must be
appreciated that the commission has the power to
appoint anyone who is not employed by it, as an
officer to carry out the provisions contained in
subclauses (1) and (2).

Last Wednesday, the 14th November, 1 quoted
briefly from the legal opinion we had received. In
part, I quoted from it as follows-

Most cases of wilful damage to property
are dealt with under section 80 of the Police
Act, by which any person who wilfully or
maliciously destroys or damages any real or
personal property of any kind, by
whomsoever owned, is guilty of a simple
offence and liable to a fine not exceeding
$500 or imprisonment for a term not
exceeding six months, or both. There is an
enormous difference between the penalties
fixed under that section and pursuant to the
proposed clause, and without detracting from
the social importance of energy distribution
one wonders how such a discrepancy can be
justified.

That indicates, in the opinion of our legal
advisers, there is a discrepancy between the
provisions contained in clause 74 and those
contained in section 80 of the Police Act.

The legal adviser .then goes on to ask how the
discrepancies can be justified and he mentions
section 554 of the Criminal Code, and indicates
his reasons for that. He then goes on to say-

It appears in any event to be quite
extraordinary that a misdemeanour should
attract a maximum penalty of 10 years. A
quick perusal of the Criminal Code
demonstrates that most misdlemeanours
attract a maximum penalty of imprisonment
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for 3 years only. Again the discrepancy is
very wide.

We have one set of provisions under section 80 of
the Police Act, and another set of provisions in
section 554 of the Criminal Code. The penalties
in this Bill are much greater than those laid down
for misdemeanours under section 80 of the Police
Act and section 554 of the Criminal Code.

During the second reading debate I went to
some length to illustrate clearly why the
Opposition strongly opposes this measure. I
referred to the question of arrest without warrant
and the fact that officers of the commission are to
be given the power of arrest. That is unbelievable
to say the least. They will have the power to
arrest without warrant and, in some instances,
this power is not enjoyed by the Police Force of
Western Australia.

To put the Bill in its correct perspective, I move
an amendment-

Page 103, lines 6 to 12-Delete the
passage commencing ", or interrupts," down
to and including the word "years' ,with a
view to inserting other words.

Mr SKIDMORE: I rise to support the
amendment moved by the member for Collie. I
believe it will allay some of the fears held by
people that a person may be found guilty of a
misdemneanour under this provision and
imprisoned for a term of not more than 10 years.
If the amendment is passed, he will be guilty of
an offence only. The court would decide the
degree of severity of the penalty.

I received some correspondence from the
Secretary of the Electrical Trades Union of
Workers regarding this matter and that union had
sought legal opinion also which confirmed its
worst fears. The union believed the provi sions
could be used and were perhaps designed to be
used against workers employed by the SEC. The
correspondence I received from the secretary
referred also to a body corporate which may be a
union pursuing its legitimate interests. In other
words, it may not be doing anything other than
going about its duties as an industrial union.

The opinion given indicates the Government
proposes to amend the Electricity Act and we will
debate that later. The Secretary of the Electrical
Trades Union of Workers indicated to me and to
his members that he had brought these matters to
the attention of the TLC which had condemned
particular parts of the Bill. Following consultation
with parliamentarians directly concerned, the
secretary assured his members that the Labor
Party would be opposing those particular clauses
in the Bill.

The Minister may rant and rave about the fact
that we have taken what he considers to be a
fairly quiet approach to the Industrial Arbitration
Bill, and that we are now being difficult by
raising these particular issues in order to get rid
of some of our frustrations, but he is totally
incorrect. We are mindful of the fact that the
TLC has condemned these clauses of the Bill. We
have had meetings with most of the unions
concerned with workers in the employ of the SEC;
that is, blue collar workers. However, I
understand communication has been bad with the
officers of the SEC also.

All unions have exhibited concern about these
matters. The letter goes on to say that the union
exhibits concern about the severity of the
penalties prescribed. Of course, the member for
Collie has mentioned this matter already both
during the second reading debate and in the
Committee stage today. It is quite clear there is a
difference between a misdemneanour and an
offence. The amendment is designed to ensure the
provision relating to a misdemeanour will
disappear.

I support the amendment. I believe it will go a
long way towards making the unions accept this
particular clause, and thus avoid possible
confrontation in the future.

Mr MENSAROS: I could not recommend the
Committee to accept an amendment such as this.
As I said in the second reading debate; the union
representatives whom I have met and whose
comments in the main concentrated on clause 74,
took a much more logical attitude.

The very same provisions exist in the Act, with
the exception that in section 7 1(3) the Act refers
to damage to the property of the SEC; that is,
power stations, power lines, or other property. On
the other hand, this clause includes the
interruption of transmission or distribution and
supply of energy. It includes also the intention
either to damage the property of the SEC or
interrupt the power supply.

The concern of the union has been that,
although subclause (1) of this clause has three
parts, there might be a legal interpretation that
the provisions relating to penalties for unlawful or
malicious damage related only to the damage to
property and do not refer to the interruption of
the power supply or the intention to do so.

If that is assumed it can be argued very
logically that power can be interrupted without a
person being unlawful and without a person being
malicious, but he will still incur the maximum
penalty of 10 years' imprisonment. I explained
that that interpretation could not stand up. In
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order to prove that at no time was this clause
designed to penalise industrial action whereby
power was disrupted, and where there was no
maliciousness involved, I am quite prepared to
amend the clause in a way that it will have a new
paragraph referring to unlawful and malicious
damage, and three different provisions will follow.
That should make the position quite clear-that
the words "unlawful" and "malicious" relate to
any one of those three provisions.

The union was quite happy with my
explanation because I repeated that if somebody
maliciously damages plant, or interrupts power
supply, he should be penalised at least to the
extent prescribed under the present Act. The
amendment proposed by the member for Collie
would result in the fact that all actions would
have a penalty of $100. Clause 8 1, which refers to
general penalties, states that unless otherwise
provided, a person who commits an offence is
liable to a penalty, and that person would be
penalised to the maximum of $100.

Having explained the situation as briefly as I
could, I am unable to recommend the acceptance
of the amendment.

Mr T. H. JONES: I appreciate the views of the
Minister, but it is my intention to proceed with
the amendment. My admendment will introduce a
lesser penalty. I will stand corrected, but I do not
know of any penalty less than $ 100.

Our legal advisers have indicated that
subelause (2) is very dangerous. At page 4745 of
Hansard of Wednesday, the 14th November, I
quoted what our legal advice was. It reads as
follows-

This is an extraordinary and dangerous
provision. In liberal democracies the power to
arrest is always circumscribed, and that is as
it must be. Under the Criminal Code (section
566(1)) and the Police Act (section 49) a
person actually committing an offence can be
arrested by a police officer. By section 5 of
the Code, the definition of an offence is a
crime imports, except when otherwise stated,
that the offender may be arrested without
warrant.

The legal advice goes on to mention section 564 of
the Code. Suffice to say my views have been
recorded in Hansard during the second reading
debate. It will be appreciated that the opinion of
the Crown Law Department and the legal opinion
we obtained do differ.

This clause will provide normal citizens with
the power of arrest. I commend my amendment.

Mr MENSAROS: 1 repeat the argument which
should be recorded also. The power contained in

subclause (2) is nothing other than a slight
extension of or a slight addition to the powers of
an Ordinary citizen to arrest. It will enable not
anyone, but an officer of the commission, to
apprehend or arrest anyone who is caught
committing any of the offences described in
subclause (1) without incurring any legal dispute.
That is the only difference between a citizen
arrest and the type of arrest set out in the clause.
I commend the clause as it stands,

Mr T. H. JONES: There is a weakness in the
argument put forward by the Minister, and it is to
be found in the words of whether an officer has
"1reasonable grounds". A person could be
wrongfully arrested because his adtions might
well have been done on reasonable grounds.

The Minister would be aware of the reaction of
the person who was wrongfully arrested, and
further penalties could apply as a result of that
reaction. An officer would have to be certain.
"Reasonable grounds" are not sufficient to arrest
a person under the provisions of clause 74. An
officer should have to be certain that an offence
has been committed.

This is the most serious clause in the Bill. I
hope that the officers, when appointed, will have
some common sense and will not arrest people
where there are not reasonable grounds. Powers
provided in this clause extend further than the
powers of a police officer. We oppose the
subelause on those grounds.

Mr SKIDMORE: I oppose the clause and I do
not believe any legislation should take the power
of arrest away from the police. The situation will
be that a servant of the commission-a
gatekeeper, a labourer, or an electrician-will be
bestowed with. the power to arrest. My sense of
justice rebels against that provision. A person who
might have a hatred against certain features of
the SEC will be able to go beyond the normal
concept of behaviour and apprehend and arrest a
person. That power should not exist except in
certain circumstances.

The SEC could find itself stuck with a problem.
and responsible for damages if a person who was
apprehended was quite lawfully in a certain
situation. This provision prejudges a crime, and it
will override the Police Act. My understanding is
that when a policeman arrests someone he must
lay charges immediately.

Under the provisions of this clause a person
might be apprehended and taken to the police. I
doubt very much whether the police would take
any action if the person making the arrest claimed
that he reasonably believed the person arrested
was about to commit an offence.
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If a person is observed to be doing something
wrong I might be prepared to agree that under
certain circumstances there should be a way to
apprehend that person. However, that person
should not be apprehended on the grounds that
some servant of the commission thought that
something was about to happen.

When actions such as this interfere with the
functions of the police, we will head in the
direction of the control exercised by criminals, as
happened some 20 to 30 years ago when certain
people in Germany were subjected to this type of
legislation. The horrific confrontation which took
place, as a result of that action, is well known to
members here. We do not want a repeat of that
situation. We have a right to expect something
better.

For heavens sake, leave the control to the
people who have an obligation under the Police
Act. Do not give to a servant of the commission
the right to arrest a person because he believed
that person was about to commit an offence.
When an offence has been committed, then allow
a servant of the commission to apprehend the
offender.

Mr MENSAROS: We will have to agree to
disagree; I cannot agree with the member for
Swan that the offence should be committed before
there is an arrest.

These places are usually fenced. If a gatekeeper
sees a fellow climb a fence, with a pair of well
insulated wire cutters, does the member for Swan
suggest that the gatekeeper should allow that
person to cut a wire before apprehending him?

Mr Skidmore: The offence would then have
been committed. Under those circumstances there
is no reasonable doubt and perhaps the person
should be apprehended.

Mr MENSAROS: That is what the law
states-if there is a reasonable assumption.
Apparently the member for Swan believes that if
the fellow with the wire cutters was apprehended
he would tell the gatekeeper he had climbed the
fence because of the nice lawns inside the fence. I
do not agree.

Amendment put
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J.Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

and a division taken w

Aycs IS
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
MrGrayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfcld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old

Ayes
Mr Taylor
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Davies
Dr Troy

Noes 25
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr William
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr O'Connor
Dr Dadour
Mr Crane
Mr Laurance

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 75: Unlawful damage, generally-
Mr T. H. JONES: This clause again provides

for people to be dealt with for trivial offences.
The clause commences-

(1) Any person who wilfully-
(a) alters, interferes with, defaces or

removes any trigonometrical
station, peg, mark, pole, or works ..

The Opposition objects only to the amount of the
penalty that can be imposed for such offences.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 76: Unlawful entry-
Mr T. H. JONES: This clause reads-

A person who without lawful authority
enters on any lands, works, structures or
property of or under the control or
management of the Commission commits an
offence and is liable on conviction to a fine
not exceeding two hundred dollars, and it
shall be lawful for any officer or servant of
the Commission to use such force as is
reasonably necessary to remove him
therefrom.

ith the penalty, but more importantly we object to the
words, "use such force". Does this mean that an
officer or servant of the commission may grab a
person by the ear, or perhaps he could put a
bicycle chain around his neck and say, "~Comie
with roe"! This term is not included in the
definitions, so how can we interpret it? The
Opposition opposes the clause because we feel it
contains a dangerous provision.

Mr SKIDMORE: I oppose this clause because
(Teller) I believe it should be the function of a police
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officer to apprehend a person who commits an
offence or acts against the best interests of the
SEC. We do not deny that such incidents could
occur, but it is my opinion that police officers are
the ones to deal with any offenders. An officer of
the commission could Find himself engaged in
litigation for wrongful arrest. This could happen
to anyone who is not in a position to recognise
whether a person has committed a crime.

Mr MENSAROS: Again we must agree to
disagree. In my opinion the penalty is, if anything,
fairly light. Also, it is necessary that force should
be used to remove a person who enters unlawfully
onto premises. I believe the force to be used is
specified by the words, "such force as is
reasonably necessary to remove him therefrom".

Obviously the members for Maylands would
simply say to an offender who was five feet tall,
"You should come with me", and he would do so.
In other cases, the officer may grab the offender's
arm.

Mr T. H. JONES: I cannot accept the
explanation given by the Minister. This is a
dangerous provision. We know that some police
officers act more zealously than others. I am not
criticising them for this-it is well known that
different people have different attitudes. Who is
to say how much force is reasonable? We strongly
oppose the clause.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 77: Restraint of persons-
Mr T. H. JONES: For the same reasons we

object to the words relating to force.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 78: Persons may be apprehended-
Mr T. H. JONES: This clause reads as

follows-
Where an officer has reasonable grounds

to believe that a person has contravened this
Act, or any regulation or by-law made
thereunder, and that person fails or refuses to
furnish his name and address to the officer
on request, or furnishes a name and address
that the officer reasonably believes to be
false, the officer may, without warrant other
than this section, apprehend the person and
deliver him to a police officer or convey him
before a Justice to be dealt with according to
law.

The commission can make any by-laws it so
wishes and it can introduce regulations to say how
its officers shall act. We advance similar
arguments to this clause.

Mr SKIDMORE: I believe this provision will
give the powers of a police officer to apprehend or

to arrest an offender to an officer of the
commission. Whatever term is used, if a person
apprehends someone and delivers him to a police
officer, I assume he will be given into the care of
the police Officer as an arrested person. If that is
so, the Bill will do what the Minister has said it
will not do.

A policeman has the power to ask a person for
his name and address. If such a request is refused,
the police officer can arrest the person concerned
for failing to give those particulars. Quite
obviously a servant of the cortxmission will be able
to act in the same way, and I do not believe this
should be so.

I have said it before and I will say it again:
People should be arrested by police officers who
are aware of the purpose of the jaws and who can
make an arrest in a manner that is in the best
interests of all concerned.

Clause put and
following result-

Mr Clarko
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr McPharlin

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

Ayes
Mr Coyne
Sir Charles Court
Mr O'Neil
Mr O'Connor

a division taken with the

Ayes 26
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noe 18
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Taylor
Mr T. D. Evans
Dr Troy
Mr Bryce

(Teller)

(Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Clause '19 put and passed.
Clause 80: Offences generally-
Mr T. H. JONES: I believe this clause could be

simplified. It reads as follows-
A person who fails, refuses or neglects to

do a thing which by or under this Act he is
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required to do, and any person who does or
attempts to do a thing contrary to the
provisions of this Act, commits an offence
against this Act.

It seems to me that a person will commit an
offence if he does something that is specified in
the clause, and he will still commit an offence if
he does something that is not specified in the
clause. It appears that the Bill will give the
commission power to take action against people
committing offences which arc not spelt. out
properly.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 81 and 82 put and passed.
Clause 83: Prosecution expenses-
Mr T. H-. JONES: Most of the other clauses

prescribe a maximum penalty for an offence;
here, it is left for the court to make such order as
it thinks fit. No limitation is placed on
prosecution expenses; a discretionary power is
vested in the court.

Mr SKIDMORE: I vigorously oppose this
clause, because it will cut across the basic rights
of people to have the judge or magistrate sitting
in judgment decide the costs to be awarded.

Normally, unless legislation places a limitation
upon the amount of costs which may be
recovered, or the way in which those costs may be
computed, the general attitude of the court is that
the judge shall decide the merits or otherwise of
the prosecution's claim for costs. Normally, no
judge would award excessive costs against a
defendant.

However, clause 83 provides that the
commission can decide the amount of costs which
shall be awarded against the defendant, and the
judge will not be able to challenge that amount.

Let us take as an example the committing of an
offence at a remote place like Denham. The
person is found guilty of the offence. The
commission then could say, "We had to send an
officer from Perth to Denham to investigate the
incident. We wish to recover his travelling costs
there and back and his accommodation and other
costs while investigating the charge at Denham.
The result of his inquiries revealed the necessity
for further expert opinion, so we had to send
someone else from Perth to Denham in order to
sustain a prosecution."

In normal circumstances, a judge would never
allow such costs against a defendant. It could be a
trivial offence in the eyes of the law, based on
other offences; yet a defendant could have costs of
$3 000 or $4 000 awarded against him. That is
not an unreal assumption; it could happen. Even if

costs were of the order of $500, it is out of all
proportion to the simple offence which was
committed. It is an abrogation of the right of
judges and magistrates to determine costs.

The Minister is interfering with the concepts of
British justice by. setting himself above the system
and saying, "The commission will evaluate and
determine the costs and the judge will not be
allowed to challenge it." All the judge can say is,
"I am sorry; I am forced to award these costs
against you." Of course, the judge could lessen
the impact of the costs by awarding only a token
fine of $1. However, members should bear in
mind clause 81 provides for a maximum penalty
of $100 for general offences. A defendant could
still be left with costs of $500 or $2 000 to pay, so
a token fine would not really make things easier
for him.

This provision is basically wrong; it certainly is
against the system under which the public of this
country have laboured for so long. I
wholeheartedly oppose the clause.

Mr MENSAROS: I am sorry to say the
comments of the member for Swan represented a
complete and extreme misrepresentation of the
provisions of the clause. The clause comprises
nine lines, and anyone who misrepresents it so
totally must be a subject of sorrow. I cannot be
more polite than that.

There is no talk of penalty in this clause. It
simply provides that even if a court does not apply
a penalty-which it is not obliged to do, because
only maximum penalties have been provided for
in the legislation-the commission can apply for
costs to make good the damages it has incurred.
However, it is not true to say the commission will
decide what the amount of damages shall be. The
last lines of this clause state that the court "may
make such order as to those costs as the Court
thinks just". It is beyond me how the member for
Swan can misinterpret those lines to such a
degree-unless, of course, it is simply bad will on
his part.

Mr SKIDMORE: I did not deliberately ignore
the last two lines of this clause. We should not
give a Government instrumentality an open
cheque in regard to the claiming of costs. Surely
it would be more preferable for the commission to
try to persuade the judge it had been financially
disadvantaged. The judge could then say to the
defendant, "The commission has incurred costs of
$2 000. 1 must take a very strong view of that
point." Normally, people submit claims for costs,
and the court determines whether those costs shall
be awarded against the guilty party.
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Frankly, the Minister answered my argument
when I suggested we leave the matter to the court.
In that case. why do we need this clause at all?
The Minister agreed the intention is to leave the
matter of costs for the judge to determine.

It seems that this Minister is completely
wrapped up in the idea he should not leave any
loopholes in his legislation which would enable
people to get away with the slightest thing. There
will be no way anybody will obtain justice in the
courts in Western Australia while this Minister is
deliberating on this area. The Minister is
absolutely fanatical about his portfolio; anybody
who commits the slightest offence, in his opinion,
niust be belted over the head three or four times
so he gets the message. It is the old fascist
syndrome.

Mr Laurance: I will get Mr Grassby on to you.

Mr SKIDMORE: If the member for Gascoyne
is not old enough to recognise this, he should go
away and read about it.

Mr Laurance; That is discrimination.

Mr Jamieson: No. he belongs to the World
Freedom League, and we know all about that
organisation.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not accept the
Minister's answer. We should leave this matter
for the court to decide. I oppose the clause.

Clause put and
following result-

Mr Clarko
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-Ierzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MePharlin
Mr Mensaros

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

a division taken wi

Ayes 26
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodemnar
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 18
Mr 1-odge
Mr Jamieson
M rT. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skid more
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

ith the

Ayes
Mr Coyne
Sir Charles Court
Mr O'Neil
Mr O'Connor

Pairs
Noes

Mr Taylor
Mr T. Da Evans
Dr Troy
Mr Bryce

Clause thus passed.
Clauses 84 and 85 put and passed.
Clause 86: Liability for the acts of others,

bodies corporate, etc.-
Mr T. H. JONES: I gave this clause a great

deal or prominence in my remarks at the second
reading stage; they appear at pages 4746 and
4747 of Hansard of Wednesday, the 14th
November. The Minister did not accept the legal
opinion we had obtained. However, the objections
I expressed during the second reading still apply;
we do not agree with the legal interpretation
placed upon this clause by the Crown Law
Department. We will not know which of our legal
advisers is correct until the clause is challenged
and a decision is made by a judical authority.

We oppose the clause.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 87 to 90 put and passed.
Clause 9 1: Right of appealI of officers, etc.-
Mr T. H. JONES: Clause 91 deals with the

suspension of an officer, and stales as follows-
91. (1) Any person, who, being

permanently appointed or employed by the
Commission is-

(a) fined; or
(b) reduced to a lower class or grade; or
(c) suspended or dismissed,

may in the prescribed manner appeal to an
Appeal Board constituted pursuant to section
92.

(2) for the purposes of this section a person
is deemed not to be "permanently appointed
or employed" unless he has been appointed
or employed by the Commission for a
continuous period of not less than one year.

We wonder why the 11-month period has been
chosen. Surely it should not be necessary for any
worker to serve 12 months before he could be

(Teller) considered a full-time employee. No explanation
was given in the Minister's second reading speech.
Any employee subject to the provisions of
subclause (1) and not having served for 12
months would not be covered by these provisions.

The other problem with this clause relates to a
worker who is suspended and has a deferment of
his appeal in the court. What happens to the
worker in the interim? Will the worker suffer the

(Teller) inconvenience of receiving no wages until the case
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is settled? If that is the case, we feel it is a very
poor situation.

I understand that in the iron ore industry, any
worker who is suspended receives his wage
irrespective of whether his case has been heard.
The provisions of this clause are very serious in
that they allow for a Worker who is suspended and
whose case is not heard for a considerable time to
be without an income. The Minister should
indicate what the situation is with respect to
wages paid to an employee when an appeal is
adjourned for some reason or other.

Mr MENSAROS: As explained in the second
reading debate, the term of 12 months perhaps
can be called arbitrary, but it has been accepted
because it is contained in the present
Act-section 36(2)-and no complaint has been
made in the past about it.

I made inquiries with regard to the suspension
of payments to workers and the advice I received
was that this situation is not covered by a Statute;
it is the subject of the prevailing award covering
the workers concerned. In some cases it can be
found in regulations. It is not considered
appropriate to deal with such details in the Bill as
to whether wages should be paid during
suspension, including an adjournment of a
workers' appeal.

Mr T. H. JONES: I was asked to raise this
matter on behalf of the unions involved. They
have indicated the existing position is not
satisfactory and is a matter of considerable
dispute. We spent several hours with the unions'
representatives discussing this Bill. Despite what
the Minister said, the unions are concerned with
this clause.

I ask the Minister to examine this matter so
that the unions will know whether suspended
workers will receive any payment. This matter is
causing concern and discontent within the unions,
and the matter should be rectified.

Mr SKIDMORE: I ask the Minister to answer
the questions I shall raise. Assuming this clause is
passed, is it the intention of the commission to
bring down regulations stating -a worker who is
suspended will not receive any payment until his
suspension has been dealt with? Are there
regulations in existence which state that a
suspended worker will not receive any payment?
Can the Minister inform mue whether this matter
is contained in the awards covering workers
employed by the SEC?

It is important to understand that suspension is
not a penalty. Suspension is an administrative
action taken to determine whether a person
should be dealt with further. Until such time as a

worker who has been suspended has had his case
dealt with by a tribunal, he has committed no
offence.

It could be that although a case is brought
before a tribunal within the statutory 30 days
allowed for an appeal to be made, the SEC could
say that a certain witness will be unavailable for
three months. This would mean the worker would
be disadvantaged and may go without any wages
all that time, simply because the commission had
asked for an adjournment. Is there a regulation
stating a suspended worker will receive no pay
until the appeal is heard and does the Minister
intend to ailow for a worker's pay to be suspended
if the award covering that worker does not
contain a contrary stipulation?

Mr MENSAROS: I really have no information
about the questions asked by the member for
Swan. I do not know what the intention of the
commission is. I do not know whether awards or
regulations contain these sorts of provisions. I
would have thought the member for Swan, with
his experience, would know.

The clause as it stands does not prevent any
award or regulation containing a provision
allowing for the payment of wages to a suspended
employee if that is considered fair and is the
general rule throughout the industry. Such a
provision would be more appropriately placed in
an award or regulation. I will find out whether
such a provision can be found in any award or
regulation and I will advise the member.

Mr SKIDMORE: I appeal to the Minister to
give an assurance that a worker will not be
disadvantaged after lodging an appeal within the
stipulated 30 days, should the SEC move for an
adjournment of his case.

I can appreciate the commission wanting to
suspend a person who has committed a serious
offence when it is thought he may commit a more-
grievous offence. There would be no shadow of
doubt that justice would be meted out to such a
person in a very short time. He would be
dismissed. I doubt whether a suspension would be
imposed on such a person.

Any worker who had his contract of service
severed would find that the commission was not
obligated to pay him. However, a suspended
worker has not had his contract of service severed;
he is still entitled to the benefits of his award.

The Minister should make it clear the
commission has no right to abrogate its
responsibilities with respect to an award or any
relevant regulations and must make payment to
any suspended worker. This matter must be made
clear to the unions. There should be no shadow of
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doubt or equivocation. The Minister should give
an assurance that people who are suspended will
not have their wages stopped until such time as
their appeal is determined.

Mr MENSAROS: I cannot give such an
assurance because I do not have a detailed
knowledge of these industrial matters. Neither do
I think this Committee is the proper place to
negotiate, agree upon, or draft conditions of
employment,

Clause put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr [Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J1. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Ayes
Mr Coyne
Sir Charles Court
Mr O'NeiI
Mr O'Connor
Clause thus passed.

adivision taken with the

Ayes 26
Mt Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr Rid g
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodenian
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)
Noes I8

Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Ton kin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes
Mr Taylor
Mr T. D. Evans
Dr Troy
Mr Bryce

Clauses 92 to 125 put and passed.
Schedule put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the
report adopted.

Third Reading
MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister ror Fuel

and Energy) 15.17 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) 15.18 p.m.]: It must
be clear to the Government by now that the
Opposition is strongly opposed to this measure. It
is unworkable and inconsistent and gives too

Much Power to the State Energy Commission of
Western Australia. It also overrides the rights of
individuals and was brought into operation
without consultation with local authorities or any
local government organisation as well as the trade
union movement.

The powers are excessive and we have yet to see
whether the Bill will operate in the manner
prescribed. In our view it is obviously designed
with ulterior motives in mind. It is unfortunate
the Government would not accept any
amendments put forward by the Opposition and it
is unfortunate that the Government is still
adamant that it will not accept any representation
from the trade unions in Western Australia.

All the Opposition can look forward to is the
amendments which will be made in another place,
as promised by the Minister, to overcome some of
the opposition we have to numerous clauses of the
Bill. The Opposition still strongly opposes the
measure.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros

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

a division taken with the

Ayes 28
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tu bby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes IS
Mr Hodpe
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs

(Teller)

(Teller)

Ayes Noes
Mr Coyne Mr Taylor
Sir Charles Court Mr T. D. Evans
Mr O'Connor Dr Troy
Mr Laurance Mr Bryce
Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

BILILS (2y: RETURNED
1. Health Act Amendment Bill.
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2. Esperance: Port Authority Lands Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

ELECTRICITY ACT AMENDMENT DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 30th October.
MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.54 p.m.]: Unlike

the debate on the previous Bill, the Opposition
will not take up the time of the House. on this Bill.
Members might regret that!

As the Minister indicated when introducing the
new State Energy Commission Bill, this is a
complementary measure. It is necessary to avoid
conflict and inconsistencies which could arise. Its
main purpose is to clarify the commission's
powers, particularly in respect of its right in
certain circumstances to exercise the powers of a
supply authority for the purposes of this Act, and
its powers in respect of - making regulations
concerning electrical workers and contractors and
cinematograph workers.

The Bill makes provision also for the
examination and licensing of people in respect of
their competency to carry out works relating to
electricity, and for the examination, prohibition,
or approval of electrical appliances.

The Opposition agrees with this Bill. It is a
measure which is complementary to the State
Energy Commission Bill, and it is not necessary
for me to go through its clauses.

The Electricity Act is necessary in order to
control standards of electrical safety, and the
commission must keep a close watch on the
industry.

The Opposition's only complaint about the Bill
is in connection with clause 10, which provides
that a complaint for an offence under the Act
may be made at any time within two years from
the time the matter of complaint arose. That
demonstrates an inconsistent attitude on the part
of the Government because it will be recalled that
under the Industrial Arbitration Bill which
recently passed through this Chamber workers
may obtain retrospectivity for only 12 months.
The Government would not agree to the inclusion
of a provision similar to the Federal provision.

However under this Bill the Government is
giving itself retrospeetivity of two years in respect
or the investigation of complaints. The Opposition
opposes that provision.

Apart from that, we do not oppose the Bill.
Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

fn Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Blaikie) in the Chair; Mr Mensaros (Minister for
Fuel and Energy) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I to 9 put and passed.

Clause 10: Section 53 a mended-

Mr T. H. JONES: Obviously the Minister has
left it to this stage to reply to my remarks on the
second reading debate. Why is this amendment to
section 53 necessary? The Government has
adopted an inconsistent attitude because it will
grant only 12 months' retrospectivity to workers
but it is granting itself two years' retrospectivity
in respect of this Statute.

Mr MENSAROS: To the best of my
knowledge and recollection the provision has been
included because, based on past experience, the
commission wishes to have more time in respect of
complaints. I can recall an incident in Port
Hedland in which an ex-employce who was
involved in the misappropriation of funds, had
disappeared. When the commission would have
been able to raise a complaint, the Act covering
limitations prevented it from so doing. That is the
reason, as far as I know.

Mr T. H. JONES: The Minister mentions
misappropriation of funds. What about when the
wages of workers have been -misappropriated?
This is the point at which I cannot go along with
the Government. The Government applies one
rule on the one hand and applies another rule for
the working people. The commission Will be
entitled to go back two years, but so far as
workers are concerned, through no fault of their
own they will not be able to go beyond 12 months
as far as receiving back money is concerned. That
is the point we made in relation to the Industrial
Arbitration Bill.

I fail to understand the attitude of the
Government. It is inconsistent. I suppose I could
argue this clause as long as we argued all the
clauses in the previous Bill, but unfortunately the
answer would be the same. Suffice it to say we
oppose clause 10 of the Dill.

Clause put and a division taken with the
following result-
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Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
M1 Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MePharlin
Mr Mensaros

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

Ayes
Mr Coyne
Sir Charles Coint
Mr O'Connor
Mr Laurance
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Rushton

Ayes 24
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 16
Mr Hode
Mr Jamieson
MrrT H. Jones
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

MrTayto
Mr T. I). Evns
Mr Bryce
Dr Troy
Mr Mclver
Mr Davies

Clause thus passed.
Clause I I put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

Third Reading

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for Fuel
and Energy) f 6.06 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [6.07 p.m.]: I

appreciate the opportunity to speak to this Bill as
I was not in the House for the earlier debate. I
want to make a contribution regarding clause 10.

That clause limits the time in which a
complaint can be made. That is in line with what
we have been arguing about today when it comes
to complaints against employers. The standard set
for them is 12 months. That is the time in which
the worker is allowed to sue for loss of wages. On
the other hand, when workers infringe the Act
they will be subjected to complaints going back
two years.

That appears to be a double standard. I could
not subscribe to that. I know of workers who are
cinematograph operators or persons working
under regulations who may find themselves in

difficulty with matters out of their control. An
inspection could be made of a cinema, or an
electrical contractor could be subjected to the
inspection of a rewiring job or a new installation,
and the worker could be found to have infringed
the regulations.

Surely it is not unreasonable for a worker to be
able to sue for back pay up to two years, if he is
subject to complaint within two years of a job
being completed. In effect, a worker could be
charged with a breach of the regulations under
this clause, and he could find himself in the
position of fronting up because two years earlier
he did something about which a complaint could
be made, It is not fair or reasonable to have a
double standard under these circumstances.

The double standard applies in relation to
employees and contractors who are in business in
their own right, operating without employees.
There are many electrical contractors in Perth
who work for themselves. We should not impose
upon those persons a time factor of two years, if
the criteria in other Acts are applied. Under the
Industrial Arbitration Act employees can go back
for one- year only. If the Statute of Limitations
were available to all people, that would be fair
enough. We could go back seven years; but in this
instance 1 cannot agree to this part of the Bill. I
oppose it on that ground.

Some of the other matters which create
problems have been mentioned by the member for
Collie. 1 find myself unable to subscribe to some
of the issues in the Bill. I was aware the member
for Collie was going to raise those matters, even
though I was not in the House. I am aware of the
arguments he put forward.

In a general way, those are the problems with
the Bill. I certainly do not agree with the time of
two years in which a complaint may be made. I
indicate that that clause is unreal in view of the
standards which have been established in other
areas such as debt collection and in the Federal
jurisdiction.

In the State jurisdiction the Statute of
Limitations allows a period of seven years to
apply. If we were to apply that criterion to
everyone, unfettered by the restrictions proposed
in this Bill, we would be better served by the
legislation before the House.

Quesion put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.
Sitting suspended from 6. 11 to 7.30 p.m.
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GAS STANDARDS ACF AMENDMENT
DILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 30th October.
MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [7.30 p.m.]; The

Opposition adopts a similar attitude to this
legislation as it adopted to the Electricity Act
Amendment Bill. The amendments contained in
the Bill are consequential to the provisions
contained in the State Energy Commission Bill.,

The Minister stated there was a need for
change in relation to the standards and
distribution of gas generally. Under a new system,
gas is made available by reticulation; as a result,
it was necessary to introduce legislation to define
matters relating to the supply of gas.

When introducing the Bill the Minister
mentioned also some disturbiiig events had
occurred and the legislation was designed to
safeguard the public from such incidents
occurring in Western Australia.

The Opposition realises this is supplementary
legislation. With those few words I indicate that
we do not oppose the measure,

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

in committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mensaros (Minister for Fuel and Energy),
transmitted to the Council.

Mr
and

APPROPRIATION BILL
(CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND)

In Committee

Resumed from the 13th November. The
Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Blaikie) in
the Chair; Sir Charles Court (Treasurer) in
charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after the Vote-Valuer
General, 52 751 000-had been agreed to.

Vote: Miscellanxeous Services, S137 466 000--
Item No. 1: Agricola College (Inc.), $5 000-
Mr JAMIESON: I would like some

information from the Premier regarding the
Agricola College at Kalgoorlie. Last year an
expenditure of $7 500 was provided in the
Estimates and the amount made available this

year is $5 000. 1 should like the Premier to
indicate exactly what is proposed here.

A great deal of Government money has been
spent on this college over the years and many
concessions have been given to it. One wonders
how long provision for it will be made in the
Estimates.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I assume from the
comments made by the member for Welshpool
that he knows the background of Agricola
College; therefore, I will not trace its history and
the Government's support of it over the years.

The Government has a commitment to retain
the Kalgoorlie School of Mines of which Agricola
College is an integral part. In 1978-79 the
Government agreed to a grant of 57 500 and a
further grant of $5000 is proposed in 1979-80,
which will provide for essential maintenance at
the college.

This was a special situation and we agreed,
because of special circumstances and in view of
the difficulties the college and the school were
undergoing, to make a grant. The Government
felt justified in authorising expenditure of 57 500
last year and 55 000 this year.

Point of Order

Mr BERTRAM: At sonic appropriate time I
desire to inquire about the financing of an
autumn centre for aged persons. No provision is
made for it within the Estimates. I should like to
know at what point in time I should raise the
matter.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):
There is no opportunity unless autumn centres are
indicated here.

Sir Charles Court: He can do it by way of
questions.

Commit tee Resumed

Item No. 3: Alcoholics Anonymous, $2 900-
Mr JAMIESON: I am rather surprised the

Government is not a regular donor to this
organisation, because it does a great deal of good
work within the community. It performs a very
.important function in the rehabilitation of
alcoholics. It has some remarkable achievements
although, no doubt, it has had its failures also.

A sum of 52 900 is to be made available to this
Organisation this year and expenditure has not
been allocated to it previously. Is the expenditure
allocated this year for a special purpose, or will
Alcoholics Anonymous become one of the
organisations which are given annual grants?
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Sir CHARLES COURT: A number of these
bodies receive assistance by way of
accommodation for which no charge is made. This
has produced many anomalies over the years. It is
now felt it would be wise for a change to be made
by way of the miscellaneous section of the
Estimates so that some indication is given of the
value of the accommodation.

This organisation was not singled out, because
the situation applies to a great number of other
organisations. In view of the fact that it was
desired to make some assessment of the value of
the accommodation provided to some of these
worthy causes, an allocation has been made in the
miscellaneous section. That is the sole reason for
the item of $2 900 which appears here this year.

Item No. 5: Appeal/adion, $20 000-
Mr DAVIES: The Premier says the Estimates

cannot be changed, because it throws the balance
out of kilter. However, from time to time we see
substantial changes made. I do not think anyone
would dispute the fact that Appealathon is a very
good cause, but last year an amount of $1 500
was allocated to it and the Government said, "We
will give $20 000 to it."

We have not yet authorised this year's
expenditure of $20 000 for Telethon; but the
Premier has already given $25 000 to it. That is a
very generous gesture. We arc not arguing about
the fact that he is giving away the State's money.
I said when I appeared on television that we
would not irgue the merits of the case itself, but
it does not appear to me to be very sincere when
the Premier says in the House, "I have made up
the Estimates" and when I have asked him about
two or three matters, he has said, "We cannot
change them." However, here are two substantial
changes.

I understand why the changes are beffig made;
but it is something of a slight to Parliament that
it has been done in this manner. I should like to
know the reasons the Government decides to
make a change on an occasion like this. It is very
convenient for the Premier to be able to appear on
television and give away the State's money
generously. However, if the State reels $17 500 Is
not enough, as far as I am concerned the
Government cAn give away as much as it likes.

The Premier should indicate to us when we are
dealing with these matters what the sum is likely
to be. He should not say, "Parliament has agreed
to a certain sum, but I will add on a couple of
thousand dollars for good measure."

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am surprised the
Leader of the Opposition has raised this matter in
the tone he has used, because he knows that in the

course of a year occasions arise when the
Government of the day has to make a judgment in
respect of particular items in view of changing
circumstances.

When one drafts the Estimates one tries to co-
ordinate all or the items which will be dealt with
by each department. During the course of the
year pluses and minuses occur and we try to live
within them. Even then difficult situations arise.
For example, problems occur when the Industrial
Commission works one way and the Government
has estimated it will work another way.

A great mass of items appear under the
heading of "Miscellaneous" and they are
increasing in number all the time. They have no
home in an ordinary departmental vote.
Therefore, the Treasury, in conjunction with the
Treasurer, does its best to list these items, hoping
they will approximate what is needed during the
year. In some cases budgets are submitted by the
organisations concerned and they are the subject
of detailed study by the officers of the Treasury
Department and the organisations themselves.

A system has developed over the years in which
organisations, such as the Slow Learning
Children's Group, which have substantial budgets
are dealt with in a special way. Officers from the
Treasury Department are allocated to these
organisations and they develop their own expertise
and understanding of them. I encourage this type
of liaison and it has produced good results not
only for the Treasury, but also for the
organisations concerned.

It is not necessarily easy to deal with such
cases, but they fall into a different category from
matters such as Appealathon and Telethon which
arise during the course of the year. Members on
this side of the Chamber as well as members
opposite, raise items with me during the course of
the year. They believe certain matters are worthy
or special consideration because of a particular
situation which has developed. A judgment is
made by the Government at the time in respect of
each matter.

It does follow that some of these organisations
receive contributions equal to that donated last
year or a little more, as the case may be. In the
case of Appealathon one of the problems is that
one is never certain which organisations will be
covered in a particular year. The same thing
applies to Telethon. Sometimes they cover three
main organisations, and sometimes more.
Telethon, as we know, has gone into a different
system-a very desirable system we believe-by
setting up a foundation. That gives great
confidence not only to the Government, but also
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to the general public and the donors that the
funds of that organ isation will be directed towards
the purposes expressed to the public and will not
be frittered away in any particular year by any
particular organisation leaving it in a distressed
situation a year or two later. In the case of
Appealathon for 1979, the proceeds were
distributed to the Slow Learning Children's
Group, the Civilian Maimed and Limbless and
Para pl egic-Quad riplegic Associations, and the
Western Australian Society for Crippled
Children.

In consultation witif the Treasury I agreed that
we should increase the contribution. In 1977 the
contribution was $15 000; in 1978 the donation
was $17 500; and in 1979 the donation was
$20 000.

1 want to tell the Leader of the Opposition.
because of the inference he has made-

Mr Davies: Tell us what the inference was.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -that when we

appear on television we do so on behalf of the
taxpayers. I always, meticulously, emphasise that
anything donated by the Government, is money
from the taxpayers. I always emphasise that
point. Any donation from my wife or myself, is a
separate thing, the same as any donation from
any of my Cabinet colleagues.

My colleagues understand and they would
readily confirm that I meticulously state that any
cheque given by the Government from
Government funds is a donation from the
taxpayers, and not a donation from any person
within the Government or from the Government
members themselves.

Mr PEARCE: With much respect to the
Premier, I have never beard so much hogwash for
a long time in such a lengthy statement.

Mr Nanovich: Did you not listen to your leader.
Mr PEARCE: I did, and he made a perfectly

valid point which quite suited the role and dignity
of this Parliament. This has nothing to do with
the St. John Ambulance Association, or any
organisation which budgets mainly on continuing
discussion with the Treasury.

There are a few sums which are simply to be
allocated, and amongst them are Telethon and
Appealathon. The Parliament agrees to give a
certain sum of money, and the Treasurer gets
carried away with the bright lights or with Cheryl
Rixon, and he adds another $5 000. That action
occurred despite the fact that Parliament decided
that Telethon would receive a sum of $20 000.
The Treasurer knows that Parliament has agreed
to that sum. In the case of Telethon the Treasurer
added $5 000. Perhaps he altered the cheque, or

countersigned it; we do not know. When is it
decided?

Mr Laurance: This speech ill-becomes you.
Mr PEARCE: It does not ill-become me at all;

it ill-becomes the member for Gascoyne if he
believes the action by the Treasurer was right.

Mr Laurance: Would you like to ask the
crippled children to give it back?

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: It might well be that the

Treasurer has been niggardly because, instead of
adding $5 000, why did he not add $10 000 or
$30 000? We could say that the Treasurer, in
deciding to give only $20 000, was niggardly.

Mr Laurance: If that is Your point, make it.
That is not the way you commenced your speech,
and it was not the way your leader commenced
his speech.

Mr PEARCE: If there is to be any point in
Parliament deciding on this sum to be donated,
and providing for it in the Budget, it is up to
Parliament to make that decision.

Mr Clarko: You know nothing about
budgeting. Look at Item No. 100.

Mr Sibson: Your priorities are all wrong.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: (Mr Blaikie)

Order! The member for Gosnells will address the
Chair.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, Mr Deputy Chairman. It is
nice to talk to somebody with some understanding
of this matter.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Flattery will not
assist the member for Gosnells either. I still
suggest that he address the Chair.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: The point my leader was making

is sound, and it relates to the way we operate
Parliament in areas such as this where there is no
need for variation in expenditure.

Mr Clarko: Look at Item No. 100.
Mr PEARCE: I think that makes the point

rather beautifully.
Mr Clarko: It destroys your point.

Mr PEARCE: No it does not, because we are
talking about the Treasurer's homily on financing.
Obviously the member opposite has not been
listening. He has mentioned a fine organisation,
but their budgetary problems are totally different
from the position of a donation to an annual
appeal.

The Treasurer said that the Treasury officials
talk to people in the Surf Life Saving Association.
When the Budget is worked out arn amount is
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allocated to the Surf Life Saving Association.
However, if that association was not able to
operate on its budget we would be the last to say
there should not be a further allocation to it.

Mr Clarko: What are you saying ntow?
Mr PEARCE: I am saying that in street

appeals, which are not directly related to an
Organisation's budget, the organisations generally
appeal to the citizens, and we all make
contributions by way of donations. They are
individual donations, and no-one is able to say
what the overall results will be. The donations
collected may be 5 per cent or 10 per cent of the
total operating costs.

In this sense we are not talking about the
Operations of any particular society; we are
talking about contributions to an appeal to be
shared out by the commercial operation running
the appeal. In that case the Parliament decides on
the recommendation of the donation for that
organisation. It is a considered donation. It has no
relevance or reference to the operating budget of
the organisation. We decide we will give $15 000
or $25 000 to one of these organisations.

We are not saying these appeals should not be
supported; we are saying the Treasurer should not
take it upon himself, once the decision has been
made to grant a sum of $15 000, to turn up and
add another $5 000, aver and above the sum
which Parliament decided to donate. No other
criterion enters into the matter once Parliament
has decided on the amount that will be donated.

I think the Treasurer has acted quite. illegally
by inducing Treasury officials to add an extra
$5 000 to a particular cheque. If people accuse us
of being niggardly, we can say it is the Treasurer
who is niggardly because he did not add $10 000
or $20 000.

The Treasurer is treating Parliament with
contempt, and one wonders why we continue to sit
here until thy early hours of the morning when we
know the Treasurer can take the papers home
with him and add a few thousand dollars to the
expenditure which we agree to.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I think we have
heard a disgusting comment from the member for
Gosnells.

Government members: Hear, bear!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course, we are

used to hearing this sort of comment and we are
used to this sort of tactic.

Mr Pearce: We are used to replies to debates
like this.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to remind the
honourable member of the situation that exists in

respect of the Budget. I will deal with this
particular item. The Treasurer does not turn up at
Appenithon and, because of the euphoria of the
moment, decide he will rewrite the cheque and
add another $5 000.

Mr Pearce: At what point do you decide?
Sir CHARLES COURT: If the honourable

member will remain quiet for a moment I will tell
him. These appeals occur, and there are several of
them now-not only in the city but also in the
country. The organisations invite us to attend, and
they ask us to make a donation. Then the
Treasury, not me, makes inquiries with regard to
the organisations to be covered by the particular
appeal. They are not always the same.

The Treasury officers, after discussing the
matter with the organisation concerned, will come
back to the Treasurer and state that they believe
the appeal is reasonable having regard for the
change in money values, and the changed
situation of the organisation. The Treasurer then
makes a decision on that information. He does not
pluck a figure out of the air and say that he would
like to do this or would like to do that.

What the Treasurer, himself, donates or what
the individual Ministers donate is their own
business. However, so far as the taxpayers' money
is concerned, that is bow it is done. I go along
with the cheque which has been made out by the
Treasury, not by me. If that gives the member
opposite any satisfaction in reply to the rather low
type of discussion he wants to carry on-

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):

Order! The member for Gosnells and the member
for Karrinyup will keep order.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I invite the attention
of the honourable member to a situation which
has developed in the last few weeks regarding
Kampuchea and East Timor. There was no
possibility of those items being included in the
Budget because they came out of the blue.

Mr Pearce: I ask that you make the donation a
little faster. That is not what we are discussing.
What we are discussing comes up more regularly.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The question of the
whole of the figures is under discussion. I am
trying to explain there could be a disaster
tomb rrow, and we decide in the light of the
circumstances-instead of raising a
Commonwealth Government loan-to make some
provision which is the normal situation- That
applies in special circumstances such as
Kampuchea and East Timor; the Government
makes a donation.
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Is the member saying that because an item is
not listed in the Budget he should simply say that
he is sorry and that no money can be donated
because it is not in the Budget? Members
opposite would be the first to say that the
Government should do something about a similar
situation.

No matter who the Treasurer is, whether it was
Treasurer Tonkin, Treasurer Brand, or Treasurer
Hawks, the procedures are the same. Immediately
there is a disaster we confer with the Treasury
officials. In the case of Kampuchea, the original
decision was "No", because the Federal
Government normally handles these matters. That
applies particularly when there are doubts as to
whether the donation will reach the people who
need the benefit. In this case we decided, after
conferring with the Commonwealth and being
assured that there was a reasonable expectation
the money would get to K~ampucbea, to make a
donation on the understanding that we would
keep the matter under review.

The same thing applied to East Timor. If the
honouirable member is saying that on matters of
this kind the Treasury, with the Treasurer, is not
able to exercise any judgment, it is a sorry day.

Mr PEARCE: I wish the Treasurer would stop
taking it upon himself to consider members of the
Opposition, and indeed members of the whole
Parliment, as fools. I understand quite clearly
that one cannot expect to know there will be a
crisis in Kampuchea or in some other part of the
world later on this year. Obviously one would~
expect any humanitarian group of people to make
a contribution in the case of such a disaster. If the
Premier is trying to impute to the Opposition that
we would not have contributed to Kampuchea-

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):
Order! I direct the attention of the member for
Gosnells to the fact that this discussion is related
to Item No. 5.

Mr PEARCE: I am perfectly aware of that.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The

member Will hear what I have to say or I will be
obliged to sit him down. Members have had an
opportunity for a reasonably wide discussion. In
order to assist the progress of the Committee
stage, I ask the member for Gosnells to relate his
comments to Item No. 5. If he wishes to move
into the area of Kampuchea and other United
Nations matters, I suggest he finds an
opportunity in later items.

Mr PEARCE: I appreciate your advice, Mr
Deputy Chairman, but the point I was attempting
to make before you cut me off after 15 seconds
was the relevance of a debate on Kampuchea on

which the Treasurer indulged himself, for two or
three minutes.

Any reference to Kampuchea is totally
irrelevant to the matters we are considering; that
is, the vote for Appealathon. Unlike the crisis in
Kampuchea, Appealathon comes around once a
year on a scheduled date. In tact, the date for
next year's Appealathon is probably known now.
So the Treasury had plenty of time to prepare for
making a contribution to Appealathon, in fact,
quite different from deciding on a contribution to
the Kampuchean crisis.

When I interjected on this point the Treasurer
looked rather sick for 30 seconds or so and he
could not think of a reply.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):

Order!
Mr PEARCE: In fact, I joined the debate to

protest on that very point. The Treasurer referred
to budgetry procedures and we agree that in many
areas it is impossible to determine what the
costing requirement will be. However, in the case
of an appeal that comes up each year, the
situation is entirely different from that
encountered in, say, setting teachers' salaries or
setting a sum for a crisis that may erupt without
notice.

If the Government does not stick to normal
budgetry procedures, why do we not just give the
Treasurer-or some other person--the right to
Write out cheques. as he pleases? The Treasurer
ought to be able to keep within the confines of the
budgetry restraints--he says he is very good at
doing so.

.Mr Sibson: H~e did so well that he can afford to
do what he has done.

Mr PEARCE: With any surplus money he
could employ some of the 2000 unemployed
teachers.

Mr Sprigga: There will be another one after the
next election.

Mr PEARCE: If the Treasurer finds that the
Treasury sets unrealistic targets for these appeals,
he should get his act together!

Mr BERTRAM: I support the remarks made
by the member for Gosnells. When the
Treasurer-or anyone else for that matter-starts
talking about Kampuchea when the matter before
the Chair is Appealathon, any member of this
Parliament who does not sit up and take notice is
not worthy of his seat. In fact, one wonders what
sort of a case the Treasurer has to put forward.

This Committee is not here just to listen to
words; we are dealing with the Estimates item by
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item just as the members of a cricket or football
club would do at their annual general meeting. If
a treasurer comes up with an item that one feels is
not correct, one can sit there mute and cop it, or
one can discharge one's responsibilities.

That is what the member for Gosnells just did,
and it is what he ought to have done. IKampuchea
has nothing to do with Appealathon.

Let us look at what the Treasurer said the other
day in reply to a question I raised about
adjustments to salaries.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):
Order! The member for Mt. Hawthorn, with his
experience, is well aware of the latitude provided
under the items, and that latitude relates to
Appealathon. I ask the member to continue in
that vein; otherwise I will have to take other
action.

Mr BERTRAM: I have no problem in linking
this precisely to the point I am making. Just a few
days ago the Treasurer pointed out to this very
Committee that under the items adjustments and
future charges are taken into account in the 1979-
80 column, and that is the column we are talking
about. So if the Treasurer were right on that
occasion, he is wrong tonight.

The idea of the Estimates is not to pluck figures
out of the heavens and hope for some sub-astral
inspiration. The idea is to submit a figure of
which this Parliament and the people of Western
Australia can take Serious note. The Parliament
had a- figure before it, considered that figure, and
decided it was a reasonable and proper amount.

As the member for Gosnells said, the
Parliament having agreed with that figure, the
Treasurer, apparently in a moment of inspiration,
increases it. We say that that is not the function
of the Treasurer.

This is not the first occasion in recent times
that the Treasurer has tried to place the onus for
a mistake on the Treasury. I do not think he
ought to adopt such a practice. HeI knows he is
responsible; he should not hide behind his
Treasury officers. We do not appreciate such
action. The Treasurer made a decision; it was he
who departed from this figure, and the
explanation he gave for that departure is quite
unsatisfactory. The query raised by the member
for Gosnells reflects credit on him.

Item No. 26: Children's Holiday Association of
Perth and the State of WA., $3 100--

Mr DAVIES: I am not familiar with this item,
although it has been in the Estimates before. It
sounds like a splendid organisation, However, we
have more than doubled the proposed grant for

the coming year, and there must be some
justification for this. I would like the Treasurer to
tell us about this organisation and the reason for
doubling the grant.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The circumstances
are as follows: The Children's Holiday
Association of Perth arranges for the care of
children of single working parents during school
holidays by host families, and it promotes farm
holidays for boys in the 10 to 14 years age group.
The boys in this age group are difficult to place in
metropolitan homes as many people suspect their
behaviour or attitude.

The State assistance to the association was
initiated in 1973 with an annual grant of $1 000.
That was provided to employ a part-time director.
The level of assistance was raised to $I1500 in
1976-77 to meet the increased cost of developing
a programme which involves placing children in
the country.

In addition to recording the value of assistance
to organisations in receipt of direct funds and
other forms of assistance as far as possible in one
section of the CRF Estimates the Public Works
Department will raise a charge for rental as from
1979-80 which will be met from Miscellaneous
Services.

The rental value of premises made available to
the association has been assessed at $1 600 for
1979-80 and provision is made to meet this. This
is consistent with the explanation I gave to the
member for Welshpool in respect of Alcoholics
Anonymous-item No. 3. The same system will
prevail throughout the whole of the Estimates in
the future so far as miscellaneous items are
concerned; in other words, so as to reflect the true
form of Government assistance in each of these
cases, it has been decided to make an assessment
of the rental and to include this assessment as
part of the assistance. Also, it has another value
because it gives the Government a chance to look
at its total rental situation and the use of its
premises as well in a proper perspective in view of
the number of people who get free
accommodation from the Government-and this
is true of successive Governments-as a form of
assistance-

Item No. 27: Christian Family and Ethnic
Services-Centre Care Bun bury, $2 SOD-

Mr 14I. D. EVANS: This is the only item in the
Budget that reflects any assistance to migrant
groups. I believe it is proper and appropriate to
ask the extent and nature of the services this
centre provides, and whether it impinges in any
way upon the work previously undertaken by the
Good Neighbour Council. If this is so, why has
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not this assistance been extended because the
Good Neighbour Council will close at the end of
December. Its closing will be the end of the only
vestige of assistance given to this group.

Four people operate this centre at the present
time with some assistance from volunteers.
However, without funds there is no chance of the
work of the Good Neighbour Council continuing.
If it is possible to emulate the work of that
council under such an item it should be expanded.

,When I last spoke in this place on the work of
the Good Neighbour Council, the Treasurer made
an interjection-a type of interjection at which he
is very adept. There was little opportunity for me
to reply at that time, so I must do so now.

After World War II we felt the effects of a
tremendous exodus from the displaced persons'
camps of Europe by way of the immigration
scheme. It was quite evident that considerable
assistance was necessary to assimilate these
people into the community. During the Whitlamt
era there was an awareness of the problems of
migrants to the extent that considerable sums
were expended in various ways. Ethnic radio
stations were established, and a commission was
set up. For the first time in two decades a
conscientious attempt was made to assist with the
problems of migrants in this country.

With the change of Government we found that
Mr Fraser sought to obtain the flaunted ethnic
vote for his party. In fact, I do not know whether
it was Mr Eggleton or Mr Fraser who decided
that such a vote was worth chasing. Whether or
not there is such a thing as an ethnic vote remains
debatable, but the incontestable fact is that the
Fraser Government went after it. To this end Mr
Fraser promised direct assistance to some ethnic
groups. What did he actually .do? He
commissioned Mr Galbally to undertake an
inquiry, but he told him what the policy would be.

The Prime Minister directed Mr Galbally as to
the Government's intentions. That was the way in
which this report was commenced. It was not
surprising that when the Galbally report came
down it showed an abysmal ignorance of the
problems migrants-particularly those in country
areas, especially in Western Australia, where
distances are so great-confront in their day-to-
day life.

It is significant that even the "Great Dane" in
the banana republic managed to maintain the
Good Neighbour Council following the Galbally
report.

The Prime Minister promised that over the
following three years, some $53 million would be
spent on migrant services. The money was to go to

about seven of the largest of the migrant groups.
However, when the details of the programme
were announced it was found. that some $13
million of that $53 million was to go into the field
of migrant education; essentially it was a
duplication of the existing services. Another $12
million was to go to resource centres.

So, almost half of the promised amount was to
go to areas under Government control. The ethnic
groups found they did not have access to the
community welfare funds which had been
promised them. It was a shabby confidence trick
of the kind to be expected from a Prime Minister
seeking nothing more than votes from the
community. It was as cold-blooded as that, and it
has implications in this State as well.

So, in effect, the migrant community has
received less under the Fraser Government's
programme than it previously received when the
Good Neighbour Council was functioning. Do not
forget that the service in this State is restricted to
five groups. We must bear in mind that while this
is to provide social welfare to these groups, there
are some 40 ethnic groups which are below 1 000
in number, and which are not eligible for
assistance.

What will happen to those small groups? The
small amount of assistance they may have
received through the Good Neighbour Council no
longer will be forthcoming.

It is interesting that over 90 per cent of non-
British migrants have not joined ethnic
associations. There seems to be a positive trend
towards assimilation on the part of these people.
However, under the programme initiated by the
Fraser Government, these people will be required
to join an ethnic association before being eligible
for assistance. So much for integration and the
promises of the Fraser Government.

Many migrants would sooner die than admit
the fact they were in difficulties. That is the sort
of tradition among certain ethnic groups. They do
not want the community to which they belong to
know they are in trouble. Yet under the system
introduced by the Fraser Government, and
condoned by this Government, they will be forced
to join an ethnic group if they wish to become
eligible to receive assistance.

An associated problem is that some functions of
the Good Neighbour Council will not be taken up
by the Government under the system which
supposedly has replaced the council. For example,
I am sure few Government officials would take
kindly to the welcoming service provided at the
airport or at the Fremnantle wharf at various hours
of the day or night. Equally, I am sure home visits
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to promote early contact with the migrants and to
help them understand the country to which they
have moved will cease.

The education of migrants in fundamental,
community matters is an important aspect which
should not be overlooked. Even the most basic
official information is difficult for these people to
come by. I suppose about one-quarter of my
electoral work is spent helping people who are
unable to construct a letter, and do not know the
authority to which it should be directed. It is no
reflection on these people; we would be the same
if we were in Latvia or Poland. The problems
these 'people could easily handle in their homeland
become almost insoluble in Australia.

it is very difficult for these people to go to the
Community Welfare Office. Over 700 voluntary
workers were employed by the Good Neighbour
Council- service which built up over a quarter
of a century. How does the Government expect
these people to be replaced? Somec will go to
service clubs and find other interests, but others
may be lost to the cause. Even if an effort is made
to rejuvenate and bring back into being the Good
Neighbour Council in future years, it will not be
possible. Its structure will be spread like the
embers of a firet-kicked apart. It will be lost for
purely political motives.

It is important migrants become associated
with voluntary effort of the kind provided by the
Good Neighbour Council. Voluntary effort is
traditionally and uniquely Anglo-Saxon. Other
countries do not seem to provide the sort of
voluntary organisations we take for granted in
Australia. The Parents and Citizens' Associations
are just one example. If we can get migrants to
show interest in these organisations early in their
association with this country, we will have
achieved something and will have set them on the
right track.

Some members opposite know full well what I
am talking about, and the depth of this problem.

I should like to make two final points in
conclusion. The First relates to the political nature
of this change in ethnic funding.

Sir Charles Court: Can you tell us something
about your query on the item?

Mr H. 0. EVANS: I intend to conclude on that
point. As a matter of fact, if the Premier recalls
correctly, I commenced my remarks by asking
several questions relating to the precise nature of
the item, and the extent to which it Will replace
the Good Neighbour Council. I asked the Premier
why the work had not been expanded into other
areas.

I am also pointing out that the change was
made for sheer political expediency; the Good
Neighbour Council and all the services it provided
have been dispensed with because it suited the
Fraser Government,

To illustrate the political nature of this
situation, recently a book was published dealing
with the takeover of the ethnic radio station 3ZZ
in Melbourne which was effected by very senior
members of the Liberal Party.

Sir Charles Court: What does this have to do
with Centre Care at Bunbury?

Mr H. D. EVANS: It has a great deal to do
with Bunbury. In fact, that centre is the only
spark of decency shown by the Government in this
area. The Government certainly has not aoquitted
itself adequately in the field of ethnic relations,
and it is pant and parcel of the Government in
Canberra which initiated -this change.

I ask the Treasurer whether it is possible to
continue the concept of the Good Neighbour
Council and somehow repair the damage which
has been done by failing adequately to fund the
council-even though the council made several
representations to the State Treasury on this
matter.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member has been allowed to talk his time out on
the Good Neighbour Council which does not
happen to be an item in these Estimates. I remind
the honourable member he has been remiss in the
fact he did not come back to the item under
discussion;, namely, Item No. 27, Christian
Family and Ethnic Services-Centre Care
Bunbury.

The member for Warren implied this item was
put into the Budget to take the place of other
ethnic services. I remind him we have agreed to
allocate this money and it is not a new
organisation. It has nothing to do with the Good
Neighbour Council. I also remind the honourable
member that the main funding for the Good
Neighbour Council came from the
Commonwealth.

Mr H. D. Evans: Of the same ilk as you.
Sir CHARLES COURT: A public inquiry was

held, the Galbally report camre out and it became
the new Commonwealth approach to assistance to
ethnic groups.

I have news for the member for Warren: If he
feels the Government of Western Australia is
remote from ethnic groups, he is quite wrong; on
the contrary, we are well aware of the problems
facing migrants to this country.
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I remind him also that assistance to ethnic
groups does not need to be indicated by items
placed under specific headings in the Budget.
Heaven forbid! It is a total thing. Some funds are
allocated to the Department (or Community
Welfare.

Mr H. D. Evans: Where?
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister for

Community Welfare will tell the honourable
member we have just arranged a programme with
the Commonwealth aimed at assisting migrant
children, with $50 000 to come from Western
Australia, and a balancing amount from the
Commonwealth.

I am not going to transgress as did the member
for Warren; I return to the item under discussion.
This Organisation was established in 1976 as an
adjunct to the Catholic Welfare Service to
provide marriage and family counselling services
to residents in the south-west of the State. In
1977-78, the Government agreed to provide an
annual grant of $2 500 to assist in meeting
administrative costs; an annual subsidy also is
provided by the Commonwealth to assist this
Organisation.

Mr H. D. EVANS: Firstly, the service provided
in the south-west is excellent. Nobody would cavil
at that.

However, I am pointing to the need to extend
this type of service, especially amongst the ethnic
communities. These people face major problems
in settling in their new country. They not only
race the trauma of arriving in a strange country;
they must also cope with a new language and
completely different customs. Everthing we take
for granted is new to them. Yet they are to
receive no assistance. That is the point the
Premier has so neatly evaded.

The Galbally report was so loaded and deficient
in its understanding of the problems faced by
migrants, particularly those in the country areas
of Western Australia, that it was not -worth the
paper On which it was written. It was loaded
because the Prime Minister of this country told
Mr Galbally before he commenced his inquiry the
direction he expected the report to take.

Sir Charles Court: You are reflecting on Mr
Galbally, and you know who he is.

Mr Bertram: Who is he? He is just another
lawyer.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The problem of providing
some services to the migrant community of this
country remains. They hIave far greater problems
than the people who have been brought up here.
Children from non-British homes face enormous

difficulties when they commence school. Usually,
their vocabulary starts to build up only as they
leave home, whereas in most English speaking
families, the pre-school years provide the richness
and extension of vocabulary which is so
important.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Elaikie):
Order! I have given the member for Warren
extreme latitude. I ask him now to return to the
item under discussion.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I conclude by making the'
point that it is the nature of the services provided
in this item that are especially deficient. in the
ethnic communities of this State. It is not to the
credit of this Government that it has done so little
about it. There is nothing in the immigration
section; but we will look at that when the time
Comes.

Item No. 32: Commonwealth Parliamentary
Associ ation, $69 400-

Mr JAMIESON: I intend commenting on the
allocation to this rather conservative and fast-
becoming Liberal Organisation. This year there
was an expenditure of $34 374 as against the vote
of $29 700. Perhaps that can be understood
because we have been entertaining a lot of people
on CPA ventures. However, I see that the amount
is to be doubled. I know there is some
arrangement for funding the central body for a
particular reason and undoubtedly it is something
to do with the membership fees rising by some
400 per cent over the last couple of years. I trust
the Premier will enlighten me as to the necessity
for this increase.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will gladly itemnise
the amounts for 1978-79 and 1979-80. They are
as follows-

Subscriptions to
General Council ...

Annual Study Tours ..
CPA Conference....
Delegation from the

United Kingdom ...
Australian Parliament-

ary Seminar........
Westminster Seminar..
150th Anniversary

Celebrations Exec-
utive Committee
Meeting-May 79....

Actual
78/79

$

3 614
9310
I 500

1 000

1 000

2 740

10750

Estimate
79/80

4 400
9 310
2 700

3500

1 250
2 740
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15th Regional nothing worth while occurred. The conference
Confcrence-Sep- room was empty most of the time. If members
tember 79 ............. - 45 500 had heard what was going on they would not have

Working Capital Fund. 4 460 - been surprised. It was amongst the most useless
- - exercises I have had the misfortune or privilege to

34 374 69 400 be involved with.

The items are those requested by the executive
and submitted to the Treasury. Treasury officials
had to confer on more than one occasion because
the estimate which had been made by the officers
of this Parliament were far away from the actual
costs. The Treasury studied the revised estimates
and made a recommendation to me which I
accepted. That is how the items have been
incorporated into the accounts.

Mr B. T. BURKE: It is becoming very clear to
members of this place and to members of the
other place that the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association has degenerated into
nothing more than a Liberal Party front.

Mr Nanovich: Did you submit a report to the
annual general meeting?

Mr B. T. BURKE: This year for the first time
ever the CPA, as a result of its annual election,
faces a situation in which no Labor member has
been chosen to serve on the executive committee.
Is that a fair and reasonable thing to be able to
say about what is supposed to he an unbiased
association operating in good spirit?

Previously I think we all realised the CPA was
about as useless as udders on a bull. Now we have
graphically illustrated that the CPA is a Liberal
Party front, aided and abetted by the Government
and funded by taxpayers' money. Why in God's
name, when there are so many worth-while
charities and other organisations deserving of the
Government's attention during these times of
severe economic decline and unemployment
engendered by the Government's deliberate
policies, should we be supporting with taxpayers'
money a Liberal Party front like this?

By way of interjection, the member for
Whitford asked whether I submitted a report on
my trip to Jamaica as a representative of the
CPA. Good God, if I had written everything
worth while which had occurred at that
conference it would have filled only half the space
on the back of a postage stamp. That is how
useless that conference was. To hear the Leader
of the Government in another place berate me in
my absence for failing to put in a report of my
trip is laughable. As far as I am concerned, my
trip amounted to murdering money. I was pleased
to go in ignorance to see whether there was
anything worth while that might occur. But

As far as I am concerned, it is a shocking thing
for the taxpayers' money to be used to prop up
this useless and unwieldy structure.

For the first time in all these years there is not
one Labor member on the executive of the CPA. I
give the example of the member for Welshpool.
Somne of us may argue with the member for
Welshpool from time to time, -and I am one of
those, But no-one doubts his sincerity as far as
this institution is concerned. No-one doubts the
commitment, devotion, and consistency he applies
to his attitudes about the CPA and other similar
organisations. He has been here for almost 27
yea rs.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr B. T. BURKE: Was he elected to the CPA?
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member raised

this matter earlier and unless he is about to
conclude his second reference to it I would
appreciate it if he would instead advance
arguments as to the merits or demerits of the
allocation to this item.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I conclude by saying the
CPA is a waste of taxpayers' money. Such money
should not be spent on an organisation of this sort
which can be quite deliberately manipulated by
the use of superior numbers in this and another
place. In my opinion, the member for Welshpool.
in good faith, should have a position on the
committee of the association. This is something
members on both sides of the Chamber should
have taken into account when considering how to
cast their votes. But no, we see the bludgeoning
through of Liberal nominees by the use of
superior numbers of the numerical majority.
Furthermore, we -are supporting an organisation
which carried out the most unworthy of things, by
the selection-as the accountant of the
association and its affairs-of a present member
in this place rather than of a Labor nominee.

Mr Jam ieson: He was nominated but defeated.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The whole matter needs to

be looked at very closely. I admit it was a pity I
was not at the last general meeting; but would my
having been at the meeting made any difference
when the votes were cast days before? The votes
were in the ballot box. Members know the
decision was made to remove all Labor
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representation from this body which has been
supported with taxpayers' funds.

Mr Young: If you had been there you would
know the facts.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr B. T. BURKE: It is not acceptable. I do not

think the Minister for Health agrees there should
be a Labor Party point of view represented in the
higher echelons of the association.

As far as I am concerned there are many things
wrong with the CPA and they have been
highlighted and extenuated in recent times.
Unless the review of rules is carried out precisely
and in good faith, I would firmly oppose any
further funding of the association.

Mr PEARCE: I am not a paid-up member of
the CPA.

Mr Blaikie: How can you expect to speak?
Mr PEARCE: The member for Vasse was in

the Chair a moment ago and I had only got 15
seconds into an item when he interrupted me. He
is not one of the faster members of the Parliament
and he requires a little longer than most to get the
thread of someone's argument-about 30 minutes
is what he needs.

Several members interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Chamber will
come to order.

Mr PEARCE: I wish to comment on the
expenditure of taxpayers' money, which is what I
am sent here to discuss. I am not sent here to be a
representative of the CPA or to enjoy the various
perks available to CPA members.

The simple point I want the Premier to answer
is that there was a Proposition around this place
some time ago that we should stop the biased
spending of large sums of money which goes to
the CPA for travel expenses and redistribute that
money so that all members of parliament could
indulge in the pursuit of their activities; to enable
them to travel when necessary. We put large SUMS
of money aside each year essentially so that three
or four members of the CPA can take world trips.
If a member sticks around for 15 or 20 years, if
things work out right, or if he wins a ballot, he
can get a world study tour. On his return he is
expected to submit a report which is Filed in the
library. As a member of the Joint Library
Committee I can inform members that these
reports are among the less read documents held in
the library.

Mr Tonkin: What contribution has the member
for Bunbury made to this place?

Mr B. T. Burke: Comic relief.

Several members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask members to

cease their cross-Chiamber intcrjections.
Mr PEARCE: As a student of sociology I am

always ready to look at the role played by clowns
in any community and the member for Bunbury
does fit that role. When he has gone after the next
election,' I wonder who will fill his place?

Some time ago there was a proposition which
appeared to have been agreed to by
representatives of both sides of the Chamber that
the large sums of money going to the CPA for
two or three members to go on world trips be
more evenly distributed amongst all members so
that they would have a better chance to travel
around this State and the rest of Australia in an
effort to fulfil their roles as members of
Parliament. Each of us would have a better
opportunity to travel to different areas to study
things of particular interest, and attend
conferences which could be of interest.

We are an isolated State. I am a member-I do
not pretend to be Robinson Crusoe in this-who
takes a particular interest in education. Any
member worth his salt has an area or areas in
which he takes particular interest. It would be of
value to our electors if we were able to attend
conferences interstate. The proposition I referred
to was that the money would go into a common
pool and each member would have an allowance
which would allow him to visit different parts of
the State or Australia.

Despite the fact there was general agreement,
the Premier might enlighten me as to why the
proposition was not accepted. We were told it
would be accepted, but the date was postponed
until finally the Premier said it was not on at all. I
do not know the reason; perhaps it was for the
public interest, Cheryl Rixon, or whatever it is
that influences the Premier. The net result is that
large sums of the taxpayers money is set aside for
certain members to take regular world trips.

I put the proposition to the Parliament that a
much better way of spending taxpayers' money is
in fact for the sum to go back to the travel fund
pool, which was generally agreed on, and not to
put so much away for the CPA. I am speaking,
not as a member of the CPA, but as a protector of
the taxpayers' interests and I am trying to suggest
a way in which the taxpayers may have more
value for their money. I hope the Treasurer will
give considerable attention to this matter and try
to ascertain better ways of spending this money.

Mr HARMAN: I find myself in a very difficult
position because if I ignore-or do not enter-this
debate I might be criticised. I feel I will probably
be criticised for entering the debate anyway,
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however I fee it is my duty to explain to the
people of Western Australia just how much of a
front the CPA is at the present time. It is a
Liberal-dominated front. It has a committee
which is supposed to be non-political to the extent
that every consideration is given to a member of
Parliament whether he is a Liberal member,
Labor member, National Party member, National
Country Party member, or whatever.

After the public of Western Australia hear of
what has happened to me it may have some
different conception of what the CPA is in
Western Australia at the present time. The CPA
is dominated by certain individuals who wish to
play party politics and who wish to ensure that
precedents are not taken. A certain member of
Parliament has been discriminated against,
despite some very good reasons put forward by
him.

With respect to the selection of persons to serve
-on the CPA, for some eight or nine years it has
been my pleasure and privilege to serve on the
CPA as a co-opted member. I have never entered
into the election process but have relied upon the
availability of being co-opted to the CPA. Each
year I have been co-opted.

During the time I have been a member of the
CPA I have thought I have been on a very good
sub-committee which comprised the Minister for
Health and the Mon. Mick Gayfer. That
committee determined the pro rata system of
selection of. members to go on study tours,
overseas tours, and so on. I thought we had
worked out quite a reasonable system.

It has always been mny duty to entertain and
sponsor visiting parliamentarians over the last
eight or nine years.

Mr Sibson: And very well I believe.
Mr HARMAN: However, after the annual

general meeting of the CPA recently where the
decision was made as to who would be the co-
opted members it was unfortunate that our
leader-who is the only possible Labor
member-could not be at that CPA meeting
because he was in Melbourne. So, the Liberal-
dominated CPA decided it would still have that
meeting despite the fact that the only person who
represented the Labor members was away. There
was no-one there to nominate either myself or
some other person in the Labor Party. If he had
been, the service I had provided to the CPA over
the last eight or nine years might have been
recognised by some but there was no nomination
of myself to be a co-opted member. That was
because there was no Labor member present to
nominate me.

Mr Laurance: Why didn't you seek election in
the first place?

Mr HARMAN: I thought I had explained the
reason. Another matter I wish to raise is the fact
that I was granted a study tour. Over the past
years various members of the Parliament have
been granted a study tour and this is as a result of
applications made by the members of Parliament.
On two previous occasions study tours had been
granted to members of this Parliament who
subsequently had those tours deferred for 12
months. They were Liberal members.

When I applied, on medical grounds, in
September this year-and it was just before the
last meeting of the CPA-the CPA decided by a
political vote that I should not have my study tour
deferred. I wished to have my tour deferred from
1979 until early in 1980. Previously, two Liberal
members of the CPA had their study tours
deferred.

Mr Laurance: You would be a hypocrite to
accept it now.

Mr HARMAN* Now, it has been decided that
I am to be forced to go on that tour-the areas I
wished to study were manpower training,
rehabilitation of physically handicapped persons,
and the system Of rubbish disposal in the cities I
was to visit. They are three very good areas of
study, certainly areas of interest to the State.

Mr Laurance: If you are a man of integrity you
cannot take it up now. I thought you were
standing up to say you were handing the trip
back.

Mr HARMAN: Now I am in the position
where there is an election coming up, possibly on
the 23rd February or the 15th March, 1980, and
the Liberals are forcing me to ignore my
electorate and my responsibility as a shadow
Minister for Health and Community Welfare and
to take off on a two-months' tour. I do not think
my electorate would want me to disappear for two
ntbnths and I am certain my party would not
want me to disappear for two months. This was
the decision of the CPA.

The taxpayers of Western Australia ought to
know what the CPA is all about. This
Organisation, just recently-for a reason I am not
clear about-has suddenly decided it will throw
precedence out of the door and will play party
politics to make sure that Labor members do not
have any sort of entre~e to the CPA functions and
activities. I cannot really agree that that is the
role of the CPA in this State.

If that is to be the attitude of the Government
through the members of the CPA then I think
they ought to explain their position. The obvious
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conclusion is that it is all right for some members,
but not for Labor members, to defer their tours.
The public of Western Australia ought to know
about that.

I have had a discussion with the Premier and I
said that I would ask the CPA to review its
position and that my request for a review would
be made on the basis that there were two
precedents and also that it was just not possible
for me to undertake this tour in the time that was
available to me.

If the CPA is prepared to send a member all
over the world at a cost of some thousands of
dollars when he has not had the time to examine
the areas of study, then I think the association
ought to say so. It would be a waste of the
taxpayers' money to send a member of Parliament
on a very heavy study tour which takes him to
A, B, C. and D, and back again, without any sort
of information or idea of what is happening in the
other countries of the world. The people of
Western Australia ought to say to their
member-particularly one who has been a
member for 12 years-that he should have the
opportunity to have a look at what is happening
around the world and have sufficient time to
undertake the trip.

We should not be insulated or isolated. The
way to overcome those two problems is to ensure
the member has sufficient time to look at those
areas and with that knowledge hopefully try to
improve the situation in Western Australia on his
return. That is the role of the study tour.

I have been told that unless I take up the option
by the end of this year I will lose it. I do not know
what will happen after that-whether it will be
allocated to another Labor member or to a
Liberal member.

That is the position with the CPA in Western
Australia at this moment, and unless we can get
together as members of Parliament and forget
about party politics and this intrustion into the
CPA which has occurred only in the last 12
months, the CPA will not have the confidence of
the people of Western Australia. At the present
moment it does not have that confidence. At the
present moment it is a treacherous organisation
which is dominated by certain individuals who are
doing a great deal of damage to the whole of the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association in
Australia.

Mr SKIDMORE: I challenge whether we as
members of Parliament should countenance the
allocation of any funds to the CPA. Shortly after
I came into, this place an election was held for
representatives on the CPA. I thought I should
(160)

play my part in the activities of Parliament in a
non-political way. I understood the CPA was a
non-political organisation which had been set up
to look after the interests of members in various
aspects of their parliamentary life and to enable
the exchange of ideas about the systems of
Parliament under which we operate. I was
attracted to the ideals because I thought it was a
good thing to have an exchange of views in areas
with which perhaps I was not as familiar as I
should have been.

I was conscious of the fact that the CPA
sponsored many activities in which members of
Parliament could participate and which were
above party politics. When the election came
around I threw my hat into the arena, to the
derision of my colleagues who said, "You have no
show at all of being elected." I said, "Why not? I
believe I can play an active part in the affairs of
the CPA and that I have some ability and
certainly enthusiastic support for the proposition.
I feel I can lend my support by doing committee
work." My colleagues were far more
knowledgeable than I; 1 found that I ran
absolutely last-in fact I do not think I left the
starting gate-and I failed to get a position on the
CPA executive.

Undaunted, I undertook to take an active part
in CPA functions. I was naive enough to think I
might be placed in the exalted position of being a
member of the executive. However, I carried on
with my activities and felt I contributed in a
physical sense as much as it is possible for any
member to contribute. I do not think anybody can
say I have not played my part in CPA functions.
In fact, I would say I was in front of many other
members. I would have thought a person's ability,
desire, keenness, and the fact that he took part in
the working of the CPA would be deserving of
some recognition.

I have not sought to be nominated to the
executive since that first occasion because I was
so demoralised by the defeat that I felt I should
wait until I bad been here for 15 or 20 years,
when perhaps I would gain the vote. I was
prepared to wait for a while on the basis that my
turn would come.

On many occasions I have been able to assist
the association in carrying out its functions when
we have had sporting organisations over here and
when we have gone away and played against other
sporting bodies. I had a trip to Canberra, New
Guinea, the Solomon Islands, and Fiji, attending
Parliaments in those places for the purpose of
exchanging views, and I found it worth while. It
was a system which worked well until this year,
when I found a great deal of bias had crept into
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the thinking of those who formed the executive
after the abortive election, when it became clear
we would have no elected representative on the
CPA.

I was upset about what was supposed to be a
non-political organisation operating in the
interests of all members of Parliament to broaden
their outlook and make themselves more
knowledgeable and acceptable in the eyes of the
community as people who could put aside politics
in the interests of the people. 1 have become so
disillusioned that I make it clear that when my
membership runs out I doubt that I will have
within me a desire to continue to be a member of
the CPA. I have not reached this decision lightly.
I considered the matter for some time. In view of
the effort I have contributed, along with another
half a dozen a members who have tried to make it
work in a non-political way, I am very
disillusioned and disappointed that our efforts
have been to no avail. We find a Liberal-
dominated CPA executive which did not have the
courtesy to wait for our leader to return from the
Eastern States before holding a meeting, and then
Liberal members elected the Labor members to
the executive. If anyone wants to rub salt into the
wounds, that is the way to do it. After whipping
the victim and cutting his skin to ribbons, Liberal
members chose the Labor members for the
Executive.

Surely those who have some responsibility in
this place will not agree to the allocation of an
additional $35 000 to the CPA. For what
purpose? To show the strength of the Liberal
Party in a non-political part of our lives as
members of Parliament; to deny the member for
Maylands an overseas trip which he requested be
deferred on the ground of illness-a valid reason
which has previously been accepted. Surely a
member who has been selected for a trip without
political bias should be able to make that trip
when he is able to do so and the health reasons
have disappeared. But no. We are going to play
politics in the CPA.

I can say that $69 400 is $69 400 too much to
be allocated to the CPA. If the CPA disappears I
will not shed one tear. I will not have one twinge
of regret if the CPA does not ever again function
while I am a member of Parliament. The CPA is
supposed to be an unbiased body of members of
Parliament banding together in the spirit of
fraternalism to get something done, to broaden
the concept of the job we have to do in the
interests of the people of Western Australia.

1 believe I have supported the CPA as well as if
not better than most members but I find myself
unable to lend it support in the future unless I can

be persuaded otherwise by a more equitable
means of electing people to that august body. I
doubt very much that I will even lend my support
to it as a non-active member.

I believe $69 400 is an unreasonable amount of
the people's money to be spent on a body which is
dominated by Liberals, against the very tenets
contained in the Constitution of the CPA. For
those reasons I oppose this allocation.

Mr BLAIKIE: I say at the outset that I believe
the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association is
an important body and I support the vote of
$69 400.

Members of Parliament may exercise their
discretion as to whether or not they become
members of the CPA. It is very disappointing to
note the attitude adopted by members who have
so far spoken to this item. I do not believe they
understand the essence of the CPA. The CPA is
an association of members of the Parliaments of
the Commonwealth. It brings great benefits to
members to be associated with a body such as
that.

Mr Bertram: It used to.
Mr BLAIKIE: It is very sad that members who

have spoken so far have adopted a purely political
attitude.

Mr Skidmore: How else can one speak about
it?

Mr BLAIKIE: I could appreciate the
disappointment of the member for Welshpool.

Mr Jamieson: You do not need to worry about
that, because I have had that for so many years.
Only once was I ever beaten to the bottom
position-by the present Minister for Transport.
Other than that,!I have had it all to myself.

Mr BLAIKIE: I can appreciate the
disappointment of the member for Welshpool,
who for over 20 years has not been successful. I
put my name forward and was successful. I find it
passing strange that only one member
representing the Opposition nominated for a
position. Whether it was by design or by accident
I make the comment that I Find it strange.

Mr Pearce: You would think he would be
elected under those circumstances.

Mr BLAJKIE: It caused me great concern to
hear the derogatory remarks of the member for
Balcatta. He was the recipient of a trip to a CPA
conference in Jamaica. I had the opportunity to
attend an Australasian conference held in
Brisbane and I learnt a great deal from it.

Mr Pearce: It does not show in your
parliamentary performance.
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Mr BLAIKIE: I hope some of the knowledge I
gained from attending that conference and
meeting members of other Parliaments gave me a
better understanding of those members.

Irrespective of the politics, colour, and creed of
those persons, they all benefited from the
conference.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: I gave the member for Gosntells

a fair crack of the whip; let me make my speech.
Mr Pearce: You gave me a lousy crack of the

whip.
Mr BLAIKIE: It is a sad state of affairs that

the whole purpose of the association has been
overlooked. I am concerned about the comments
made by the member for Balcatta. He made his
remarks in a most derogatory way, and he failed
to understand the code of ethics amongst
members which says that if a member has the
opportunity to make a study tour, he must report
back to the annual general meeting of the
association. For whatever reason, the member for
Balcatta was unable to attend that meeting.

I want to ensure that the record is straight; not
only did the member for Balcatta fail to make a
report at the annual general meeting, but he
raised a grievance in the Chamber tonight which
properly and appropriately should have been
raised before the members of the Western
Australian Branch of the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association. The member for
Balcatta elected not to do that. I can only suggest
that his purpose in raising the matter tonight is to
obtain newspaper headlines.

Mr Davies: Fair go.
Mr Pearce: Is this the sort of thing you learnt

at the CPA conference?
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Balcatta had

ample opportunity to make his remarks at the
annual general meeting of the association. The
fact that he made them here leads me to the
conclusion that he wishes to achieve some
notoriety, and to bring this very important
association into ill-repute. I challenge him on that
matter. If he wishes to make comments of that
nature again, the appropriate place to make them
is at the next annual general meeting of the
association.

It is right and proper that the member for
Gosnells should have the opportunity to question
the vote appropriated by Parliament. However, I
find it a sad circumstance that the member should
say he believes the association is a political front.

Mr Pearce: I didn't say that at all.

Mr BLAIKIE: Perhaps if the member for
Gosnells were a member of the association and
exercised his opportunity to vote in the recent
election, the member for Welshpool would have
been elected.

Mr Jamieson: I doubt it.
Several members interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: I wish to refer to comments by

the member for Maylands. I was particularly
disappointed when he said the association is a
fruitless organisation.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! There have been
five speakers so far, and one member already has
had his attention drawn to the fact that he spent
too long dealing with this matter. The member for
Vasse has spent approximately half of his time on
this matter. I would urge him now to return to the
financial aspect of the item before the Chair.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will certainly accede to your
request, Sir. The allocation of $69 400 includes
finance for study tours by members and an
appropriation to enable the Australasian
conference recently held in Perth to be conducted
during our 150th celebrations. In relation to study
tours and the hospitality extended to members, I
wish to refer to the member for Maylands. He
was selected for a trip on the same day as was the
member for South Perth. However, the member
for South Perth took his trip and then came back
and reported to the association this year.

The whole thrust of the matter has been lost;
the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association is
an organisation of great importance to all
members of Parliament, and it is sad that it has
been denigrated tonight. I would ask members to
try not to debase the association by making it the
subject of a party political argument.

Mr Pearce: Who started it?
Mr BLAIKIE: The association has good

foundations, and it provides advantages to
members of Parliament. I support the item.

Mr BERTRAM: The member for Vasse in the
same breath approbates and reprobates; he wants
the best of all worlds all the time. He says the
member for Balcatta should have raised certain
matters in a certain forum, and he chastised him
for not doing so. Then the member for Vasse
condemned the member for Balcatta for raising
matters relating to the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association under Item No. 32
which is headed, "Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association". How could one be more to the point
than by discussing the matter which was so ably
and eloquently discussed by the member for
Balcatta?
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Since the member for Balcatta is not here to
demolish what purported to bc an argument from
the member for Vasse-but which was not an
argument-I thought it appropriate that those
people who read Hansard should be made aware
of just how empty were his protestations. We arc
discussing now the Commonwealth Parliamentary
Association item, and the member for Balcatta
directed his remarks precisely to that subject.

Mr Skidmore: Let Hansard record that the
member for Balcatta has re-entered the Chamber.

Mr BERTRAM: I should imagine that now
that the member for Balcatta has re-entered the
Chamber he will deal with the member for Vass,
who challenged him for having the temerity to
raise in this Committee and under this item
matters relating to the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association, while also attacking
him for not giving a report in respect of his recent
journey.

Mr B. T. Burke: No-one asked for one. The
member for Vasse is the first one to ask for a
report, and he asked for it tonight.

Mr Skidmore: Did you go outside to prepare
one?

Mr B. T. Burke: What is the use of writing a
report if the member for Vasse cannot read?

Mr BERTRAM: The member for Vasse-
chastised the member for Balcatta, in his absence,
for having failed to report on his recent journpy to
the Caribbean.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I wish to reply briefly
to the debate, although I must admit it would be
far more appropriate if members who feel
dissatisfied about the Commonwealth
Parliamentary Association sought a general
meeting of the association or raised the matter in
the proper forum. This is hardly the place in
which to say some of the things which have been
said.

Mr Tonkin: You like to keep thafn quiet.
Mr Carr: Keep politics out of Parliament!
Mr B. T. Burke: The member for Maylands

raised it in the appropriate forum.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I am sorry the

member for Maylands raised the matter in the
manner in which he did. What he did not tell the
Chamber was that when he applied for this trip in
competition With other members, he nominated to
go abroad in September. He left the executive in
complete ignorance of the fact that a change of
circumstances had occurred. Frankly, had he gone
to the executive or the representative of the
executive at the time and explained his position
there and then, the situation might have been

different. I remind the member for
Maylands-and I am sorry to mention this matter
here, although he raised it-that officers of the
association had to go to him and ask why he was
not making preparations to leave as others were.

Mr Harman: They did not. Which officers are
you talking about?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am stating what the
executive was advised. If the member for
Maylands is saying that the officer did not tell the
truth to the executive, the situation should be
dealt with by the executive.

Mr B. T. Burke: We are saying someone is not
telling the truth.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am disappointed
that the member raised the matter in this place.
He has said that he raised this matter with me in
the course of a corridor conversation today. I have
no intention of discussing in this Parliament what
took place in a corridor conversation with any
member. If the member for Maylands wants to
apply for the matter to be considered on whiat he
believes to be new grounds, that is another
matter.

The circumstance of this item is that the
executive requests the Government to make
certain moneys available. The original estimates
supplied in respect of special expenditure incurred
as a result of some visitors whom we were
honoured to have in this State, proved to be
faulty. As a result of the discussions between
representatives of the executive and the Treasury,
and the work done by the Treasury in conjunction
with those people, a revised figure was agreed
upon. That figure was not just a figment of the
imagination of the Treasurer or Treasury officers;
it was something that was agreed upon by the
executive, which comprises members of all parties
except the National Party-although if I
remember correctly the member for Mt.
Marshall, who is now a National Party member,
was then a member of the executive.

The executive considered the estimates and
requested that they be adopted and that the funds
be found. That is how this money got into the
Budget. I gather from what has been said tonight
that the Labor Party is now committed to a
programme of abolishing lte Coinmonwealth
Parliamentary Association.

Mr H. D. Evans: At no lime was that said.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Opposition

seenms to have the idea that the vote is loaded.
However, I want to remind members that at the
last election, in spite of the considerable number
of members of the Labor Party in this place and
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in another place, only one candidate was
nominated.

Mr Pearce: And we could not get him elected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Obviously members

opposite had nio great interest in the CPA. One
fact the member for Balcatta did not mention is
that the co-opted members of the association are
substantially Labor members.

Mr B. T. Burke: You cannot co-opt More
Liberals; it is full of Liberals now. Even you
would not have the hide to do that-probably.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Anyone sitting in the
gallery and listening to the member for Balcatta
speak would have gained the impression that
there are no Labor members on the executive of
the CPA.

Mr B. T. Burke: I said "elected to the
executive".

Sir CHARLES COURT: It so happens that
there are co-opted members, and the situation
varies from time to time. Governments of various
colours come and go and it, has been the policy of
the CPA executive to co-opt people on a sensible
basis.

Mr B. T. Burke: There has never previously
been a time when a Labor member was not
elected; there has always been one elected Labor
member.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is no mystery
about that.

Mr B. T. Burke: No, you organised it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Labor Party put

up only one candidate, which amazed me.
Mr J)amnieson: It would not matter if we put up

10 members under the Borden method of voting.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Secondly, members

opposite are saying that other members should
have voted in such a way as to ensure that some
Labor people were elected. It just does not work
that way.

Mr Barnett: The whole system is ridiculous,
and you know it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Welshpool has been opposed to the present rules
of the CPA.

Mr Tonkin: You specialise in crooked electoral
systems.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will not bother to
explain any further, after the remarks of the
member for Morley, because he denigrates this
place with the remarks he makes.

Mr B. T. Burke: Sweep it under the carpet!
Pretend it is not there.

Mr HARMAN: At the opening of my remarks
on this item-

Mr Laurance: You should be ashamed!
Opposition members interjected.
Mr Laurance: After you took that trip-
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr HARMAN: The only time the member for

Gascoyne makes a speech is when he is sitting on
his backside.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I ask the member
for Maylands to proceed to deal with the subject.

Mr HARMAN: I hope you protect me, Mr
Chairman, from that sort of person over there.

Mr Laurance: After such a disgraceful
performance the member should resign.

Mr B. T. Burke: You squealer.
The CHAIRMAN: I ask the member for

Balcatta and the member for Gascoyne to cease
interjecting.

Mr HARMAN: On the opening of my remarks
on this item-

Mr Pearce: Look, he is leaving now.
Mr B. T. Burke: The Premier dismissed him.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for

Balcatta will cease interjecting.
Mr Davies: Bring the member back and make

him apologise.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for

Maylands.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: I draw your attention to the fact
that the member for Gascoyne made an obscene
gesture as he left tbe Chamber, and I ask for a
withdrawal.

Government members interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr MacKinnon: You are an obscene gesture.
The CHAIRMAN: As the Chairman of this

Committee, it is difficult for me to encompass the
complete Chamber. I was paying attention to the
member for Maylands, who is about to speak on
the matter. I am not aware of any matter to
which the member for Gosnelis referred, so I
cannot take any action on it. I ask the member for
Maylands to resume his comments.

Committee Resumed

Mr HARMAN: When I first spoke on this
item, I said I would be criticised by some for
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spaking in the way I did. Of course the Premier
was the first to criticise me. I took no notice of
what the member for Vasse said; but the Premier
tried to bring into the discussion some matters of
which I have not been aware but of which,
obviously, he and the members of the CPA were
aware.

I do not want to enter into a debate on this
item, except to say the only time I was
approached by an officer of the CPA was in
relation to my passport. I already had a passport.
It was not necessary to take any action on the
letter that was sent to me. That is the only
correspondence I have had from the CPA, except
to be advised that I had been awarded the study
tour.

It is not necessary to arrange the study tour
through the CPA. It is within the province of the
member to organise his own study tour, and to
organise his contacts. Certainly there are facilities
available through the CPA to do it; but it is not
mandatory that that be done.

In relation to the points made by the Premier
tonight, I shall take cognizance of them. They will
be sonme of the points I will be asking the CPA to
explain when I put to it the proposition that it
ought to review my case, based on the precedents
already established within the CPA.

Mr PEARCE: Before the Premier lost his
temper and withdrew from the discussi on-

Sir Charles Court: The Premier never lost his
temper at all.

Mr B. T. Burke: Not much, he didn't. He was
shaking with rage.

Mr PEARCE: Perhaps the Premier will re-
enter the debate to answer the question I raised in
the first instance. That related to the expenditure
by members of CPA funds. The point I put to the
Premier was the one I asked him previously, and
it related to the use of an imprest account upon
which members could draw when travelling
within Australia and overseas in certain
circumstances-

[ he CHAIRMAN: I imagine you can relate
these remarks to the matter before the Chair. I
have pointed out to members already that there
has been considerable digression. I ask you to
relate this matter precisely.

Mr PEARCE: A proportion of the money we
are now considering voting to the CPA is used for
overseas travel by CPA members. I am suggesting
that the money be used in a different way. That is
the relevance of it.

The Premier is not listening to me. Perhaps I
will pause and let him complete his conversation

with (he Government Whip so he can listen to my
question.

Mr CHAIRMAN: I ask the member to
proceed.

Mr PEARCE: Perhaps someone can draw the
attention of the Premier to the fact that I am
asking a question. I am not making a speech or
ranting and raving but seeking information.

Sir Charles Court: You are talking about
parliamentary travelling expenses going through
the CPA?

Mr PEARCE: If the Premier had been
listening-

Sir Charles Court: I have been listening to you.
You wanted the money to go through an imprest
system. I am telling you it was deferred until after
the election. It will be reconsidered then.

Mr PEARCE: Why was it deferred, and who
deferred it?

Sir Charles Court; The parties were officially
advised at the time.

Mr PEARCE: I know my party had been
advised that the matter had been deferred.
However, our party agreed that that was the
system that should be used, and we were led to
believe that the Premier's party had agreed to
that as well. I am asking who deferred the
decision under. those circumstances. There seems
to be agreement amongst the members of this
place. Therefore, I want to know who deferred it,
and what were the reasons for the deferral.

I am thankful to the Premier for advising me
that the matter had been deferred. I would like to
know who deferred the matter, why it was
deferred, and who will reconsider it after the
election.

Mr H. D. EVANS: I want to deal with a point
raised by the member for Vasse and, to a lesser
extent, the Premier. I was fortunate to undertake
a CPA trip in 1977. 1 thought it had a great deal
of value in broadening my perspectives. In 1978 I
nominated for the committee of the CPA, but I
was not successful. My colleague put forward my
name as a co-opted member, but again I was
unsuccessful.

In consultation with colleagues this year, I
refrained from putting forward my name on the
understanding or the feeling that other members
would have a better chance. It was not a lack of
interest from this side of the Chamber; it was a
recognition of the facts of life. I would not like
that matter to become distorted.

Itemi No. 33: Community Aid Abroad-Walk
Against Want, $3 100-
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Mr BERTRAM: Under this item, there was no
vote and no expenditure for 1978-79, but the
estimate for 1979-80 is the sum of $3 100. It may
be that is a proper and justified estimate. My
concern, however, is that one needs to be a little
watchful when a new item appears in this division.
There are other items which seem to be of similar
ilk, and I refer to items such as Freedom from
Hunger Campaign, and Save the Children Fund.
Those items seem to be related closely.

This Committee should be concerned and
informed at all times as to the justification for yet
another committee, or fund, or operation
emerging. The public become concerned, rightly,
that these organisations involve a lot of fund
raising and expend a lot of money, very often
overseas. The public become concerned that too
much money may be spent on administration or,
on other occasions, lost in the process of having
the money raised directed to the cause for which
it was intended.

I make myself clear. I am not suggesting for a
moment that this is not a proper and justified
amount, although it does seem rather small when
one considers the money recently given by the
State Government to the Kampuchean fund.
Nobody questions the need for a donation to that
fund. The Opposition has intimated already that
it thought the Government was sluggish in its
assessment of the position there and in doing
something about it. The Government should have
shown leadership and inspiration in an
extraordinary crisis situation such as the one in
Kampuchea. That is a situation of extraordinary
poverty, death, and squalor. However, there are
many millions of people the world over who are
suffering. If their numbers were tallied, they
would leave Kampuchea almost non-existent by
comparison.

There are millions of people dying in places like
India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, and parts of Africa.
We seem to be doing very little in repect of those.
By all means let us give money to Kampuchea.
Let us give generously and properly; but what
about the others? The dimensions of the problem
are staggering. They leave IKampuchea, by
comparison, as a relatively minor problem.

This is something we ought to face up to, and it
is something to which we should give a lot of
thought. In my view and in the view of a lot of
other people we should give in some sort of pro
rata manner. The amount of money we can
contribute to these extraordinary problems of
limitless dimensions is little enough, and our
impact is not very great. However, from a
domestic point of view, as we stand here
administering the finances of this State, we are

duty bound to ensure that such funds as we do
give are not absorbed in unnecessary
administrative expenditure. We should make sure
that the money we give reaches the target for
which it is intended; and we have an obligation to
ensure that we give in a manner which reaches
those most in need and we do not favour one
against another unless there is an extraordinarily
good reason for doing so.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I can only say that
this cause is one of several. We have been careful
to insist that the funds raised locally are raised
with a sensible amount of expenditure. Members
opposite will recall that the Chief Secretary had
to withdraw the licence of one group because its
percentage of expenditure rose too high. It is part
of the responsibilities of the Chief Secretary to
look at these things, through his department, and
to keep a watchful eye on what is a reasonable
percentage of expenditure. He does that.

Let me hasten to say it was not the body named
in the item of which I am speaking. The body
which had its licence suspended has since satisfied
the Chief Secretary that its expenditure ratio has
been brought into manageable proportions, and it
has been relicensed.

A number of these organisations have been
functioning for some years: They seek to obtain
public involvement in funding for the relief of
distress in other parts of the world. The member
referred to the fact that there is distress -in many
parts of the world which is greater than the
distress being experienced in Kampuchea. Of
course, we know the difficulties in India, Africa,
and other places are prodigious; but this State
Government has neither the money nor the
physical capability to relieve that distress.
Therefore, we give financial assistance and
encouragement to some of these groups which
want to enlist public support.

The way we go about the matter is clearly
understood by these organisations and they realise
they have to show a degree of self-help before
they can expect to receive a contribution. I believe
they are reasonably satisfied with what they get.

As far as major relief to the world situation is
concerned, I believe that is a matter which should
be handled at the national level. I understand
Australia's contribution to needy nations at the
present time is at a level of which we can be
proud.

Item No, 42; Environmetric Systems-Refuse
Disposal Studies, S7ZSOO-

Mr SKIDMORE: I remember the last time we
were discussing Environmetric Systems, which is
carrying out refuse disposal studies; and last year
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a grant of $7 500 was allocated to it. At that time
I asked the Treasurer whether we were receiving
value for money. The answer given then left a
degree of doubt in my mind that this particular
study would return anything of value to the State.

Therefore I am not surprised that last year's
allocation to this Organisation was not spent and it
has been carried forward to this year. I would like
to ask the Treasurer whether any useful purpose
will be served by continuing to finance this study
in the light of changes made in the field of
rubbish disposal. Many local authorities are
involved in this field, including the City of
Stirling; and it is proposed that a plant be
installed at Rockingham which will be based on a
completely different concept from that which we
have always considered to be the only means of
disposing of rubbish.

Would the Treasurer tell me what
Environnietric Systems is? Is it a private
organisation under contract to the Government?
What source of funds does it have, other than
these grants, and are we getting anything of value
out of it? If we wait a further 12 months for the
results of this study, the report will be out of date.
An amount of $7 500 has been allocated to the
study, but I assume we have received nothing
whatever from it as yet.

If the Government has requested this study.
Environmetric Systems should be asked when it
will produce something of value. It is not
unreasonable to expect a return on the money
spent in this regard. Would the Treasurer explain
to me the position in relation to this expenditure?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The answer is very
simple, and I hope it will satisfy the member. He
would have been in a position to be critical had
we paid the money before the study. was
completed. In point of fact the reason the money
was not paid last year was that the study had not
been completed. It is anticipated it will be
completed in the current financial year, hence the
amount has been carried forward. I believe that is
prudent.

The organisation was appointed and given a fee
of $25 000 and the amount of $7 500 which
appears in the Estimates is the balance of that
fee. The organisation was appointed on the
recommendation of the Government's technical
committee. The last payment of the fee is yet to
be made. The reason it was not paid during the
current financial year was that the study was not
finalised. The amount will be paid when it has
been completed.

Mr SKIDMORE: Could the Treasurer tell me
whether or not Environmetric Systems has made

any interim reports in regard to the problem of
refuse disposal? I have a keen interest in this
subject and I would be interested to see any
reports which have been submitted. The
Government should ensure the money has been
spent wisely; therefore, I believe interim reports
should have been produced to indicate the
organisation was performing the job for which it
was appointed and given a fee of $25 000.

It is possible the results of the study could assist
us when dealing with shires which are aware of
their responsibilities in regard to waste disposal
and which frequently approach me on the matter.
The Shire of Kalamunda has a particular method
of disposal and I intend to have a look at it in the
near future. I am certainly aware of the method
adopted by the Shires of Bassendean and Swan
which use the antiquated land-fill system.

Perhaps the Treasurer could tell me whether
interim reports have been furnished which
indicate the progress made in this study. If we
wait any longer for the completion of the study.
bearing in mind it was appointed three years ago,
the recommendations will be out of date, because
many changes have been made in this field. In
that case it will be necessary to start all over
again.

This is an ongoing study. I am not aware of
whether interim reports have been made; but it is
an ongoing process. One part of the study is yet to
be completed and the body reports to the
technical committee. I am familiar with the
operations of that committee and I am sure that,
having authorised the payments which have been

-made up to date, it would be certain of receiving
value for money.

Item No. 43: Fairbridge Society (Inc.) W.A.,
$25000-

Mr DAVIES: If this item refers to the
Fairbridge Farm organisation, I am surprised we
have not been supporting it previously. I am sure
we have done so; but an 'item did not appear in
the Estimates in that regard last year. An amount
of $25 000 has been allocated to it this year and f
should like to ask the Treasurer whether there is a
special reason for this.

Sir CHARLES COURT: This organisation has
been very self-reliant and large sums of money
have' been contributed to this project from the
United Kingdom. A number of discussions took
place with the appropriate Ministers, and in fact I
was involved in some of the discussions also in
relation to the difficulties experienced as a result
of the changing circumstances and the type of
people Fairbridge was intended to look after.

5096



[Wednesday.. 21st November, 1979j]09

Difficulties were being experienced with funding
at the level which was believed to be necessary.

As a result of a close study by Treasury, the
Department for Community Welfare, and the
Department of Immigration it was agreed we
would make an annual grant of this amount,
which is very modest when one takes account of
the expenses incurred by the people who support
the project and the work in which it is involved.

Mr Davies: It will be an annual grant, will it?
Sir CHARLES COURT: It will be an annual

grant.
Ifemn No. 52: Homes for the Aged, 527S 000-
Mr H. D. EVANS: A figure of $275 000 is

allocated to homes for the aged this year, whilst
last year the estimated figure was $200000 and
the actual expenditure was $287 379.

The provision of homes for the aged in country
areas is a matter which needs urgent
consideration. I would like the Treasurer to
explain the specific purposes for which these
funds will be used.

The problems in regard to housing the aged are
increasing as a result of improved medical
facilities and a greater life expectation. I believe
the problem of providing suitable accommodation
is being felt by all country towns in Western
Australia. Unfortunately the present Federal
Government does not fund matters of this kind.
The allocations made available under the
Whitlan, Government have dried up and, as a
consequence, there is a great waiting list for
funds. Indeed, all funds have been committed for
the triennium which concludes next year.
Although organisations have been asked to submit
propositions, there is little expectation that they
will receive funds.

I should like to refer in a little detail to the
types of accommodation which are required.
Firstly, we need pensioner accommodation with
some degree of subsidised rental. Such
accommodation is being provided in many towns;
but that is only the starting point in the provi sion
of accommodation for the aged. It is necessary to
provide frail aged accommodation also.

The member for Collie is particularly familiar
with this matter, because he is the chairman of
one of the best organisations which operates in
this field in Collie. The cost of running this type
of accommodation creates a grave problem for the
management committees.

I am a member of a management committee, so
I have a rather close understanding and
appreciation of the effect of increasing costs on
maintaining frail aged homes. This problem will

have to be resolved, because if it is not a number
of these homes will have to close down. I believe
several have experienced acute difficulties and the
problems will increase as the inflation rate goes
up.

The home with which I am associated-is very
fortunate in that it receives generous donations. I
do not know how similar homes manage in the
metropolitan area. People who have gone beyond
the frail aged stage must be accommodated in
'C"-class hospitals and, in country areas, they are
accommodated in the geriatric wings of hospitals.

The town of Manjimup provides satisfactory
pensioner accommodation, but it has had to turn
to the community in its efforts to raise funds to
construct a new cottage which will provide four or
six extra units. The management committee of
the frail aged home in the area is aware it will be
necessary to expand its accommodation in view of
future trends. Better diet and advances in medical
science have resulted in prolonged life, as a result
of which accommodation will have to be provided
for aged people to a much greater extent in the
future.

It is most desirable that aged people remain in
the districts with which they are familiar if it is at
all possible. However, funding is a major
concern in view of greatly increasing costs.

It is a problem. The federal Government will
have to make some contribution. The town of
Bridgetown is one where the pressure for aged
accommodation is increasing. A local committee
has been raising funds for this purpose, but
without the subsidies which were available during
the time of the Whitlamt Government the outlook
is rather bleak.

The Boyup Brook Hospital is having the
greatest difficulty in keeping up with the problem.
It might appear I am venturing into the Public
Health Department vote, but this matter needs to
be put into perspective because the interrelating
problems of accommodation for the aged cannot
be disregarded.

The Meals on Wheels, the Silver Chain, and
the accident care people are still providing
facilities which are required in aged homes and
hospitals.

One excellent example of unwell aged
accommodation is the Nannup Hospital where
there are now 17 beds since the renovations were
completed. The Minister opened the facility
earlier this year and it is a boon not only to the
town of Nannup, but also to the towns of
Bridgetowvn and Busselton. This highlights the
problem not only with regard to the
accommodation of the aged, but also the various

5097



5098 ASSEMBLY)

categories of the aged and the interrelating
problems which come up from time to time.

The longer we are able to keep people out of'
hospitals the cheaper it is for the community. The
cost of hospital beds has reached frightening
proportions and must concern every Government
in Australia. If with a little assistance aged people
can be kept in their own homes for an additional
six months or 12 months, that must be of
financial advantage to the State and to the
Commonwealth.

The point which comes out of the resume I
have given is that there is a lack of funds in
virtually every country town for the purpose of
aged accommodation. The Federal Government is
most culpable in this matter. The triennium will
not be completed until next year, and it is
unknown what funds will be made available then.

A number of organisations with which I have
been associated have lodged submissions, and
while they are recorded on some form of priority
there is little likelihood of their receiving any
financial assistance. That is a matter of great
concern, and it is also of concern that the
allocation by the State Government will be less
than the expenditure of last year. The expenditure
willI be less by some $12 000,

I would appreciate an indication from the
Treasurer of what is proposed in the allocation of
these funds, the eligibility of applicants, and their
priority. This is an area of' urgency which will
increase in intensity, and it is something on which
the Government will have to move.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As would be known
to the honourable member from his past
experience, the expenditure on this item relates to
the Government's formula of assistance under a
number of Acts. The provision is based on the
anticipated furnishing subsidy claims from homes
now being planned, constructed, or extended. One
is never sure of' what demands will be made. Last
year we estimated only $200 000, and the
demands came in much faster than anticipated.
That could be related to the speed with which
homes are completed. The demands are made on
the Government which are met promptly to the
extent of the subsidy.

The State subsidises the provision of essential
furniture, furnishings, and equipment in aged
persons' accommodation which has qualified for a
Commonwealth capital subsidy. The subsidy
reimburses organisations for the expenditure on
approved items as follows-

(a) Aged Persons (Homes) Act subsidised
accommodation: two-thirds of actual
expenditure to a maximum of 330 000 to
an organisation in a financial year.

(b) Aged Persons (Hostels) Act subsidised
accommodation: $250 per
accommodation unit.

This system seems to work fairly well. The
various homes which qualify know what they are
able to get. They make their applications in
accordance with the formula, and they get paid
accordingly.

The member was critical of the Federal
Government. I will remind him a little of the
history associated with this type of
accommodation, A scheme was going along very
well and people were managing under that
scheme. The amount of accommodation was
growing very nicely.

The Whitlam Government stepped up the
formula and made it much more generous.

Mr H. D. Evans: They had to make up for the
lag.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Whitlam
Government made the formula so generous that
within a period of six weeks, I think it was, it had
to call a halt because so many people had applied
who could not qualify under the old scheme. In
many cases, they were people of substance. I am
not quoting my own version, but the statement
made at the time.

Because of the apparent deluge at the time, the
system really has never recovered. The Fraser
Government froze the whole system and since
then efforts have been made to get the scheme
back on a financial and management basis.

Many organisations have an implied
understanding that if they can finance their
projects from their own endeavours and their own
internal efforts they will be reimbursed when the
funds become available.

Mr Davies: What you say basically is correct,
but they have no money to spend.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I hope the scheme
will be stepped up. I refer to the Freemasons
Homes where trust funds have been used to speed
up the provision of accommodation, not only in
the city but also in the country.

The federal Minister is under considerable
pressure to get the scheme moving again and get
the funds flowing so that people can build. Most
people have accepted the fact that there had to be
a sorting out, and I think they understand that the
Commonwealth had to declare a policy.

5098



[Wednesday, 21st November, 19791 59

Mr Davies: There was nothing in the last
Budget.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Without same farm
of Commonwealth Government assistance the
pace cannot be continued.

I refer to the fact that this item deals with
furniture, and we will meet all the demands made.
The fact that the estimate is a few dollars less
than last year is nothing to worry about because
whatever demands are made, we will meet them.

Mr H. .D. EVANS: I appreciate the
clarification by the Treasurer, and also his
undertaking that if demands are in excess of the
amount shown in the Estimates they will be met.
However, I point out to the Treasurer two factors
he conveniently overlooked when he referred to
the Whitlam era. One was the lag which existed
when the Whitlam Government took over, and the
second was the increase in maintenance costs of
accommodation. It seems there are scores of
applications with the Commonwealth Department
which cannot be met.

Mr Davies: There is no money in this year's
Budget for it. The scheme is finished.

Mr H. D. EVANS: That is the point I make;
the funds for the triennium have been used and
more will not become available until next year.
That is the situation that confronts us. It is
completely unsatisfactory in the light of the
increasing urgency which this overall matter
represents.

There is another factor which it is desirable to
mention at this time, and it relates to the
operation of homes of this kind. I ask whether the
Government has considered assisting in the
operating or establishing of thiese homes because
the pressure is increasing mare and more as a
result of increased costs which confront the
management committees. Could the Treasurer
indicate, by interjection, whether there is any
likelihood of consideration being given to assisting
with the operating costs of these homes?

Sir Charles Court: Not from the State because
most of those people receive assistance from the
arrangements they have with the pensioners
themselves and, in some cases, with the
Commonwealth.

Mr H. D. EVANS: There is a pensioner
contribution scheme with matching funds from
the Commonwealth, but pensions have not risen
very rapidly in recent years. The pensioner
contribution is not keeping pace with inflation,
and neither is the matching grant from the
Commonwealth. As the costs escalate the
management committees are running into
increasing trouble. For that reason I ask whether

the State Government will give consideration to
meeting the operational costs?

Sir Charles Court: We have put pressure on the
Commonwealth, but we cannot pick up the chit.

Item No. S4: Industrial Foundation for
Accident Prevention, $20000-

Mr SKIDMORE: I ask the Treasurer why the
Industrial Foundation for Accident Prevention is
to have its estimate reduced by 30 per cent. I have
spoken on this matter previously, and I wonder
whether the Government is sincere in its efforts to
look at the question of accident prevention. Is the
foundation able to. sustain itself without the
additional assistance which the Government gave
it during the last financial year? It seems to me
the foundation is moving away from the reason
for which it was set up. It was set up to look at
the question of grass-roots safety.

The foundation tends to be oriented towards
training executive safety officers as distinct from
going on to the factory floor. I am aware that on
a number of occasions the foundation does go into
the factories, but that work will be affected if the
Estimate is to be reduced by 30 per cent.

Is it the intention of the Government to accept
some responsibility for the training programme
instituted by the Department of Labour and
Industry? I have always said it was the
responsibility of the Government to undertake
such ant exercise, and if this is a move in that
direction I will be pleased.

.I will listen with interest to what the Treasurer
can tell me about the reason for the variation, and
whether my proposal wyill be considered by the
Government.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If my memory serves
me correctly, the financing of the Industrial
Foundation for Accident Prevention was
undertaken by the Government originally with,' to
use a term, "seed money"~; in other words, it was
allocated money to get it going and it was hoped
that subsequently the foundation would be self-
sustain ing and carry on from that point.

However, in the light of circunstances we have
not reached that happy situation and we continue
to Finance it. The reason for the reduction by
$10 000 is very simple. A lesser amount will be
required for printing because the cost of the
safety manuals will in future be met by the
Department of Labour and Industry. So it was
not necessary to include this amount in the
Estimates for the work of the foundation. That
explains why the estimate is down on the previous
year.
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So far as the overall safety question is
concerned, my understanding is that this
particular foundation was never intended to do
the type of work referred to by the honourable
member. Surely that work is- being cardied out,
and it was intended to be carried out, by the
Department of Labour and Industry. In spite of
whatever criticisms there may be of the safety
trend, when 1 obtained figures for the opening of
the Safety '79 Seminar today, I was very
impressed that the last recorded figures-that is
for 1977-iS-were 10 per cent better than the
previous best. I understand that trend is
continuing in the present year. I do not say that
that figure is good enough.

Mr Skid more: Is that the accident rate?
Sir CHARLES COURT: That is the total of

the number of complete shifts lost through
accidents. I think the previous best ratio was 93
per 1 000 and last year it dropped to 81.75 per
1 000. That is better than a tO per cent drop, and
it seems to be the trend.

Forestry used to be regarded as a very
hazardous section of industry: and it is very
commendable to see the progress made by the
Forests Department. This trend is noticeable also
in the private sector of the industry and I instance
the companies of Millars (WA) Pty. Ltd. and
Bunning Bros. Ply. Ltd. which have become very
safety conscious. Such an attitude has extended to
the mining companies and one or two other
industries have been brought to my notice in this
regard. So by and large progress has been made
and is being made on the whole question of safety.
However, that should not be confused with the
work of this foundation which holds very
commendable seminars and undertakes
promotional work to enlist the support of people
in industries.

iem No. S7: International Year of the
Child-19 79, S)2 000-

Mr BERTRAM: 1 notice that the vote for
1978-79 was 512 000, the actual expenditure was
S16 000, and the estimate for 1979-80, is $12 000.

Many people believe the International Year of
the Child is an extremely important year, but a
number of these people have expressed concern to
me about the form it has taken in Western
Australia.

I do not necessarily believe such concern is
justified, but nevertheless I feel I should intimate
it to members. People have told me they felt the
year has developed into a birthday party-type
atmosphere and that a picnic attitude has been
fostered amongst youngsters in. the International
Year of the Child in this State.

There may be those who have not followed very
closely the activities of the International Year of
the Child, but there appears to be some
justification, at least superficially, for the
impression that youngsters in this State have been
feted, and that the real purpose of the year has
not been brought home to the community or to
the youngsters.

I do not know what the initiators of this idea
had in mind precisely, but certainly I would have
hoped it was a recognition of the tragedies in this
world where so many babies are born deformed
through malnutrition, or die shortly after birth
through malnutrition. We are all only too well
aware of the horror stories in respect of children
in many parts of the world, I personally would
have hoped, and perhaps the Treasurer can satisfy
me on this point, that in Western Australia in this
year it would be brought home to the children and
to the people very clearly and effectively that this
problem exists and that we have a determination
10 do something about it.

Most people would admit that we are a greedy
society. In the post-war years we had been taught
to be competitive and to grab whatever we can,
whenever we can, and wherever we can. Of
course, in an adversary society such as ours, if one
does not grab what is going one is left lamenting.
Whether'or not we like the adversary society, it is
what the so-called Liberal Parties have pushed on
us for as long as I can remember. We are copping
its legacy now in what appears to me to be an
overdose of greed in our society.

Therefore, in this type of environment, many of
the people with whom I have discussed this matter
hoped that some sort of attempt would be made to
ease off on the "greed and grab" approach at
every opportunity and to give at least significant
consideration to the lot of the youngsters
throughout the world who are living in tragedy.

I am interested to know what has been the real
target in this International Year of the Child in
Western Australia. Where has the emphasis been
directed, and have we had any success in
achieving the target?

Sir CHARLES COURT: In 1977-78 the
Government agreed to provide $12 000 in each of
the financial years-1978-79 and 1979-80--for
the observance of the international Year of tl'e
Child. The aim of the State's involvement in this
area wvas to focus maximum community attention
on the children, their needs, their rights, their
achievements, and that was to be implemented
through service, sporting, and social groups.

The amount is to be allocated in t4'o areas:
Funds for Government instrumentalities. for use
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on projects connected with the International Year
of the Child activities: and funds for use by non-
Government organisations in order to stimulate
and facilitate the observance of the International
Year of the Child by non-Government
organisations in Western Australia. In other
words, it was to be a sum of money available for
the years in question to assist people who had the
right motives and who wanted to focus attention
on the International Year of the Child and the
rights, the achievements, and the needs of
children, bearing in mind that this was something
sponsored at the international level through the
United Nations as part of its programme of
having years set aside for particular purposes.

It was never intended that this vote would deal
with matters of much cost, and that we would
become involved in what the honourable member
referred to as picnics and the like. If such
activities have been carried out, they are the
result of non-Government organisations wanting
to do it that way. However, my understanding is
that many worthy people and organisations have
done their own thing in focussing attention on the
International Year of the Child.

We for our part decided that one of the best
ways to acknowledge this year was through the
King Edward Memorial Hospital Foundation in
its Thanksgiving '79 Appeal. Under normal
circumstances we would not have contributed very
heavily to that particular appeal because the
Government is involved in funding that
instituation through other means and in a very
heavy way. However, it is the International Year
of the Child and to have something of an ongoing
nature we agreed to contribute $50 000 to the
appeal. That was the real reason for the
contribution.

Also, we felt another way we could contribute
to the very type of thing the honourable member
was referring to, even though in a modest way,
was through the Save the Children Fund. This
fund has a very fine record internationally in
really getting to the heart of some of the problems
with children. Because of that we contributed in
that area also. I have mentioned these as two
examples where we have tried to do something,
away from the gimmicky sort of activity to which
the member was referring, of a lasting and, I
believe, of a worthy nature.

Item No. 59: Jesus People Welfare Services
(Inc.), $1IS 000-

Mr H. D. EVANS: This is an organisation that
needs quite a deal of accolade. It seems to be
getting through to the youth of the State in this
time of extensive unemployment of young people.

It appears to have developed an expertise and
acumen in its own area and it has generated a
certain amount of income in its own right

The organisation, therefore, is one that deserves
encouragement, and it has been encouraged to the
extent that its vote is increased by
$5 000-virtually 50 per cent. That is quite good
to see.

I ask the Treasurer whether there is any
specific purpose for those additional funds. Are
they perhaps for seine sort of a building?
Certainly the Jesus People are looking at
accommodation ventures. I believe they are the
trend setters in providing accommodation for
young people who need it while looking for jobs. I
know at least one Organisation in a country area is
examining this problem. Can the Treasurer
indicate whether the organisation is embarking on
an expansion of its accommodation for the people
whom it is currently helping?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The extra 5000 was
specifically for their Way-79 homeless youth
appeal. The organisation embarked on a fairly
ambitious scheme, and the Government agreed to
give it something special, over and above its
normal grant. The honourable member may have
noticed that seine prominent citizens have got
behind the Jesus People and identified themselves
with their scheme. I thought that was good to see,
because they are people of competence as well as
considerable wealth. The fact they were prepared
publicly to identify with the appeal, and what is
sought to be done was a good thing. I do not know
whether the Leader of the Opposition was at the
opening of the appeal.

Mr Davies: Miss Lyla Elliott represented me. I
understand she had a drop of soup.

Sir CHARLES COURT: They have the land,
and at the opening they displayed a model of the
project. The Jesus People have had considerable
success in coping with this very difficult problem
in improvised accommodation and in a very
earthy Sort of way. Some of us have become
personally involved in different ways with this
organisation. I support what they seek to do
because I feel they get to the grass roots of the
problem. They might not do things in a
conventional way, but they are to be encouraged.
That is one of the reasons we gave the Jesus
People this donation, quite separate from their
normal funds.

Item No. 62: Lady Gowrie Child Centre,
S28 000-

Mr DAVIES: I take this opportunity to explain
to the Committee the reason the grant for the
Lady Gowrie Child Centre has been increased
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from $8 000 to $28 000, and also to thank the
Government for its contribution.

The Lady Gowrie Child Centre found it was in
a position of having to shift from its present site;
at the same time, it was seeking to diversify the
activities of the centre in line with the Federal
Government's thinking on pre-schools and pre-
primary schools. The Federal Government asked
that the Lady Gowrie Centres direct their
activities more to research than to generally
proving what we previously knew; namely, that
kindergartens were good things for the
community.

Because the Perth City Council wanted the
area upon which we were established, and because
we were seeking to diversify. we found a new site.
This necessitated the raising of more money. We
had a fairly substantial amount of our own, but
needed something like $300 000.

The Federal Government said it would give us
$85 000, and the South Perth City Council came
to us with a very generous donation. However,
this still left us with a substantial amount to find,
so I approached the State Government for
$37 500.

Some month or so later, word came back to mue
that the Government thought I had under-
estimated the amount, and that $40 000 was
nearer the mark. The Government was prepared
to make the $40 000 available over a period of
two years. So. instead of getting the normal
$8 000 grant, there is a $28 000 allocation for last
year, which includes half of the Government's
generous donation of $40 000.

The purpose I am explaining all this to
members is to thank the Government for its
understanding and to say that the buildings are
now near completion. I think the builders will be
out next week. We will have a day care centre, a
kindergarten, an out of school centre, a
community centre, a toy library, and an infant
health centre, all established in what we believe is
a very proper area.

Mr Jamieson; And you have an annexe at
Brown ley Towers.

Mr DAVIES: These facilities will be
established in three separate buildings; and, as the
member for Welshpool pointed out, we also have
an annexe at Brownley Towers in an area which
has been restructured by the State Housing
Commission. We are the only Lady Cowrie
Centre in Australia which has a branch of our
activities

I am very appreciative of the assistance the
Government gave us. It was not the largest
amount given to us; in fact, it was the least.

However, it came at a time when it was badly
needed. The fact that the Government said, "You
have not asked for enough. We need to give you
an extra 52 500" indicates the Government
appreciated the importance of the project.

The centre will not officially open until next
year, and we look forward to representation from
both sides of the Chamber. Unfortunately, I
cannot give members an official opening date
because the wife of the Governor General (Lady
Cowan) has been invited to open the centre at her
convenience. The wife of the then Governor
General (Lady Gowrie) opened the original
building, and it seemed appropriate to ask Lady
Cowan to officiate on this occasion. The date will
be announced in due course but it will be
sometime next year.

In the meantime, it gives me pleasure to thank
the Government for its assistance.

Item No. 63: League of IHomec Help, 514 000-
Mr BERTRAM: The allocat ion for this item

for 1978-79 was $14 000, the actual expenditure
was $14 000, and the Estimate for 1979-80 is
$14000. The League of Home Help is a very
worthy organisation. It was formed about 25
years ago, and -is made up of two units, a
headquarters situated in Cleaver Street, West
Perth, and the Lake View Lodge in Britannia
Road, Mt. Hawthorn.

Lake View Lodge was opened about seven
years ago. It caters for between 30 and 40 men
and women, whose average age would be in the
70s. The fact that it has funictioned very
efficiently has been acknowledged on different
occasions by people and organisations who are in
a position to judge. Those elderly folk live there in
separate rooms which are tidied by domestic staff.
They have a common eating place and a very
well-equipped kitchen in which all meals are
prepared. Quite clearly that was the original
intention, because the lodge has been Structured
that way, and has always operated that way.

Recently, those elderly folk suffered a rude
shock. Two of their staff were-at least for a
short timne-dismissed. The elderly folk were told
they would probably be required in the near
future to tidy up their own rooms and that their
meals no longer would be prepared at the lodge,
but would be prepared at the Cleaver Street
premises, and transported to the lodge.

Sir Charles Court: I think the League of Home
Help is a more general type of organisation
providing assistance such as social centres, meals
on wheeis, chiropody and home help services. I do
not think what you are saying relates to this item.
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Mr BERTRAM: It is true the League of Home
Help provides those services; that is part of its
operation.

The fact is that the old people at Lake View
Lodge want no more than to be able to continue
at the level of care they were told they would
receive before they agreed to go there, and which
they have received for the seven years Lake View
Lodge has been functioning. They do not want
anything better; that is not suggested for a
moment. However, these folk are in very real
jeopardy of losing that position.

These elderly people sold up their homes or
came from other residences because they were
induced to do so to live in a situation which was
satisfactory to them. Now, they are at very grave
risk of having to accept a standard less than that
which they bargained for. That is very unfair.

I notice the allocation for this year is the same
as for the previous year. I should like the
Treasurer to give real consideration to this
situation. It is not as though the people of Mt.
Hawthorn get very much out of the Treasury. On
the contrary, Mt. Hawthorn is an established and
built-up area and, largely, the people there are
subsidising people elsewhere in the metropolitan
area. That in itself is a good argument for
consideration to be given to this matter. However,'
it is hardly necessary to put forward such an
argument when the merits of the case are
examined.

These elderly folk should not be subjected to a
situation of financial stringency. They have paid
their taxes, and contributed to our society. I do
not think it would require a great deal of money
to put them in a position where they would not
need to worry about this business. These people
have prepared a petition, and have held meetings,
all of which is most inappropriate for people of
their age. I hope the Treasurer will give real
consideration to this case.

I understand the two staff members who were
dismissed now have been restored to their former
positions. The people at the lodge are asking that
the level of service previously provided at the
lodge is maintained. Meals on wheels are no
substitute for meals prepared on the spot. These
people should not be required at the sweet,
youthful age of 70 years to go back to dusting
their own rooms. It seems to be rather petty and
unfair.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There seems to be
some difference between the item the honourable
member is talking about and this item, because
the League of Home Help is an organisation
which provides a variety of services for the aged,

including accommodation, social centres, meals
on wheels, chiropody, and home help. An annual
grant of $10 000 is made available to the home
help service, half of which is recoupable from the
Commonwealth under the States Grants (Home
Care) Act.

In 1978-79 the State agreed to provide an
additional grant of $9 000 over a period of three
years to assist towards the salaries of financial
administrators appointed to introduce improved
accounting and budgetary controls.

This item is of a general nature, whereas the
member for Mt. Hawthorn referred to two
specific homes where there appeared to be a
difference of opinion between the management
and the residents who felt they were not receiving
the services they had contracted to receive. I do
not believe this would come within the province of
the League of Home Help unless the league were
called in to assist with a meals on wheels service,
chiropody, and so on.

In addition to Item No. 63 we also have to take
into account Item No. 128, because under that we
have a provision for Claims for subsidies to assist
the operating deficiencies of senior citizens'
centres. These are subsidies of up to a maximum
of $2 000 a year. This assistance is extended also
to the City of Stirling which has a central body
which supplies meals to centres operating in the
city. I mention that as an extension of Item No.
63. 1 do not think it refers to the particular
situation to which the member for Mt. Hawthorn
referred where two homes have some difference of
opinion with residents who feel they have a
contractural arrangement different from what
they are receiving.

Item No. 78: Police Pipe Band, $6 000-
Mr JAMIESON: The previous allocation for

this item was $1 600, not a great amount. It has
been lifted considerably, perhaps because of
commitments during our 150th celebrations.
Could the Treasurer indicate the reason for this
large increase?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is a special grant
for the replacement of uniforms.

Item No. 86: Royal Society for the Prevention
of Crucify to Animals, 512 000-

Mr SKIDMORE: I am indeed pleased to see
that the grant to the RSPCA has been increased
to $12 000. In recent discussions I had with the
secretary of that association I was informed it was
having extreme difficulty meeting its obligations
of looking after the welfare of animals which were
mistreated by people or which were in need of
assistance because people could ill-afford to spend
money on veterinary fees. Because of my deep
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involvement with the care of unwanted animals
and the misuse and cruelty to animals by various
people I am able to point out to the Treasurer
that there are many societies established to care
for animals which are struggling to make ends
meet-animals to which the RSPCA cannot
attend.

When I made this statement last year I was
criticised by the secretary of the RSPCA.
However, he took my comments out of context
and I do not want my comments to be misquoted
again. I am saying the RSPCA does not have
sufficient funds to employ rangers and special
constables. I asked a question of the Minister in
this regard just recently. It appears to me the
Government has abrogated its responsibility in
regard to the policing of the Dog Act.

The RSPCA is definitely having difficulties
doing its job because of a lack of funds to employ
special constables. People are crying out
desperately for help in regard to the prevention of
cruelty to animals. There are other societies
which are filling the breach, and perhaps the
Government could consider helping some of these.

One of these bodies is the Animal Protection
Society. It is a small society which was formed
only a few years ago. It contracted with the Shire
of Swan to erect a shelter in Guildford on the
Kalamunda Road. Unfortunately, due to internal
strife which saw a split in the loyalty of members,
it lost the tenure of the land. Many people
pledged assistance to erect the shelter before the
shire in fact had granted tenure of the land. When
disputation with the shire occurred the society
was informed it would need to build a refuge
which meant it would have to destroy animals.
The Animal Protection Society's constitution
clearly states it is not allowed to do that. It had to
get out of the project.

The valuation of the refuge made by the Shire
of Swan amounted to the value of the work
performed. I point out that work on the shelter
had been of a voluntary nature. I pay credit to the
subcontractors, the bricklayers, who did all the
work for the society. The value of their work
amounted to $26 000.

The Shire of Swan granted an amount of only
$8 700 to the APS. This meant the shire was able
to secure an asset of $26 000 which the APS had
been able to build only because of voluntary
labour to construct the sand pad, the concrete pad
and to build a structure with bricks that were
bought at a cheap rate and laid with cheap
labour. The shire did very well. It received an
amount of something like $30 000 of which i.t paid
to the APIS $8 700.

I became the president of the society to assist it
because it was getting nowhere with the shire. I
was able to secure some assistance. The society is
not undaunted. It realises it has problems ahead
of it in caring for the welfare of animals. The
APS Looks after the overflow of those animals
which the RSPCA cannot handle. It cares for
such animals as the dog we all heard about
recently which had been tied by a leash for five
years and which the owner admitted had rarely
received any exercise. The animal was in a pitiful
condition when it was brought to the APS for
care and attention. It was sent to a veterinarian to
receive immunisation and sterilisation and to be
generally treated for its condition. The average
minimum fee for veterinary services charged to
the APS and the RSPCA is $40. For the RSPCA
and small societies like the APS, the $40 is a high
sum to meet in the care of animals.

I hold the position of President of the APS and
I shall be happy when the society is in a position
to have me stand down. That position may be
brought about if the Government would consider
making a grant to the society for the care and
protection of animals. The society has an
expanding membership and I hope it will make
strong overtures to the Government for a prant to
be made to it.

That is not the major part of my submission. I
suggest to the Government that there should be a
Government-run clinic to look after the welfare of
animals which people cannot afford to send to a
veterinary clinic, bearing in mind that the average
fee charged is $40. A Government clinic would
allow people to bring their dogs in to be sterilised
and eared for. In this way we could control the
very serious situation we have with unwanted
animals. If there were such a Government clinic
where people in poor circumstances could bring
their dogs it would mean a great burden would be
taken from societies such as the RSPCA and the
APS.

I suggest to the Treasurer that efforts should be
made in this regard. I would be prepared to
d~scuss this matter with officers of any
departments to establish whether it is a practical
proposition. It should not be encumbent on
societies such as the RSPCA and the Al'S to
undertake the policing of the Dog Act. I
appreciate the $12 000 allocated to the RSPCA. 1.
hope in the next estimate we will see an allocation
to the Animal Protection Society which will allow
it to carry on the work which the RSPCA is
unable to handle. Certainly a Government clinkc
would be of benefit where people in poor
circumstances could take their dogs for
immunisation or sterilisation-I am speaking
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specifically of cats and dogs. In this way we could
get on top of the problem and niot have so much
cruelty to animals which takes place in our
society. I hope the Treasurer will consider my
suggestion of allocating money to the APS next
year.

Item No. 89: St. John Ambulance Association,
$2 765 sbo-

Mr HODGE: The Treasurer, when making his
announcement on the 13th September, pleased mec
when he said he had been generous to the St.
John Ambulance Association. He said in his
speech he had granted an increase of 13 per cent
over the amount granted in the previous financial
year.

Immediately I thought the long-awaited
upgrading of the Melville ambulance centre
would be a fact of life. We have been waiting
since 1972 for the upgrading of this depot into the
type of facility we were promised when it was
built. Within a few days of the Treasurer's
announcement newspaper reports indicated that
all was not well and that the 13 per cent was not
in reality the real percentage increase. I became
very alarmed about this.

I wrote to the General Manager of the St. John
Ambulance Association and asked for further
information. I received a very worrying letter
from Mr Kaye-Eddie who indicated the actual
operating increase was 1.5 per cent. There had
been an overall increase of 13 per cent if the
various factors associated with the operation of
the air ambulance service, the construction of the
new headquarters in Belmont, the beginning of a
service in Geraldton and various other factors
were taken into account. All that added
together showed an increase of 13 per cent.

However, the real amount with which the
association will run its operation shows an
increase of just 1.5 per cent. Members will agree
that is a very inadequate increase to run such a
vital and essential service. Mr Kaye-Eddie
realised the Melville depot needed upgrading and
that the coverage in the south of the river area
was far from adequate. He said the association
was very worried about this.

I have received many approaches from
constituents who did not realise that the St. John
Ambulance Association was operating on such a
limited basis in Melville. The depot is manned by
two ambulance officers only and at the moment
operates between 8.00 a.m., and 6.00 p.m.,
Monday to Friday. There is no 24-hour service on
week days and no service at all on the weekends.

This is disgraceful, and I cannot see how the
Government can allow that situation to continue,
When we take a closer look at the situation it is
even worse.

For instance, in the past Fremantle had two
ambulances. However, the pressure of
development in the Wanneroo area was so great
and the risk to the public so high, that it was
necessary for an ambulance to be stationed in that
area, so one ambulance was taken from the
Fremnantle area. That meant the Freman tle area
was left dangerously low on ambulance services,
Therefore, we are left with Melville operating an
ambulance service from 8.00 am. to 6.00 p~m.
and only one 24-hour day service operating out of
Fremantle.

Mr Nanovich: Do you think unions have had a
lot to do with the abolition of the voluntary
ambulance workers in Wanneroo?

Mr HODGE: I do not know whether that is the
case. This service should be operated in a fully
professional way and I do not think the ski-vice in
the metropolitan area should be run on a
voluntary basis. It should be. manned by full-time,
professional ambulance officers.

This serious situation is a result of the shortage
of funds, not only from the Government but also
from the Western Australian Lotteries
Commission. The funds from the commission will
be reduced by $100000, so the St. John
lAmbulance Association not only receives. short
change from the Government but also receives a
drastic reduction of funds from the WA Lotteries
Commission. The association has been told that
next year it may not receive any funds at all from
the Lotteries Commission because the commission
does not consider that the St. John Ambulance
Association is any longer a charitable
organisation.

That interpretation is correct and I do not have
any argument with it. To upgrade the Melville
depot to a 24-hour service would require the
employment of an additional six ambulance
officers. That is not a large number and will not
entail an extraordinarily large amount of money.
Members may think I am being parochial in
discussing the Melville depot but I hasten to add
that I am using this as an example because many
people visit that area: there are many sporting
bodies which visit and a great deal of traffic
passes through the area. The Melville service is
not just for Melville residents, it is for the benefit
of the whole suburban area.

When the St. John Ambulance Association last
advertised for ambulance officers it received maore
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than 200 applications, so I do not think it will
have any difficulty filling further positions. There
are many people, I am sure, in the Melville area
amongst the mare than 1 000 unemployed who
would be pleased to train as professional, full-time
ambulance officers.

We are skating on very thin ice with regard to
the position in Fremantle because that
ambulance depot services the wharf area~the State
shipping terminal, the Kwinana industrial area,
Victoria Quay, the O'Connor industrial area as
well as the residential area. If a further
ambulance is required in a emergency it has to be
brought from Claremont and if a another
ambulance is required in Melville it has to be
brought from South Perth. So if an ambulance is
called for example from South Perth to Jandakot
Airport and must go to the Royal Perth Hospital,
then it will be at least two hours before it is
available again. There was an accident in Morley
recently and ive ambulances were called.
Therefore several areas in the metropolitan area
were placed in jeopardy.

I do not quibble about the ambulance being
sent to Wanneroo because I am sure that area
had an urgent need. In covering the Wanneroo
area, a dangerous gap has been left in the
Fremantle area. To overcome this problem we
would need at least eight extra officers in
Fremantle and six extra officers in Melville.

I understand there have been talks between the
Treasurer, the Government, the Minister for
Health, and the St. John Ambulance Association.
I do not know whether or not the Government has
decided to review the amount of money made
available, but I certainly hope so. I call on the
Government and the Treasurer to give
consideration to this. The St. John Ambulance
should at least be in the same category as the fire
brigade or any other essential emergency service.
The ambulance service, after all, is concentrating
on the saving of human life and where the fire
brigade does this also, it is sometimes saving
property. The Government should look at this
matter and perhaps make a fundamental change
to the financing of the St. John Ambulance
Association. This service should be on a
professional basis.

The officers of the ambulance service are
dedicated people and in their spare time raise
money to buy the essential equipment for the
ambulances. In fact, I8 cardiac monitoring
machines have been bought at a cost of $6 000
each with the funds raised by the ambulance
officers in their spare time. That is dedication.
That should not be necessary; the funds should be
provided by the Government.

Recently it was reported in the newspaper that
a young man in the Forrestfield area had a
serious heart attack and because the ambulance
had this equipment his life was saved. This
equipment should have been bought by the State
and it should not have been left to the ambulance
officers to provide it as a result of their efforts.

We do not want to have to go through this
process of squabbling for funds again next year
and the industrial stoppages, threats and counter-
threats to obtain a better service. I hope the
Government will make some fundamental changes
to the funding of the association.

Mr PEARCE: I support the remarks of my
colleague because the matter relates to my own
electorate in Arniadale. My understanding is that
the St. John Ambulance Association asked for
something like half a million dollars moire from
the Government than it was prepared to grant.
That half a million dollars was needed to upgrade
the Armadale station to a full-time professional
service. At the moment, the Armadale station has
the same hours of attendance as the Melville
station. The remainder of the time the service is
operated by voluntary drivers.

I do not wish to denigrate that voluntary service
but there is a need for a professional service in
Armadale. This is because there tends to be a
shortage of voluntary workers. It is also my
understanding that the majority of the volunteer
drivers would be quite happy to see a full-time
professional service in Armadale.

Sir Charles Court: That is not right.
Mr PEARCE: Maybe the Premier has been to

Armadale and conducted a poll to ascertain
whether the people would prefer a full-time
professional service.

I make the situation quite clear. I made a
statement in Armadale when I was approached by
the professional officers of the St. John
Ambulance Association for support in seeking
more funds to upgrade the Armadale station, and
I received in my office one phone call, one
personal visit, and one letter from people
representative of the interests of the volunteer
drivers who felt the professional service was not
warranted. I will deal with each of these because I
identified one of the three who were opposed to
the view T was taking as a driver. He would not
leave his name at my office-it was an
anonymous phone call.

Mr Rushton: The St. John Ambulance Brigade
officers were incensed at your action.

Mr PEARCE: They wrote me a letter. Perhaps
they approached me differently from the way they
approached the Minister for Transport. In the
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ltter they said they appreciated that a
professional service had to come to Armadale, but
in essence they said "not now". I wrote back to
them, as I replied to the gentleman who rang
anonymously, and said I had run for election on
the basis that there should be full-time
professional services and 1 could probably argue a
mandate for that.

The Minister for Transport has said he does not
want professional services. If he does not want
professional services in areas like Armadale, I will
spread the ward around to the citizens of
Armadale.

Mr Rushton: They need help in the daytime,
but they readily man the evening service.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister has been
remarkably quite on the issue. He might have
been telling the volunteer ambulance drivers who
went to see him what his attitude was.

Mr Rushton: I lauded them for the service they
gave.

Mr PEARCE: Tell the people in Armadale
they should continue to pay taxes which go to
provide Cull-time services in the city from which
they will not benefit.

Mr Rushton. They are available to Armadale,
too.

Mr PEARCE: If one can get them out from the
city.

Mr Rushton: You are a knocker. You do not
respect volunteers.

Mr PEARCE: Obviously the Minister does not
respect professional officers, either. In the case
the member for Melville mentioned, of the saving
of the life of a man, the equipment was in fact
made by an Armadale resident who is a full-time
professional officer with St. John Ambulance. His
name is Mr Barry Knight. His effort in saving a
life has much to be said for it.

Much has been said about people like the
Minister for Transport, trying to hold an
untenable political position, being miserly with
money where people's fives are concerned, and
using volunteer drivers to prevent the
encroachment of professional services. An effort
has been made to suggest to volunteer drivers that
the union is stirring up trouble and wants full-
time professional services. If the Minister were
close to the people in his electorate he would
understand there is a desire among the people in
Armadale for full-time professional services. No-
one in Armadale is denigrating the efforts of
volunteer drivers, but it is becoming harder to
find the volunteers in Armadale.

Let us carry on the Minister's analogy. I have
taken up the lack of policemen in outer-suburban
areas at Gosnells and Armadale. Will the
Minister establish his own vigilante service?

Mr Rushton: You are defending the position as
though you provided them. The Government has
provided them, not you.

Mr PEARCE: If the analogy of the Minister's
position is to provide voluntary services all over,
having a dozen vigilantes out over the weekend
catching criminals, that is not the way to go about
running a civilised community. I think the people
of Armadale have every right to ask for a full-
time professional ambulance service. I will press
their claims as strongly as anybody. If the
Minister defends his miserliness by saying the
people in Armadale should not have a full-time
professional service, let him say it loudly and
clearly in Armadale so that the people know
where he stands. I will put it around loudly and
clearly, and I think he will get more than the one
or two calls he got from volunteer ambulance
drivers. He will get calls from outraged people in
his own electorate.

The Government is remiss in not giving funds
to upgrade the ambulance system. The member
for Melville is accurate when he says the
ambulance services are the poor relations of the
emergency services in this State. They get an
infinitesimal amount of Government funding
compared with other essential services and they
are largely carried on by volunteers in most areas
of the State. Yet the Government is virtually
holding the St. John Ambulance vote at the level
it has been at for many years, with perhaps slight
increases for inflation-at a* time, as the member
for Melville has pointed out, when other sources
of funds available to it are drying up and the cost
of equipment is becoming astronomically greater
with increased sophistication and the cost of life
support systems which are operated by drivers.

Although the Government has increased the
allocation fractionally from the $2.606 million
spent last year to $2 765 500 to be spent in the
forthcoming year, it is not much of an increase.
The St. John Ambulance service at best is
stagnating and is probably going backwards as
other areas of funding dry up. I am astounded at
members who have electorates in the outer
suburban areas, such as the Minister for
Transport, the member for Whitford, and the
member for Moore whose participation in this
debate has been a little ambivalent. These are the
people who should be pressing the Government
for greater allocations for St. John Ambulance so
that they can get a proper full-time ambulance
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service for the people they represent in this
Parliament

Sir CI-5RLES COURT: I suppose it is
predictable that the Opposition would seize on
this item in the course of the debate on
Miscellaneous Services. First of all. I want to say
to the member for Melville that I take strong
exception to his remark that the, St. John
Ambulance Association was short-changed by the
Government. It is completely untrue and the
organisation would be the First to admit it. The
position is that the amount for the St. John
Ambulance Association went up by some
$338 000 this year.

Mr Hodge: Not the operating fund.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Money is money.
Mr Pearce: There is a difference between

capital and recurrent.
Sir CHARLES COURT: If an association

wants to use money for certain purposes, as an
autonomous body, that is its business. This
association became involved in an aerial
ambulance scheme without proper consultation
with all the-parties concerned, so that we got the
optimum operating costs and the best of two
worlds, and the benefit of a service with years of
experience behind it. Some of these costs have
had to be absorbed. If the association runs a
service like that it has a responsibility, just as has
any other Government institution which is using
Government funds, to ensure the funds are used
to the best advantage. We cannot just keep giving
people all the money they demand.

Mr Hodge: Do you suggest the association is
squandering the money?

Sir CHARLES COURT: No-one has
suggested that. Do not try to put words into my
mouth.

Mr Davies: You are doing exactly that.
Sir CHARLES COURT;, i remind the

honourable member it is an autonomous body and
if it wants to use this money in a certain way that
is its business. If it comes along to the
Government asking for an increase of X per cent
to enable it to do this or that, it cannot expect to
get it.

Mr Hodge: That is not the case. It has to
provide a certain minimal service which is vital.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I. am coming to it if
the honourable member will listen.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are a bit touchy tonight.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have been here so

long that I know when it comes to Miscellaneous
Services Treasurers of all parties just sit back and

let it go through because it takes a long time. This
is an item where one does not have to do any
homework. One can just stand up and say a few
words about any item. We have been through it so
often.

I say to the honourable member that the St.
John Ambulance Association makes its
submission to the Government and it is the
subject of discussion between the Treasury
officers allocated for this purpose and the St.
John Ambulance Association, which is a different
body altogether from the St. John Ambulance
Brigade. From time to time the association has all
sorts of ambitions, but just as a Government
department sometimes has to be told to
rationalise its progress and fit into a programme
for a plan of development, so must the
association.

I thought the honourable member would know
that as the result of a deputation to me from the
association, a public statement was made and
following some union discussion about the
matter-not with me but with the
association-the association in conjunction with
the Treasury is undertaking a full-scale study, not
only to deal with its present financial problem but
also to give us some indication of a longer-term
plan so that the Treasury can see what
commitments if any should be made by the
Gov ernment in advance and can plan
accordingly-not on an extravagant basis but on a
basis which is manageable so far as the
association and the Government's finances arc
concerned.

Mr Hodge: The depot in Melville was built in
1972 on the understanding that it would be a 24-
hour, seven-day operation. That is not a very
grandiose ambition.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The association has it
in its power to rationalise its funds and services
the way it thinks best. We do not tell it how to
run an ambulance service. It is up to the
association to provide the service. The honourable
member says, "Give it some more money." Of
course things can be done with more money but
we cannot give more money at the drop of a
hanky because someone demands it. Plenty of
organisations listed in the miscellaneous item
have great ambitions for expansion.

Mr Hodge: Not more important than this.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Some of them are

because they concern very sad cases and we do
our dara~dest to give a little extra because
otherwise they would not have that relief. Some
are more important and more individual than this
particular case.
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The Government has done the right thing. We
have said, "Come along with your particular case
and be prepared to sit down with our people and
explain your plan for the future. We will see if we
can work out something, not only for today but to
give you some security and a programme you can
work on for the future." Obviously there is a
desire on the other side to eliminate the volunteer.
That is the objective of the Union-it makes no
bones about it-but as far as I and the
Government are concerned, we want to retain the
volunteer as long as we can.

Mr Pearce: It is cheap, that is why.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable

member referred to the fact that the full-time
ambulance men had engaged in fund-raising.
They do it because they have a dedication, and I
have admiration for them. They get satisfaction
out of it.

Mr H-odge: They are forced into it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: They are not. Thank

goodness there are a few people around who want
to do a little more than their absolute duty for
their fellow man and the community. The
honourable member wants to destroy all this. it is
a wonderful service with a wonderful record and
it still has many dedicated full-time people. We
do not want to destroy this overnight and I will
not do so. It will receive fair treatment, and the
honourable member will realise it has a bigger
increase than is shown in Miscellaneous Services,
because money had to be paid in from another
quarter to finance another Part of the operations.
So we are talking this year of a figure of
3338 000. I do not know what will be the outcome
of the study which is being made.

Mr IHodge: Do you realise the Lotteries
Commission cut off $ 100 000?

Sir CHARLES COURT: There is a reason for
that. I am telling the member, if he will only
listen, that the best officers of the Treasury, with
all their experience, are working with the St. John
Ambulance Association. They are considering the
matter of the Lotteries Commission and the
reasons given by the commission. The outcome of
that work will give us what we need. It will not be
an extravagant outcome in terms of the demands
of the unions and of the association, bujt
something which will be acceptable and
satisfactory to the community.

We want something also which will provide a
programme for the St. John Ambulance
Association. Hopefully it will be a programme
which will be implemented in close consultation
with the Government, which must provide the
money. It is hoped we will not have problems such

as we had previously when the association decided
to provide services of its own volition, which
produced financial burdens it did not contemplate
at the time. The combination of those things, plus
the fact-which the member did not
mention-that the association is not getting as
much money from its insurance-type scheme as it
thought it would receive, are contributing factors.
At one stage the insurance scheme was fairly
buoyant and the association received considerable
income from it. However, it seems that it has not
kicked on-as it were--and that is something we
have to take into account when considering the
total position.

Item No. 94: Scout Association of Australia
(W.A. Branch) -4th Asia Pacific Scout
Jamrnboree, $50 000-

Mr BERTRAM: Last year there was no vote
and no expenditure for this item. This year
expenditure is estimated at $50 000. I certainly
have no objection to that. I understand scouts will
come to this State from various other States and
countries, and that seems to me to be a fitting and
good thing in our 150th year celebrations.

At the top of page 55 I find an item, "One
Hundred and Fiftieth Anniversary
Celebrations-Transfer to Trust Account,
$15 000"ff. It seems to me it is not the best of
accounting to have items shown in that fashion,
and that Item No. 94 should come under the
150th year celebrations rather than under the
Scout Association of Australia. Maybe the cost
should be apportioned between the two. However,
if in the future we want to know just how much
money the Treasury has spent on the 150th
Anniversary celebrations we will be battling to
find out.

Perhaps this is only one component of the 150th
year celebrations. It is important that we should
know just what the celebrations are costing this
State, and the present method of accounting
certainly does not help us in that regard. I would
like a proper accounting where all expenditure is
shown under one heading, rather than under the
headings of the various organisations. concerned.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The itemi is to
underwrite any loss on the jamboree to an amount
of $50 000. Perhaps the Government will not have
to pay anything at all; therefore, it is right and
proper that it should be a special item. We could
have left the situation and waited until a debit-if
any-was incurred.

The fact is that the Scout Association of
Australia (WA Branch) as host is responsible for
the organisation of this wonderful international
event, when some 10 000 scouts will descend upon
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us late in December and remain until about the
7th January. That is a wonderful thing for us to
have at the end of this year, and to carry on into
the next year, quite apart from the fact that it is a
case of a large number of young boys-and some
older ones-coming together from many
countries.

Setting -u~p the venue is very expensive. In fact,
the budget is a very courageous one because the
association has to provide all the facilities such as
power, water, sewerage, and general sanitation, to
say nothing of cooking and other facilities. We
agreed to assist the local association in this most
courageous enterprise by underwriting any loss
which might be incurred up to a maximum of
350 000, That explains why the item is on its own.

As far as the 150th Anniversary is concerned,
we Started putting aside money for this some
years ago, and it has been 'included in every
Budget since. Each year it has been set out how
much money has been put aside, so the
accounting of it will be possible and will be faced
up to without reservation as soon as we know the
actual cost. That is the reason moneys have been
put into a fund progressively, instead of bearing
the burden in one year.

Item No. 129: Senior Citizens'
Centres-Subsidies towards Construction,
$32000-

Mr BERTRAM: Last year the vote for this
item was $55 000, and expenditure was $24 966.

About 20 years ago I was a member of a small
committee led by Mr Les Nimmo who at that
time was the member for Scarborough or
Wembley Beaches. The committee also included
Mr E. A. Fryer and Mrs Devlin and a few others.
It worked to establish at Scarborough the
Scarborough Autumn Club as it was then known.
It has been a glowing success, and the
membership currently is about 480; and probably
as the district becomes older the number will
continue to increase. Consequently, the building
simply has not sufficient room.

In the past the building has been extended a
little, but it is now long overdue for further
extension. There is need for a storeroom so that
various stores may be placed in it, which will
allow a temporary room in the dining room to be
removed, thereby allowing the dining room to
expand to its proper size. I understand the City of
Stirling has intimated to the Scarborough
Autumn Centre that it has earmarked its
proportion of the funds necessary for this
extension, but the situation currently is being held
up by the State Government and, perhaps, also
the Federal Government. Probably the cost of the

construction work would not exceed $10 000. It
seems to me a pity that the people involved with
the Scarborough Autumn Centre must wait
indefinitely and suffer cramped conditions when
such a small sum of money is necessary to resolve
their problem.

Therefore, I ask the Treasurer whether he
would consider the matter and liaise with the City
of Stirling to find ways and means of overcoming
the position. I do not think that is asking very
much, nor do I think the State is so poor that it
cannot contribute its share towards the extension
of the building. Perhaps the State could go
further than that and contribute more than its
share and rely on receiving reimbursement from
the Commonwealth later.

The purpose of raising this matter is to let the
Government know that a problem exists which is
not insurmountable but which could be fixed in a
matter of minutes by the Government, which
probably could derive some little satisfaction from
doing that.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I could not quite
follow the situation outlined by the member for
Mt. Hawthorn because this item refers to a
formula in respect of such centres. Items Nos. 128
and 129 must be taken in conjunction; one is a
recurring grant and the other is a once-only
subsidy towards construction costs. A formula is
laid down under-which the Commonwealth pays
two-thirds, the local authority pays one-sixth, and
the State Government pays one-sixth. In the case
of the State Government contribution, there is a
maxim um of 320 000.

If the member has a case which qualifies but
which has not been accepted, I suggest that he
write to me and I will have the matter examined.

As far as the item is concerned, it is one of
those h' respect of which an amount is budgeted
on the best information we have. The final
expenditure will be dependent on the number of
applications which qualify under the provisions of
the formula. If the member for Mt. Hawthorn
feels his centre falls within this system and it is
not getting a fair go, he should give me the details
and I will examine the matter.

Item No. 142: Law Reform Commission,
$320000-

Mr BERTRAM: Last year expenditure on this
item was $277 000.

We are very much indebted to the work of the
Law Reform Commission, which was initially the
Law Reform Committee. My concern is that its
output will be increased. Members might say that
is a very good thing. I agree, on the face of it. We
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will receive $320 000 value instead of the
$277 000 value last year.

My concern is that the Parliament is not
processing the recommendations which have come
from the Law Reform Commission. There is a
Bill before this Chamber in respect of which the
Law Reform Committee made a recommendation
as long ago as 197 1. The Bill has come before us
in 1979!

Mr Davies: Not bad!
Mr BERTRAM: That is hardly an exercise in

celerity. It prompts me to raise the query: what is
the point of the Law Reform Commission's
operations being stepped up if the Government is
unwilling or unable to keep up with the legislation
recommended?

Do not misunderstand me. I am all for the
$320 000 intended, provided the Government has
the capacity and the will to keep up with the
legislation that becomes necessary as a result of
the operations of the Law Reform Commission.

I am not in a position to provide statistics, but I
have a rough idea how we are progressing. The
Government is falling behind the Law Reform
Commission. There is not a great deal of point in
the commission's bringing further
recommendations forward if they are only to
gather dust. It would be much better to proceed
at a slower pace in those circumstances.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I can hardly accept
the proposition of the member on restriction. I do
not think he would be very keen on it, either. He
is saying that we should slow down the work of
the Law Reform Commission so that the
Government does not have to legislate and move
quickly.

Mr Bertram: I anm not saying that at all.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to put to him

quite plainly that, because the Law Reform
Commission makes suggestions to this
Government or any other Government, it does not
mean that the Government and the Parliament
have to spring to it and accept them. The
commission gives a considered opinion, and we
value that because it is an important,
independent, and professional body. However, the
Government of the day has to make its Own
assessment in the light of the responsibilities of
government and the wishes of the Parliament.

There is provision for expansion of the activities
of the commission. There is allowance for higher
operating costs due to the appointment of two
full-time commissioners. They are not very cheap.
There is provision of $59 000 for 1979-80, and

there is provision for salary and wage adjustments
of $8 000.

If we accept the principle of the Law Reform
Commission, we accept the fact it has to have
additional staff. I am certain that the
Government of the day will be able to cope with
the recommendations made, bearing in mind that
it cannot be expected to accept them without
question.

It is commendable that we are expanding the
activities of the commission by appointing the
extra full-time staff.

Mr BERTRAM: I want to clarify a point. I
certainly would not put the proposition that this
Government, or any other Government, should
accept all of the recommendations of the Law
Reform Commission. That is not what I am
saying. It is the Government wbich governs, not
the Law Reform Commission. Generally
speaking, in the overwhelming majority of cases
we would accept and adopt the recommendations
of the commission. Otherwise, there would be no
point in having the commission.

I repeat my position so there is no doubt about
it. I am all for the efforts of the Law Reform
Commission, and I am all for increasing the
provision for siaff. As long as I have been in this
Parliament I have been arguing that the laws of
this State need to be brought up to date. I am all
for the commission's making recommendations. If
those recommendations are not to be pursued
promptly, I see no point in their being produced
merely to gather dust, with the hope that in 10,
15, or 20 years something might be done about
them.

I do not want to pursue the matter further,
having made my position clear.

Item No. 143: Legal Aid Commission,

Mr BERTRAM: The expenditure on this
matter last year was $293 000, which was in
excess of the vote of $269 000. There is an
extraordinary jump in the estimate for 1979-80 to
$480000.

I wish to refer to the extraordinarily belated
and reluctant announcement by the Attorney
General the other day to the effect that there will
be an air legal aid service to the north. I am sure
everybody would be staggered to learn that it will
commence in February, 1980.

This is not the first time that there has been
such a service to the north. It is quite a while now
since the previous service ceased. The Law
Society conducted such a service some time ago.
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The extraordinary point to observe is that the
service will start in February; and it appears to
have a very excellent chance-if I might refer to
the answer to question 2289 on today's notice
paper-of fizzling out as at the 30th June, 1980.

Mirth is being expressed. I suppose some people
believe that this is a blatant piece of political
humbug. Incidentally, it will cost only $2 800
each month. When one keeps in mind that at the
30th June last the Government had an
accumulated surplus of $44 million, one wonders
how it has made this announcemrent so belatedly.
One would have thought it would bring in
something a little better. It is red hot; the people
in the north-west are regarded by the Government
as complete nitwits, to be bribed by this sort of
thing.

A member of the Law Society, Mr Peter
Dowding, has been urging the establishment or
reinstatement of this service for months. The
director of legal aid has been pressing
continuously for its return. Yet, here we are, right
on the deathknock, right on the very eve of an
election, and we have this announcement. As I
have said, it may amount to a four-months
wonder. Red hot, I should have thought!

So that people in the north-west may be better
informed, I ask what towns of the north-west will
be visited, and how often, once the service
commences in February next?

It is most heartening to learn that the figure for
legal aid has been increased by something like
$190 000 in a year. That gives an idea of how
poorly funded legal aid has been. As we all know,
there is no future in having legal rights if one does
not have access to the courts. Hundreds upon
hundreds of Western Australians are being
deprived of their rights. That is a disappointing
thing, if not a tragic thing. The Government has
not been prepared to do the right thing by legal
aid in this State for a long time.

The people of Western Australia have had a
poor spin in relation to legal aid. The other day
the Ombudsman was expressing concern. He is an
experienced legal practitioner who has had some
years of experience as the Ombudsman. He deals
with the problems of people, and a lot of them are
legal or have a legal content. They are quasi-legal
problems. The Ombusdman is in a position to
recognise the problems experienced by people in
trying to obtain legal services. He suggested that
the time cannot be very far off when people will
have to insure against the risk that they may have
to face legal expenditure. Whatever the position,
there is need for a two-pronged attack. We have
to set about eliminating a lot of the rigmarole and

humbug involved in legal proces; and we have to
hurry towards a small debts court. We should not
follow along after the other States; we should
move into the area now.

There are a number of things we have to do;
but until we take those initiatives, the people will
have to pay for legal services at the present rates.
This Government has to do a lot better in the
future than it has done in the past on the
question of legal aid.

Since it is a matter which occurred recently. I
would like to inquire about the S2 800 a month it
will cost the Government to run the air legal
service to the north. How much of that sum will
be borne by the Commonwealth Government, and
how much will be borne by the State
Government?

Mr GRILL: As the Premier would know, the
Legal Aid Commission is funded from three
principal sources: the Federal Government, the
State Government. and funds from lawyers' trust
accounts. It is my understanding that the bulk of
the funds come 'from the Federal
Government--something well in excess of $1
million-whereas fairly small funds have been
provided by the State Government in the past.

The Legal Aid Commission was receiving
money from the lawyers' trust funds at about the
same rate as it was from the Government. I ask
the Premier: is there an informal arrangement
between the State Government and the Federal
Government whereby the bulk of the funds-that
is, the money coming from the Federal
Government-is used by the commission for
matters primarily concerned with Federal
jurisdiction, such as divorce, separation, and other
such matters; and the funds front the State and
the lawyers' trust accounts are used basically for
matters of State jurisdiction?

That is rather important, because there have
been some fairly vocal complaints in the past that
serious criminal charges have been preferred
against people who have not been able to obtain
legal aid. The argument is that the rather slim
funds coming from the State Government are
being allocated in this area and the rather bulky
funds from the Federal Government are used
exclusively in the Federal jurisdiction.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In response to the
two members who have spoken on this matter, I
should like to point out firstly to the member for
Mt. Hawthorn that I cannot tell him in which
towns the aerial service Will Operate. That is a
matter of detail which will be handled by the
Minister. I believe the Minister would reject
completely the rather cynical way in which the
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member for Mt. Hawthorn suggested the service
would start in February and end in June. The
Attorney General has been trying to get this
service reinstated and has done so with good
reason and with genuine concern. I cannot tell the
member in which towns it will operate, because it
is a matter which will be left to the service and
the Minister concerned.

I am speaking from memory now, but I
understand there is a prospect of obtaining a
lawyer who is a pilot and who can fly himself.
This would help considerably in keeping down the
cost; but members should not take that as being
the last word. I understood also that this had
something to do with the time when the service
would commence.

I shall return now to the more specific points
made by the member for Yilgarn-Dunclas.
Perhaps it would be best if I sunmmarise the
position as I understand it from a purely Treasury
point of view, because I cannot speak from the
professional point of view so far as the practice of
the law is concerned.

When the commission was established in 1978
the division of costs between the Commonwealth
and State was determined on an arbitrary basis. It
was agreed at that time that this would be
reviewed subsequently in the light of experience.
The review is taking place currently and it is
certain the State's share will be increased,
because of the additional volume of work being
undertaken on State cases. It was the only way it
could be attempted at the time.

It was explained to me that it had to be allowed
to Operate so that experience of a practical nature
could be gained and a better understanding of the
way in which the costs should be apportioned
between the Commonwealth and State could be
arrived at.

The increased provision provides for the State's
estimated increased contribution in accordance
with the cost-sharing arrangment, and it provides
also for the increased private practitioner
payments between 1978 and 1979. The member
understands the situation in regard to the States
contribution for the provision of legal aid services
in Western Australia, after allowing for the
contributions made by the legal trust account and
the sums received from persons receiving legal
aid.

As far as I understand it, the question of
division of costs between the Commonwealth and
State has yet to be finalised, but in allocating this
extra money we have endeavoured to anticipate
that a greater Proportion of the work will be a
State responsibility. Here again it will be

determined only in the light of a study being
undertaken between the Commonwealth and the
State so that an agreement can be. reached.
However, I felt it was wise to indicate the
increased expenditure in the Budget.

Item No. 154S: Rural Adjustment Authority,
$273 000-

Mr !vcPHARLIN: The figure allocated to the
Rural Adjustment Authority in 1978-79 was
$345 000 and the actual expenditure amounted to
5308 348. The estimated expenditure is 5273 000.

Could the Treasurer clarify what that figure
represents? There has been a decline in the
amount allocated in the Estimates over the last
two years and this raises a question in my mind as
to the reason for the decrease in expenditure. I
would have thought the Rural Adjustment
Authority would be called on for funds and
administration to a far greater degree than
previously and that the amount would, of
necessity, be going up rather than coming down. I
would appreciate it if the Treasurer explained the
situation.

Mr H. D. EVANS: The member who has just
resumed his seat has given an indication of the
curtailment of funds allocated to the Rural
Adjustment Authority. One of the fundamental
points in this regard is, of course,, that the
Commonwealth Government has cut back in this
area as well. Had a Federal Labor Government
treated the farmers of this State in a manner
similar to the way in which the present Federal
Government has treated them, there would have
been screams from the rooftops.

The Treasurer should explain the reasons for
the decrease in expenditure in this regard. This
State has experienced drought conditions. Relief
measures have had to be taken. However, the
Federal Government made a solemn promise that
an institution would be established which would
provide long-term loans at concessional rates of
interest. We now have an institution which lends
money for a similar duration as the
Commonwealth Development Bank, but at a
higher interest rate than both the CDB and the
overdraft rates charged by similar institutions. So
much for the promise made by the Federal
Government in relation to financing. It had the
audacity not only to do that, but also to add a 0.5
per cent servicing charge to new loans. It would
be interesting to know who receives that 0.5 per
cent charge. Is it the private banks which already
receive a commission charged at a rate of L5 per
cent?

The predicament with regard to finance
available to rural areas in this State is serious.
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Funds made available by the Rural Adjustment
Authority are declining; but it is even more
alarming that the authority has been issuing
letters to its clients pointing out that the whole
structure of their loans will be reviewed and they
can anticipate an increase in interest rates. That
is probably the last thing that is required at the
present time. It is important that members should
realise that not only have funds been
curtailed-as indicated by this item-but also the
authority has notified a number of its clients that
interest rates will be increased.

I should like to read a question I asked on the
16th October and the answer provided by the
Minister.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blailcie):
Does this relate to Item No. 154?

Mr H. D. EVANS: It does. The question reads
as follows-

(1) In how many instances have the terms
and conditions of rural adjustment loans
been revised in each of the past two
years by the Rural Adjustment
Authority?

(2) How many farmers have been notified in
1979 that there will be a review of their
loan commitment with a possible
reorganisation of repayment?

This comes at a time when the farmers of this
State are experiencing cut-backs in funds and also
withdrawals of concessional funds which would
have been of great benefit. The Minister's reply
reads as follows-

(1) The terms and conditions of loans to
farmers have been unchanged since 1977
when the new Commonwealth-State
agreement came into effect. Under this
agreement "the Authority shall have the
right to review the terms of repayment,
including interest rates, of individual
accounts at any time and shall exercise
this right at regular intervals with the
objective of the borrower being
encouraged to transfer to commercial
credit as soon as circumstances permit".

The farmer is not being encouraged, he is being
pushed into it and with the cut-backs in loans this
process will increase. The pressure will be placed
on more and more farmers, because the authority
has less money to lend. Members opposite who
represent country electorates should be standing
on their feet and bringing this matter to the
attention of the Government. To continue-

(2) All farmers with current loans have
terms and conditions reviewed annually
in conformity with their agreement with
the Rural Adjustment Authority.
Interest rates have been raised during
this year on the accounts of 39 farmers.

This is occurring at a time when farmers are just
beginning to get back on their feet. In many areas
the seasons have been good, and generally prices
have been sound. But what does this Government
do? There could be some advantage and a
stabilising effect could be gained by taking action
to meet the trends of increasing prices in the
future. The predictions until the year 2000 are
that there will be an increase in costs, an increase
in the size of farms, and an increase in the
amount of capital used on farms. This trend is
evident already.

A point arises from this which involves the
conditions of farmers who have been
disadvantaged by virtue of the fact that they are
located in water catchment areas. A number of
them will be obliged to relocate. It is necessary
that compensation should be given to them for the
land they will have to vacate and also for injuries
effected. If we remove a man's livelihood we will
not help him greatly by paying him only the
unimproved value of the bush land he owns. A
resettlement scheme should be set up under which
the ability of the farmer to earn his livelihood is
not affected. Funds of the Rural Adjustment
Authority could be used in this regard. However,
it is hardly likely that will occur when one bears
in mind the decrease in the amount of funding
available to it.

I received a letter from a farmer which
epitomises the pressure the authority will have to
place on these people. It will not encourage clients
to pay commercial rates of interest, but it will
push them as hard as they can go and they will be
forced into this situation. So much for the friends
of the farmer and the much vaunted promises
made by members opposite. This is another
example of how the farming community in this
country has been duped by the propaganda
issued by members on the Government benches.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It might be a good
idea if I return to the item, because the member
for Warren has been referring to matters which
relate to the agricultural Estimates.

Mr HI. D. Evans: Great implications stem from
this.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind the member
we are talking about the Rural Adjustment
Authority. The member for Mt. Marshall raised a
query in this regard. The reason for the reduced
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amount of expenditure is a simple one and one
which I thought was generally understood; but tile
reduced provision reflects the Commonwealth
contribution for administration expenses of the
authority. We are now talking about the authority
and the operation of it, not the money at its
disposal for lending under the scheme. The
administrative arrangements were finalised
recently and the Commonwealth contribution in
respect of previous years' expenditures have been
credited to revenue. The provision in the current
year's Estimates represents the State's share of
costs only. The item provides for the cost of
administering the rural adjustment scheme which
came into operation in January, 1917, as a result
of the amalgamation of the rural reconstruction
scheme, the Australian dairy programme, and the
beef carry-on finance scheme. The item we are
referring to is the administrative costs of the
authority as distinct from its functioni. For the
information of members, the 1979-80 total
allocation to Western Australia under the
provisions of the Rural Adjustment Scheme is
$2.7 million, but that is not to be confused with
the administrative costs of the authority which
are the subject of this Estimate and which the
member raised.

Item No. -160: Waterways Commission,
$495000-

Mr BERTRAM: This is a very large item of
contemplated expenditure in the current year.
Could we be given some particulars of the
breakup of the sum of $495 000 and, in
particular, how much of it will be spent with
respect to the Murray River in the Mandurab and
Yunderup areas? Will any dredging be carried
out at the mouth of the Murray River?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The breakup of the
item is as follows-

The apparent minor increase in the
allocation to the commission reflects non-
recurring expenditure in 1978-79. Details of
the expenditure increases and the offset for
non-recurring expenditure in the previous
year are as follows:-

Waterways Commission-
(a) Higher operating costs

due to inescapable salary
increases ...................... 9000

(b) Provision for new staff
position...................... 7000

Swan River Management Authority
(a) Unavoidable salary costs... 9 000

(b) General increases in
operating expenses and
other field activities
including replacement of
four vehicles..............

S

41 000
Getting closer to the area mentioned by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn, the breakup is-

peel Inlet Management
Authority-

(a) Inescapable salary and
payroll costs ..............

(b) Other general increases in
administration and field
activities ..................

16000

44000
Going further south, to the Leschenaut Inlet, the
breakup is-

Leschenault Inlet Management
Authority-

(a) General increase in
administration expenses
and a higher level of field
actiVity....................

Provision for salary and wage
adjustments in 1979-80 .........

13000

6 000

Increase in Expenditure.... 145 000
Decrease in balances on hand as at

the I1st July. 1979 ............... 4000

149000
The increase is partly offset by non-

recurring expenditure in 1978-79. 12 1000

The increase appears to be Comparatively small at
$28 000 on a total expenditure of 5495 000. if the
honourable member requires any other details
with regard to the breakup of the overall
expenditure, I will provide it for him. The general
breakup of the expenditure occurs under the
heading of the Waterways Commission; the Swan
River Management Authority; the Peel Inlet
Management Authority; and the Leschcnault
Inlet Management Authority.

Mr Bertram: Thank you.
Item No. 188: Acquisition of Land,

$5080000-
Mr BERTRAM: An expenditure of $5 080 000

on the acquisition of land, together with the
expenditure under Item No. 196 of $3 400 000 on
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His Majesty's Theatre are very signific
They give the impression of bein,
expenditure, or non-recurring cx
Therefore, I wonder why these amounts
she Consolidated Revenue Fund Estin,
could readily understand non-r
expenditure of fairly small amounts apj
the Consolidated Revenue Fund Essir
when she sums of money reach the d
mentioned I wonder whether they shot
accounted for more appropriately th
General Loan Fund. [ ask the Treasure
this is usual, and whether the accountinj
done more appropriately in some other a

Mr STEPHENS: I want to raise
Treasurer whether this item refers to
aside for purchase of land under th
Areas Water Supply Act Amendment
which it will be necessary so resume sown
properties. If that is so, is this the sot
set aside for land acquisition, or are
items involved?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I think th
for Mt. Hawthorn will appreciate the si
of this item appearing in the Revenue.
because it is prudent accounting. I wi
she member with a number of small ite
than go into the matter in detail, so th
see she practical purpose and she signi
the expenditure of $5 080 000. The di
follows-

(a) Metropolitan Region
Improvement Plan No. 8
(Beechboro)................

(b) Cultural Centre-William/
Francis/ Beaufort Street
a rea..........................

(c) South West Catchment
Areas-Salinity Control..

(d) Woodman Point ...........
(c) Ord River Station.........
(f) Livestock Breeding Insti-

tute..........................
It seems to me that answers the questioi
the member for Stirling. Is will be seen
of the items would involve unnecessary
of capital funds if the items were pu
Loan Fund. That is the practice which i~
and it will be noticed last year the iten
million.

Item Nos 192: Ex Gratis Payments, .
Mr DAVIES: The Treasurer is usi

enough to let me have a copy of the
payments. If he will make that list av
will not delay proceedings any further.

ant sums.
g capital
penditure.
appear in
ates. One
efundable
pearing in
siates, but
limensions
aId not be

"umb tho.

Sir Charles Court:, I wilt make it available to
the Leader of the Opposition.

Item Nos 20S: Natural Disaster Payments,
$5000000-

Mr H . D. EVANS: Natural disasters cause
considerable concern to everyone. I think all
Governments have run into the problem of
drought, and other associated difficulties. I
acknowledge this Government has moved
responsibly in this matter.

r whther I am concerned that it was reported in today's
g coud be Press that consideration is being given to the

grcoulb opening up of a fairly extensive piece of land inrea9 the Forrestania-Grass Patch area. Generally
with the speaking, that area can be considered as

money set marginal. Before that proposal is undertaken, it
eCountry must receive the greatest consideration.

Bill under The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie): I
ic farming do not see any relevance in this discussion to the
al amount item. I believe i ol efrmr prpit

othr lnd orthe member to discuss the matter on the

c memberdivision relating to the Minister for Lands.
e memberc Mr H. D. EVANS: I am quite happy to delay a
gnimiane full discussion until the later item.

ill provide Item No. 210:- Receipt Duty-Contribution to
ins, rather Charitable Trust, $29200-
at he will Mr WILSON: This item refers to the annual
ficance of contribution to the Distressed Persons Relief
etail is as Trust. I have referred to this matter previously,

and I mentioned the parlous. situation which
$ confronts the emergency relief agencies in the

present economic situation in Western Australia,
40003 as well as in other parts of Australia.

'In this particular case we have to have regard
for the last annual statement of the trust, and the

500 000 rather pitiful pica for further assistance. Within
the text of that plea the point is made that the

2 5000ooo trust money paid to Government departments and
500(000 independent statutory authorities including the
500 000 SEC. the State Housing Commission, and the

Metropolitan Water Board during last year
68000YJO amounted to 520 954, or 42 per cent of the total
n askd by relief payment.

ta os tb Of that figure $11 302 went so the SEC. While

stretching the annual Government grant of $29 000 may
t into the have been adequate in 1973, it is now only one-
sfollowed, half of the annual cost of the trust. Certainly one
iwas $3. would not expect any other agency or authority,

or arm of the Government, to be managed in
1979-80 on the same basis of the grant made in

LSO 000- 1973. The trust does make a rather pitiful pica
tally good and requests that there should be an increase. It

ex gra tia presents two alternatives: Firstly, an increase in
aitable we the annual grant to a projection of its 1973

value-which seems to be reasonable-or,
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secondly, the restriction of the trust guidelines to
cover certain types of distress.

The trustees state they are of the opinion that
any restriction to the guidelines would depart
from the spirit of the Act, and strongly
recommend an increase in line with the CPI.

Last year I put a question to the Treasurer on
this matter and in reply to question 2283 of 1978
the Treasurer stated that in view of the need to
keep State expenditure within the bounds of
revenue available it was not possible to increase
the allocation to the trust. I presume that will be
the answer with regard to the expenditure for
1979-80, despite what has happened in the
meantime, and despite the fact that whereas, in
1974, 120 cases for distress relief were accepted,
and the average assistance provided was $192 in
each case, in 1978 there were 520 applications
and the average grant of assistance per case was
forced to be dropped to $306 because of the
escalating costs in the meantime.

In fact, the reduced value is even greater than
those figures indicate. It is hard to accept the
reason given by the Treasurer last year, although
I imagine what we will be told. When one looks at
other aspects of the Government's budgeting, and
the Government's priorities, one sees that already
we have been able to increase the sum of $73 000
last year to $162 000 this year to entertain
distinguished visitors.

We have been able to increase the allocation for
public relations officers from nearly $72 000 to
$106 500, when those of us who have areas in our
electorate where low-income families are only
just subsisting on welfare payments below the
poverty level, know that these people are
consistently coming to us because they are unable
to pay their SEC and water bills, not because they
are not frugal or are not trying to manage, but
simply because they are going under.

A number of families have been referred to me
in the last three months because they have bills
which they have no hope of paying. They are
finding it increasingly difficult to know where to
go to obtain assistance. Many of them have
approached Lhe Government's own Department
for Community Welfare only to be turned away
and told that it can offer no assistance.

So we have a situation where the Government's
policies, to a large degree, are responsible for the
aggravated financial situation of people living
below the poverty line and the Government
agencies are not taking responsibility for those
dire circumstances in which people find
themselves.

We hear a great deal these days about people
having to stand on their own feet, having to
manage, to lift themselves up by their own boot
straps, and so on. I suppose it could be true in
some situations that we can look to a person's own
individual efforts to get him out of his own
difficulties, but it does not apply in all
circumstances. I do not think the Treasurer or the
Government would expect it to.

I do not believe we can accept the argument put
forward previously by the Treasurer when it is not
applied consistently in other areas of the Budget
and in other areas of budgeting.

I knew that I may not receive a popular
response when I asked a question this year
regarding the luxury cars used by Ministers. One
sees these cars lined up every day when one comes
to the House. I was fobbed off by the Deputy
Premier on that occasion. These anomalies and
inconsistencies exist, and they cannot be explained
away. In the meantime, some people are in dire
circumstances and do not have anywhere to go.

In the latest cases referred to me of people who
cannot pay SEC bills, water bills and the like,
when church groups and Other voluntary groups
have scraped together some money, the power or
water cannot be reconnected unless the amount is
paid in full. These people have no hope on earth
of doing that. Some are lone parent families with
six or seve-n children; sonic are Aboriginal
families, and there is just no hope of their coping
with the situation while their incomes remain
static and fall behind the escalating costs of
essential basic services.

Without wanting to introduce any acrimony
into this request, I make a plea to the Treasurer
to look again at the work accomplished by this
trust which is one of the few agencies to which
people can go to seek emergency relief to see
whether the Government's contribution can be
augmented by some special consideration.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I will briefly answer
the matter raised by the member for Dianella. He
has it somewhat out of context. This particular
item does not refer to the subject he is talking
about. It refers to a commitment made some
years ago to pay an amount of $290 000 into this
fund by instalments. This happens to be the
eighth of the 10 annual instalments that were
committed. That is the sole reason for the item.

The other matter raised by the trust in its
report is considered quite separately from this by
the Treasury. The item we are discussing is purely
to enable the transaction to honour a commitment
in respect of the $290 000.
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Item No. 2)5: Telephone and Telex
Charges-Central Government Buildings,
$250 000-

Mr JAMIESON: I would like to raise a
question on this item. The other day the Premier
referred to an amount of $15 000 for telex
charges for his office. It seems that the sum of
$250 000 is a great deal to be allocated for central
Government buildings. Presumably Government
buildings in country centres come under a
different heading.

I understand that yesterday the Leader of the
Opposition received a letter from the Joint House
Committee to the effect that the committee has
rejected his request to install temporarily a telex
machine in his office here at his own cost. As a
member of that committee, I understood that the
committee did not so much object to the telex
machine being in Parliament House, but it felt
that if permission for a telex were given to One
particular person, other people throughout the
building would make similar requests. The Joint
House Committee thought it more desirable for a
telex machine to be installed centrally so that
many people could use it once a member of the
staff was trained to operate it.

Already the Librarian has indicated he would
have quite a- good deal of use for such a machine.
I understand the former Clerk of the Legislative
Assembly (Mr Jos Bartlett) requested such a
facility for Parliament House some years ago.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie):
Order! I bring to the notice of the member for
Welshpool that we are discussing Item No.
215-Telephone and Telex Charges in Central
Government Buildings. I believe the area he is
now discussing has been quite freely canvassed
under Part I-Parliament. I would ask him to
relate his remarks to central Government
buildings and not to the Parliament.

Mr JAMIESON: I would like a definition from
you, Mr Deputy Chairman, or from someone else,
as to what constitutes a central Government
building?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I will endeavour
to give the member a definition.

Mr JAM IESON: Yes, but will your definition
be a correct one?

Mr PEARCE: On a point of order-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The member for

Gosnells will resume his seat.
Mr PEARCE: Now that nobody is standing

up-
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The member for

Gosnells will resume his seat.

Mr Pearce: Can I take a point of order sitting
down?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN; The member for
Gosnelils will come to order.

Mr Pearce: Point of order, Mr Deputy
Chairman.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The
member for Gosnells will resume his seat.

Mr Pearce: Are you not taking points of order?
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN:. The member for

Gosnells will keep order.
Mr Pearce: am not going to keep order. You

have no right not to. take a point of order. You are
just being stupid.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The member for
Gosnells will withdraw that remark, otherwise I
will be obliged to take action.

Mr Pearce: Take the point of order instead and
I will apologist.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! The
member for Gosntells will withdraw the reflection
he made against me.

Mr Jamieson: What remark?
Mr Pearce: I certainly will not withdraw.
Mr Jamieson: Mr Chairman-
Mr Pearce: He has no right not to take a point

of order, and the Committee is with me on this.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I make a final

request to the member for Gosnells; will he
withdraw the remark where he cast a reflection on
me? I request the member for Gosnefls* to
withdraw that remark. If the member is not
prepared to withdraw the remark I will be obliged
to take further action. I name the member for
Gosnells.

Mr Pearce: You are not in a position to do that.
I was trying to take a point of order.

Mr Davies: Point of order-the proper
procedures are not being followed.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I am
reporting to the Speaker.

Mr Davies: Why doesn't he show a bit of
common sense at this time of night?

Sir Charles Court: The member for Gosnells
should not have said it to the Deputy Chairman.

Mr Davies: Hie got up to make a perfectly
proper request.

Sir Charles Court: Did you hear the insulting
remarks he made to the Deputy Chairman?

Mr Davies: Under your leadership this place is
becoming more and more degraded. You use your
numbers and you know what the eventual
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outcome will be. You have no respect for
Parliament at all.

[The Speaker (Mr Thompson)
Chair]

resumed the

The SPEAKER: Order!
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie): Mr

Speaker, I have found it necessary to name the
member for Gosnells because I requested him to
withdraw an implication he made against me.

The SPEAKER: I think I ought to ask the
Mansard reporter to let me have a transcript of
the proceedings prior to the naming. I shall leave
the Chair until the ringing of the bells.

Mr Davies: At least the Speaker has a bit of
common sense.
Sitting suspended from 12.42 to 12.52 a.m.

(Thursday).
The SPEAKER: Order! The Standing

Orders of the Legislative Assembly provide that
when the Chairman of Committees feels amember has disregarded his clear direction to do
something and, having been duly warned,
continues to refuse to obey the order of the Chair,
the Chairman of Committees is empowered to
name the member. I have satisfied myself that the
requirements of the Standing Orders have been
complied with.

Suspension of Membter
Sir CHARLES COURT: I move-

That the member for Gosnells
suspended from the service of the House.

be

Mr Davies: Mr Speaker, I take a point of order.
The SPEAKER: Order! I willtake the point of

order of the Leader of the Opposition after the
question is put. The question is that the motion be
agreed to. All those of that opinion say "Aye";
to the contrary "No". I think the "Ayes" have it.

Points of Order
Mr DAVIES: Mr Speaker, we were queryi ng

your procedure. It is a generally accepted practice
of this place that the Speaker gives the member a
chance to apologise; this was not done. It has been
done before in this place, and that is what I was
trying to draw to your attention before you put
the question.

The SPEAKER: I think the "Ayes" have it in
the case of the question just put.

Mr .Janmieson: If you are going to handle it in
that way, Mr Speaker, divide!

Question put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.
The SPEAKER: I will now deal with the point

of order raised by the Leader of the Opposition. I
ask the Leader of the Opposition to restate the
point of order he raised.

Mr Davies: On previous occasions when a
member has been named, the Speaker has to
satisfy himself that the member still requires not
to withdraw. In other words, he gives the member
a chance to apologise to the Chair, and to
withdraw. That is what I was seeking to have
done on this occasion.

The SPEAKER: Standing Orders Nos. 70 and
71 state as follows-

70. If any Member has-
(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

(e)

persistently and wilfully obstructed
the business of the House; or
beeni guilty of disorderly conduct;
or
used objectionable words, which he
has refused to withdraw; or
persistently and wilfully refused to
conform to any standing order; or
persistently and wilfully
disregarded the authority of the
Chair-

he may be named by the Speaker, or, if any
of the above-named offences has been
committed by a Member in Committee, by
the Chairman.

71. If the offence has been committed in
the House, the Speaker shall forthwith put
the question, on a motion being made, no
amendment, adjournment, or debate being
allowed, "That such Member be suspended
from the service of the House"; and, if the
offence has been committed in Committee,
the Chairman shall forthwith suspend the
proceedings of the Committee and report the
circumstances to the House; and the Speaker
shall forthwith, on a motion being made, put
the same question, without amendment,
adjournment, or debate, as if the offence had
been committed in the House itself.

I well remember the only other occasion since I
have been here when a Chairman of Committees
has named a member for, indeed, I was that
Chairman of Committees. On that occasion the
then Speaker (the Hon. Ross Hutchinson, now Sir
Ross) left the Chair for the purpose of ensuring
the provisions of the Standing Orders were
adhered to. That was the only purpose for which
he left the Chair. My recollection is that he
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reported to the Chamber to the effect that he
upheld the actions of the Chairman of
Committees whereupon the motion was put, and
the member was suspended.

That-is precisely what has taken place here
tonight. If someone has reason to believe it is not
correct, I would like to hear from him.

The question before the House is that the
member for Gosnells be suspended from the
service of the House. I appoint the member for
Murray the .teller for the "Ayes", and the
member for Perth, teller for the "Noes".

Mr Pearce: On a point of order, Mr Speaker,
may I ask on what basis you chose the Deputy
Whip?

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no-
requirement for the Speaker to appoint any
particular member. As a matter of course, the
Speaker normally appoints as tellers the persons
who have been nominated as the Whips. On this
occasion the nominated Whip for the Opposition
was not in his place. I am certainly unaware of
any office of "Deputy Whip".

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Ayes 25
Mr Blaikie Mr O'Neil
Mr Clarke Mr Ridg
Sir Charles Court Mr Rushion
Mr Crane Mr Sibson
Mr Grayden Mr Sodernan
Mr Grewar Mr SprigMr Hassell M r S ttpcs
Mr Herzfeld Mr Tubby
Mr Laurence Mr Watt
Mr MacKinnon Mr Williams
M r Mensaros Mr Young
Mr Nasovich Mr Shalders
MrT Old (Teller)

Noes 13
Mr Bertram Mr Jamieson
Mr B. T. Burke Mr Pearce
Mr Carr Mr Skidmo re
Mr Davies Mr Tonkin
Mr H. D. Evans Mr Wilson
Mr Grill Mr T. J. Burke
MrlHodge

Ayes
Mr Coyne
Mr O'Connor
Mr P. V. Jones
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour

Pairs
Noes

Mr Taylor
MrT. D.Evans
Mr Bryce
Dr Troy
Mr Mclver

Question thus passed.

The member for Gosnells left the Chamber.

Committee Resumed

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Blaikie): I
was about to give an explanation of the central

Government buildings, My understanding is that
they would be the old Treasury building which is
quite removed and certainly apart from
Parliament House. As I indicated earlier, there
was ample opportunity under Part I-Parliament
to debate the other matters in relation to telex
and telephone facilities in Parliament House. I
ask the member for Welshpool to give
consideration to telex and telephone facilities in
Item No. 215.

Mr JAMIESON: Mr Deputy Chairman, your
explanation needs an explanation by the Premier,
because if the old Treasury 'buildings are costing
3250 000 a year for telephone and telex facilities,
God knows how much the others are costing. I
would hate to think the Premier is sanctioning all
this expense. I think members would have to
agree that the central Government buildings are
those within the reasonable centre of the city.

What I was about to say when 1 was
interrupted was that we must include the Leader
of the Opposition's phone (321 8993) and his
private line because they are paid for by the
Premier's Department, and this is the Premier's
vote. They are not paid for by the Joint House
Commnittee; therefore it is a justifiable argument
in connection with this particular estimate. I do
not know what we all got excited about. It is clear
there is a requirement to answer a question of this
sort when such phones are included in this item.

I was making the point that another telex being
allocated into the system where we have an
amount of $250 000 would not be a button off the
shint of the Premier or the Premier's accounts. It
would not be beyond the scope of reason for that
to be included in view of the previous decision to
which I referred and which was reported to the
Leader of the Opposition.

I would be very much surprised if the $250 000
referred only to the old Treasury building. There
must be more involved in that sort of amount. It
looks as though the allocation is for the main
central control of telephone systems in the central
area without considering the other departments
which have their own specific votes for telephones.

The Premier's Department surely must be one
of them. There is no other provision under the
Premier's Department referring to a telephone
payment except this one. The Premier's
Department includes the Leader of the
Opposition's suite. The Leader of the Opposition's
staff are paid by the Premier's Department; not
the Joint House Committee. So is the running of
his office. The Premier should make available
telex facilities to the Leader of the Opposition,
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even if it has to be on the basis of joint operation
within these precincts.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Before members get
the impression that this item covers the
straightout costs of telephones and telexes, I point
out it includes the salaries for telephone
operators. The reason for the increase this year is
to meet the higher salaries for switchboard and
telex operators, in the normal growth of current
usage. Members should not think this amount was
the figure paid to the PMG for the use of these
facilities.

As to the precise definition of central
Government buildings, I indicate I will get a
definition and make it available to members. I
know there is a definite definition in one of the
Government publications. Certainly, it does not
include Parliament House. I reiterate that a very
substantial part of this figure covers salaries paid
to telex and telephone operators.

Mr Davies: You are not suggesting it includes a
salaries item?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes. It includes
salaries and wages for switchboard and telex
operators.

Mr Davies: That is a funny place to include
salaries.

Item No. 219. Wiutenoom Assistance Scheme,
$90000-

Mr BERTRAM: Last year the figure for this
item was $10031. The allocation for this year is
nine times as much-$90 000. That is a
staggering increase and prompts me to inquire
why it should be occurring at this time. The
tragedy of Wittenoom is hardly something which
has just occurred. Whilst the increase is
appreciated, I cannot imagine $90 000 coming
anywhere near meeting some of the problems of
the Wittenoomn people.

In addition to this money, a trust has been
established by CSR Limited to assist people in
distress; people who find themselves in
unfortunate situations because of having lived and
worked at Wittenoom. There was a programme
on television recently concerning the
administration of the trust. I was surprised to note
what appeared to be a comparatively small sum of
money paid out by that trust in comparison to the
fairly significant administrative expenses for the
trustees of the fund. Those expenses seem to be, if
not inordinate, fairly significant. I would like to
know how this assistance scheme and that trust fit
together, why there has been such a large increase
to $90 000, how that money is to be spent, and
how the people are to be able to participate in the
distribution of that money.

061)n

Mr DAVIES: In view of the fact the assistance
scheme has been going only since just after this
time last year and only $10 03! has been spent,
this allocation of $90 000 is very large in view of
what has transpired.

We are all aware of the changed circumstances
and I have said it was a proper decision for the
Government to allow the people to decide whether
or not they stayed at Wittenoom, Is this 390 000
to be used to assist those people who are moving
from Wittenoom and settling elsewhere? I
understand the situation at Wittenoorn has
stabilised and no more people will be moving.
Perhaps some have moved already since the 1st
July to the present time. We would like an
explanation of this increase and what is hoped to
be accomplished with the expenditure of this
money.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The breakup of the
amount requested by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn and the Leader of the Opposition is as
follows-

Travel and Removal Grants
Purchase of Land
Assistance towards

$
12 000
10000

demolition of houses 5 000
Concessional Loans 60 000
Contingencies 3 000

$90000
This item was to make allowance for those people
wishing to relocate themselves in other areas. It is
in accordance with the formula announced, which
is an estimate made on the best information
available.

Vote put and passed.

Pr-ogress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again,

on motion by Sir Charles Court (Treasurer).

ADJOURNMENT OF THE
HOUSE: SPECIAL

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
a.am.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
10.30 a.m. today (Thursday).

Mr Davies: When did you firm on that?
Sir CHARLES COURT: It was agreed last

night.
Mr Davies: You merely mientioned it.
Sir CHARLES COURT: You agreed to it.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at11.12 am. (Thursday).
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HEALTH: FAMILY PLANNING
ASSOCIATION

clinics

2273. Mr MacKINNON,. to the Minister for
Health:

(I) What amount of funding was provided
for the Family Planning Association in
Western Australia in each of the last
five years. including 1978-79 and
estimated for 1979-80 by-
(a) the State Government; and
(b) the Commonwealth Government?

(2) What mechanism, if any, exists for the
State Government to exert some control
over the policies of the Family Planning
Association of Western Australia in
relation to its operations?

(3) In view of concern expressed by certain
parents in a television programme from
Melbourne, as a result of activities of
the Family Planning "action centre" in
that city, would he state if it is the
policy of the Family Planning
Association clinics in Western Australia
to-
(a) give contraceptive advice to

children under 16 of age without
first obtaining the consent of the
parents concerned;

(b) prescribe or issue contraceptives to
girls under 16 of age without
consulting the girls parents?

(4) When young single girls and boys
consult the Family Planning Association
clinics, do the clinic staff make a
practice of counselling those young
people against sexual relationships
outside of marriage or do they merely
instruct them in contraception?

Mr
(1)

YOUNG replied:
(a) State Government

Assistance

1975-76
1976-77
1977-78

6 500
6 500
7 500

Financial

1978-79 7 500 + $11658
(Rent)

1979-80 7 500 + $11 700
(Rent)

Between August 1975 and
June 1978 the organisation was
assisted with rent free premises
paid by Public Health vote
$20 670.

(b) Commonwealth
Financial Assistance

Government

(i) Health Programme
(Clinical Activity)

1975-76
1976-77
1977-78
1978-79
1979-80

69 356
129 947
165 509
1937186
184 000

Grant

(ii) Family Planning Programme
Grant (Non-clinical)-

$
1975-76
1976-77
1977 78
1978-79
1979-80

35 742
47 400
32000
32000
34000

(2) It is not a function of the State
Government to exert control over
voluntary organisations. However the
Family Planning Association must
comply with relevant legislation (for
example, Contraceptives Act, Medical
Act etc.).

(3) and (4) It would be more appropriate
for you to direct these questions to the
organisation.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Enrolment Claims

2274. MrJAMIESON to the Chief Secretary:

(1) In view of the fact that the recent
amendments to the Electoral Act have
now been proclaimed, have new
enrolment cards been supplied to all post
offices and clerks of courts offices
throughout the State, setting out the
new qualifications for witnessing such
enrolments?

(2) If not, what will be the position of old
cards being forwarded to the Electoral
Department for the purpose of new
enrolments?
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Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) and (2) New enrolment cards are being

despatched to all post offices, clerks of
courts, local government authorities,
Commonwealth Electoral Offices and
police and road traffic establishments
throughout the State and are scheduled
to be at those offices prior to the date
the amendment becomes effective.
If a claim for enrolment is received on
the old card, it will be accepted provided
it is correctly witnessed.

Mr C. T. MOLL
Shipment of Paintings and Possessions

2275. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Have the police had reports that two
weeks ago a consignment of valuable
paintings and other personal possessions
belonging to Mr Christo Moll were
shipped from Fremantle to his address in
the United Kingdom?

(2) Have they also had reports that a
further consignment of goods being held
by Brambles Manford at Fremantle in
the name of Quartermaine are also due
to be shipped next week to Mr Moll's
United Kingdom address?

(3) If "Yes" to (1) and (2), what action do
the police intend taking with regard to
establishing the true ownership of the
goods awaiting shipment and the
possibility of their seizure in the
interests of Mr Moll's many creditors in
Western Australia?

(4) If he is not aware of these reports, will
he have the appropriate investigations
made so that any necessary action may
be taken promptly?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(I) The Federal police have this

information.
(2) Yes.
(3) and (4) The Federal police are properly

inquiring into this information.

ROAD
Orrong Road

2276. Mr BRYCE, to the
Transport:

Minister for

How many houses have been purchased
by the Main Roads Department in
Orrong Road?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Ten.

TOWN PLANNING: METROPOLITAN
REGION PLANNING AUTHORITY

Orrong Road
2217. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Urban

Development and Town Planning:
How many houses have been purchased
by the Metropolitan Region Planning
Authority in Orrong Road?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
Eight.

COURTS: POLICE AND LOCAL
Canning: Establishment

2278. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:
(1) Is it a fact that Perth local and police

courts cannot cope with the ever
increasing workload of offenders
appearing before them?

(2) If "Yes", has any consideration been
given to the establishment of a court
complex being built in the Canning
district, similar to that which has been
built at Wanneroc?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), where would it be
established?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Further to questions (1) and (2), does

the Police Department own any property
in the Canning area for the
establishment of such a complex?

(6) If so, where?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Not applicable.
(4) Establishment of a court complex at

Armadale is proposed. Acquisition of a
site is also listed on the Crown Law
Department capital works programme
for 1979-80.

(5) and (6) No.
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HOSPITAL: PRINCESS MARGARET
HOSPITAL
Prescriptions

2279. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Is it a fact that parents who take their
children to the children's hospital for
emergency treatment or any other
treatment where a prescription is
required, are now obliged to pay for the
prescription?

(2) Is he aware that some of the
prescriptions which include antibiotics,
are very costly to the parents of the
patients?

(3) If answers to (1) and (2) are "Yes", how
long has this practice been in operation?

(4) Will he give his reasons why the practice
of providing prescriptions free to
patients has ceased?

Mr

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

YOUNG replied:
No. Where a prescription is required,
drugs are provided free of charge.
However, the hospital does not compete
with the normal service provided by
general practitioners and private
pharmacies and there may be occasions
when emergency supplies only are
provided and patients referred to the
private sector for continued treatment.
Yes, I am aware that this is quite
possible.
I am advised that thare has been no
significant change in policy.
Not applicable.

TRAFFIC

Albany Highway-Royal Street Intersection

2280. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) In view of the possibly ever increasing
traffic at the intersection of Royal
Street and Albany Highway, is he aware
there is a large bank up of traffic
morning and night at this intersection,
causing motorists to use both
northbound lanes of Royal Street, in
order to relieve the traffic pressure to
enter Kenwick?

(2) Is he further aware that motorists are
being continually booked for using the
left hand lane, which is a "left-hand
turn only" lane?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), will he take steps to
widen this intersection to allow a greater
flow of traffic across Albany Highway?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Investigations indicate that the problem
is essentially a morning peak problem.

(2) It is understood that the Road Traffic
Patrol has undertaken recent
enforcement action.

(3) Widening would require land acquisition
and is not proposed at this stage.

(4) Implementation of a right-hand
prohibition out of Royal Street into
Albany Highway at morning peak which
is being arranged, should ease the
problem.

LAND: RESUMPTIONS
Teranca Road, Mandurab

2281. Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Further to the land referred to in
question 2214 of 1979 relevant to land
resumption, and the answer provided,
does the Price paid refer to the total area
of land now being offered in part to
Messrs Havelin and in part to Messrs
Jones?

(2) What price is being asked for the land
now offered to--

(a) Messrs Havelin;
(b) Messrs Jones?

(3) What is the present zoning of this land?
(4) Can this land be sold only at current

market value or must discretion apply as
to the sale price?

(5) When did the Government acquire this
land?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yet.

(2) (a) $6 500. However, there has been an
error in the calculation of the
selling price and the offer will be
amended to $6 000.

(b) $6000.

(3) Residential.
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(4) (a) The relative part of section 29 of
the Public Works Act
states-". .. the Governor may,
after notice published in the
Gazette, cause the land to be sold
by public auction or private
contract, .. "

(b) Sale by either method would allow
some minor discretion as to sale
price.

(5) The 9th August. 1957.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Power Station: Muja

2282. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister
IFuel and Energy:

for

(1) What is the present annual coal burn at
the Muja power station, Collie?

(2) Will he advise of the coal supplied by
the Griffin Coal Mining Company and
Western Collieries to this power station
on an annual basis?

(3) When the additional 2 x 200mg units
come onto load, what additional coal
will be required on an annual basis?)

(4) Will the additional coal orders be
granted to both companies on a 50-50
basis?

(5) If answer to question (4) is "No", what
will be the basis used to determine the
contracts for the supply of the additional
coal?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Approximately 1 100000 tonnes per

year.
(2) All of the coal supplied to Muja

presently comes from the Griffin Coal
Mining Company.

(3) Approximately 2 100 000 tonnes of coal
per year.

(4)
(5)

No.
The coal contracts are a matter of
commercial negotiation between the
State Energy Commission and the two
coalmining companies in the Collie area.
Contracts are negotiated for the
commission's total coal requirement and
not specifically allocated to individual
power stations. The additional coal for
Muja power station will come from the
Griffin Coal Mining Company in the
main.

ENERGY: ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Power Station: Muja

2283. Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:
(1) What is the present strength of workers

employed by the commission at the
Muja power station?

(2) What is the anticipated work force that
will be employed when the two new
units come onto toad at the station?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) 223, excluding apprentices and trainee

plant operators.
(2) 279, excluding apprentices and trainee

plant operators, with this number
increasing to approximately 340 as the
station comes into full operation, as
after the 12 months maintenance period
expires the contractors' maintenance
staff will have to be replaced by SEC
employees.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Carnarvon Shire

2284. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Will she please table a copy of the

auditor's report prepared by Mr Biremnan
and dated the 23rd October, 1979
concerning the Carnarvon Shire?

(2) Will she please advise the House of the
latest situation with regard to action on
this report?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) I am not aware of an auditor's report

dated the 23rd October, 1979, although
audit notes of that date were left with
the Shire of Carnarvon. I will not table
those notes.

(2) The audit notes raised a number of
questions all of which have not yet been
finally resolved.
Inquiries are being made to have the
major issues clarified.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Auditors' LegalI Opinions

2285. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Where a Local Government Department

auditor requests a council to obtain a
legal opinion on certain matters as
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contained in his report, whose
responsibility is it to acquire such a legal
opinion?

(2) What responsibility is there for-

(a) the shire clerk;
(b) the shire president,

to act on such a legal opinion?
(3) Is it a fact that there is a minute on the

books of the Carnarvon Shire forbidding
the shire president from seeking legal
advice from the council's Solicitors on a
matter of council business?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Section 633 of the Local Government
Act provides as follows-

The auditor may, at the expense of
the council, obtain and act upon
legal opinion on a question arising
in the course of an audit.

In a ease where an auditor requested the
council to obtain legal opinion it would
be expected that the council would
direct that the opinion be obtained at its
expense.

(2) It would depend entirely on the nature
of the opinion. However, it would be a
normal procedure for a shire clerk to
bring legal advice to the attention of his
council.

(3) Departmental officers have been advised
verbally that this is so but it has not
been confirmed.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Shire Clerk's Advance Account

2286. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Has she seen the article in the News of
the North supplement of The West
Australian of Tuesday the 13th
November, 1979 headed "Council
dispute over contract"?

(2) In particular, has she seen the reference
to a job being broken down into a series
of "48-hour plant hire agreements",
each worth less than $4 000 in order to
avoid the need to call tenders?

(3) Further to her answer to question 2231
of 1979 relating to payments from a
shire clerk's advance account, will she
have the above situation examined and
report to the House at the earliest
opportunity?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 have seen the reference to a series of

48-hour plant hire agreements each
worth less than $4 000.

(3) 1 am unaware of the relevance of the
previous two questions to my answer to
question 2231. Inquiries in respect of the
work referred to are already in hand.

HEALTH: TOBACCO PRODUCTS
'Smoke-out" Day

2287. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Is he taking action to have a "smoke
out" day in this State along the lines of
"smoke-out" day which is celebrated in
the United States?

(2) If "Yes", when is the first celebration
likely to be enjoyed?

(3) If "No", why?
Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:
(1) The Government is aware that "smoke-

out" days have been conducted in the
Eastern States and in other countries
and that they have been regarded as
worth while. The Department of Health
and Medical Services is examining the
whole question of smoking in the context
of health promotion, with particular
reference to health education initiatives.
This is one of a number of options being
considered.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS
ACT

Revenue

2288. Mr BERTRAM, to the
representing the Attorney General:

Minister

(1) Is it a fact that real estate agents are
Currently alleging that the new Real
Estate and Business Agents Act is being
used as a revenue raising exercise?
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(2) Is it a fact that agents who under the old
Act paid $50 per annumn for a licence in
some cases are now being required to
have two licences and to pay therefor as
much as 31 000?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1)
(2)

I have not heard of such allegations.
The basic licence fee under the Land
Agents Act was $50 per annum. The fee
under the new Act is $180 per
triennium. Previously only individuals
were licensed. The new Act requires a
body corporate to be specifically
licensed. In addition, one or more
individuals connected with a body
corporate must hold a licence as persons
in control of the firm's operations. The
total fee will vary with the
circumstances of the firm. The fees are
reasonable having regard to the service
provided and the cost to the
Government. It is not anticipated that
revenue will meet the total cost.

LEGAL AID COMMISSION
North-west

2289. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister
representing the Attorney Genera!:
(1) Is it a fact that the Legal Aid

Commission is about to institute an air
legal aid service to the north?

(2) When will this service commence?
(3) How much will it cost?
(4) Who is paying for it?
(5) How long is this service to continue?
(6) Why has the Government been so long

in establishing this very necessary
service?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1)
(2)

Yes.
February, 1980.

(3) Approximately $2 800 per month.
(4) The Commonwealth and State

Governments.
(5) The current allocation will cover the

service until June, 1980. Provision for its
continuance thereafter will be made in
future estimates of the commission.

(6) The service was operated previously by
the Law Society and once on an
experiemental basis by the commission.
The commission was unable to continue
the service due to a lack of funds.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT
Disclosure of Interests

2290. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Further to his answer to question 2130
of 1979 relevant to the disclosure of
member's interests, how much longer
will it be before the Prime Minister
makes the Bowen report available
bearing in mind that he received it three
or more months ago?

(2) What is said to be the reason for this
delay?

Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:
(1) and (2) 1 could not be expected to

an swer such a question as it is not
related to any decision over which I have
responsibility.
In any case, the honourable member will
be aware of the current indisposition of
the Prime Minister.

COMPANIES
Donations to Political Parties

2291. Mr BERTRAM, to the Premier:

(1) Does his Government have any objection
to companies being required by law to
disclose to their shareholders and/or to
the public the fact that they have made
donations to-
(a) politicians;
(b) political candidates;
(c) political parties?

(2) If "Yes", why?
Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have already indicated that it

is not intended to introduce legislation in
relation to this subject other than on a
uniform basis under our arrangement
with other States.
The Government does not have any
preconceived views on the matter and
would expect to discuss any questions in
relation to possible company law
changes with the same parties without
pre-empting any such discussions.

2292. This question was postponed.

5127



5128 ASSEMBLY]

ELECTORAL ROLLS
Joint

2293. Mr BERTRAM, to the Treasurer:

(1) Further to the Chief Secretary's answer
to question 2227 of the 15th November,
1979 relevant to electoral rolls, will he
supply particulars of the evidence which
justified the Treasury advising the Chief
Secretary that "the implied cost savings
were seen to be illusory"?

(2) If "No", why?
Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:
(1) and (2) No. A conjoint inquiry carried

out by Commonwealth and State
authorities was examined by the State
Treasury Department. The Government
considered these reports and decided, as
indicated in my reply to question 2127,
that the implied cost savings were seen
to be illusory.

HEALTH: DRUGS
Heroin: Use for Terminal Patients

2294. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

Further to his answer to question 2223
of the 15th November, 1979 on how
many occasions since March 1979, has
the question of the use of heroin in
terminal cases been discussed by the
National Standing Committee on
control of drugs of dependence, and how
much longer will it be before a decision
is made?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Twice. It is not known when a decision
will be made.

PARLIAMENTARY PRIVILEGES ACT
Amendment

2295. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

Further to his answer to question 2131
of 1979, what were the
recommendations which he made in
respect of the Parliamentary Privileges
Act and to whom and when were they
made?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
The recommendations were referred to
in a Press statement issued by the
Premier on the 11th July, 1977. The
honourable member would be aware of
the recommendations as The West
Australian newspaper of the 13th July,
1977, contains a report of his comments
on them.

MINING, AND ALUMINA REFINERIES

Nickel, Manganese, Bauxite, Alumina, and
Aluminium

2296. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Mines:

(1) Why are the statistics on quantity and
value in the production of bauxite,
alumina, aluminium, nickel and
manganese production in Western
Australia not available as is the case of
other mineral production for export?

(2) Will he obtain and make available these
statistics for the last five years?

(3) Could he request the regular supply of
these statistics in future?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (3) The quantity and estimated value

of alumina, nickel, and manganese
produced in Western Australia during
the past ive years have been published
in the Department of Mines' annual
reports for those years, and are as
follows:-

Value
Dollars

Tonnes Australian
Alumina

1974
1975
1976
1977
1978

Nickel
Concentrates

1974
1975
1976
1977
1978

Nickel Ore
1974
1975
1976

I 981 205
2 230 255
3 120057
3456987
3 470 380

368 257
418 025
457 490
455 588
404 528

68 791
72 360
73 336

124800000
161 479900
249 604 540
276 558 960
2717630400

121 458 359
177 828 528
222 7817660
241 322717
179 630 243

4833 775
5960114
6045089
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Nickel Ore
1977
1978

Manganese
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978

Tonnes
71 541
64 413

18 107
11 140

Nil
2 267

922
No bauxite or aluminium
exported in those years.

Valuc
Dollars

Australian
7 049 104
6458 162

336 655
195 938

Nil
39 663
16 140

has been

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT
International Association of Trichologists

2297. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Was the Education Department

responsible for bringing to Perth a
member of the International Association
of Trichologists recently?

(2) If so-

Mr

(1)
(2)

(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)

Old

who was the person;
for how long was he here;
what work was done by him;
what was the cost involved?

(for Mr P. V. JONES) replied:
I am advised this was so.
(a) Dr David Salanger, President,

International Association of
Trichologists.

(b) Midday, the 9th October, 1979. to
midday, the 10th October, 1979.

(c) (i) Address and discussion of
trichology with hairdressing
industry, TED hairdressing
staff, on trichology in
hairdressing and trichology
certification.

(ii) Discussion and finalisation of
the implementation of a
trichology certification course
through the Technical
Education Division.

(d) The cost of a return air fare
Sydney-Perth. All other Perth costs
were paid by the Master Ladies and
Master Gentlemen's Hairdressing
Associations, and cost USA-Sydney
was paid by three NSW
hairdressers undertaking certifica-
tion examinations.

WAGE INDEXATION
National Wage Case: State Government

submission
2298. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour

and Industry:

Will he provide details of the Western
Australian Government's submission to
the current national wage case?

Mr Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
The Western Australian Government's
submissions in the current national wage
case are expected to be announced to the
Commonwealth Conciliation and
Arbitration Commission late on
Thursday, the 22nd November, 1979.
It would be improper to announce those
submissions before they have been put to
the commission in the first place.

PUBLIC SERVANTS
Salary Increase

2299. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

When will a decision be made on a pay
rise for members of the Western
Australian Public Service?

Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:

The Public Service Board is considering
all aspects of a claim by the Civil
Service Association for a 15 per cent
salary increase for all public servants
covered by awards and agreements
under the Public Service Arbitration
Act. The board has advised the
association in discussions that it could
not contemplate a 15 per cent "across
the board" increase to all public servants
and that a matter of such seriousness
and complexity could not be dealt with
as quickly as the 21st November, 1979,
the date by which the association
requested an answer.
The board is currently engaged in
examining a number of matters which
have relevance to the association's claim
and I am informed the board is not yet
able to indicate a date by which it will
have formulated some proposals for
Government consideration.
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STATE FINANCE
Commonwealth-State Tax Sharing Arrangements

2300. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) When do the Commonwealth-State tax-
sharing arrangements expire?

(2) When will the Australian Government
and the State Government be discussing
a new tax-sharing arrangement?

(3) What will be the basis of the Western
Australian Government submission?

Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:
(1) and (2) The Commonwealth-State

personal income tax sharing scheme
contains ongoing arrangements which
are subject to periodic review. Some
changes have already been introduced
following discussion at Premiers'
Conferences and at the forthcoming
Premiers' Conference possible
alternatives to the short-term formula
guarantee will be discussed.
Under the existing arrangements there is
a guarantee that in the first four years
to 1979-80 State entitlements in any
year will not be less than the amount
which would have been yielded by the
operation of the old financial assistance
grants formula.
The first formal review of the operation
of the entire tax sharing scheme is
scheduled some time before the end of
1980-SI.

(3) In the above context I am not sure what
is meant by this question, but we will be
seeking at Premiers' Conferences and
through any future submissions, the best
possible financial deal for the State in
order to protect our revenue and to meet
our expenditure commitments. As to the
guarantee we will be pressing for a
continuation of the current
arrangements or for adequate
alternative provisions.

HEALTH
Meat Inspection Fees

2301. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) What was the total cost of meat
inspection incurred by the State
Government in the last financial year?

(2) Of this amount how much was incurred
in export abattoirs?

(3) What was the cost of meat inspection
services incurred by the Federal
Government in export abattoirs in
Western Australia in the last financial
year?

(4) What would be the estimated saving in
meat inspection charges in Western
Australia by a single inspection service?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) $269 178.
(2) All.
(3) Not known. This is a matter for the

Federal Government.
(4) The intention of this question is not

clear, but it would appear that the
answer is nil.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Gosniells City Council

2302. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Has she received an appeal from Mr G.
Gregory of Lot I Evelyn Street,
Gosnells, against aspects of Gosinells
City Council's town plan 10 as they
relate to development of his property?

(2) If so, when does she expect to be able to
make a decision on this matter?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) A submission in the form of an

objection was submitted to the council in
accordance with the provisions for the
making of a town planning scheme and I
have given final approval to the scheme.
The scheme, as modified in accordance
with my decision, will be published as
soon as documentation is completed.

MISS JENNY PELL
Employee: Complaint

2303. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Did his department receive a phoned
complaint from Mr John Kimpberger of
61 Terence Street, Gosnells, on Monday,
the 19th November. 1979?
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(2) If so, was Mr Kumpberger's complaint
that he had worked 93 hours in one
week for a travelling carnival operated
by Miss Jenny Pell for which he received
payment of $143?

(3) What powers does the Government have
to correct abuses of this kind?

(4) Is Miss Pell continuing to advertise for
employees for her carnival?

(5) If so, has his department taken any steps
to ascertain the conditions under which
employees are working?

Mr

(1)
(3)

(2) In view of the likelihood (bat the 8 000
registered as unemployed in this age
group on the 9th October will be
substantially added to by school leavers
in the next few months, what special
measures does the Government intend to
take in recognition of the apparent
residual problems likely to go on
affecting the unemployed in this age
group?

Mr

(I)
Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
and (2) Yes.
None. This area of employment is award
free and, therefore, there is no legally
binding obligation on the employer to
pay the adult minimum wage or any
overtime. In order for an obligation to
exist a trade union would be required to
seek award coverage through the
Industrial Commission for this group of
workers.
In future this will be overcome by clause
50 of the new Industrial Arbitration Bill
before the Parliament. If the
commission was to make a general order
for the minimum wage and other
conditions applying to all employees
whether under an award or not, the
employee would be entitled to take the
case before the industrial magistrate for
a breach of the order.

(4) and (5) I am not aware of any
advertising for employees by Miss Pell.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT:
YOUTH

Residual Problems

2304. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(1) As the Minister responsible for the day-

to-day handling of the Government's
employment policy, is he aware of the
possible structural changes in the labour
market, which indicate a substantial
decrease in job opportunities available to
the 15 to 19-year-old age group as a
trend which is likely to persist in spite of
new development projects and job
opportunities for skilled workers and
those in older age groups?

Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
and (2) This question assumed that
structural change is responsible for
increased unemployment in this State of
the 15 to 19 year-old age group.
However, because of the structure of
industry this is less likely to be the case
in Western Australia than in the
Eastern States which have a more
significant manufacturing sector. The
Crawford Inquiry report confirms this.
Further development projects will have a
major impact in reducing unemployment
in all age categories as both direct and
indirect employment opportunities will
flow throughout the economy.

The Government, however, has been
concerned with the level of
unemployment among younger people
and has taken significant steps to reduce
this. For example, the Government has
established the Youth Employment and
Special Training Unit within the
Department of Labour and Industry; a
substantial number of the people who
wilt commence in the special training
programme early next year will come
from these age groups: the Government
has increased funding of the capital
works programme in the Budget to
increase employment and has provided
funds for the training in the Government
service of a further 250 young people
under the Special Youth Employment
Training Programme.

The Government does not take a
pessimistic view and in view of the fact
that less than 6 per cent of last year's
school leavers were unemployed at the
end of September, the Government is
confident that most of this year's school
leavers will ind employment,
particularly as the State's economy
continues to improve.
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DRAINAGE RATES
Noranda

2305. Mr WILSON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:

(1) Is it a fact that residents in Coulsen
Close, Noranda, have become liable to
pay drainage rates as of the 1st July,
1979?

(2) If "Yes", can he explain why accounts
for drainage rates have been issued only
as part of a second account recently
received to residents who have chosen to
pay their water rates account in two
moieties?

(3) When may those residents who have
already paid their water rates in full,
expect to receive their account for
drainage rates?

(4) Is it a fact that although such accounts
indicate no specified date for payment,
they include the statement that
"Properties for which accounts are in
arrears 30 days after due date for
payment will be subject to cut off
without notice"?

(5) What is the due date for payment of
these recently advised initial drainage
rates?

(6) Is the omission of a specified date for
payment meant to intimidate people into
paying their accounts earlier then they
need to, in order to boost revenue?

(7) If "No" to (6), why have those people
concerned not been provided with a
clearer indication of the time they are
allowed for payment of these rates?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Any such rate account issued in the

course of the year automatically
includes the balance of unpaid rates.

(3) All accounts for the drainage irate in this
area were forwarded within the week
Sth-9th November, 1979.

(4) Yes.
(5) First moiety is payable within 14 days

(6)
(7)

after due service of account, as advised
on reverse of the account.
No.
See answer to (5).

WATER SUPPLIES
Rates: Payments in Two Moieties

2306. Mr WILSON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Water
Supplies:

(1) Does the Metropolitan Water Board
now issue second accounts in cases
where people choose to pay their
accounts in two moieties?

(2) If "Yes", when was this procedure
introduced and for what reason?

Mr RIDGE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) For many years an account has been

forwarded in January each year to
advise that balance of account is due
and payable.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS
joint Syllabus Committee, and English Literature

Novels

2307. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education;

(1) To whom is the joint syllabus committee
accountable for its choice of literature to
be studied in Government secondary
schools?

(2) Who is responsible for appointing the
members of this committee and what are
the terms of their appointment?

(3) (a) Is there any provision for the
removal of members from the
committee;, and

(b) if there is, on what terms may this
occur?

(4) (a) Are there representatives of parent
organisations on this committee;
and

(b) if not, why not?

(5) Is his department concerned about the
possibility that in cases where parents
feel forced to approach a school
administration to object about their
children studying literature they would
not themselves want their children to
study, the children concerned are
ostracised?
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Mr Old (for Mr P. V. JONES) replied:
(1) The Joint Syllabus Committee is

responsible to the Board of Secondary
Education and the Tertiary Admissions
Examinations Committee. These bodies
approve courses of study for
Government and non-Government
secondary schools.

(2) The Board of Secondary Education
appoints members nominated by
Government and non-Government
secondary schools, and the Tertiary
Admissions Examinations Committee
appoints members nominated by the
tertiary institutions. Members of the
joint syllabus committee are appointed
for a two-year term.

(3) (a) and (b) No explicit provisions exist
for the removal of members.

(4) (a) No.
(b) This is a decision taken by the

Tertiary Admissions Committee
and the Board of Secondary
Education, although it is currently
being reviewed.

(5) This is a hypothetical question which
impugns schools, teachers, and parents.

RAILWAYS: ELECTRIFICATION
Fuel Conservation

2308. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Further to question 2181 of the 15th
November, 1979, re electrification of
freight trains, when did studies into
electrifying sections of Westrail
commence?

(2) Who is carrying out the studies and
when are they likely to be completed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Current studies commenced in August,

1979.
(2) Westrail's technical staff. Completion is

anticipated early in the New Year.

HOSPITAL: FREMANTLE

Annexes

2309. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Is it the intention of the Fremantle

Hospital to close any of its annexes?
(2) If so, for what reason and when?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2) There is no firm intention at this
time. A complete reassessment of the
position will be made in 1981 on
completion of the major building works
which are in progress at Fremantle
Hospital.
It must be recognised that there are
major hospital building works currently
in hand also at other metropolitan
teaching hospitals.
The effect of these will have to be
assessed before a decision cant be
reached on the need to close any of the
existing annexes.

HEALTH: ALCOHOL AND DRUG
DEPENDENCY

Voluntary Agencies

2310. Mr HARMAN, to the Minister
Health:

for

Adverting to question 1733 of 1979
concerning allocation of finance to
voluntary agencies for 1979-80, can he
now advise details?

Mr YOUNG replied:

I have written to the honourable
member providing details of grants to
the respective voluntary agencies but as
yet the letter would not have reached
him.

Details are as follows--

Eastern GoldficLds Halrway House Committee
(IIalgalie)....I......................................

Souilh West Advisosy Coustil (Dunbury)..........
Roeth Halfway House Committee (Gemldtoo)._
Serenity Ladge Inc. .........................
Daughters of Charity (De Pael Centre) ..........
Wesley Central Missi......................
ACKAH ....................................

Jesus People Tneorporated ..................
Holyoske City Centre ..............................
Mendurab Foundation ..............................
MiUMr Communtity Conuittee--........

om"g Car

15001D
6iODD

11400
120ODD
14 SW0
14 520
7300
6500

14000
52W0
63W0

25300
20ODD
3000
300
1000

3 60D

There are several other submissions
currently being considered by the
authority; however, as these are still in
the negotiation stage, details are not
included in the above.
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EDUCATION TEACHERS
Graduations, and Positions Available in 1980

2311. Mr HARMANy, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) How many persons will graduate this
year as teachers eligible for employment
in-

(a) the primary section;
(b) the secondary section;

in 1980?
(2) H-ow many positions are available for

primary and secondary teachers in the-

(a) State school system; and
(b) private school system?

Mr Old (for Mr P. V. JONES) replied:

(1) The following are the best estimates
available for 1990-
(a) Pre-Primary-109.

Primary-760.
(b) Secondary-704.

(2) (a) It is not possible at this stage to
give any accurate estimate of the
number of positions that might be
available in Government schools.

(b) The Education Department has no
information of this sort relating to
non-Government schools.

FIRE BRIGADES

Campbell Committee

2312. Mr H-ODGE, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Is it a fact that the "Campbell
committee", which was established in
1976 to consider the implementation of
a proposed scheme to spread the burden
of fire brigade costs more equitably,
handed its report to the Government in
January 1977?

(2) (a) Has the Campbell committee report
been tabled in Parliament;

(b) if "Yes", on what date;
(c) if "No", why is it being suppressed?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) No.
(b) Not applicable.

(c) Its observations have been used in
considering a number of problem
areas, some of which have been
resolved by recent legislation. It is
not normal to table inter-
departmental reports.

*INDUSTRIAL DISEASES

Statistics

2313. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) With reference to statistics related to
occupational diseases on "Appendix D"
page 28 of the Department of Labour
and Industry Annual Report of 1978,
could he explain why the following
diseases are not included-
(a) noise induced bearing loss;
(b) asbestosis;
(c) mesothelioma;
(d) pneumoconiosis?

(2) Are the two cases of "diseases of the ear
and mastoid process" in the report
mentioned above, attributed to
industrial noise?

Mr Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
(1) and (2) The statistics published in the

annual report are not compiled by the
Department of Labour and Industry, but
are made available by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics from information
they receive from workers'
compensation cases closed during the
year. Individual details are confidential
and not supplied to the department.

HEALTH
Asbestosis, Mesothelioma, Pneumoconiosis, and

Noise Induced Hearing Loss

23 14. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

How many cases of the following
occupational diseases has the Public
Health Department recorded each year
since 1973 and to date this year-
(a) noise induced hearing loss;
(b) asbestosis;
(c) mesothelioma;
(d) pneumoconiosis?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
(a) Approximate figures for noise-

induced hearing loss equal to or
greater than 20 dB in any of the
following frequencies: 2 000, 3 000,
4 000, 6 000 Hz.

1973
1974
1975
1976
1977
1978
1979

559
1 788

635
961
235
141
118

Miners with:
(b) Asbestosis

1973 1
1974 1
1975 4
1976 2
1977 0
1978 2
1979 5

(c) Mesothelioma
1973 1
1974 1
1975 6
1976 3
1977 4
1978 10
1979 3

(d) Pneumoconiosis (Silicosis)
1973 21
1974 31
1975 35
1976 20
1977 18
1978 17
1979 13

DEPARTMENT OF LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY

Safety Seminar

2315. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(1) What was the total cost of the safety

seminar held on the 20th November at
Park Towers Hotel?

(2) What portion or the expense for the
seminar was borne by-
(a) Federal Government;
(b) State Government;
(c) other organisations?

(3) Is it a fact that the Under Secretary of
the Department of Labour and Industry
wrote and invited a number of
organisations to attend a meeting in
January, 1979 to discuss arrangements
for holding a safety seminar?

(4) Is it a fact that at a meeting held on the
6th floor of Willmar House at 3.00 p.m.
on the 18th January, 1979, the
chairman, a senior officer of the
Department of Labour and Industry,
asked the representatives of the Trades
and Labor Council and the
Confederation of Industry if their
respective organisations would donate
$2 000 each to the Government to assist
it to run a one-day safety seminar?

(5) Is it a fact that at a further meeting held
at the same venue on the 2nd February,
1979, both the Trades and Labor
Council and the Confederation of
Industry informed the chairman that
they would not make a donation of
$2 000?

(6) Why does the Government consider
that, of all the areas of responsibility
that a State Government has, industrial
safety is something that should be partly
Financed by donations from outside
organisations?

(7) Does the Government believe that the
holding of a one-day seminar at
considerable expense is the most
efficient and effective method of
reducing the State's industrial accident
record?

Mr Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:

(1) The safety seminar in question is being
held today, the 21st November. The
total cost factor has not yet been
actually established, but it is estimated
that approximately 350 persons will
attend and overall costs will be around
$7 000-$8 000.

(2) (a) to (c) With the exception of $250
donated by *the Safety Institute of
Australia, the whole cost of the seminar
will be borne by the State Government.

(3) Yes.
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(4) and (5) A meeting was held on the 18th
January, 1979; this was an initial
meeting to plan and generally discuss
relevant matters, including cost
disbursement. Organisations
participating in the planning were asked
if they would be prepared to assist in
sharing the cost of the seminar. No
specific amounts were mentioned.
However, the organisations indicated
that they were not in a position to
contribute. The Safety Institute of
Australia subsequently made a
voluntary donation of $250 towards the
cost.

(6) The Seminar was planned and managed
as a joint effort by several organisations
in conjunction with the Department of'
Labour and Industry as a special safety
project in the State's 150th Anniversary
Year. The organisations were given the
opportunity to contribute towards the
overall cost if' they so wished. However.
there was no compulsion whatsoever.

(7) The State Government already
effectively promotes industrial safety in
a number of ways. This Seminar was
planned as a contribution to the WAY
'79 Anniversary Celebration and to
further promote industrial safety. It is
an effective method of conveying an
important message to persons involved
over a wide spectrum of industry.

HEALTH: NOISE
Industry: Regulations

2316. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to question 2030 of 1979
relevant to noise exposure levels, when
does the Government intend amending
the Noise Abatement Act, 1972 to
enable the new hearing conservation
regulations to be brought into force?

(2) (a) Does the Government intend
adopting the National Health and
Medical Research Council's
recommendation that provides for
the maximum noise exposure level
of 85 dB(A) to be phased in over a
live-year period;

(b) if not, why not?

(3) In view of the fact that studies by the
United States Environmental Protection
Authority have shown that 10 per cent
of workers exposed to levels of 90
dB (A) for eight hours over a 10-year
period lose at least 24 dB of their
hearing, is the Government concerned
that the proposed regulations will allow
this situation to legally continue in
Western Australia?

Mr
(1)

YOUNG replied:
Proposed amendments will be considered
for enactment in the next session of
Parliament.

(2) (a)
(b)

No.
This recommendation and many
others will be studied by the
appropriate committees concerned
with hearing conservation in
industry regulations and the
feasibility of phasing in 85 d8 (A)
over a given time period studied. A
recent economic impact study
publication by the Occupational
Safety & Health Act in the United
States concluded that industry
would have to spend S$10.5 billion to
comply with engineering
requirements for a 90 dB (A)
standard, and $18.5 billion to meet
an 85 dBi (A) standard.

(3) A requirement for audiometry, which
will be included in the regulations, will
help to identify that section of the
working population who would be likely
to be affected by the 90 dBi (A) level
rather than the 85 dBi (A) level before
an unacceptable effect on hearing would
be likely to occur.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Auditors' Reports: Prosecutions by President

2317. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Is it a fact that where a shire president
launches a prosecution arising from an
auditor's report on his shire, he is
personally liable for any costs involved?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The question seeks an answer in the
nature of a legal opinion and I am not in
a position to provide such an opinion.
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However, I can say that, although
section 646 of the Local Government
Act provides that the clerk or a council
officer appointed for the purpose may
represent the municipality or the council
in certain court proceedings and that
they shall be reimbursed from funds of
the municipality for expenses so
incurred, I am not aware of any similar
provision in relation to a shire president.

HOSPITAL
Nannup

2318. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Works:
(1) Is he aware that the septic tank system

at the Nannup Hospital is not
functioning satisfactorily and that
effluent reaches the N annu p- Bridgetown
road and adjoining householders are
distressed by offensive odours?

(2) (a) Is it intended to rectify this
situation; and

(b) if so, what action is it proposed to
take;,

(c) when will such remedial action
commence?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) Yes.

(b) It is proposed to dispose of effluent
from the hospital into an
evaporation pond away from the
hospital site.

(c) As soon as the system has been
designed and suitable land made
available.

COURTS
Files; Examination by Collection Agencies and

Credit Bureaus

2319. Mr WILSON, toi the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

(1) Can he confirm that court iles including
details of writs lodged at the courts for
subsequent service by the Australian
Taxation Office are available for
examination by collection agencies,
credit bureaus and similar
organisations?

(2) If "Yes", is he aware that details
obtained from these' files are used by
such organisations to solicit for
business?

(3) Is the Government happy with the use
being made of information obtained by
such organisations from court files?

(4) If "No" to (3), what action is he
proposing to take to curb such
practices?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Any person can search court records on

payment of a fee.
(2) No.
(3) These organisations are seen as

supportive of normal commercial
operations involving credit
arrangements.
There have been no reported
circumstances which give cause for
concern.

(4) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION BILL

Explanatory Brochure

1. Mr SHALDERS, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

In view of the ban placed by the printing
union on the Government brochure
explaining the Industrial Arbitration
Bill, will the Minister advise-
(1) Whether the brochure will be

printed?
(2) If so, when is it expected to be

available?
(3) Will copies be freely available both

to members of Parliament and to
the public?

Mr Jamieson: Who wrote that for you?
Mr Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:

(1) to (3) The Minister for Labour and
Industry has informed me that he
received prior notice of this
question from the member for
Murray. He informs me also that
the document in question has been
printed, and it will be available to
members of Parliament and to
members of the public.
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BUILDING INDUSTRY
Builders' Registra Lion Act: Area of Jurisdiction

2. Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Is it true that the second schedule to the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage,
and Drainage Act which among other
things defined the area of the State to
which the Builders' Registration Act
applied was repealed in 1967?

(2) On what date was an Order-in-Council
made to redefine the area of jurisdiction
of the Builders' Registration Act
Covered by the second schedule to the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage,
and Drainage Act?

Mr Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied;

I thank the member for Swan for some
notice of the question. The answer is as
follows-

(1)
(2)

Yes.
No Order-in-Council was made to
redefine the area of jurisdiction of
the Builders' Registration Act.
However, a validating provision has
been included in the Builders'
Registration Act Amendment Dill,
1979 (Na. 3) now before the
Parliament to validate registration
of builders and other actions by the
board in the area concerned.

POLICE
Miss Susan Mills

3. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police and
Traffic:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a report in
today's issue of the Daily News that the
mother of Miss Susan Mills who was
found murdered in a car near Mandurah
yesterday was very upset about the
apparent disinterest and lack of co-
operation on the part of the police when
she reported her daughter missing?

(2) for how tong did the police wait before
following up the report, and how long do
they usually wait before following up
such reports?

(3) Can he explain why the girl's father was
able to locate her body ahead of the
police?

(4) Will he have urgent investigations made
into the procedure adopted by the police
in following up reports of missing
persons and, in particular, into the
procedure adopted by the police in this
case, and report back to the Parliament
on this matter at an early date?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) to (4) 1 must say I have read only the

headline on the front page of the paper;
I have not read the story. Therefore, I
am not aware of the circumstances
mentioned by the honourable member.
However, in order that he may receive a
considered answer to the question, I
suggest that it be placed on the notice
paper.

HANK HOLIDAYS

Christmas Eve and New Year's Eve
4. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Labour and

Industry:

(1) Further to his answer to question 2271
of 1979, can he say whether any
consideration was given to the situation
affecting young bank officers in country
areas who are away from their homes
and families and will have little time to
spend with them during a time which in
the old tradition is "a family time"?

(2) If "No" to (1), is he prepared to give
some consideration to those in this
position?

(3) Why has a distinction been made
between members of the State Public
Service and bank officers. in this regard?

(4) Is he prepared to give further
consideration to at least one of the days,
namely, the 31st December, being
declared a bank holiday on the basis
that this day would cause less
inconvenience to the public?

Mr Ridge (for Mr O'CONNOR) replied:
The Minister for Labour and Industry
has provided the following answer-
(1) Yes. This point has been raised on

other occasions.
(2) Answered by (1).
(3) The State Public Service holidays

are fixed by Regulation 12 of the
Public Service Regulations.

(4) No.
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