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is very little to be answered. However, I made for a medical practitioner
want to thank members for supporting the
Bill. even though they did so grudgingly.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Cownitfs'o o
Bill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Sir

Charles Court (Treasurer), and trans-
mitted to the Council.

House adjourned at 12.27 a.m.
(Wednesday).

?ilgtolatiur Tffuutrit
Wednesday, the 13th August, 1975

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
HOSPITALS

Private Consulting Facilities

The Hon. H. W. GAYFE:R. to the Min-
ister for Health:

Has the Government made it pos-
sible for doctors to have the use
of private consulting facilities at
public hospitals under the Hos-
pital Agreement between the
Commonwealth and State?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
I thank the Hon. H. W. Gayfer
for giving me prior notice of this
question, the reply to which is as
follow--

Under the terms of the Hos-
pital Agreement between the
Commonwealth and State all
out-patient attendances at a
recognised hospital must be
free of charge to the patient.
A private medical practitioner
is entitled to charge for a con-
sultation cardied out in his pri-
vate consulting rooms.
If a medical practitioner in-
tends to charge for a patient
consultation, it Is essential that
the place of the consultation is
recognised as a private consult-
ing area.
Where it has been found
necessary for a doctor to visit
a hospital in a private consult-
ing capacity on a casual basis,
a charge of $10 per day for the
use of a consulting room ap-
plies. Where arrangements are

2.

to have the use of private con-
sulting rooms within a hospital
on a continuing basis, the
charge Is $25 per day.

QUESTIONS (15): ON NOTICE

1. ROAD TRAF71C AUTHORITY
Personnel and Cost

The Hon. R. THOMPSON, to the
Minister for Health representing the
Minister for Police and Traffic:
(1) What is the current force of the

Road Traffic Patrol?
(2) HOW many of these men have been

inducted from-
(a) the Police Force by voluntary

transfer; and
(b) Country Shires' Traffic Con-

trol?
(3) What is the ultimate strength of

the Road Traffic Patrol?
(4) What has been the cost to date?
(5) What is the anticipated total cost

to bring the Road Traffic Patrol to
full strength?

(6) Is the current policy of spot
breathalyser checks In line with
the Minister's second reading
speech In Introducing the Road
Traffic Bill?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) 423.
(2) (a) 399.

(b) 24.
(3) Anticipated 510.
(4) Salaries 1st June, 1975 to 31st July,

1975-$650 593.
(5) At full strength an additional

monthly amount of $47 850 (sal-
aries) would be required.

(6) The current campaign against
drinking drivers cannot be de-
scribed as Spot or random cheeks.
It Is based on observing driver
behaviour in the vicinity of places
where liquor is dispensed and
drivers can reasonably be expected
to have consumed liquor.

ABORIGINES
Hostel: Swan District

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOT, to the
Minister for Community Welfare:

Further to the reply to my ques-
tion of the 19th March, 1975. con-
cerning the urgent need for hostel
accommodation for homeless
Aboriginal people in the Swan
District-
(a) has any action yet been taken

to establish such a hostel:
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(b) If not, why not; and
(c) wvill the Minister undertake to

have this matter investigated
immediately?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(a) No.
(b) Because action to provide

shelters for homeless Abori-
ginals in the metropolitan
area is being taken by the
New Era Aboriginal Fellow-
ship, officers of the Com-
munity Welfare Depaxrtrent
and the Commonwealth De-
partment of Aboriginal
Affairs, and a shelter Is now
in operation to meet this need
and to test the most effective
way of managing this type
of facility. The shelter is
located in Norbett Street,
East Perth, and is being run
on a day-to-day basis by
Sister Bernadine, a nun of
the Sisters of Mercy.

(c) The matter is under continu-
ing review. It is felt that the
present development is ade-
quate at this stage and it is
not appropriate to plan a
similar facility in the Swan
District area.

3. PAY-ROLL TAX
Rebate for North-West Employers

The Hon. J1. C. TOZER. to the Minister
for Justice representing the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) How many applications for rebate

of pay-roll tax, under the terms of
the Assistance to Decentralized
Industry Act, have been received
from employers in the Pilbara and
the Kcimberley?

(2) In summary, what percentage re-
bate has been granted to the
individual applicants?

(3) How many applications have been
rejected?

(4) What were the reasons for such
rejection?

The Hon. N. MeNEfLhL replied:
(1) 61.
(2) 100% of pay-roll tax paid by suc-

cessful applicants was rebated.
(3) 58.
(4) Because the unsuccessful appli-

cants did not comply with the
provisions of the Assistance to
Decentralized Industry Act.

4. INDUSTRIAL AGREEMENTS
Justification

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY, to the Min-
ister for Education representing the
Minister for Labour and Industry:

(1) Does the Government regard
conciliation as a basis for good
industrial relations in the settle-
ment of disputes with arbitration
as a means of settling such dis-
putes?

(2) If so, will the Minister ascertain
the reasons that the Western Aus-
tralian Industrial Commission on
several occasions in recent times
has asked parties to awards and
agreements to justify their actions
in coming to an agreement on
matters in dispute?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) The Government has always re-

garded the process of concilia-
tion as a basis for settlement of
disputes and will continue to
adopt that concept.

(2) In the Western Australian Indus-
trial Commission decision on wage
indexation issued on 1st July,
1975, it was stated-

We endorse the statement of
the Australian Commission
that the outcome and the
future of indexation will de-
pend not only upon the Com-
mission but also upon the ex-
tent to which unions, employ-
ers. Governments and the
public at large are prepared to
assist.

If wage indexation is to be given a
fair trial then all parties have a
responsibility to ensure that their
Industrial awards and agreements are
in accord with the principles of wage
indexation.

5. This question was postponed.

6. LAND
Wittenoom Towns ite:

Developmnent

The Hon. J. C. TOZER, to the Minister
for Health representing the Minister
for Lands:
(1) In view of the inevitable develop-

ment of the town of Wittenoomn
consequential to-
(a) the nearby Marandoo, mining

project: and
(b) the build up of the visitor

traffic, particularly when the
re-located Great Northern
Highway Is constructed;

is it planned to re-design the resi-
dential sub-division and road lay-
out in the townslte?

(2) When will Preliminary planning
proceed?

(3) If the Australian Telecommunica-
tions Commission wanted to lay
telecommunication conduits in the



1894 COUNCILI1

townaite in the near future, w'ould
such work be inhibited by the
absence of basic plans?

(4) Does the company, Hancock and
Wright, have proprietary rights
over the land in the townsite of
Wittenoom over and above that of
the owner of any residential and
commercial allotments?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) In the event of major expansion

of Wittenoorn Townaito becoming
inevitable, some re-design within
the existing layout may prove de-
sirable.

(2) When an assessment of overall
circumstances so dictates.

(3) Basic plans are available for the
existing townsite.

(4) Not so far as the Lands Depart-
ment is aware.

7. COMMUNITY WELFARE
Human Relationships ResourTe

Centre
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the
Minister for Health:

Further to my letter to the Minis-
ter of the 11th April, 1975, and
his reply of the 1st May, 1975, can
he inform me what progress has
been made by the Joint Working
Party set up by the Community
Development Centre and Health
Education Council to examine the
question of providing a resource
centre related to education in
humnan sexuality and human rela-
tionships?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
Funds have been made available
and suitable premises acquired.
Planning for the development of
the Health Education Council
Resource Centre is now well ad-
vanced.

8. INDUSTRIAL AGREEMENTS
Wage fndexation Principles

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY, to the
Minister for Education representing
the minister for Labour and Industry;

Will the Minister ascertain from
the Premier an interpretation of
what he, the Premier, has descri-
bed as a sweetheart agreement.
when announcing that the Gov-
ernent intended to legislate
against Industrial agreements that
did not conform with wage indexa-
tion principles?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
At the Prime Minister's/Premiers'
Conference in June, 1975. all
Governments agreed to adhere to
the principles of wage indexation

as laid down by the Common-
wealth Industrial Commission.
The Governments agreed that
they would need to legislate to
give authority to industrial tri-
bunals to approve wage move-
ments in industrial aereement-3.
Uncontrolled wage movements in
industrial agreements would
jeopardize all the principles of
wage indexation.

9. COMMUNITY HEALTH SERVICE
North-West

The Hon. J. C. TOZER, to the Minister
for Health:
(1) How many Community Health

Sisters are employed in the field
in the Kimberley and Pilbara
regions?

(2) What number should be employed
to meet adequately the needs of
the northern community?

(3) Does the Government policy of
limiting the growth of the Public
Service prevent the recruitment of
additional suitable field staff for
the Community Health Service?

(4) Are funds available and approved
for necessary additional staff re-
cruitment?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) 43.
(2) Unknown, but development of

Health Care Planning in this area
will mean a significant increase
in numbers.

(3) No. Dependent upon funds being
made available, especially for
support services.

(4) At present at 1974-75 levels until
Federal and State Budgets
brought down.

10. CORRIGIN HIGH SCHOOL
Enrolments

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Education:
(1) What Is the present enrolment in

each year of secondary students at
Corrigin?

(2) Has the Minister been requested to
extend high school facilities at
Corrigin?

(3) It the answer to (2) Is "Yes"-
(a) what would be the expected

enrolment for each year if the
courses were available in 1975;

(b) what action is the Govern-
ment taking on this request?

The Hon. 0. C. MacWINNOW replied:
(1) Year .... 8 9 10

Enrolment 40 31 36
(2) Yes.
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(3) (a) If high school facilities were
extended at Corrigin no ap-
preciable change in enrol-
ment for years 8, 9 and 10
would be expected unless
other schools in the area off -
ering secondary education
were to close. No up-ta-date
information on possible class
enrolments in years 11 and
12 is available as parents in
the Corrigin area have not
been circularised on the basis
of a change in classification
of the Corrigin District High
School for 1978, but the
principal has estimated that
approximately ten students
will participate in the
Isolated Schools Matricula-
tion Project.

(b) Corrigin Is one of the pilot
schools for the Isolated
Schools Matriculation Pro-
ject. The project will com-
mence operating in 1976.

11. PENSIONERS
Concessions

The Hon. LYLA ELI OTT, to the Min-
ister for Community Welfare:
(1) Has the Government yet reached

a decision on the recommnenda-
tions of the committee set up to
inquire into concessions for pen-
sioners?

(2) If so. will these concessions in-
clude water rates, electricity
charges and vehicle registration
fees?

(3) If not, will the Government recon-
sider its attitude on these charges
to pensioners in view of the
financial burden placed upon them
by the heavy increases over the
past 12 months?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

12. MEDIBANK SCHEME
Agreement with Commonwealth

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY, to the Min-
ister for Health:
(1) Are the details of the agreement

between the Australian Govern-
ment and the Western Australian
Government on the Medibank hos-
pital benefits scheme now avail-
able for Public consumption?

(2) if so, will the Minister advise the
difference between the Western
Australian agreement and that
entered into by the South Aus-
tralian Government with the
Commonwealth?

13.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Copies of the Western Australian

and the South Australian agree-
ments are tabled herewith.

The copy agreements were tabled (see
paper No. 238).

ABORIGINES
Housing

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the Min-
ister for Education representing the
Minister for Housing:
(1) How many Aboriginal families

are still living-
(a) on reserves;
(b) in makeshift or shanty type

accommodation;
(c) in other accommodation, e.g.

with relatives?
(2) How many of these families are

applicants for State Housing Com-
mission accommodation?

(3) How long is it anticipated before
these families will be able to be
adequately housed?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) The Housing Commission has no

up-to-date information on this
matter since the position changes
frequently. From a field survey
in 1972, It was ascertained there
were 671 families in the categories
listed, i.e.:-

(a) 154.
(b) 138.
(c) 379.

(2) Records of the Housing Commis-
sion do not readily provide infor-
mation as to how many of the
1 014 listed applicants are pre-
sently living in the categories
listed in (1) above.

(3) This will depend on the funding
provisions from the Common-
wealth Government for both
housing and the necessary sup-
port services required to establish
Aboriginal families in urban con-
ventional housing.
From 1st July, 1972 to 30th June,
1975, the Housing Commission
has accommodated 1 467 Aborig-
inal families and would antici-
pate, subject to finance, that all
necessary housing would be pro-
vided well within the Common-
wealth objective of satisfying out-
standing requirements in a 10
year period from early 1973.
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14. MEDIBANK SCHEME
Financial Loss on Delay

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY, to the Min-
ister for Health:
(1) What financial loss did the State

suffer as a consequence of its de-
layed entry into the Medibank
hospital benefits scheme?

(2) How does the Government intend
to recoup its losses?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER replied:
(1) No calculation of any loss suff-

ered by the State has been made
because it would be fruitless.
At a meeting in Canberra on 25th
June, 1975, between the Federal
Minister for Social Security and
me, and our respective officers, I
informed Mr Hayden that Wes-
tern Australia could be ready to
enter the Medibank scheme on 1st
July, 1975, but the Federal Minis-
ter stated that his department
could not.

(2) The net result is that the old
system continued in operation for
one month to 31st July, which
means that the Public hospital
systemn was financed for that
month in the same way as It had
been financed for years. The
new system started on 1st August.
1975. There is no question of
losses.

15. WESTERN AUSTRALIAN
TURF CLUB

Memnbership: Sex Discrimination

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the Chief
Secretary:
(1) Has the Minister seen the Press

report of the decision of the Wes-
tern Australian Turf Club, taken
on the 28th July, 19'T5, at the
club's annual meeting, not to
allow women t0 be admitted as
ordinary members of the club?

(2) As this discrimination would pre-
clude women from playing a part
in the administration of the rac-
ing profession, does it represent
contravention of Section 2, of the
Women's Legal Status Act, 1923,
which reads as follows-

A person shall not be dis-
qualified by sex from the
exercise of any public func-
tion, or from being appointed
to or holding any civil or
judicial office or post, or from
being admitted and entitled to
practise as a practitioner
within the meaning of that
term in the Legal Practitioners
Act, 1893, or from entering or
assuming or carrying on any

other profession, any law or
usage to the contrary notwith-
standing?

The Hon. N. McNEILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 am advised that the legislation

referrzed to cannot bc aPplieCd to
the W.A.T.C. since it is a private
organisation and the legislation
specifically refers to public func-
tion.

SUPPLY BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and,
on motion by the Hon. N. McNeill (Min-
ister for Justice), read a first time.

BILLS (2). INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

1. Justices Act Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by the HoD.

N. McNeil (Minister for Justice),
and read a first time.

2. Medical Act Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by the Hon.

N. E. Baxter (Minister for Health),
and read a first time.

SUPPLY BILL
Standing Orders Sspension

THE HON. N. McNEILL (Lower West
-Minister for Justice) [4.52 p.m.]: lI
moving this motion I would like to make
a brief explanation, Members have quite
recently heard that the Supply Bill has
been received into this House. I ask that
they give consideration to agreeing to the
suspension of Standing Orders so that the
debate may proceed forthwith.

I take this action because while no great
urgency exists it is, in fact, desirable that
the Bill proceed as early as can be. in
addition, I advert to the fact that our
notice paper is such that It Is within the
convenience of members to Proceed with
the debate. I hope members will be
agreeable to the motion and, accordingly,
I move-

That so much of the Standing
orders be suspended as is necessary
to enable a Supply Bill to pass
through all stages at any one sitting.

Question Put and passed.
Second Reading

THE HON. N. MeNEILL (Lower West-
Minister for Justice) [4.53 P.m.]: I would
like to convey my appreciation to the House
for Its willingness to agree to the suspen-
sion of Standing Orders so that we may
proceed forthwith. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second
time.

This measure seeks the grant of supply to
Her Majesty of $450 million.
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The Revenue Budget and the Loan
Estimates for 1975-76 are now in course of
preparation and will be presented with
respective Appropriation Bills later in the
session. In the meantime, it is necessary.
of course, to carry on the services of the
State and the Bill now before members
is to authorise the provision of funds for
this purpose.

An issue of $400 million is sought from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund and $40
million from moneys to the credit of the
General Loan Fund. Provision is also
made in the ]Bill for an issue of $10
million to enable the Treasurer to make
such temporary advances as may be neces-
sary.

The proposed issue from the Consoli-
dated Revenue Fund is greater by $85 mil-
lion than the corresponding provision in
the Supply Act of 1974. The amounts to
be drawn from the General Loan Fund
and the Public Account are also increased,
being $10 million and $5 million respect-
ively above the provisions of last year.

The increased issues from the Con-
solidated Revenue Fund and the General
Loan Fund are required to finance the
greatly expanded cost of Government ser-
vices and works resulting from the current
high rate of inflation.

The issue from the Public Account has
remained unchanged for the past nine
years and the increase now proposed is
required to meet the growth in the nmn-
ber and amount of temporary advances
that need to be made In the conduct of
Government business-

The high cost of award wage increases
continues to dominate the Government's
finances. In 1974-75, award increases
granted during the year added $53.5 mil-
lion to the cost of providing Government
services in that year, However, that
figure does not represent the cost In a
full year of the higher wage payments
granted in 1974-7S as the higher wage
levels applied for varying periods through-
out the year.

The full year cost is in the order of $88
million and, as a result, it will be neces-
sary to provide In the current year for a
further lift of $32 million in the Govern-
ment wage bill before allowing for award
increases that will inevitably occur during
the year. On present indications it appears
that provision will have to be made in
1975-76 for an even greater sum for new
wage increases than was the case last
year.

For the purpose of estimating the
Financial Assistance Grants to the States,
the Commonwealth Treasury has assumed
21 per cent as the likely increase in aver-
age wages for this year. An increase of
this magnitude would add $100 million to
our wages bill and the prospect of such
an increase presents serious problems in
shaping the 1975-76 Budget.

When providing for wage increases of
the magnitude experienced in recent years,
Budget planning is made extremely difficult
by the uncertain course of future events.
We may hope for the best, but sound
financial management demands that we
be prepared for the most likely outcome.

Par the year ahead much will depend on
the continuing course of indexation and
the degree of success it will have in mod-
erating wage demands.

The Australian Conciliation and Arbi-
tration Commission. in accepting the
principle of wage indexation, has laid down
certain guidelines which it insists must be
followed if indexation is to continue. At
the June Premiers' Conference, State
Premiers supported the guidelines and
agreed to adhere to them In public sector
wage negotiations.

It is vital that this be done, not Just In
the Government sector but also in the
community at large, or inflation threatens
to become completely out of control. No-
ons, Government or business, can plan
and budget with confidence in the present
inflationary economic environmnent.

Turning to the financial results of the
year just ended, the impact of inflation is
clearly evident, with revenue and expendi-
ture both well in excess of the Estimates.
However, it is gratifying to record that
the actual deficit was only $387 000 above
the original Budget estimate. The final
deficit for 1974-75 was $9.133 million com-
pared with the estimate of $8.746 million
allowed for in the Budget.

Expenditure for the year exceeded the
estimate by $17-690 million, mainly as a
result of a higher increase in the wages
bill than had been anticipated. Although
an amount of $42.7 million had been
allowed in the 1974 -75 Budget to cover
expected wage Increases, the actual
increases exceeded this provision by almost
$11 million.

Comparison of departmental expendi-
tures with the Estimates is made difficult
by the practice of providing a block allo-
cation in the Budget for anticipated wage
increases, and subsequently charging actual
expenditure on wages and salaries to the
votes of departments and authorities.

It is not possible at the beginning of the
year to estimate with any acceptable
degree of precision the likely impact of
wage movements on the votes of individual
departments and control of expenditure Is
better served by the present practice. How-
ever, it is appreciated that comparisons
between the estimate presented to Parlia-
ment and actual expenditure is not facili-
tated by this procedure and it is currently
under review.

Another factor which tends to cloud
comparison of Estimates and expenditure
of departments last year was the extension
during the year of Commonwealth support
for a number of State programmes which
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resulted in departmental expenditure on
those programmes exceeding the Estimates.
However, in this case, the additional
expenditure was offset by a corresponding
increase in revenue.

If allowance is made for the distorting
eff ect of these factors, it is apparent that
in the case of most departments, expendi-
ture in 1974 -15 was close to the estimate.
There were some exceptions.

An increase midway through the year in
per capita grants to independent schools
added around $100 000 to expenditure by
the Education Department. A steep rise
in general running costs of schools, par-
ticularly increases in water and electricity
charges, also contributed to the excess
expenditure incurred by that department.

Expenditure by the Police Department
also exceeded the vote by a substantial
sum mainly because of increased overtime
worked by the Criminal Investigation
Branch and by road patrols in a con-
centrated accident prevention campaign.

The loss incurred on operations of the
Metropolitan Transport Trust, which is
recouped from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund, was also considerably in excess of
the Budget estimate. In addition to the
effect of unexpected wage increases and
changed working conditions on operating
costs, the increased loss can be attributed
to Increased expenditure on the inner city
"clipper" services and a reassessment of
proportional costs associated with suburban
rail transport.

Largely offsetting the over-run in
expenditure, revenue collections in 1974-75
exceeded the Budget estimate by
317 303 000.

Commonwealth payments under the
Financial Assistance Grant formula were
$5.9 million higher than the Budget f ore-
cast, mainly because the increase in aver-
age wages, an Important factor in the
formula, was higher than anticipated
when the Budget was framed.

Following representations at the Febru-
ary Premier's Conference, Western Aus-
tralia received special additional assistance
of $7.1 million to help offset wage increases
and to avoid retrenchments.

State taxation collections were $6.9 mil-
lion higher than had been expected, but
this improvement was offset by a short-
fall in mining royalties and revenue from
public utilities.

The major shortfall was in respect of
railways, where revenue fell $3.? million
below Budget expectations. The suspen-
sion of interstate traffic resulting from
flooding of the trans.-Australia line earlier
this year, and the disruption of grain
traffic caused by the recent strike of
Co-operative Bulk Handling employees,
were the main reasons for this shortfall.

Prolonged industrial disputes which
curtailed iron ore production were primarily
responsible for mining royalties falling
short of the estimate by $2.3 million.

Having regard for the extreme inflation-
ary pressures experienced during the year,
a deterioration of only $381 000 in the
deficit originally estimated, is a very grati-
fying result which was achieved only as a
result of sound financial management. As
members will recall, the Government had
set aside sufficient capital funds to cover
the 19'74-7b deficit which has now been
funded from this source.

The task we now face in framing the
Budget for the current year is as difficult
as ever.

As a result of the recent Premiers' Con-
ference, additional revenue grants totalling
$32.4 million will be made available to
Western Australia in 1975-76. While this
will go some way to ease the financial
pressures which the States faces in the
year ahead, very sound management of
our affairs will be needed if we are to
achieve an acceptable Budget result, hav-
ing regard for our need to conserve increas-
ingly scarce capital funds.

Doubtless the Premier will comment in
more detail on developments arising from
decisions taken at the Premiers' Confer-
ence and on our prospects for the current
:financial year when the Budget is intro-
duced later this session.

At that time, It is customary that the
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for
this financial year be tabled in the Legis-
lative Assembly with details of proposed
outlays, and of the means by which those
outlays are to be financed. Of course,
these become available concurrently to
members in this Chamber.

I commend the Bill to the House.

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan-Leader of the Opposition)
[5.05 p.m.]: I rise to support the granting
of supply and the Bill before us.

Possibly one of the most pleasing things
that has come out of the Minister's second
reading speech Is the fact that for the first
time since this Government has been in
office, it has acknowledged that the Aus-
tralian Government has benefited the
State, and we have not heard Its usual
carping criticism that it is short of funds
from the Commonwealth Government. I
am impressed at the level of aid that has
been given to Western Australia and to the
other States during the time of the current
Australian Government. Possibly this could
be the most generous Federal Government
on record. It may be said that it is our
money coming back to us, but at least we
see the resulting developments and the
assistance for new projects with this Com-
monwealth money. I believe that this assis-
tance was beyond the comprehension of
the current State Government, and there-
fore, it is rather pleasing to note that it
has not repeated its usual carping criticism
which has been a feature of discussion on
past Budget and Supply Bills.
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In the Minister's second reading speech
he pointed out that an Issue of $400 million
is sought from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund, $40 million from moneys to the
credit of the General Loan Fund, and the
provision of $10 million to enable the
Treasury to make such temporary advances
as are necessary. The Minister then went
on to say that this figure is $55 million
more than the amount sought in the Sup-
ply Bill of 1975. 01 course, it would serve
no useful purpose to refer to past Supply
Bills other than to say that our State
Government has been very fortunate in
regard to finance.

I acknowledge also that all past Govern-
ments have always had to meet some un-
foreseen commitments and this Govern-
ment has shared in that problem: inflation
comes to mind immediately. However, ,In
the past Western Australia has had to
attempt to solve the problem of unemploy-
ment itself and State projects in the main
had to be financed with State money. Here
we see that the Australian Governiment has
readily lent a hand with projects to use
unemployed people in the outlying areas of
Western Australia, with the RED Scheme
and other schemes operating through
local authorities. I hope this assistance
continues. Of course, even the local auth-
orities are beginning to appreciate just
what the Australian Government is doing
for them, and this was quite apparent at
their last conference held only a short
time ago.

The Hon. N. McNeill: The local authori-
tUes were critical of the methods used,
while still wanting the money. I am just
making an observation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: of course,
this attitude has been foisted on local
authorities by the Liberal Party and the
Country Party, particularly since the Aus-
tralian Government took office and at-
tempted a new funding scheme which
would benefit local authorities. The two
political parties had to jump on the band-
wagon and they said that the objection
was to the method of distribution. This
Idea was sold to the people In the various
local authorities.

The Hon. N. McNeill, You are not sug-
gesting that the people In local authorities
could not make their own judgment on
that?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Now the local
governing bodies are a wake-up that they
have been led up the garden path by the
Liberal Party and the Country Party.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I am not aware of
this.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: As a result,
they are not critical of the funding any
more because they know it is more than
they would have received under the old
system, particularly if a Liberal-Country
Party coalition Government had been in
office in Canberra. The local authorities

know they will benefit far more under the
present scheme, but of course, there is still
this die-hard political Influence-

The Hon. N. McNeill: How can you say
they know it?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -in the
Country Shire Councils' Association. Some
delegates switch the whole argument
around and say that the local authorities
are not critical of the money they are
receiving, but they are critical of the
method by which it Is dispensed. It is like
giving a child a toffee apple and the child
says, .,I am very pleased with It but you
should have given It to me in my right
hand and not in my left hand".

The Hon. J. Heitman: It would have
done your heart good to go to the local
government conference. You would have
come away a little disenchanted.

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: I had no
opportunity to attend the conference be-
cause I was not well. I can go only on
the reports in the Press, and I take it
that those reports were true and correct.

The Hon. D. K. Dane: They are always
true and correct.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I have not
seen any of the reports refuted. if Mr
Heitman wishes to say that the Press has
published lies, that is his privilege.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Why should I
blame the Press-it is not telling the
story?

The Hon. N. McNeill: Your reference to
the right hand and the left hand is quite
a reasonable expression in the circiun-
stances.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The local
authorities have something to hold on to
when they are given funds in their left
hand.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Something left
over!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We have
always been branded as a left-wing party
for some reason-

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: I cannot
imagine why.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -just because
we are a socialist party. We are proud of
it, and very proud when we can benefit
the majority of Western Australians and
Australians.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Pull marks
for trying. I doubt whether you are con-
vincing even yourself-I know you are
convincing no-one else.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I know that
the Country Shire Councils' Association is
very happy.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: You would be
joking, of course!

The Hon. N. E2. Baxter: When were you
told that?
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The Hon, R. THOMPSON: We have had
only a short time to consider the matters
raised in the Minister's second reading
speech. The Minister told us It was grati-
Tying that the actual deficit was only
$381 000 above the original Budget Esti-
mates. I spoke on the Budget Estimates
last year, and when Z made the statement
that I believed the Treasury Department
officials were nearer the mark than the
Government I was told by Mr Baxter
that I knew nothing about finance.

At that time I said I believed the
Budget would be balanced and I arrived
at that conclusion because of the large
number of tax increases levied by the
State Government, and I substantiated my
comments with the figures of how much
the increased charges would bring in. Of
course, these increases were taken Into
consideration In framing the Budget, but
now we find that even the Government-
not the Treasury officials; I have faith in
them and they have been proved right-
considered there would be a greater deficit
than was anticipated. When we see that
taxation receipts have exceeded the Esti-
mates by $6.9 million, it gives a lot of
support to my remarks to the Budget. I
acknowledge that there have been wage
Increases and these also had to be mnet.
However, we then come to the remarks of
the Minister where he said that there
had been losses in revenue due to the Co-
operative Bulk Handling dispute and the
resultant loss to the Railways Department,
as well as a loss from mining royalties
because of industrial action in those
centres.

These figures add up to a sum of $6 mil-
lion. The increased taxation, of course,
which was $6.9 million still put the State
in front on its taxation receipts to the
extent of $900 000, even alter allowing for
that aspect.

The Hon. N. McNeill: It did little more
than offset those subsequent lasses.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I acknow-
ledge that. This indicates that the Gov-
ernment did not foreshadow there would
be a dispute at the time; it did not know
it would not show these losses at that
time;, nor did it know there was going to
be a flood across the Nullabor Plain at
that time: but, of course, these are eventu-
alities which nobody can foretell.

Even so my criticism was justified when
I said that the large amount of taxation
being levied would place the Government
in a position of being able to balance its
budget.

At the time I said that South Australia
would balance its budget cries went up
around the Chamber which indicated that
I did not know what I was talking about.
I was virtually screamed down by every-
body. In spite of that, however, we find
that South Australia came out with a

surplus of some millions of dollars. This
appeared in the newspaper several weeks
ago.

ft is rather humorous to read some of
the reasons given as to why there should
be a shortfall and of some of the unknown
quaclntities that were not taken into non-
sideration in framing the Budget. One or
two of the reasons given, of course, were
of the Government's own making. For
example, there was a steep rise in the
general running costs of schools, etc. It
is also humorous to read of the increase in
water and electricity charges being given
as a reason for the contribution to the
excess expenditure incurred by the de-
partmen t.

While these increases can be regarded
as being self-inflicted, we find that they
have also been inflicted on the rest of the
community. Indeed, some $6.9 million
which was taken into Consolidated Rev-
enue is given as an excuse for having
caused a steep rise in the general running
cost of schools. If the matter were not
serious one could find a little humour in
this aspect. If one had sufficient time to
analyse the ponderables and imponder-
ables in the Minister's speech, one could
make quite interesting comparisons.

A further reason given for the shortfall
is the Increase in overtime worked by the
tIE and the Road Patrol in concentrated
accident prevention. I have always been
one who has defended our Police Force in
Western Australia; I have always defended
its actions and the manner in which it has
carried out its work. I have also stressed
the benefit the Police Force is to the State
and that irrespective of the colour of the
Government the Police Force gives it its
complete loyalty. it can be relied upon
for 100 per cent support.

This brings me to the point of the cur-
rent random testing that has taken place
outside hotels. I want members to clearly
understand that I do not subscribe to
people driving under the influence of liq-
uor; nor do I subscribe to their committing
wanton damage while driving under the
influence of liquor. I feel that anything
that can be done should be done to con-
trol such activities, and I would like this
to be clearly understood.

The criticism I am about to make con-
cerns the legislation relating to the Road
Traffic Authority with which we dealt in
this Chamber last November. Whether
members like It or not, there is little doubt
that this House was mislead; that lies were
told in the Chamber in an attempt to
hasten the passage of the legislation.

In order that I will not be misquoted in
any way I have marked two copies of
Hansard at the respective places and I
would like the Minister for Health to have
a copy with his quotations marked out in
red so that he will be able to follow them
closely.
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The reason for my doing this is that
under our Standing Orders if the Minister
is unable to check my quotations and he
feels there is some doubt that what I am
saying is correct he could rise and ask me
to withdraw the statement and I would
have no alternative but to do so.

I will confine myself in the main to
quoting from the debate which took place
and the answers given by the Minister for
Health. Before I proceed with this matter
I will first deal with a question of which I
gave notice yesterday and to which I
received a reply today. I asked the Min-
ister-

Is the current policy of spot
breathalyser checks in line with the
Minister's Second Reading speech in
introducing the Road Traffic Bill?

I received the following reply-
The current campaign against

drinking drivers cannot be described
as spot or random checks. It is based
on observing driver behaviour in the
vicinity of places where liquor is dis-
pensed and drivers can reasonably be
expected to have consumed liquor.

That was the basis of many of the argu-
ments that took place while we were deal-
ing with the legislation in question. When
this particular item was being dealt with
the debate occupied pages and pages of
Hansard. We were discussing what con-
stituted random tests and what were rea-
sonable grounds. We find, of course, that
undertakings that were given to us have
not been honoured.

To justify some of the remarks I am
about to make, let us consider what is a
random test. Under the blitz-as it is
called-that is currently being waged we
find what possibly could be an explanation.
In The West Australian of Tuesday, the
12thi August, 1975, there appears the fol-
lowing-

Road Patrol stops 1 606.
The special Road Traffic Authority

weekend patrols stopped 1 608
motorists between Friday night and
Sunday night.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Daily News
said 1 800.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am quoting
from The West Australian newspaper. I
continue to quote-

They did alcohol tests on 187 drivers
In the city and charged 119 people
with drink-driving offences.

This means they did spot alcohol tests on
187 people.

The Ron. N. E. Enxter: How did they
do spot alcohol tests?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will come
to that in aoment. I ask the Minister
to be a little patient and I will deal with
the matter fully. If we follew the reports
in a few newspapers we will find that

random testing was carried out. I make
the point that 187 drivers were random
tested. Because only 119 of these People
were charged it means that some 68 were
not charged. If this does not constitute
random testing I do not know what does.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Random testing
is all right, is it not? You were referring
to spot testing on the one hand, and ran-
dom testing on the other.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: In his reply
the Minister said this did not constitute
spot or random testing, and I say that this
can only be described as random testing.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: on what do you
base your assumption?

The Non. R. THOMPSON: I will explain
this when I get to dealing with the legis-
lation which was handled in this Chamber
by the Minister. I rely heavily here on
the words that have been continually
expressed in this Chamber by Mr Mac-
Kinnon, the Minister for Education, to the
effect that when a Minister introduce a.
BUi In this House he Is responsible for that
legislation; he is also responsible for what
it contains. We all acknowledge that. To
continue with the quote from The West
Australian-

The police said that on-the-spot
fines were imposed on 768 of the 1 606
people who were stopped. Another
583 were cautioned.

I have no complaint about that and I
do not propose to read the whole article.

I now go back a week to The West
Australian of the 5th August which carries
the heading "O'Connor defends hotel
'ambushes' " and says--

The minister for Police, Mr
O'Connor, said yesterday that he did
not want to see traffic patrol squads
waiting in ambush to catch drunk
driving offenders.

But the squads could not afford to
close their eyes to problem areas.

He was commenting on the actions
of traffic police who waited outside
hotels and other licensed premises in
the weekend as part of a campaign
against drinking drivers.

Mr O'Connor acknowledged that
such methods were not envisaged when
new traffic legislation was Introduced,

I stress that these are not my words but
the words used by the Minister for Police.
To continue-

The law gives the Police Power to
stop motorists who they reasonably
suspect are under the Influence of
alcohol.

Previously, the pollee had to wait
for a motorist to commit an offence
or be Involved In an accident,
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Mr O'Connor said that where
possible he would Prefer patrolmen to
warn drivers suspected of being drunk
niot to drive.

When we were dealing with the Road
Traffic legislation during the last session
Ihe Minister for Health Informed uis this
would happen; he said that people would
be warned not to drive before leaving
hotels.

The Horn. N. E. Baxter: They have been
warned.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Mr O'Connor
further said-

If such motorists ignored the warn-
ing, they would face the consequences.

He had ordered the blitz on drunk
drivers because he was disturbed at
the number of weekend road deaths
linked with alcohol.

He had given no instructions on the
way in which the blitz should be
carried out.

In this report the Minister was reported
as having said-

He would have talks with the chair-
man of the Road Traffic Authority,
Mr Rt. J. Court, about the operation
of the squads.

I do not think I have misquoted the
Minister; I think I have made that state-
ment fairly clear.

In the Daily News of the 4th August,
1975. there was published an article in
which it was stated that patrolmen had
given more than 200 motorists roadside
alcohol tests because they were suspected
of being under the influence of alcohol,
and they charged 104 of them. I think
the total number of motorists that were
stopped was 206, so if 104 were charged
this means that 102 were stopped need-
lessly without reasonable grounds and
were subjected to a random check.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What do you
mean by "without reasonable grounds"?
What about qualifying that?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: In about
five hours of debate on the question of
what reasonable grounds would be when
we were discussing the Road Traffic Bill we
could not get the Minister for Health to
give us any clarification.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You used the
words "without reasonable grounds".'

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I now use
the words of the Minister, which were,
"reasonable grounds". Before I quote
what the Minister said, from memory I
will repeat practically word for word what
he did say at the end of last session. He
said that reasonable grounds would con-
stitute a person entering a vehicle that
screeched away from the kerb; that was
wobbling all over the road, and driven
from the kerb without its indicator lights

being on. I think they are the three
grounds the Minister gave as being
reasonable grounds. But what Is happen-
ing now? It is acknowledged by the
media-

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It is acknowledged
by the Minister that they are ambushing.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Yes, by the
Minister. It is acknowledged that patrol-
men are waiting in ambush to apprehend
motorists on a broad face as they leave
hotel areas. I am not attempting to defend
drunken drivers at all; I would be the
last person to do that.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I do not think
the Minister said, at any stage, that the
police were lying in ambush, but the paper
said that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
said that the tactics being used were not
envisaged in the new legislation. That is
what he said. I will quote his remarks
to the House. The Minister was reported
in the Press as follows-

Mr O'Connor acknowledged that
such methods were not envisaged when
new traffic legislation was introduced.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: He was referring
to what the newspaper published; don't
you understand that?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
said that he had not given any instructions
for the blitz. Evidently he had some con-
cern about where it was going on, and he
said he would have talks with the Chair-
man of the Road Traffic Authority (Mr
Rt. J. Court) about the operation of the
patrol squads.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter:, You are only
jumping to conclusions. I do Dot know
that ambushes are going on.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Hotels have
been named In various reports. It has
been reported that the police are lying in
ambush outside hotels and clubs. Why did
not the Minister tell us that when the
new legislation was being debated?
If he had we Would have known where we
were going. I will now quote from page
3173 of Hansard Proof Number 15 dated
Tuesday. the 19th November, 1974.

The PRESIDENT: Dealing with the
debate in this Chamber?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Yes, In this
chamber, Mr President. I will not be
quoting the reports of any debates that
went on in another place.

The PRESIDENT: I hope You Will not.
Thbe Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I am well

aware that I am not permitted to do so.
As I hear a chuckle on my left, I1 take
this opportunity to acknowledge what Mr
Gordon masters said during this debate,
because if one reads the report of the
speech he made during the Committee
stage of the Road Traffic EU! It Will be

1902



[Wednesday, i3 August, 19751 10

found that he predicted that random test-
lug of motorists would be on; that it was
here.

The honourable member is quite right
in what he said; it is here. Evidently he
had more foresight than we did, because
we accepted the Minister's word and the
word of his advisers that there would not
be any random testing. We found, of
course, that we could not accept the Mvin'
later's word and I will now prove that.
I Quote from pages 3173 and 3174 of Proof
Number 16, commencing from the last
paragraph on page 3173, as follows-

Based on recommendations from the
National Safety Council. there has
been an extension of the classes of
persons who may be required to have
a preliminary road-side alcohol blood
test.

At present a person must be reason-
ably suspected of either having been
in an accident or committing an
offence and also of having been driv-
ing under the influence of alcohol.
It Is now proposed to dispose of the
necessity for both grounds of belief
and provide that a person may be
required to have a preliminary test If
a policeman reasonably suspects him
of having been in an accident involv-
ing personal or property damage or,
alternatively, of having committed an
offence against the Act or the regu-
lations or, Indeed, of merely having
driven with alcohol in his body.

I read that paragraph to the House so
that I would not quote the Minister out
of context. However, here Is the crunch-

Even then, as so widened, the pro-
visions do not amount to random test-
ing since there must be some external
factor known to the patrolman at the
time of his requiring the preliminary
test so that later, at the time of
prosecution, the patrolman may swear
that he had reasonable grounds to
suspect at least one of these three
things of the person concerned.

That seemed to be quite sound. How-
ever we were not quite satisfied with that
brief explanation and we wanted to know
more. In page 3422 of Proof Number 16,
appears a report of the Committee stage
of the Road flaffic Eml that was held on
Thursday, the 21st November. 1974. Mr
Dana had been speaking at length on
clause 68 of the Bill and had been asking
what was considered to be reasonable
grounds, random testing, and so on, and
Mr Baxter gave his reply which appears
at the top of the second column on Page
3422 as follows--

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: In reply
to Mr Dam, at the present time it is
necessary for a policeman to wait
until a person is obviously under the
influence of alcohol and commits a
breach of the regulations, or he is

involved in an accident before he can
be apprehended. I1 believe such a per-
son should be apprehended before an
accident occurs.

That is what the Minister said. In the
Press at that time an article was published
with the comment that prevention was
the na-me of the gamre zfld not pr.ozecut:Z:.
Now we find that motorists are not stopped
from getting into their motorcars; that
patrolmen are lying in ambush and they
apprehend all and sundry who leave the
hotel that is under surveillance. That is
borne out by the number of people who
have been given roadside tests and the
number of prosecutions that have been
laid.

I think it was a disgrace that this
House was misled; that we were told the
intention of the amending legislation was
to prevent people from getting into their
motorcars and driving in order to prevent
accidents from happening.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are still
only assuming that patrolmen are lying in
ambush, and you are only assuming that
they take random tests. You have no
proof whatsoever and no justification for
saying that I told lies.

The Hon. H. W. Clayfer: I think what
the Leader of the Opposition is trying to
imply is that if the Patrolmen entered
hotels and called out to the patrons, "Stop
drinking; you have drunk too much and
therefore You had better hire a taxi," that
would be a much better way to handle the
matter.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
will only be fooling himself if operations
are to continue in the present circunm-
stances, because I think that you, Mr
President, will agree, and the Leader of
the House will agree, that possibly the
way in which this Bill was handled was
the worst performance by any Minister in
my experience in this Chamber,

At the time I suggested to the Minister
that he should move out of his seat and
move into the one occupied by the Leader
of the House so that he could obtain first-
hand information from his adviser who
was present in the Chamber. After making
that suggestion it was acted upon. How-
ever, some of my colleagues objected to it.
Tils action was at my suggestion; I was
anxious to obtain answers to their ques-
tions as soon as possible.

The Hon. N. E, Baxter: And you got
answers right through the piece, regard-
less of whether you believed them or not.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: In his reply
to Mr Dans during the Committee stage
of the Bill on Thursday, the 21st Novem-
ber, 1974, the Minister went on to say-

This provision is the result of a
request from the National Safety
Council, and it is an attempt to pre-
vent accidents, Many requests have
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been received from people to reduce
the permissible content of alcohol to
0.05 per cent.

Then, in the third paragraph of the sec-
ond column on page 3422 of the same
Proof Number 16, Mr Baxter was reported
as having said-

We do beliuve that wher, a pro
is under the Influence of alcohol we
should try to prevent him being in-
volved in an accident by preventing
him from driving a vehicle.

This brings mec back to the interjection
made by Mr Gayfer a short time ago;
that is, a person should not be allowed
to get into his vehicle if he is under the
influence of alcohol. I suggest that that
should be done rather than have police
lie in ambush to apprehend him. As re-
ported in the Press, if a patrolman is in
the vicinity of where an ambush is to
take place, or where random testing is to
take place. at least there should be a
police vehicle outside the premises in the
parking area with its lights on, so that
everyone would be aware that the police
were present, and so that any person who
was under the Influence of alcohol could
say to himself, "I will do the right thing:
I will get a cab and go home."

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Or if a person
is in a country town he could start walk-
ing.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, or get
a friend to drive him home.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do you mean to
suggest that there should be a police
vehicle, with its lights on, outside hotel
Premises with the object or preventing
People who are under the influence of
drink from driving their vehicles?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No, this is
what the Minister said. He said that we
should try to prevent a person from being
involved in an accident by preventing him
from driving a vehicle,

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: That is non-
sense.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What happens
now is that a motorist is permitted to
enter his vehicle and he is then pulled up
100 yards from the hotel.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is utter
rubbish! That Is only pure imagination!
You are Just trying to read into that state-
ment something that does not exist.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: At one stage
during the debate on the Road Traffic Bim
I went over to the Minister's adviser-I
think the Minister was sitting close by him
at the time-and I asked the adviser-I
interpolate here to say this is no reflection
on the Minister's adviser because I think
he is a wonderful officer and I hold him
in high esteem-if the provisions of the
Road Traffic Bill could be used for ran-
dom testing, and he replied that they could
not. He said, "No! they could not be."

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: He must have
been telling ies, too, must he?

The Hon. N. McNeill: I suggest that
your comment is rather inappropriate.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We now find
that that was the intention of the legis-
lation. The Minister told us that the
legislation could not be used to make
random tests, but we now find it is being
used for this purpose. The figures prove
this. Half the People who have been tested
have been allowed to go. Section 66 (1)
(c) of the Act states that the Patrolmen
must have reasonable grounds to suspect
a, person is driving under the influence of
alcohol; yet half the People they have
pulled up have been let go when they
have been given a breathalyser test on
the roadside. I went on to say-

I accept the assurances given in the
Minister's second reading speech and
also those given In the Press by the
Minister for Police that this provision
will not mean random testing.

At that stage I accepted the Minister's
assurance, but how wrong I was to do so.
Further on I said-

It will not be a ministerial direction
for random testing.

That statement has been proved true
because the Minister has said he did not
give any instructions for random testing.
That was stated in the Press so I have
been proved to be correct.

Talking about the Minister for Health, I
continued-

I ask the Minister to obtain an
answer to MY question from his
adviser, and I would like a specific
"Yes"- or "No" answer. As clause 66
(1) (c) is presently worded, could it
be applied for random testing?

The ensuing debate can be found on page
3423 of Hansard No. 16 of 1974 and reads
as follows--

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I am
advised that aL patrolman must be
able to swear in court that he had
reasonable grounds for believing a
person was under the influence of alco-
hol at the time. Does the Leader of
the opposition understand what I
mean?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am
sorry, but the Minister is not answer-
ing the question. I accept the assur-
ances given, but I asked my question
about the wording of this provision.
Could It be Used for random testing?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: It could
not be used lawfully for random test-
ing. However, as Mr Dans has sug-
gested, It may happen that an over-
zealous patrolman may indulge in a
little random testing. The proof of the
pudding will be in the eating. The
Minister does not propose that this
should lead to random testing.
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Further pages of debate followed on this
particular clause. I stated that I had
been in patrol cars and had seen how
keen some of the patrolmen were and how
they could suspect a driver of being drunk
when really he was only tired. Such people
have been pulled up and given a random
test.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: This of course Is
a possibility. It could happen at any time.

The Ron. R. THOMPSON: On page
3424 the Minister for Health said-

If a patrolman took the action sug-
gested by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, that would be random testing.
I understand the patrolmen will be
instructed they are not to carry out
random tests. In other words, a per-
son should not be apprehended unless
he has committed an offence which
gives a patrolman cause to do so. The
driver of a car which is wobbling
could be apprehended for dangerous
driving.

Miss Elliott interjected as follows-
They can do that now, can they not?

Whereupon the Minister for Health said-
The instruction not to carry out

random tests will be Issued to patrol-
men.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I was advised
along those lines and that is why I made
that statement.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
may have been advised along those lines.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You accused me
of telling lies.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We were
misled inasmuch as an authority was
established. That seven-man authority
has now become the stooge for the legis-
lation. Is that authority giving the in-
structions to carry out random tests? The
Minister did not know what was going on
and it is evident that the Minister for
Health did not know what would take
place when the legislation became law.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I do not have
a crystal ball with which I can see what
every policeman will do.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Present
action does not involve individual police-
men. It involves groups of policemen.
Evidently the current word to describe
their action, as reported in the Press, Is
"ambush". It has been stated that these
groups are lying in ambush to carry out
random tests on drivers leaving hotel
grounds.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: To save
death on the roads.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is only
your statement. You have no Proof at
all. It is only an assumption.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: About half-
way down the second column on page
3424 1 said-

Let us say that in a few years' time
I had a ministerial portfolio and I
was determined to apply random test-
ing. On reading this legislation, I
could well interpret that random test-
ing could be applied. The time may
well come when random testing will
be applied; and then, of course, we
will get down to the definition of what
is constituted by the term "random
testing".

At that time the Minister could not give
us any illustration. To continue-

Of course, we know It does not mean
standing outside a hotel and testing
everybody leaving the establishment.
A policeman could not book a Person
at that point, because he would not
be driving.

If the policemen were standing outside
the hotel telling people not to drive, then
that would fulfil the objective of the
legislation-or rather what we were given
to understand was to be its objective. We
were given to understand quite clearly
that there would have to be reasonable
grounds before a motorist was appre-
hended.

No-one can convince me that if out of
206 motorists apprehended. 104 were let
go, any reasonable ground existed. No
cautions were issued to those 104 and they
hiianot committed any offence for which
they could be booked. Obviously that 104
were apprehended because they were sus-
pected of being under the influence of
alcohol, but they were not suspected on
reasonable prounds. They were suspected
mereiy because they left a hotel parking
area, and for no other reason.

Although I have not actually heard it
myself. I understand that yesterday there
was a lunchtime talk-back programme
called the Robert Maumill programme. I
did not hear it, but I have been told that
one Person rang through to the pro-
gramme and claimed that some fluorescent
type Paint was being put on cars so that
those which had been in a hotel parking
area could be identified further along the
road. Several members have just nodded
their heads to indicate they also beard the
programme. I did not hear it and do
not know whether such a call was made
and if it were made, whether the state-
ment is true, because I do not believe half
the things I hear.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: The rumour is
all around the place that this is being
done, but no-one has yet actually seen
it done.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I hope It Is
not being done.
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I would not
imagine that the police would in any cir'-
cumstances use any luminous paint on a
person's car. Possibly chalk or something
like that which could be rubbed off, might
be used, but not paint.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Uf that
rumour is not true I would likec the Min-
ister for Police to make an immediate
announcement denying it because such a
statement is very dangerous and is dam-
aging to the police and patrolmen. Let
us face it, they are acting under instruc-
tions.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: On behalf of the
Minister-

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: They are
carrying out instructions and, from what
I have heard from some of them, they are
not very happy with the form of ambush
in which they are participating.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: On behalf of the
Minister for Police I deny that charge
now because in my presence yesterday he
said it was not true.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I would not
accuse the police of doing it; it would be
a sad reflection on them If the rumour were
true.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Did you raise that
matter to give the Minister the oppor-
tunity to deny it?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Yes, for no
other reason, because I do not think that
the patrolmen would do such a thing. I
do not believe the Minister would order
them to do so.

Hf I can be a little critical, I will say
that if the Minister is not aware of the
random testing that is taking place, evi-
dently the authority has taken over from
him and is giving the instructions. If this
is the case, it is about time the Minister
took control of his department and issued
instructions In accordance with the spirit
of the legislation. I understood that
people would be prevented from entering
their cars if they were under the influence
of liquor. The Minister in this House
stated that that would be the case.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: And it is being
done now, my friend.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We were told
that the patrolmen would not wait until
an accident occurred.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It is being done
now.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I can only go
on the reports in the Press. When the
Minister replies I hope he can tell us3 that
it is being done and where. It is not being
done at the hotels where the patrolmen
are supposedly lying in ambush.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You say "sup-posedly". Before you said that they were
lying in ambush. Which is it?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I said that
"..ambush" is the word used by the Press.
It is not a word I used or to which I sub-
scribe.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: But you accused
me of telling lies because You said that the
patrolmen were lying in ambush to make
random tests.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: The Minis-
ter for Health had said that random test-
ing would not take place, and I have proved
conclusively that it Is taking place.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No you haven't.
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: If the fact

that over half the people given tests have
been let go, is not conclusive evidence of
random testing, I do not know what is.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Of course it is
not.

The Hon. Ft. THOMPSON: Tell me what
it is.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: We have now
an active Police Force. It was not active
in your day when you were Minister. That
is why this is happening now.

The Hon. P.' THOMPSON: The Minister
for Health has been bad news ever since
he became a Minister.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You have been
bad news, too.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader
of the Opposition will address the Chair.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister
for Health went on to say-

Counsel assures me that this cannot
be construed as permitting random
testing. The Act would require amend-
ment before it could be made lawful.

I said I took counsel's word for that. I
accepted it, as did every other member of
this Chamber; but random testing is tak-
ing place, regardless of the views of Par-
liamentary Counsel.

The Hen. N. McNeill: I still believe it
is most inappropriate for you to make
reference to Parliamentary Counsel in
this debate.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am quoting
from Hansard. I had asked the Minister
to ascertain from his adviser what the
true position would be. and he obtained
that assurance. I thanked him for ob-
taining it and I accepted it. But what do
we find? Evidently the authority is now
going to be the whipping boy, because the
Minister did not give instructions. Some-
one must have given instructions that
there would be a concentrated campaign
at this hotel or that club and that there
would be random testing of every Person
who came out of it.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Have you been
around and seen this?

The Hon. Ft. THOMPSON: No.
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You have not
seen it but you are taking someone's word
that this is going on. You are jumping
to conclusions.

The Han. Rt. THOMPSON: I am taking
the word of some of the people who are
obliged to do the random testing.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: You do not
think the executive officer would give the
instructions, do you?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: The execu-
tive officer is the chairman of the autho-
rity.

The Hon. H. W, Gayfer: You do not
think he would be the one who issued
those instructions?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I do not
know who issued them; I want to find out
who did. The Minister says he did not
issue them. I think this House should
know who issued the instructions, in view
of the assurances we were given that the
amendment would not constitute random
testing. No-one can tell me that 20 or
30 policemen get into vehicles, work over-
time at weekends, and literally work their
guts out-and I give them credit for the
job they are doing-without anybody giv-
ing them instructions. Of course they do
not.

The Hon. 1. G. Pratt: Did you say you
were going on the word of the people who
were obliged to do this random testing?

The Hon. R,. THOMPSON: I have spoken
to some of them.

The Hon. I. 0. Pratt: They are obliged
to do it?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: They are
acting under instructions to do It.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Prom whom?
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That Is what

Z am trying to find out. I questioned the
Minister for Health and he gave those
undertakings to Parliament.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not give
any instructions.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: I want the
Minister for Health to tell us who did give
the instructions, because he misled us by
saying the police would be instructed not
to carry out random testing. If we had
the honest opinion of all members of this
Chamber, they would say it Is random
testing that is taking Place at the present
time. There is no denying it.

The Hon. D. X. Dana: Brewery shares
are getting very shaky.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I think I
have made the Point that we were com-
pletely misled. I have not misquoted the
Minister in any way. I have ouoted what
h-e said when he told us random testing
would not take place. Of course random
testing is taking place. The other point
was that people would be prevented from

driving before an offence was committed.
Ta the best of my knowledge, nobody is
being stopped from driving; they are being
tested. I think it is about time we had some
honesty of purpose within this new auth-
ority, and an honest answer, whether it be
from the Mitnister, the chairman, or the
members of the authority. We should know
exactly what the guidelines will be.

We want to know whether or not ran-
dom testing will be continued, and if so
whether the decent thing will be done by
giving the patrons leaving an establish-
ment the opportunity to find alternative
transport to their homes. If they saw a
patrolman on a motorbike or in a motorcar
in the parking area outside an hotel, many
people would probably have second
thoughts and say, "I am not going to get
caught, firstly because I cannot afford to
be caught, and secondly because I do not
want to offend."

The Hon. Clye Gri~tbs: That is avail-
able to everybody now, is it not?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is avail-
able now but people are not aware that
they Could be pulled up for a random test,
which this Chamber clearly understood
would not happen.

I will conclude where I1 started. I con-
gratulate the present Minister for Police-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: And abuse me!
The Hon. R, THOMPSON: -because he

did not tell me any lies.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: He was not here

to tell any lies.
The Hon, R. rTHOMPSON: I think he is

doing a worth-while job. He is trying to
lower the death rate on the roads. I have
had personal discussions with him about
it from time to time. I think every
member of the Chamber should have the
same oblcetive. I do not think the present
Minister for Police is telling any untruths
when he says he did not direct that ran-
dom testing take place, but now is the
time for him to put things right by Stop-
ping random testing as it is now being
carried out and by getting the police into
the parking areas where they consider
people will be leaving under the influence
of liquor and giving the people the oppor-
tunity to make their way home by other
means of transport. If people drive after
seeing a well-lit police vehicle in a prom-
inent position in a parking area, they
deserve to be caught. I support the Bill.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer:. Before you sit
down. would you tell me whether you
would consider random testing at that
stage?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: No. I would
not consider random testing at any stage.
I voted against random testing because
I would not accept it unless it was in the
Bill. From start to finish, I was under
the impression that that Clause of the Bill
did not constitute random testing.
Sitting suspended from 6.09 to 7.30 p.m.
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THE HON. D. W. COOLEY (North-East
Metropolitan) C 7.31 p.m.]: Like my col-
leagues. I support the Supply Bill which
has been presented to us tonight. How-
ever, I do so with a good deal of trepida-
tion and apprehension. I think in the
light of events which have occurred since
this Parliament last met, this House of
Review would be quite justified in with-
holding supply from the Government.

I feel the Government is on the verge
of collapse, and that we should give a
great deal of consideration to whether or
not the amount of $450 million should be
allocated to it for supply. In his second
reading speech the Minister spoke of the
good management of the Government, but
if we look deeply into this Government
we find a great deal of division as a con-
sequence of the events which have occurred
since the early part of the session.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Not to mention
divisions in the Labor Party; we will
ignore them for the moment.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not
know of any divisions in the Labor Party.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Take a
trip to Tasmania.

The Hon. 1. 0. Pratt: Say something
about postal charges.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I think the
State Government is acting under false
pretences at the moment. It should let
the people decide -whether or not they
made the correct choice in 1974 and
whether they want to continue in office
a Government which Is composed of two
parties which are disunited to the extreme.
We should let the people decide whether
they would prefer to have one, strong,
united party like the Australian Labor
Party in Government.

The Hon. N. McNeill: That is a laugh,
that is.

The Ron. D. W. COOLEY: Like many
things the present Government has done,
the coalition is an abject failure; and as
much as members opposite like to laugh
I feel they are whistling in the dark in
many respects because they know as well
as I do that if six members In another
Place were to desert them-which is likely
at any tick of the clock-they would be
in dire trouble as a Government.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Wishful thinking.
The Hon. D. W. COOLEY.: It is not

Wishful thinking; I am merely expressing
the view that when members opposite
were elected to Government In 1974 they
Presented themselves to the people as a
strong, united coalition, and they were
elected on that basis; however, they are
anything but that at the moment. Mem-
bers opposite are in complete disarray,
and if the Country Party were to leave
them they would be a minority Govern-
ment.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: The coalition
was net formed until after the election
was wan.

The Hon. D. W. COGLEY: Members
opposite presented themselves to the people
of Western Australia as a coalition Gov-
ernment.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: Never as a
coalition. The coalition was formed after
the Labor Party was annihilated.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I have a
great deal of sympathy for members of
the Country Party because as I have said
before in this Chamber I have a deep per-
sonal affection for country people, despite
the fact that it was the people In rural
areas who put the Tonkin Government out
of office; but they have been betrayed by
the Liberal Party. Some Liberal members
in this House were elected In preference to
Country Party candidates in electorates
which traditionally belong to the Country
Party, However, the Country Party went
along with the Liberal Party and
formed the coalition, and members
of the Liberal Party sold them
down the river. They did the same
thing In respect of the DLP. They were
glad to have the DLP In their pocket. The
Liberal Party was very friendly with the
DLP but it sold that party down the river
just as it has done with the Country
Party. The Country Party Is now told
that it must take it or leave it. That was
announced by the Leader of the Liberal
Party in May.

The Hon. 1. 0. Pratt: Whose pocket did
the DLP come out of?

The I-on. D. W. COOLEY: Mr Pratt sits
there like a dumb cluck for the greater
part of the session and makes no contri-
butions apart from when lie is seated. The
Country Party was faced with an ultima-
tum of either returning to the coalition
under the terms dictated by the Liberal
Party, or getting out altogether. There
is no question that its members were be-
trayed.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I didn't see
you at any of those meetings.

The Ilon. D. W. COOLEY: 1 am very
surprised that Mr Gayfer should interject
in this situation because his party has lost
all the principles it ever had.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: I would take
exception to that.

The Hon. DI. W. COOLEY: It is known
throughout the length and breadth of the
land that the Country Party was sold out
by the Liberals and it almost crawled back
to them so that It could again be a part
of this so-called coalition Government. It
will not be long before the Country Party
will leave the coalition again.

I did not say these things; they were
said by one of the ex-Ministers of the
Crown who resigned his job because he
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could not bear to sit in the same Cabinet
as some of the people who were making
demands on him

The Hon. V. J. Perry: That is demo-
cratic.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That is true.
Mr Stephens notified Country Party dele-
gates that the National Country Party had
returned to the coalition as a mendicant1
completely humiliated and divided. That
is how the Country Party stands in this
so-called coalition Government at the
moment.

The Hon. 0. C. MvacKinnon: That is his
opinion, and not a statement of fact.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Mr Stephens
said that.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It is his
opinion.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I did not say
it was anything other than his opinion.
That In Itself is sufficient to Indicate that
a great deal of division exists within the
Government.

The Hon. Clive Griffiths: There Is no
division at all.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Oh, no! That
should have brought a laugh. The Coun-
try Party has become disunited, and it is
a shame to see It in that position. The
Liberal Party has ridden on the back of
the Country Party, so much that it has
finally driven it Into the ground.

The Hon. N. McNeill: And you are so
sorry about it!

The Ron. D. W. COOLEY: Yes, I am
desperately sorry! The Country Party has
done what the Liberal Party has always
done when It Is In desperate trouble; that
is, it has changed its name. it started oif
as the Country Party, then it was changed
to the National Alliance, then It was
changed to the Country Party again, and
now it Is known as the National Country
Party. That is reminiscent of the changes
in name of the so-called Liberal Party
some years ago; whenever It was in trouble
the name was changed. The Labor Party
has always been known as such, and there
Is no doubt about that.

Several members Interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order. please! I think

the honourable member would serve his
purpose better if he were to address the
Chair.

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY: Thank you,
Sir. I believe the Country Party members
at present in the so-called coalition are
not worthy to be part of the Govermnent,
Even their friends In the Press have
turned upon them.

Poinzt of Order

The Hon. H. W. GAYhER: Mr Presi-
dent, I would ask the honourable member
to withdraw the words that we are not

worthy to be here. I think the implication
is undignified. I do not know which
Standing Order to quote, but I think he
has cast an aspersion on some members
of Parliament.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I did not
say the honourable member is not worthy
to be here. I said they were not worthy
to be members of the Government, and
I think by their actions of the past few
months they have shown they are not
worthy-

The PRESIDENT: Order! It is clear
to me that the Hon. M. W. Qayfer has
asked for a withdrawal of the words that
Country Party members are not worthy
to be members of the Government. The
honourable member will please withdraw
those words.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I thought
Mr Gayfer said that he wanted me to
withdraw the words that the Country
Party members are not worthy to be here;
and I did not say those words.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Would Mr
Gayfer please restate the words he wishes
to be withdrawn.

The Hon. H. W. GAYPER: I understood
the honourable member to say that the
Country Party members were not worthy
to be members of the Government, and I
ask him to withdraw those words.

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY: If It p)leases
Mr Gayfer-

The PRESIDENT: It is not a question
of whether the honourable member is
pleased; it Is a question of Stan ding
Orders.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Under what
Standing Order do I have to withdraw,
Sir?> If I made an incorrect statement-

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Stand-
ing Order provides that if words are used
which an honourable member finds objec-
tionable he may ask for a withdrawal of
those words. I think Mr Cooley is aware
of the relevant Standing Order because
my recollection is that he himself has
asked for the withdrawal of words from
time to time since he has been a member
of this Chamber. Would the honourable
member kindly withdraw the words?

The Mon. N. E. Baxter: Unqualified, too.

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY: Mr President.
I am not too sure whether I should with-
draw any words. if I believed in my own
mind-

The PRESIDENT: Order! I give the
honourable member one more chance.
Would he please withdraw the words.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Would the
honourable member state what words he
wants withdrawn?
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The PRESIDENT: The honourable
member has already stated the words he
wishes to be withdrawn. If you are not
clear on the point I will leave the Chair,
call for the record, and ascertain that the
words were in fact used.

The Hon. D. W. COOi.WX: T woul1d like
you to do that, Sir.

Sitting suspended from 7.44 to 8.06 p.m,
The PRESIDENT: I have obtained a

copy of the Hansard record of the debate,
and I propose to read it to members. It
commences at the point where I made a
suggestion to Mr Cooley that he would
serve his purpose better if he were to
address the Chair. The Hansard report is
as follows--

The PRESIDENT: Order, please! I[
think the honourable member would
serve his purpose better if he were to
address the Chair.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Thank
you, Sir. I helieve the Country Party
members at present in the so-called
coalition are not worthy to be part
of the Government. Even their friends
in the Press have turned upon them.

Point of Order
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Mr

President, I would ask the honourable
member to withdraw the words that
we are not worthy to be here. I think
the implication is undignified. I do not
know which clause of Standing Orders
to quote, but I think he has cast an
aspersion on some members of Parlia-
ment.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I did not
say the honourable member is not
worthy to be here. I said they were
not worthy to be members of the Gov-
ernment, and I think by their actions
of the past few months they have
shown they are not worthy-

The PRESIDENT: Order! It Is clear
to me that the Hon. H. W. Gayfer has
asked for a withdrawal of the words
that Country Party members are not
worthy to be members of the Govern-
ment. The honourable member will
Please withdraw those words.

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY: I thought
Mr Gayfer said that he wanted me to
withdraw the words that the Country
Party members are not worthy to be
here; and I did not say those words.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Would
Mr Gayfer please restate the words
he wishes to be withdrawn.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I under-
stood the honourable member to say
that the Country Party members were
not worthy to be members of the Gov-
ernment. and I ask him to withdraw
those words.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: If it
pleases Mr Gayfer-

The PRESIDENT; It is not a ques-
tion of whether the honourable mem-
ber is pleased; it is a question of
Standing Orders.

The Hon. D. W. COOLiEY. Under
what Standing Order do I have to
withdraw, Sir? If I made an incorrect
statement-

The PRESIDENT: Order! The
Standing Order provides that if words
are used which an honourable mem-
ber finds objectionable he may ask for
a withdrawal of those words. I think
Mr Cooley is aware of the relevant
Standing Order because my recollec-
tion is that he himself has asked for
the withdrawal of words from time to
time since he has been a member of
this Chamber. Would the honourable
member kindly withdraw the words?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: 'Unqualifed,
too.

The Hon. D3. W. COOLEY: Mr
President, I am not too sure whether
I should withdraw any words. If I
believed in my own mind-

The PRESIDENT: Order! I give the
honourable member one more chance.
Would he please withdraw the words.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY* Would
the honourable member state what
words he wants withdrawn?

The PRESIDENT: The honourable
member has already stated the words
he wishes to be withdrawn. if you
aire not clear on the point I will leave
the Chair, call for the record, =nd
ascertain that the words were In fact
used.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I would
like you to do that, Sir.

I think it would be appropriate if I ask
Mr Gayfer whether he wants to pursue
this matter any further.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer:, Yes, Mr Presi-
dent.

The PRESIDENT: In what manner does
the honourable member wish to pursue it?

The Hon. H. W. QAYFER: I wish to
pursue it under Standing order 86 which
reads as follows--

No Member shall use offensive or
unbecoming words in reference to any
Member of either House. and all iPu-
tations. of improper motives and per-
sonal reflections on Members shall be
considered highly disorderly, and words
infringing this Standing Order, when
objected to, shall be withdrawn forth-
with.

The PRESIDENT: Are the words to
which the honourable member objects
"Country Party members are not worthy
to be members of the Government"?

1910



(Wednesday, 13 August, 1975] 1911

The Hon. H. W. GAYPER: That is cor-
rect.

The PRESIDENT: Will Mr Cooley please
withdraw those wards from his remarks?

The Ron. D). W. COOLEY: Do I have to
withdraw them as a result of Mr Gayfer's
interpretation?

The PRESIDENT: Order! My interpre-
tation of the wording of the Standing Order
is that a withdrawal must be unqualified.
Will the honourable member please with-
draw the words?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I withdraw
the words, and say that the Country Party
is a party that cannot govern itself and
therefore it should have no part in the
*Government. I would like those words sub-
stituted for the words I have used.

The PRESIDENT: It is not a question
of the substitution of words. The honour-
able member has been asked to withdraw
the words that have been stated, to the
effect that members of the Country Party
are not worthy of being members of the
Government. The honourable member
must make a withdrawal of those remarks
in an unqualified manner.

The Eon. D. W. COOLEY: I withdraw
the words "the Country Party is not
worthy to govern" or similar words I am
alleged to have said.

Debate Resumed
The H-on. fl. W. COOLEY: I think that a

party which allows itself to be propped up
by people who are injected Into this State
from other States of the Commonwealth-
I refer to people like Mr Bjelke-Petersen
and Mr. Anthony, who intervened in an
endeavour to establish some semblance of
unity within the Country Party-should
not be Part of the Western Australian
Government.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Did you say Mr
Anthony intervened?

The Hon. D3. W. COOLEY: Yes, Mr
Anthony did intervene.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: When and
where?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: He did inter-
vene in some way, and this is illustrated
in a report which appeared in the Daily
News of the 20th May. The report is as
follows-

It was a fundamental principle of
coalition for leadership positions to be
shared.

This was said today by the National
Country Party leader, Mr Anthony,
directing his remarks at Sir Charles
Court.

Mr Anthony attacked Sir Charles'
refusal to have a Country Party
deputy-Premier, on the grounds of
inexperience.

Mr Anthony maintained that the
Problem could be solved if there was
a real willingness to do so.

He suggested a possible arrangement
whereby the Country Party could take
the No. 2 job in six or twelve months'
time.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do you regard
that as intervention?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: That is one
of the reasons I think the Government is
in doubt, because it has inexperienced
members at the top-members with very
litle experience in this Parliament, and as
little experience as I have. I do not think
they could form part of a Government
with any degree of stability.

The Hon. N. McNeil:; Have you not had
members from other States who inter-
vened in disputes in your party?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I am not
talking about my own Party. There is an
attempt to jack up the Government. We all
know that Mr Ejelke-Petersen went home
with his tail between his legs. In view of
the present situation the people of Wes-
tern Australia should be allowed to decide
whether this is the Government which they
elected in March, 1974. It has an entirely
different composition now.

The Hon. J. Heitman: Not much differ-
ent.

The Son. D3. W. COOLEY: It does not
matter whether there is much difference;
in this place it does not matter whether
the Country Party votes with the Govern-
ment or against it, the Government still
has the numbers. But that Is not the prin-
ciple. of a coalition Government. If Some
Country Party members are virtually sit-
ting on the cross-benches that is not a
coalition Government. I think the People
of Western Australia have a right to say
whether that position should prevail, and
whether the Government should continue
in this state of uncertainty.

We are talking about very serious
matters tonight. Under the provisions of
the Bill now under discussion the Govern-
ment will be granted a sum of $450 million
to administer the State. I am saying the
State cannot be administered Properly by
a Government which is disunited and in
disarray; there is no question about that
at all. The simple fact of the matter is
that the Country Party has virtually left
the coalition and because of that the Gov-
ernment has no right to expect the con-
fidence of the people. This is not the first
time members opposite have misled the
people of Western Australia. They have
been misled in the past, and they will be
misled in the future.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is the member
not disappointed that the Government
parties are not disunited?
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The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I was going The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: That remark
to talk about what the Labor Party did
while in office. A book has been published
setting out the progress made during
1971-72. 1 do not know what members
opposite would be able to publish with
regard to progress and decisinns since they
went into office in 1974.

While speaking to the Supply Bill I will
take the opportunity to touch on another
matter regarding supply. No doubt an
allocation will be made to the Western
Australian Industrial Commission when
the Estimates are presented to the respec-
tive Houses. I think the Government
should consider the value of maintaining
the present Western Australian Industrial
Commission in its existing form. We
should question the Increase in the num-
ber of commissioners, or question whether
the increase in numbers should be main-
tained and supported. I consider there
ought to be a review of the commission to
find out whether it is functioning properly.
The actions of some of the commissioners
should be examined in the light of the
role they played recently in invoking tile
penal provisions of the Act against 153
workers in this State.

The role of the commissioners is to
maintain peace in industry, settle disputes,
arbitrate with equity and conscience, and
give consideration to the substantial
merits of any ease. By their recent action
they have failed to take that course snd
I think the Minister for Labour and Indus-
try, and the Government, should hold an
inquiry to ascertain whether the commis-
sion Is acting in accordance with the
powers given to it.

The Ron. 1. G. Pratt: Are you alleging
that the commission has been acting
illegally?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I am not
saying that; the members of the commis-
sion are not acting illegally. However,
they have acted In a way which almost
brought this State to a standstill.

The Hon. J. Heitmnan: That would not
have been the work of the unions?

The Ron. D. W. COOLEY: That
occurred because of the lack of discretion
and judgment which was shown by the
commissioners.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Who nearly
brought the State to a standstill?

The Son. D. W. COOLEY: There should
be an examination of the commission.

The HOn. N. McNeill: Would you care
to answer my question; who nearly brought
the State to a standstill?

The HOn. fl. W. COOLEY: I am saying
the Industrial Commission nearly brought
the State to a standstill.

could only come from the President of the
TLC, rather than from a member of Parli-
ament.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The commis-
sioners almost brought this State to a
standstill by their atos

The Hon. 0G C. MacKinnon: As a mem-
ber of Parliament you should stand for law
and order.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do stand
for law and order, but I think other people
within the community do not have the
same outlook, including the industrial
commissioners. It seems they do not
always stand for law and order because
they allowed 600 offences to go unnoticed,
but when offences 601 and '602 occurred
action was taken under section 132 of the
Act. The Industrial Commission knew full
well that this would provoke the trade
unions into taking industrial action.

I do not want to argue the rights or
wrongs of the penal provisions of the Act. I
am saying the Government should have a
serious look at the activities of the com-
mission to see whether it is doing the job
of maintaining peace by settling disputes
In Industry, and looking at cases on the
basis of equity and conscience, and with
regard to their particular merit.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: The commission
was upholding the law.

The Hon. N. McNeill: On listening to
the member opposite one would think that
everyone else was wrong and he was right.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: It seems
the member opposite is the only one in the
battalion who is in step!I

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It seems a
decision was brought down by the Indus-
trial Commission. I ask members opposite
to judge whether the commissioners acted
correctly and whether they acted in
accordance with the provisions of the Act.
I am drawing to the attention of members
opposite matters which I feel I have a
right to In respect of actions taken by the
commission.

The commission heard the case for in-
dexation. The present Government ap-
peared before the commission and
supported the principle, as did all other
Governments throughout Australia. includ-
Ing the Australian Government. The em-
ployers put their case in opposition to wage
Indexation, and the trade union movement
put its case in support of Indexation. The
Industrial Commission came down with a
very good decision and stated that wage
indexation would be applied under certain
conditions during the next three quarters.
Wages were to be adjusted in accordance
with the Consumer Price Index. That is
what the decision was all about.

A decision was then taken by the Trades
and Labor Council which indicated there
could be the possibility of a 24-hour stop-
page over the application of the Penal
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clauses. That occurred after the deci-
sion was brought down. The Industrial
Commission then reached a remarkable
decision which called on the trade union
movement to throw away Its right to strike.

After the commission had heard the
merits of the case, acted in good conscience,
and had done everything else it had to do,
it brought down this remarkable decision.
The commission changed its mind and told
the trade unions they would receive wage
indexation when they followed certain
steps. There was no way in the world that
the unions would have taken that course.
so the commission brought down another
decision to deny to the workers the retro-
spective pay provisions if they joined the
Trades and Labor Council in the pending
strike.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: That Is a
pretty rough and ready history of the
position.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: it is factual.
The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: No, It is not.
The Hon. D: W. COOLEY: It is an out-

line of the facts, as I know- them.
The Hon. V. JR. Ferry: That could be a

little different.
The. Hon. N. McNeill; A little biased.
The Hazur D. W.. COOLEY: I think I

would be a little closer to the mark than
would the member opposite in his remote
area;,

The Han. 1. G. Pratt: As you know it,
or as you see it?

The Hon. G. C. Mac~innon: I thought
the member opposite, loved the country.

The Han- V. J. Ferry: I thought he loved
country people,

The Hion; D. W. COOLEY: I think I
love my country as- much as does Mr Mac-
Kinnon.

The Hor. G. C. Macsinnon: Then why
make disparaging. remarks- about remote
areas?

The Hon. DL W. COOLEY: And I do
not have to wear an RSL badge to prove
that I love my country. Returning to the
Industrial- Commission: of course it is up-
holding the law, but is it upholding the
purpose of the Industrial Commission?
The commission camne up, with the spuri-
ouis argument that the trade unions have
a right to. prosecute employers, and be-
cause of that the unions have to be sub-
jected to the provisions of section 132 of
the Act, which is mnost vicious. it. is the
most vicious provision in any arbitration
Act in Australia. and, in fact, throughout
the free world. Such provisions could
only be found In communist countries or
other countries which do not believe in
the same freedom in which we believe.

I do not intend to. argue the merits of
section 132 of the Act but if- members care
to examine it they will find that what I am
saying is correct. A worker can be fined.
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and. bwye his goods and chattels seized. if
he goes on strike. This applies regardless
of, the fact that he -could- have opposed-
the strike. Hje- could' have vottd against
the strike and then Joined his, comrades
in the strike.

The Hon. G. C. lMacKinnon:4Appropdiate
discussion and negotiation related to that
section) oft the Act is currently taking place.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I appreciate
that, and I wats coming, to it.

The Hon. 0. C. Mac~innon: That. is the
proper way to do it. not to call a strike
and break the law:

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I know all
about that. The Government has Picked
on 80 workers in a remote little workshop
in Bassendean.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We did not
pick them.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Govern-
ment did pick them. If ever there was a
political act, that was one. The workers
atsa remote little shop in Basendean were
subjected to all the, indignities of going
before an industrial magistrate with the
prospect of being fined and having their
goods taken from them, and with the pros-
pect of subsequently having to go to gaol
if they did not pay their fines. Yet, for a
period of eight days the pilots employed
by MMA have been on strike and there has
not been one word of criticism from the
Government.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: How- many
workers have been thrown into gaol?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: X know the
pilots employed by MMA are not subject
to the provisions of the Western Austra-
lian Industrial Arbitration Act.

The Hon. 0. C. Mac~innon: How many
workers have been thrown into gaol?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I did not say
they had been thrown into gaol; I said
they were subjected to the threat of gaol.

The Hon. 0. C'. Macsinnon: How many
have been thrown into gaol; how many have
had the bailiff call?

The Hon. D). W. COOLEY: They have
not had the bailiff call: and the member
opposite is aware of that.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Of course
I am aware of that; why carry on as
though the bailiff had called?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Do not think
the danger has passed. This is only a
breathing space. Everything is now in a
state of limbo because appeals have been
lodged.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Is that a threat
or a promise?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Is the mem-
ber opposite speaking as a member of the
TLC or as a member of Parliament?
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The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: if anyone
goes to gaol, or if anyone has goods taken
from him, there will be a major con-
frontation and a major strike.

The Hon. Gi. E. Masters: They did not
do much good last time.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The point I

am trying to make is that the competence
of some of the commissioners of the Indus-
trial Commission should be examined in
the light of what has taken place.

The Hon. W. HR. Withers: The comn-
rnissioners should be shown respect.

The Hon, D. W. COOLEY: I agree. I
am saying their competence should be
examined in the light of the actions they
have taken. Before any finance is allo-
cated to the commission it should be
examined closely to see whether such
allocation is justified. Members opposite
have jacked up the number of commis-
sioners to seven. Although I am saying
this from hearsay I believe there were
serious divisions within the Industrial
Commission regarding the invoking of
section 132 of the Act.

There were very serious divisions in-
deed; It was almost a divided vote in
respect of what should take place. All I
am saying is that the Government ought
to have a good look at the activities of the
commission before it allocates any large
sums of money to it. I say that had it not
been for the good common sense of the
present Minister for Labour and Industry.
In bringing the parties together, and in
spite of what Mr Masters has said, he
would have had trouble-

The Hon. G. E. Masters: You got it right
then!

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I have been
called Tom Dooley and all sorts of things
here at different times so do not get wor-
ried.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: I must say
I am pleased.

The H-on. V. W. COOLEY: We would
have had a terrible situation had it not
been for the good sense of the present
Minister. He called the parties together
and he took a realistic attitude about what
was confronting the State at that particu-
lar tine. The Trades and Labor Council
joined Mr Grayden in his responsible
actions. We sat down with him and we
are now at the stage that we have a sem-
blance of hope In relation to the very
pernicious provisions of the legislation. I
do not want to go any further than that
because the matter is possibly sub ladie.
However, discussions are taking place and
this is to the Minister's credit.

The HOn. G3. C. MacKinnon: Is that
before or after Mr Coleman made a bit
of an ass of himself?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: When did
Mr Coleman do that?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You tell-
US.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I do not
know whether it, was. before or after the
incident we are talking about. Mr Gray-
den's decision was taken at the eleventh
hour. The strike was due to go ahead on
the Monday, and he called us together on
the Thursday.

The Hon, 0. C. MacKinnon: You do
not want to elaborate on the behaviour
of Mr Coleman?

The Hon. D, W. COOLEY: I1 em not
here to justify someone else's actions, but
only to justify what I do.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I thought
you might want to defend him.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You would have
great trouble doing that.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I hope the
Government will have regard for the fact
that a dangerous situation still exists. I
have been rather close to the scene.
People were told what the position could
be, but they went ahead and took certain
action. I do not want the public at large
to believe that the danger is past. If
certain policy decisions are taken and
workers are subjected to the same sort of
actions, possibilities exist not only for a
State strike but for a nation-wide strike.
The position has cooled a little now, but
it could quite easily flare up again.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Don't bring the
pilots out again-I have to get home this
weekend.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I would like
to conclude by touching briefly on the
Government's Performance, or lack of it.
I lie to be charitable, and as members
well know I like to give credit where credit
is due. However, I cannot find one single
measure of improvement in the Govern-
ment's performance since we last met here.
when we look at and compare the per-
formance of our present Government with
the achievements of the Tonkin Govern-
ment at this stage of the administration,
there is no comparison.

The H-on. G. C. MacKinnon: What about
the deaths on the roads?

The HOn. D. W. COOLEY: I am talking
about real benefits to Western Australian
people.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: It is a real bene-
fit if you stay alive!

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: I know.
The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Don't you

regard that as a real benefit?
The H4on. D. W. COOLEY: I do not

take any credit away from the Government
about that at all.

The Hon. G. C. MacEinnon: You do not
regard it as a benefit?
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The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The figures
are not so remarkable at this particular
time. is it about 20 fewer deaths on the
road than last year?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: The best
figures in Australia,

The Hon. N. McNeill. The best figures
on record-5.3 deaths per 10 000 population.

The Hon. D). W. COOLEY: In drawing
that matter to, my attention, members
must be scraping the bottom of the barrel.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: You do not
regard that as important?

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: Yes I do.
The Hon. T. Knight: Perhaps you could

give us a 30-second briefing on all the
Tonkin Government achieved in its term.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: It would take
more than 30 seconds-

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: You would need
a half hour to find out what your mob
would not let us do.

The Ron. D. W. COOLEY: Just look at
this book I am holding. A great deal of
advancement took place, if not by legilat-
ive action then by administrative action.
The workers of this State were never in
better shape than at this stage in the
administration of the Tonkin Government.

The Hon. T. Knight: You have the wrong
colour binding on it too, incidentally.

The Hon. 0. W. COOLEY: What colour
should it be?

The Hon. T. Knight: It is blue.

The H-on. D. W. COOLEY: You would
not mind if it were red.

The Hon. S. J1. Deflar: Do you object to
the red colouring in this Chamber?

The PRESIDENT: Order please! There
are far too many interjections.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: We stil must
search for results. The improvement
which was drawn to my attention came
after a scraping of the barrel, although
not necessarily the bottom of the barrel.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: There are none
so blind as they that won't see.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It would be
a good thing if we had some evidence of
improvement; for example, the result of
all the overseas economic missions under-
taken by the Premier and Ministers which
were going to bring such great benefit to
this State of ours. The Premier has been
away on many occasions. He told us he
would do something about again setting
the State on the way to great prosperity.
Where are the results? I cannot see any
action that has been taken.

The Hon. J. Heitmuan: You have not been
here long enough.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Government
members have told us of the improvement
in road fatality figures. However, what

improvements have there been in real
terms of benefit to the people of this
State-economically, socially, education-
ally, or in any other way? Perhaps Gov-
ernment members know in their own mninds
what has been done, but they do not make
these matters public and they do not es-
pouse them in the Houses of Parliament.
Perhaps before the end of the session
these things may be disclosed to us. I still
say that we have to search for results,
and charitable as I may be, I cannot find
them. In respect of decisions that affect
the people, all we have had from the
Government are massive increases in
charges--electricity rates, license fees, and
water rates. Whatever charges can be put
up have been put up.

The Hon. N. McNeill: What about
wages--put up through your unions?

The Hon. D. W, COOLEY: Ask the peo-
ple who have to pay for electricity to heat
their homes.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Do I need to say
something, or may I1 Just leave it unsaid?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Ever since
the present Government has been In office
its members have harped about the poli-
cies of the Federal Government. The
Whitlam Government offered to take over
the railways, it offered us Medibank and
for quite a while the Government refused
to accept it. The Australian Government
was willing to take responsibility for a
$20 million debt incurred far interest by
the Railways Department, but the Court
Government turned it back. We are fre-
quently told that the State Governmient is
short of funds, and then the very next
day it will turn back assistance from the
Australian Government. If members would
look at the various surveys which have
been undertaken with regard to the Aus-
tralian Government taking over the State
railways, they will see that generally the
Australian people are in favour of this
action.

The Hon. V. J. Ferry: Nat those in West-
ern Australia.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Look at the
South Australian Budget and members will
see the charges which have been levied by
the Premier of South Australia.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer. Look at the
costs of the Commonwealth Railways and
see what you think.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Members
should compare the costs of goods, services,
and Government charges in South Aus-
tralia with those of Western Australia.
Electricity charges are almost 50 per cent
less than they are here because the South
Australian Government has taken a realis-
tic attitude. When the Federal Govern-
ment wanted to help the South Australian
Government it was permitted to do so.
South Australia did not wait until the last
minute to accept Medibank thereby muak-
ing an additional charge on the State.
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The Hon. N. McNeill: I thought Mr
Hayden said we Came in a bit early.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How much
sooner did they get Medibank than we
did?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: Mr Eater
does hot have a very good record in respect
of rivedibank. He should hang his head in
shame over his actions in regard to that
scheme.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Oh rats!
The Hon. 1). W. COOLEY: The charges

that have been levied an the people of
Western Australia-

The Hon. MN.t Baxter: You would not
know a thing about then

The Hon. N. McNeil: Would You like to
give us a word or two oh interstate trans-
port?

The Hon. D. W. COOLY: Government
members are blind in their attitude and
philosophy towards the Australian Govern-
ment. It would be a different thing it the
Australian Government were one of its
own political belief. Because it is a Labor
Government, members opposite are blind
to every submission it makes. I ask the
Government to compare the progress made
by the South Australian Government with
that of the Western Australian Govern-
ment.

The Hoan. 1, 0. Pratt: It was a bit close
the other day.

The Hen. 1). W. COOLEY: Let us also
compare the relationlship between Mr Dun-
stan and Mr Whitlam-

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: The last elec-
tion did not seem to indicate a very great
confidence in Mr Dunstan, did It?

The Mon. R. F. Claughton: I think It did.
The Hon. S. J. flellar: Oh, come on!
The Hon. N. McNeill., He still got there.

but with a 10 pet cent swing against him.
The Hon. S. J. Dellar: He is still there.
'The Hon. N. McNeill: Even after a 10

per cent swing-that is not bad?
The Mon. Rt. F. Claughton: He has the

majority of the people supporting him,
which is more than you can say in this
State.

The Ron. G. E. Masters: How is that?
flat is an Incorrect statement.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: I would not
blame the Government one bit If it were
resisting the Proposals of the Australian
Government in respect of the railways on
principles alone, but what it is doing is
to put tremendous levies on the people of
Western Australia because of its philoso-
phies about the Australian Government,
and the fact that it is of a Political per-
suasion different from its own.

Government members may well sit here
with bland smiles on their faces when I
talk about increased electricity charges
because they receive $400 per week. They

should remember that a person on a pen-
sion has to pay the same amount as a
member of Parliament for electricity to
keep himself or herself warm. A pen-
sioner also Pays the same as a, member of
Parliament to license a car.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Why did You not
make that the subject of Your comment to
the Daily Newos rather than the way you
were actually reported?

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: I am making
the point that these increased charges are
being levied on people who are less able
to afford them.

The Ron. N. McNeill: Do you say the
pensioners dto not use telephones and do
not write letters?

The Ron. . E. Masters: Mr Whltlatn
says that People have to pay for these
things themselves.

The Mon. 0). W. COOLEY: The Minister
would be in a better position to keep him-
self warm than the pensioner would be.
mhe pensioner must pay the same as the
Minister for his wood.

The Hon. N, McNeill: It probably would
not cost me as much because pensioners
are home a darned sight more often than
I am.

The Hon. fl. W. COOLEY: But the Min-
ister has a greater ability to pay than has
the p~ensioner or a worker on a low or
moderate income,

The Hon. N. McNeil: There is no debate
on that-I am agreeing with you.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: It is a pity
that the State Government does not have
some consideration for that Point of view.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Why did your
Government not give something to the
pensioner when you were In office?

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: We did not
do too bad.

The Hon. 0. & Masters: Mr Whitlam
said, "Charge them."~

The Hon. N. McNeil: What did You allow
for the Pensioner medical scheme?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: If members
look at the Australian Government's record
in respect of that matter-

The Hon. N. McNeill: We are talking
about Your Government.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter, You do not want
to crawl behind the Australian Govern-
mnent.

T'he Hon. D. W. COOLEY: It was part
of the Court Government's policy to take
Care of People on fixed Incomes and again
it has failed.

"The Ron. N. E. Baxter: We have not
failed Yet.

The Hon. D2. W. COOLEY: Due to the
charges the Court Government Is Impos-
ing, we have the highest cost of living rate

1916



(Wednesday. 13 August. 1975] 1917

of any State in Australia--by far the
highest.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Did you not hear
the answer?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: This Govern-
ment has Imposed on the people of West-
ern Australia the most vicious charges
ever experienced.

The Bon. N. McNeill: Did you not hear
the argument I used to Miss Elliott Yester-
day?

The Hon. J. Heitman: You have f or-
gotten that the Tonkin Government
increased electricity charges by 21 per cent
also.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Compare that
with your increase!

The Hon. 1). W. COOLEY: The Court
Government has put up electricity charges
over 60 per cent in the short time it has
been in office.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Your increases
were at the time the inflation rate was 4
per cent.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: What has
that to do with It?

The Hon. 1. 0. Pratt: I do not think he
understands You.

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The Liberal
Party promised to help People on fixed
incomes and Yet the Court Government
has created inflation in this State by
putting up Government charges. It is for
that reason Western Australia has the
highest cost of living of any State in Aus-
tralia. Can members opposite name one
charge which the Court Government has
not yet put up?

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Tell me one
charge the South Australian Government
has not put up?

The Hon. D. W. COOLEY: The increases
in South Australia were more moderate.
If members compare the charge for ele-
tricity in South Australia with that in
Western Australia, they will see the differ-
ence. I submit the reason for this differ-
ence Is the better co-operation between
the South Australian Government and the
Australian Government.

I could continue to say much more
about this matter, but no doubt I will
have a chance later to espouse further
some of my views. I desired to draw atten-
tion to the great division within this
Government at the present time, and to
say that the people of Western Australia
should be given the opportunity to judge
whether they want this Government to
continue.

Perhaps they do; perhaps they want
disunity and discord in the ranks. How-
ever I believe they should be given the
opportunity to choose between disunity

and discord on the one hand and the solid
front of the Australian labor Party on
the other.

I have drawn attention to the activities
of the Western Australian Industrial Com-
mission because I think there Is something
wanting in its approach. I hope Govern-
ment members will have some regard for
what I have aid and see whether some-
thing cannot be done to bring about in-
dustrial stability rather than continue
with the chaos that has been evident dur-
ig the last two or three months.

Finally, I wish to draw attention to the
Government's poor performance-and I
refer to all aspects of its performance:
even in respect to administration in
which it has failed so badly. The Govern-
ment has likewise failed to sustain the
unity it said existed before the election In
1974.

THlE BON. LYLA ELLIOTT (North-
East Metropolitan) 18.48 p.m.]: Like the
Leader of the Opposition in this House
who spoke earlier this evening I am pleased
to note that the Minister In his second
reading speech saw fit to at least give the
Australian Government some credit for its
generosity to this State in its financial
dealings.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Unlike Mr Cooley
apparently I am charitable.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIfOTr: When intro-
ducing the Bill the Minister described the
year's financial operations as a very grati-
fying result which was only achieved as a
result of sound financial management.
The Premier made a similar statement to
the Press earlier In July. He said that
the comparatively small deficit at the end
of the last financial year was due to care-
ful management of the State's finances
by his Government.

I find both these statements amusing,
particularly if we examine the facts, which
are that the financial result about which
the Minister and the Premier appear to
be so pleased could not possibly have been
achieved had It not been firstly for the
generous financial assistance provided by
the Australian Government and, secondly,
it would not have been possible were It not
for the vicious increases in taxes and
charges which have already been referred
to by Mr Cooley.

The Hon. N. McNeill: And funding the
deficit out of our loan programme.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: In the last
financial year the Australian Government
increased capital grants to this State by
24.7 per cent; general revenue grants were
increased by 27.8 per cent, and loan funds
by 24.7 per cent.

These amounts do not include the funds
which have been allocated separately to
the State by the Australian Government
through the Schools Commission, the
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Children's Commission, the Hospitals and
Health Commission, through recreational
grants, Aboriginal affairs grants, the Aus-
tralian Assistance Plan, land grants, the
Regional Employment Development
Scheme, anud bo on.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How much came
from the Hospitals and Health Commis-
sion?

The lion. LYLA ELLIOTT: Does the
Minister deny that the Hospitals and
Health Commission funded projects In the
Health Department?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No, but how
much came in?

Mr Claughton interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! If the hon-

curable Mr Claugh tori wishes to interject
he must do so while sitting In his own
seat.

The Hon. LYLA ELI OTT: I cannot
give the Minister the figures for which he
asks, and I think it is most unfair of hint
to expect me to do so at this moment, but
vast sums of money have been given to
this State from the various funds over
and above the other grants I mentioned;
funds which were certainly not available
to the Tonkin Government.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It depends what
you call vast amounts.

The Ron. LYLA ElLI OTT: Despite all
this assistance, the Government has im-
posed severe increases in State taxes and
charges. So in view of the massive sup-
port from the Australian Government and
from the taxpayers of Western Australia
it is ridiculous for the State Government
to claim that its financial situation was
brought about by careful management.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon. Can you
tell us how much?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I have told
the Minister the percentage by which the
capital grants, the general revenue grants,
and the loan funds were increased.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It did not keep
up with additonal wages.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT?: The con-
sumer price index in this State is a lot
higher than anywhere else.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What forces it
up?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Increased
taxes imposed by the State Government.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What causes
that?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: At the
recent Premiers' Conference in connection
with the financial year 1975-76 the State
was again treated generously by the Aus-
tralian Government and rants were
increased by 35.8 per cent and loan funds
by 20 per cent.

The Premier was not satisfied with this
and he immediately came back and
announced a number of very heavy
increases. There was to be a 50 per cent
increase for excess water; general water
ratms were increased by 30 per cent; elec-
tricity charges by 12.5 per cent; WAGR
road f reights by 17.5 per cent, and the
State Government Insurance Office car
insurance premiums by 20 per cent.

These Increases were made even though
the Premier had received such generous
treatment at the recent Premiers' Con-
ference. Let us consider some of the other
increases which have been imposed over
the last 12 months,

If you do not mind, Mr President, I
would like to read some of these because
I wish to have them included In Mansard
for future reference. In July last year
abattoir slaughtering fees were Increased
and ranged from 15 to 30 per cent and
later in the year meat inspection fees
increased from 137l.5 per cent to 525 per
cent. I think that might provide the reason
for meat p~rices causing the higher con-
sumer price index increase in this State
referred to by the Minister yesterday in
reply to my question. The Government
certainly cannot claim that It Is not Partly
responsible for this Inflationary trend.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: it had very little
effect on the price of meat.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: On the 1st
July last year water rates went up by an
average total of 37 per cent. I have just
mentioned they were again Increased on
the 1st July this year. Also during the
year shipping freights Increased by 30 per
cent; rail freights, country train and rail-
way bus fares increased by 17 per cent: the
State Government Insurance Office com-
prehensive vehicle insurance had a 25 per
cent premium rise. Electricity charges rose
by 14.2 per cent; natural gas by 10
per cent: manufactured gas by 17 per cent;
metropolitan train and bus fares--a new
system-increased by 27 per cent. Other
charges that were increased are as fol-
lows-

Government hospital charges in-
creased by 50 per cent;, State Housing
Commission rents increased from $1 to
$3.45 a week and the interest rate on
future SHC purchase homes increased
from 5.375 per cent to 5.75 per cent.

Payroll tax increased by .5 per cent;
vehicie registration fees increased by
an average of 65 per cent; stamp duty
on cheques increased by 33J per cent;
liquor licenses for hotels and licensed
clubs rose by 27.3 Per cent and for
taverns and licensed stores by 6.7 per
cent.

Country water rates increased from 6e to
7.bc in the dollar for domestic consumers
and from 9c to 10c in the dollar for comn-
mercial properties. In the case of country
water bills the domestic rate rose $10 or
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45.5 per cent on the first 100 000 gallons.
Road permit charges increased by 20 per
cent; electricity charges by a further 25
per cent and natural gas by another 20
per cent.

Accordingly I repeat that the financial
result for which the Government is claim-
ing credit was flat due to careful manage-
ment but to the generous support from
the Australian Government and the tax-
payers of Western Australia.

I want to register a protest on behalf of
the people in my electorate, particularly on
behalf of the pensioners who have had to
bear these heavy Increases in charges.

Another matter which has disgusted me
is the manner in which the Government
handled what I might refer to as the
Trestillan affair. It was bad enough when
the Government decided to lend its sup-
port to the petty attitude of a few people
who wanted to have the profoundly men-
tally handicapped residents of Tresillian
moved, but now the Government has
shown an utter disregard for another dis-
advantaged group; a group of elderly
people in the Kareeba Nursing Howne.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: How can You
say that? There has been no disregard for
anybody at present.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I say that
because only yesterday the shadow Min-
ister for Health (Mr Davies) asked the
Minister representing the Minister for
Health In the Assembly a question on Tres-
illian and the answer he received Is as
foll1ows-

The question of assistance in the re-
location of the patients at Kareeba
has not as yet arisen.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It has not. So
what is wrong with that?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: What will
happen to these people? How does the
Minister know they want to leave the
district? my advice Is that they have rela-
tives in the area and they do not want
to be split UP from their families in the
district. Why was it necessary to disrupt
the residents of these two places which,
according to people who should know,
have made it Clear they are perfectly ade-
quate for each group?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who is going to
run the place when the person running
it wants to get out because of financial
difficulty?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The State
should be running the nursing homes;
they should not be run on a profit basis.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You would like
to socialise and nationalise everything.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I would like
to see the State run nursing homes on
a non-profit basis. I do not think a
profit should be made out of these people.
I do not believe It was necessary for the
Government to make this decision,

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: We have done
nothing yet.

The Hon . LYLA ELLIOTT:, Has the Min-
ister changed his mind?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Who will move
them?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The fact that
we purchased the place does not mean
we are going to move them.

The Hon. LYLA FPJLOTT: The Min-
ister Is playing a prominent part in the
whole exercise.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are like
a lot of other- people, you jump to con-
Clusions.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Who is re-
sponsible for the care of the patients at
Tresillian? Is it the Mental Health Ser-
vice?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter:, Yes.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: That is a

Government Department. Why does the
Minister deny that the Government has
a responsibility?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You were talk-
ing about moving the people from
Kareeba not from Tresillian,

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You were
talking about moving them from Tresil-
lian, not Kareeba.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: There is a
bigger issue involved, What deeply con-
cerns me Is the narrow-minded and un-
healthy attitude that is developing In
society towards people who are different.
or handicapped. Too many people are de-
veloping the attitude that someone who is
handicapped or different should be re-
moved or isolated from the general com-
munity. This Is what worries me.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who are these
People to whom you refer?

The Hon. LYIJA ELLIOTT: I am about
to quote them. Every time somebody or
some organisation wants to establish a
facility or a home for people who are
disadvantaged or handicapped In some
manner there is immediately an attitude
of opposition from the people in the im-
mediate vicinity.

We have seen this happen in Nedlands
over Tresillian. and we saw it in Mt.
Lawley when the Richmond Foundation
tried to establish a home for emotionally
disturbed women; women who needed
somewhere to go till they had returned
to normal health.

But what happened? Because of the
pressure of a few selfish people In Mt.
Lawley the Richmond Foundation was un-
able to establish that home and as a res-
ult the foundation lost something lie
$60 000 from the Australian Government
because it was unable to find another place
bef ore the end of the financial year.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You are not
blaming the Government for that, are you?
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The Hon. LYLA ELLI OTT: The Minister The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: If the lion-
misunderstands the point I am making. I
am unhappy about this selfish attitude
adopted by some people in the community
towards handicapped groups or towards
some group that is different from the rest
of the community. in myt ownm electorate
just recently the Daughters of Charity
have been trying to establish an Aboriginal
mothers club In a State Housing Commis-
sion home where they could train Aborig-
inal mothers in domestic chores such as
cooking, and so on. However, a few local
people organised a petition to the council
against the establishment of the club,
but I hope the council will reject it.

Instead of the Government lending its
support to this narrow-minded attitude
adopted by some people it should be
providing a humanitarian lead to ensure
that those in the community who are IIl,
handicapped, or disadvantaged get a fair
deal and have a place in the community.

The H-on. N. E. Baxter: Where does the
Government lend Its support to a narrow-
minded attitude?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: It has done
this by its attitude towards Tresillian Hos-
tel.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Government
does not have a narrow-minded attitude
towards Tresilian Hostel.

The Hon. LYLA ELI OTT: I do not
know how the Minister can say that.

The next matter with which I wish to
deal tonight Is the question of franchise
in local government elections. I believe the
time is long overdue to abolish the prop-
city franchise in local government elec-
tions and introduce adult franchise on a
compulsory basis. If It is all right to have
adult franchise for parliamentary elec-
tions it should be all right to have it for
local government elections.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Should
there be a head tax as well?

The Hon. LYLA ELI OTT: I am com-
ing to the question of financing local gov-
ernment, as a matter of fact, but I will
not be distracted from the points I wish
to make and which I have in order before
me. There are some people who subscribe
to the philosophy that a man's right to
vote should be tied to his property-

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: To those
who pay.

The Hon. LYLA ELLI OTT: -but I be-
lieve that this philosophy belongs to the
dim dark ages.

The Hon. 1. G. Pratt: Is that the only
basis on which they can vote?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The honour-
able member knows the basis on which
they can vote at present.

The Hon. I. G. Pratt: I am asking you.

ourable member would care to read the
Local Government Act, of which I have a
copy here, he will know the basis on which
people can vote in local government elec-
tions.

T7he lon. I. G. Pratt: Iam awarVo uthen

basis on which they can vote, but I dv
not think you are.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I am fully
aware of the basis on which people can
vote in local government elections.

The Hon. I. 0. Pratt: Why are you te-
ferring specifically to property ownership?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I referred to
property franchise.

The Eon. I. 0. Pratt: You did not ase
the word "ownership"?

The Hon. LYLA ELLI1OTT: No.
The Hon. 1. 0. Pratt: I will refer to

Hansard.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I wish the

honourable member would do that, or get
a hearing aid. I believe it is an insult to
human beings to say to a woman, "Because
you are the wife of a man who rents a
property in his name, you are not entitled
to vote",' or to say to a woman whose
husband owns a property in his name who
has a vote, that she is not entitled to vote.
Before Mr Pratt rushes into telling me
that a wife of a man who owns a property
in which he lives has a right to vote as
an occupier. I can tell him that I am
aware of that.

I believe it is also an insult to tell a
19-year-old university student, a trades-
man, or a secretary who lives at home
with his or her parents, that he or she is
not entitled to have a vote, or is not
worthy of having a say as to who shall
represent him or her in local government.
This is so despite the fact that, in some
Cases, there are people who can have two
or even four votes.

It is time we adjusted our thinking in
accordance with 20th century ideas and
realised that people count rather than
property, As I said before, some people
argue that only those who pay rates should
have a say in local government elections.
I believe this is an outdated attitude and
does not hold water, because more and
more funds for local government are com-
ing from sources other than local govern-
ment rates. In The West Australian of
the 26th July there is a report that the
Australian Government is making grants
of $7 500 000 to local government in this
financial year. Incidentally no conditions
were attached to the grants and Western
Australia had the second highest per
capita allocation of all the States.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: How does
that compare with the total rates collected
in Western Australia? It is a fairly small
Perczntage.
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The Hon. N. E. Baxter: What is the
source of that $7500000?

The Hon, LYLA ELLIOTT: They are
rants to local government.

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: Where does the
money come from originally?

The Hon. LYLA ELI. OTT: Where does
money come from to provide finance for
a State or Federal Government? It comes
from the taxpayers who have a vote.

The Ron. N. E. Baxter: You would not
know; it comes from the petrol tax which
every motorist pays when buying every
gallon of petrol.

The Ron. LYLA ELLI OTT: I have no
intention of being sidetracked from what
I1 want to say. In addition to this other
money to which I was referring, a large
amount of the taxpayers' money is being
directed through local government to-
wards such facilities as community
recreation centres, child care centres,
kindergartens, aged persons' projects,
the recent RED -Scheme, and many
others. This money has been obtained
from taxpayers generally and not merely
from ratepayers in Individual districts.
Therefore just as every Australian Citizen
who reaches adulthood is entitled to vote
in State and Federal Government elec-
tions, I believe that every Australian
Citizen who has reached adulthood should
be entitled to vote in local government
elections and to say who will represent him
in the ward in which he lives.

Aftcr every council election a great deal
of concern is always expressed about a
low poll being recorded. The last local
government election held this year showed
that the average number of votes polled
in a metropolitan local authority election
was Only between 20 and 30 per
cent of those who were enrolled.
In my province one shire reported
that In one ward there was only
a 13 per cent poll and, in another there
was only an 8 per cent poll. Apparently
when the roll is analysed after an election
it is revealed that many people who do
not live in a local government district.
but own property in it, fall to vote. This
indicates to me that such Persons do not
have an Interest in the district and just
hold land or property in the area.
as an investment. Many other people
do not vote in local government
elections because of sheer apathy, and still
more do not vote because they do not
realise their rights. Many tenants of
houses who are paying rent do not realise
they are entitled to a vote in local gov-
ernument elections. The believe they are
entitled to have a vote only if they own
land or property.

Also, I find there is confusion among
many people as to whether wives can vote,
because some wives are eligible to vote
and some are not. As a result people

find it easier not to worry about the situa-
tion. I believe that if the franchise were
made the same as that for State and
Federal elections, not only would there be
a higher percentage of votes cast, but a6
great deal more Interest In local govern-
ment affairs would he created. This Is
very important because local authorities
are no longer road boards. They do
have a great bearing on the lives of tbe
people who live within their boundaries.
Today local authorities are deeply involved
In health matters, building safety, recrea-
tion, child care and education, care of the
aged, and providing facilities such as
libraries and many others. These are
things that are important to the well-
being of the community.

Mr Ron Coffey, the Secretary of the
Local Government Association, prior to
the last local government elections this
year, made an appeal to people to cast a
vote and to take an interest In local gov-
erment. He said-

Local Government is no longer a
footpaths and roads simpleton. it is
a business that handles millions of
dollars covering a wide range of
activities of great importance.

I do not think anybody would dispute the
fact that local government is big business
today and that it has aL great influence on
the lives of people as the third arm of
government. Therefore it is only right
that in electing members to local govern-
ment authorities people be given the same
say In that area of governmnent as they
have In State and Federal Governments.

If we look at the franchise In other
places, we will note that New South Wales
introduced adult franchise in local gov-
ernment in 1927. England abolhbed
multiple voting In 1870, and now has 'duit
franchise. In the United StaWri of
America property restrictions 'were -%ho-
lished in 1880. Admittedly the vot rv had
to be free, white, and a male, but -it least
property restrictions were removed 'today,
In the 'United States of America kere is
full adult franchise in local govetoinent
elections.

Therefore I repeat it is time we updated
our thinking and our legislation on local
government to provide full adult franchise
on a compulsory basis.

The Hon. L. 0. Pratt: Can you tell us
how local government Is financed in the
United States? You are comparing local
government in that country with local
government here.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I am sure
the honourable member would like me to
go Into that question very deeply.

The Ron. L. 0. Pratt: I would, if you
care to.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Are you
not going to tell us?
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The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Will the
Minister tell us? I am sure the Minister
would love to display his great knowledge
of local government.

The Hon, G, C. MacKinnon: You tell us.
The Hon. TYLA ELLIOTT,. In con-

clusion, I was deeply disappointed in the
reply I received from the Minister for
Justice yesterday to my question concern-
Ing the establishment of an all-women
police rape squad. There is no doubt
that the value of such a squad has been
recognised not only In other parts of the
world, but also in other parts of Australia.

In tonight's Daily News is the follow-
Ing-

While the WA Government has
refused to appoint an all-women police
squad to handle rape case, three
other States--Victoria, South Australia
and Queensland-have.

Studies which have been made on the sub-
ject reveal that many more rapes are com-
mitted than are ever reported. I am quite
certain that one of the reasons for this is
the knowledge that the victims have not
only of the terrible ordeal they will have
to face in the court, but also of the fact
that the first person they must interview
after their terrible experience is a male
policeman.

It makes sense to me that if women
police were specially assigned to these
cases the victims would more readily come
forward to report them. In addition to
this advantage, these women police, who
could be specially trained, would provide
support and comfort for the victims.

I again appeal to the Government to
have another look at the question because
it is very important. I hope that the next
time I ask a question as to whether a
women police rape squad has been
appointed, the answer will be in the
affirmative.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central-
Minister for Health) 19.17 p.m.]: It ill
becomes the Leader of the Opposition in a
House such as this to make the statement
he made when he commenced his speech
on this debate this evening. He said that
during the debate last year on the road
traffic authority Bill, I told lies for the
purpose of expediting the passage of the
Bill. He also said I misled the House. At
no time did I attempt to tell any lies for
any purpose whatever, and I want my com-
ments recorded in this way. It was a
dastardly type of statement for the Leader
of the Opposition to make and he should
be absolutely ashamed of himself. It is a
Pity he is not in the Chamber tonright to
hear what I have to say.

The Ron. S. J. Dellar: Do you want to
know why he Is not here? You do aot
have the mentality to understand.

The Hon. N. McNeill: I am aware of why
he is not here.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I am aware
of why he is not here tonight, but at the
same time, If the Leader of the Opposition
wanted to make such remarks and he knew
what the situation would be tonight, why
did he not delay his speech and make
arrangements with the Leader of the House
in order that he might snake his speech at
another time so that I might have an
opportunity to reply to him While he was
present?

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Well, hold up
supply.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I do not think
the excuse is a particularly good one under
the circumstances, even taking into con-
sideration the certain situation which
exists. At no time would I do a thing
like the Leader of the opposition did
tonight, nor would I accuse persons of
telling lies for the purpose he outlined.

The legislation I introduced last year was
quite complicated, It was creating a
completely new structure. I do not think
that at any time the Leader of the Opposi-
tion when a Minister introduced a Bill of
this nature or as comprehensive as this
particular one.

It is a very difficult task to handle
another Minister's Bills and answer the
questions thrown at one from all sides of
the Chamber. I know that when you were
Leader of the House, Mr President, you
found it a traumatic experience to handle
B~ills of this nature. You possibly bandied
them better than I handled this particularx
one;, but, at the same time, I1 did my very
best to tackle the Bill and Present it to
the Chamber in the interests of traffic
safety in this State.

The Leader of the Opposition based his
speech on his assumption that there were
random or spot checks being made of
people driving motor vehicles. He based his
statement concerning these random checks
as he called them on the fact that a num-
ber of people had been apprehended by
the police. In fact the number was 200-
odd of which only half had been booked for
driving under the influence of alcohol.

When the present Government took office
and the present Minister for Police as-
surned the responsibility of that portfolio,
a campaign was mounted in this State to
save lives and avoid accidents. That Cam-
paign has been stepped up very success-
fully as the statistics illustrate. The num-
ber of deaths on the road last year and
the number this year so far is much lower
than the number in previous years simply
because the campaign to save lives has been
stepped up. The number of accidents has
decreased in spite of the fact that the
number of motor vehicles on the reads has
increased dramatically. This means that
there are more cars generally on the road
and usually more lives are lost and more
accidents occur. However, this has not been
the situation In the last two years and all
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because of the action taken by the Min-
ister for Police in applying himself to the
task and ensuring that the polite officers
apply themselves to their duties in order
to try to reduce the death and accident
rate.

Instead of condemning the action taken
and referring to random and spot checks.
the Leader of the Opposition would have
done much better had he complimented
the Government and the Minister for
Police on the wonderful job done.

It is a pity the Leader of the Opposi-
tion is not here because I want to em-
phasise that quite a number of people were
apprehended by the police during
the time he was the Minister for
Police, but were found to be not under
the influence of liquor. This statement can
be proved. Therefore it is reprehensible of
the Leader of the Opposition to say that
because the road traffic patrolmen have ap-
prehended people who have been found to
be not under the influence of liquor, ran-

.domn checks have been held. This does not
apply any more now than it applied dluring
the time he was Minister for Police.

What would the Leader of the Opposi-
tion have us do? He implied that patrolmen
were ambushing people outside licensed
premises. My understanding of an ambush
is that someone hides himself with a gun
and at the appropriate time commences to
riddle his victim with bullets. I do not
know if that is what he is suggesting. How-
ever, if he is implying that the police are
stationing themselves outside licensed pre-
mises on instructions and catching people
outside hotels after they get into their cars,
apprehending them, and charging them, I
am afraid he Is barking up the wrong tree
and jumping to conclusions as a result of
newspaper articles; and this despite the
fact that we all know that half the stories
printed in the Press are absolutely dis-
torted to give a boost to a subject like
this.

At no time did the Leader of Opposi-
tion give any proof concerning his state-
ment about the patrolmen. By interjec-
tion I asked him whether he had actually
witnessed such action and he had to ad-
mit that he had not. if he had done so
we would have had to admit that he was
right; but he has merely taken someone
else's word printed in a newspaper.

The police have been instructed along
these lines: If they happen to see a person
leaving the vicinity of licensed premises.
and that person appears to be under the
influence of liquor the policeman must
warn the motorist not to drive his motor
vehicle. This is what Is done. I have been
assured of this by the Minister for Police.
No instruction has gone out that the police
are to wait around near hotels and am-
bush the Patrons as the Leader of the
Opposition Intimated. It is rather to the
contrary.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Will you answer
a question? Is this a state-wide Instruc-
tion that police are to warn motorists as
you just stated?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes. The
police are to warn People who are likely
to drive a car while they are obviously
under the influence Of liquor. The instruc-
tion has gone out to the traffic patrol-
men to this effect. I am assured of this
by the Minister for Police.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I think you had
better send out another instruction.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The honour-
able member can tell me all about the
subject when he gets to his feet.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I can quote in-
stances of Gestapo tactics.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: If the honour-
able member knows personally of such
incidents, why has he not reported them
to the Minister for Police? I heard of an
incident some time ago and I immediately
reported it to the Minister. It did appear
that spot checks were being made, but not
outside licensed premises. The Minister
took action. If the honourable member
knows of certain cases why has he not re-
ported them to the Minister so that action
can be taken? The Minister cannot be res-
ponsible for every individual patrol officer.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I am not saying
he should be.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: That is the
implication in the honourable member's
statement.

I do not intend to labour this matter
because it would not be worth while doing
so. The attitude of the Leader of the Op-
position was very poor. If he suspected
that random checks were being made, why
did he not say something about it instead
of taking notice of what he read in news-
papers?

On page 3422 of Hansard No. 16 of 1974
when this issue was raised, in reply to
some of the questions being thrown at
me one after another, I said-

Let us give this a trial. If It appears
that Patrolmen are over-zealous we
can look at the measure again. Per-
haps there will be some humiliation-

And there was during the time the Leader
of the Opposition was Minister for Police,
and this can be proved. To continue-

-and perhaps some People will feel
they have not been treated fairly. We
will be able to act only on results.

Possibly this Is so because we cannot be
responsible for every individual in the
authority nor for the actions of every in-
dividual in the Police Force handling traf-
fic control. I continue-

In the circumstances I think it is
fair to give the measure a trial In an
effort to cut down the road toll.

1923



192i

I do not think anyone could have been
fairer than that In his approach to the
legislation, much less tell lies to get the
legislation through as was insinuated by
the Leader of the opposition.

I do not know whether the Leader of
the Opposition believes People should not
be prevented from driving if they appear
under the influence of liquor or wnetner
he believes they should be allowed to get
into a car, drive away, and kill someone.
Should we give a person an opportunity
to kill someone or warn that Person? The
latter course has been adopted under the
instructions issued.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I hope you are
right.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Mr Cooley
has had a little crack about many things.
He challenged me on the delay in the
signing of the hospital agreement between
the State and the Commonwealth, so let
us have a look at the picture.

He lauded South Australia for entering
into the hospital agreement before we did.
He did not mention Tasmania which en-
tered into the agreement before any of us.
South Australia entered the agreement on
the 1st July this Year, which was the date
of the commencement of the scheme; one
month before we did. The Tasmanian
Minister and Government were prepared to
accept holus-bolus the terms of the agree-
ment submitted by Mr Hayden In Sep-
tember. They did not care about the People
or the doctors. They did not care whether
the doctors became salaried or sessionally
Paid doctors or whether the patient-doc-
tor relationship would break down.

Things were slightly different in South
Australia where at least the Minister and
his officers did stand out to a certain
degree against Mr Hayden's terms and
managed to arrange better terms than the
other State. Finally South Australia ac-
cepted a 10-year agreement which I will
come to a little later.

Much haggling occurred between South
Australia and Mr Hayden and his officers
right up to the deathknock in June when
that State finally signed the hospital
agreement.

Let us consider the position of the non-
Labor States. We all had a look at what
was Proposed very early in the piece when
the legislation of 1973 was Passed. We
met in late April last year in Melbourne to
discuss this particular issue and what we
imagined Would be the result of the legis-
lation.

The next move was a letter from the
Prime Minister to the Premier in this
State-and a similar letter would have
gone to the Premiers of the other States--
proposing an agreement concerning the
provision of hospital services and the
financing of Public hospitals operating
under section 30 of the Federal Health
Insurance Act.

The next move was that a letter dated
the 5th September was received by me
from the then Minister for Social Security
(Mr Hayden), setting out the suggested
terms of an agreement. From then on my
officers and I got to work to see what we
could produce out of those terns of agree-
ment, which were not acceptable to us. We
spent about four months lookln- at then-,
trying to work out how we could reach
terms of agreement with Mr Hayden which
would be suitable to our hospital system in
Western Australia and to our people. It
was not an easy task. In the meantime, we
were also holding meetings with Ministers
from the other States to try to solve the
problem.

On the 31st December counter-proposals
were drawn up and a letter from the
Premier was sent with the counter-pro-
posals to the then Acting Prime Minister
(Dr Cairns). On the 20th January Dr
Cairns acknowledged the letter and the
proposals were forwarded to the Minister
for Social Security. Nothing was heard
from Mr Hayden in regard to the counter-
proposals. On the 4th April there was a
meeting of the Ministers of the non-Labor
States. A further meeting of the Ministers
of the non-Labor States was held with
the Minister for Social Security on the
11th April.

On the 11th May, 1975, a letter was sent
by me to the Minister for Social Security,
setting out this State's request concerning
Payment of doctors in public hospitals, no
communication having been received from
Mr Hayden following the meeting in Syd-
ney on the 11th April. This is how time
ran on in the communications. In the
meantime. Mr Hayden had gone to New
Guinea and was not available to discuss
any of the terms of agreement.

I will briefly run through the terms of
agreement. We wanted a five-year agree-
ment with the mutual right of renewal, for
which there were good reasons. The
major reason was that with a five-year
agreement the Treasurer of the State
would be able to look ahead to see how
he could adjust his finances according to
the 50-50 funding scheme in the hospitals
agreement. With a two-year agreement
the Treasurer would be faced with the fact
that under the 50-50 funding scheme Rev-
enue funds could be applied in other ways
and if they were cut off at the expiration
of a two-year agreement he would find
himself In a very invidious position from a
financial point of view. We proposed to Mr
Hayden that a five-year agreement would
be more suitable because we would have a
period in which we could see how It was
running as far as the funding and opera-
tion of the hospitals were concerned and
the Treasurer could look ahead at the
financial side and see what was approach-
ig if the agreement cut out at the end

of five Years. We would also know the
Commonwealth's attitude on funding. I
foresee that in the next few years there
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will be a big reduction In the amount of
money made available to the States because
the Commonwealth Government has not
got it and will not have it to spend in the
way it has been spending over the last few
years.

The next angle we had to consider was
the payment of doctors in this State. Mr
Dellar is aware of the situation in the
north. I think country members In this
Chamber and country people In this State
will appreciate what we had to do to try
to obtain an assurance that we would con-
tinue to have doctors in the country and
could continue to get doctors to go into
the country.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: What is the differ-
ence between country areas and northern
areas?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: At the present
time we have country and peripheral hos-
pitals. These are small city hospitals apart
from the five teaching hospitals. The
country and peripheral hospitals are served
by private doctors.

'The Hon. S. J. flellar: Are you telling
me this or everyone?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I am telling
the honourable member and everyone else.
The difference In the north Is that the
majority of the doctors in the north are
salaried doctors; there are only a few who
are in private practice.

The Hon. S. J. flellar: Who said I did
not know that? I asked the difference
between country areas and northern areas.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I1 have given
the answer.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: There Is no differ-
ence.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: There is a
difference in the type of practice of doctors.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: I am well aware
of that.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I have given
the answer according to the way the ques-
tion was put.

mhe situation was put to Mr Hayden and
he agreed that Western Australia, in par-
ticular, had a. case in this respect. He
came around on this matter eventually,
and after much argument and negotia-
tions between his officers and my officers
and the officers of the other States I think
we got a better deal in this State, because
we got a contractual agreement arrange-
ment for doctors in Private practice In the
peripheral and country hospitals to ensure
those doctors could carry on on a private
practice basis and that we would be able
to maintain a good coverage of medical
service in those parts of the State.

I come now to another aide of the pic-
ture; that is, the need to retain private
beds in public hospitals and to continue
to maintain and operate our private hos-
pitals. This Is another Issue we had to

raise with Mr Hayden. I am covering only
a few of the matters because many of them
relate to administrative problems. We
finally persuaded M'r Hayden to agree to
assist this State In encouraging the hos-
pital benefit and other private insurance
funds to continue in operation. Otherwise,
there would be little chance of the Private
hospitals surviving, and if there were no
Private hospitals and no provision for pri-
vate beds in Public hospitals everybody
would have a free hospital service and
everybody who went into hospital would
have the doctor he was allocated and
would have no choice of a doctor.

We have a system under which people
can be assured of having a private bed in
a hospital. In either a two-bed ward or a
single-bed ward according to the table
under which they are Insured; and they
can have their own doctor In that hospital.
This gives doctors the right to private prac-
tice, InsteA of having everybody under a
national health service in which doctors
are paid on a salary or sessional basis and
become ciphers In the whole scheme.

We raised many other matters with Mr
Hayden which were incorporated in the
agreement and made it far better than the
terms we received from Mr Hayden. I
would not like to assess what the scheme
will cost the Australian Public. Every tax-
payer will pay through the nose for this
hospital and Medibank scheme.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Are we not
now paying through the nose for hospital
and medical services?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: We are not
paying what we will pay for this scheme.

The Hon. D. W. Cooler: Why should
the cost be any higher to the taxpayer
when you relate the tax Payments to the
former hospital benefit fund payments?

The Hon. N. E]. BAXTER: We Will see
what it costs under the administration of
the Government. The cost has been
assessed and It will be a much greater
figure than the amount the taxpayer was
paying out to hospital benefit funds.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: The Australian
Government is stil Paying something under
the present scheme.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Under the old
scheme the Australian Government was
very generous: it gave $2 a day to insured
patients and $5 a day to pensioners in
hospitals where beds were costing $60 a
day to maintain.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: What about the
refunds from hospital benefit funds?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Who was pay-
ing those? Not the Australian Govern-
ment.

The Hon. Di. W. Cooley: Yes It did.
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The Aus-

tralian Government paid $2 of It. The
funds were paying the refunds.
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The Hon. D. W. Cooley: I am talking
about the refund the individual could
claim from his hospital benefit fund. That
was a charge on the Australian Govern-
ment.

The H-on, N. E. BAXTER: The individual
was paying for that by being insured.

The Hon, D. W. Cooley: But he got a
substantial refund, did he not?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, because
he was insured. The Federal Government
was not making that refund.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Of course it
was.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: It had noth-
Ing to do with the Federal Government.
The Federal Government paid only $2 to
anybody who was insured, and for each
pensioner in a hospital where we were giv-
ing free service we were receiving $5 a day
from the Commonwealth Government. We
argued the matter with Mr Hayden at the
Health Ministers' Conference last year,
when Mr Hayden said, "If we raise it to
$10 we will take it out of your general
revenue moneys." I said to him, "Do not
give us that."

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Originally you
were talking about the great extra cost.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: There will be
a great extra cost, mark my words.

The I-on. 0. E. Masters: of course there
will be. There is bound to be.

The Ron. D. W. Cooley: You are only
prejudiced because It is a Government
scheme.

The H-on. N. E. BAXTER: I am giving
this information for the honourable mem-
ber's benefit because he raised the issue of
the delay in entering Medibank.

After the meeting on the 11th May we
heard little more from Mr Hayden. The
terms which had been formulated were pre-
sented to him. On the 20th May the Mini-
ister for Education, who was at that time
the Acting Minister for Health, sent a telex
to the then Minister for Social Security
(Mr Hayden) requesting urgent advice of
acceptance of the State's proposals. In
reply he received a telex from Mr Hayden
on the 21st May stating the proposals were
still under consideration. These were the
proposals which had been agreed upon and
put to him by his officers after discussions
with the officers of the Medical Depart-
ment in this State.

The Hion. 1). W. Cooley: At that stage we
should have been In the scheme.

The Hon. N. E, BAXTER: And let Mr
Hayden have his way and dictate to us
how many beds we would make standard
ward beds?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: We did not
finish up wali anything better than South
Australia and Tasmania have and they
were In it months before we were.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: They were
not. South Australia signed the agree-
ment in June and Tasmania probably
signed late in May or early In June. Those
States were in the scheme only a month
before we were. It did not start until
the 1st July, so they could not be in it
any earlier.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: At the
time we were negotiating, nobody was in
it.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: It was some
time after the 20th May that Tasmania
signed the agreement, and South Austra-
lia signed the agreement later still because
at that time South Australia was haggling
with Mr Hayden.

The haggling by South Australia was to
a great degree brought about by the fact
that the non-Labor State Ministers were
getting together and discussing and fram-
ing terms of agreement, and putting them
to Mr Hayden. South Australia walked
in on a similar basis to us after we had
done all that work.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: That is not
true.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER; It is true.
How would Mr Cooley know? He was not
in on the negotiations. I was involved
with the negotiations along with my
officers, so do not let him tell me what
I say is not true. I know what went on.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: What you
negotiated did not determine what South
Australia and Tasmania agreed to.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I know it did
not. Tasmania went In holus-bolus and
accepted what Mr Hayden was prepared
to give it.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: And you didn't
finish up with anything better.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: We did.
The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Then tell us

about it.
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Mr Cooley

can look at the agreement which was
tabled today and study it for himself.
South Australia finished up with some-
thing similar to what we have only because
we dictated these terms to Mr Hayden.
if we bad not negotiated with him and
worked out vaunter proposals South Aus-
tralia would not have what it has today.
That State capitalised on what we did.

On the 21st May a telex was received
by the Acting Minister for Health from
the Minister for Social Security indicating
that the proposals were still under con-
sideration. Then, on the 30th May, a
letter was sent by the Premier to the
Prime Minister, enclosing a proposed draft
agreement. The agreement had to be
drawn up, and it was no mean task for
the officers of my department to do this.
They held many discussions with me re-
garding how far we would go.
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On the 11th June, 1975, discussions were
beld in Perth at an officer level with
officers from the Department of Social
Security from Canberra. The discussions
concerned the draft agreement. On the
25th June further officer level discussions
were held at the Department of Social
Security in Canberra, followed by discus-
sion between myself as Minister and Mr
Hayden, at which verbal agreement was
reached. I told Mr Hayden on that oc-
casion that we were in a Position to enter
into the hospital agreement on the 1st
July. We had everything set up ready
to go In our hospitals; but Mr Hayden
said the Commonwealth Government
could not be ready until thc 1st August
because it could not get the paper work
done before then. Eventually the paper
work was completed and it arrived here
on the 29th July. The agreement was
signed by the Premier on the 31st July.
The Commonwealth took all that tine to
have the legal paper work drafted.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: If South Aus-
tralia based its agreement on our agree-
ment, how could it enter the scheme 4on the
1st July while we could niot?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: If Mr Cooley
had listened to what I have just said he
would understand that, but he does not
want to listen.

The Hon. G. C. Maci~innon: When the
Act went through the Federal Parliament
it did not include us.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER.: South Aus-
tralia entered the scheme purely and sim-
ply because it based its agreement on our
agreement anaL Indicated it would enter
the scheme before the negotiations were
finalised. That State was prepared to
accept lesser terms than we ultimately
received. South Australia entered the
scheme because the Federal Government
made Provision in its Supply Bill for that
State and Tasmania to enter the scheme.
However, it did not make such provision
for the other States. That is why South
Australia was able to enter the scheme
on the 1st July and we were delayed until
the 1st August.

On the 11th April in Sydney we asked
Mr Hayden whether he would agree to
fund the non-Labor States retrospectively
if they entered on the 1st July or at a
later date. We asked if he would agree
to do this when the Budget was brought
down to finance the scheme, and he said,
"Yes, I will agree to backdate it to the
1st July or whatever date You enter."
Per-haps now Mr Cooley will understand
where some of the delay occurred, it was
not all incurred by us.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: I think it was.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Well, Mr
Coo~ley Is so pigheaded that he cannot be
percuaded. That is the situation; the
vpreement was finally signed by the 'Pre-
mier nn the 31st July, and we entered the
ho,,plai agreement on the 1st August.

I would like to say that the officers of
the Medical Departmnent performed a ter-
rific task in respect of this agreement.
It was not a simple matter; it was a very
involved matter and they had numerous
problems to thrash out. I have outlined
to the House only a few of the problems
we faced, but there were many other ad-
ministrative problems which had to be
thrashed out. When Mr Cooley studies
the agreement he will see what I mean.

THE HON. R. F. CLAUGHTON (North
Metropolitan) 19.51 Pim.]: In supporting
the Bill I would like to address myself to
sz-veral subjects. I think initially I should
make some comment on the speech made
by the Minister for Health. I feel he drew
the best picture he could in respect of
this State's negotiations regarding the
Medibank proposals. Obviously, when the
Premier said he would not enter the
arrangement at all the then Australian
Minister for Social Security could only
take his word at face value, and there
would be little point in making budgetary
provision for Western Australia under
those circumstances.

An important aspect to which the Min-
ister did not, of course, refer is the way
he trotted over to the Joint meetings of
non-Labor State Ministers to work out
what they were going to do.

Th2 Hon. N. E. Baxter: I did not hear
you clearly. Did you say the Premier said
we were not going into this?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Yes.
The- Hon. N. E. Baxter: The Premier

never said that.
The Hon. R. F. CLATJGHTON: Unfor-

tunately as I did not intend to comment
on the Medibank scheme I have not got
the appropriate newspaper cutting with
me. However, I will undertake to supply
it to the Minister. I will get it for him
when the House rises.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You read the
letter the Premier sent to the Acting Prime
Minister, and you will see for yourself.

The Hon, R. F. CLACOBTON: In re-
spect of the other matter to which th:!
Minister referred, while he Protested about
comments made In reference to him by
the Hon. R. Thompson I believe the
Hlansard record will justify the charges
Mr Thompson made.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That I told lies?
Are you insinuating that you agree with
Mr Thompson that I lied?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am
saying that HansaTrd will justify tile
charges that were made, and that others
who read the debates of this Parliament
will be able to make up their own minds
shout the matter.

I feel I should also defend Mr Thompson
in regard to the legislation he has handled.
Th'e Road Traffic Authority legislation
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was largely coinpriszd of the former Traffic The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Do You think
Act which in the main was unchanged.

Th2 Hon. N. E. Baxter: There were many
amendments in it.

The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUGHTON: There
~were not all that many amendments;
-there were only a few which were the
subject of debate. In his ministerial

*,capacity Mr Thompson handled the Com-
panies Act which* was indeed a complicated
piece of -legislation and was the subject
of same very complicated debate in this

'Chamber. I am sure Mr Thompson has
'demonstrated his ability to deal with
complicated legislation.

It is also worth remembering that the
system of traffic blitzes was instituted dur-
ing the term of~ office of the Tonkin Goy-
.ernment. When that Government was
elected to office in 1971 the Police Force
-and the traffic branch in particular-
wvas extremely -undermanned. The pres-
ent Governmenit has been -able to mount
the campaigns it has only as a result of
the comparatively large number of person-
nel'ibducted Inito the force by the Tonkin
Government which did an excellent job
in that-respedt as-it-did mna large number
of other fields, -as Mr Cooley pointed out
in his, peech.

The Hill before us appropriates to the
Government three -separate amounts of
money. It appropriates.$400 million from
the Consolidated Revenue Fund, $40 mil-
lion from the General Loan Fund, and
$10 million from the Public Account for
the purpose of temporary advances. The
amounts appropriated from the General
Loan Fund and the Public Account are
increased by $10 million and $5 million
respectively over the appropriation in the
Supply Bill of last year.

If we look back through previous years
we find a tremendous growth has occurred
in the appropriations made in Supply
Bills. This trend is particularly evident
in the period of the present Government.
In 1970, the last Supply Hill introduced
by the previous Llb-,ral-Country Party
Government appropriated $145 million
from Consolidated Revenue, and this in-
creased to $115 million in 1971-an in-
crease of $35 million-to $200 million in
1972, and to $230 million in 1973. In
each of those years the amount appro-
priated from the General Loan Fund re-
mained unchanged at $30 million, as it
has until the Bill before us at present.

The last Supply Bill introduced by the
Tonkin Government appropriated the sum
of $230 million from the Consolidated
Revenue Fund, and that represented an
increase of $95 million during the three
years of Mr Tonkin's term of office. in the
first year of the term of office of the
present Government the appropriation
from the Consolidated Revenue Fund
jumped to $315 million, an Increase over
the Previous year of $85 million. That is a
considerable increase.

that increase Paid for anything additional?
It certainly didn't.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Well,
$85 million In one -year is a tremendous
increase.

The Hion. A. A. Lewis: What Pe~rentae
is It?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Mr Lewis
can work that out. I am not going to work
out that sort of arithmetical sum for his
benefit.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: If you have to
pay a wage increase of 47.5 per cent in one
area alone, you can understand why the
increased appropriation would not buy any
more than the previous appropriation.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: We are
talking about the years 1973 and 1974, and
the increase In that period was $85 million.
The total increase has jumped to $170 mil-
lion this Year. These are tremendous
amounts of money, and the increases are
far in excess of the 47.5 per cent increase
to whichthe Minister referred.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Do you mean
it is mtre than -a 47.5 per cent increase?

The. Hon. R. F. -CLAUGHTON: That is
over the two years. I shall not waste my
time answering the queries raised by Mr
Lewis. The Increase in the two amounts
is $170 million. That is a considerable
increase and represents more than 47.5 per
cent.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: As a back-
-bencher I have used the same argument.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: You will have the
opportunity to do that again very soon.

The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUGHTON: The Min-
ister will serve the Parliament well as a
back-bencher. In his speech the Minister
said that wages were $11 million in excess
of the-estimalte, but if we look at the figures
for 1971 after the Tonkin Labor Govern-
ment had been In office for a short time
we find the excess In wages over the
Budget Provision amounted to $14.25 mil-
lion; so, that Government faced a con-
siderable problem.

Whilst the mining royalties show a short-
fall of $2.3 million on this occasion as
compared with the figure in the estimate.
the same difference existed In 1971. The
Tonkin Labor Government also had a
serious Problem to cope with when It first
took office. The problems of the Present
Government, in its second Year of office,
are of its own making.

I now turn to the subject of education.
The Liberal Party policy document could
have been almost lifted from the Labor
Party programme as expressed through the
Schools Commission, because most of the
Promises were being adopted or were In
the course of Implementation through the
Schools Commission Programme, aPart
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fraon two or three very significant excep-
tions which I shall not deal with relating
to the change In the year at which children
enter the different streams of education.

I wish to refer to one or two items in
the Liberal Party policy document. Para-
graph 2 (b) states that boarding allow-
ances are to be made available to students
attending technical schools and com-
mercial colleges, and hostels are to be pro-
vided where practicable. It Is to be noted
that a hostel is to be established at the
Bunbury regional centre, and this should
be of great assistance to students in the
south-west of the State. It is a facility
which has been badly needed for a long
time. This is an establishment which has
been fu~nded through the Australian Gov-
ernment. Again it should be of interest to
note that boarding facilities are in 'the
course of construction at WAIT as a result
of funds flowing from the different educa-
tion commissions.

I think this is a very worthy provision
which has proved to be of great benefit to
students undergoing .studies in institutions
-which are not close to their homes. I -am
not sure how far the present State Gov-
ernment has gone In providing these types
of facilities, or how much Interest it has
shown in education by making provisions
in its Budget. These are matters we would
like to know.

Mention is made of free medical and
free dental treatment. Of course, such
schemes have become well established. The
Provision of -a free -dental scheme is sup-
ported -by all parties. This was started by
funds made available by the previous Fed-
eral Liberal Government. It has been fol-
lowed by the present Government, but It
wMs not initiated by It. The funds are
available to implement the scheme.

'Paragra~h 2 (n) of the Liberal Faity
policy speech states that every endeavour
will be made to achieve greater stability
In staffing country schools, with atten-
tion to -teacher housing and reshaping of
the Promotional system. Here we have the
second Item on which the Government, )n
the main, has remained silent. I cannot re-
call any statements made by the Minister
in respect of this question.

If the -Government wants to demon-
strate its interest in country people and
in improving their conditions, It has plenty
of room to improve the system that applies
now. This has been a deficiency in our
educational staffing system for as long as
.1 have had experience of it.

in the main the trainee teachers who
have just finished their training courses are
sent to country centres, generally under the
bond system. They comprise the bulk of the
-teachers in country schools. For a very
long time I have felt this system was not
-in the best .interests of either the teachers
,or pupils In 'the country. It means the
"teachers are learning their craft or pro-
'fession in a practical sense by experiment-
ing on the country pupils. Of course, the

country pupils do not have the benefit of
teachers who have built their craft aver a
number of years on practical experience.
If there is one way in which the Minister
wants his Government to make its mark,
here Is an avenue under which action can
be taken to bring about a very real bene-
fit. It would correct the fault that has
been in the educational system for quite
a number of years. I would be one of the
first to congratulate the Government if 2t
took such action.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: -By removing the
bond?

The Hon. Ft. F. CLAUGHTON: No.
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: You are talking

in such a way that I cannot understand a
thing you say.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: There is
a lot of difference between rhetoric and
concrete actions taken. We have heard
from the Liberal Party and Liberal (3ov-
ernmnents xhetoric for a long while, but we
have seen very little by way of concrete
action. In the present situation when eco-
nomic conditions are proving to be very
difficult It is not possible to return to the
sort of programme that was possible of
implementation in the 1960s. in thaiperod
it was easy 'to sell goods because there
-were willing buyers all over the world. One
did not have to be a good salesman to find
a buyer. When the crunch came the incom-
petence and deficiencies of the Liberal
Party in this State became apparent.

That is the difference between rhetoric
and action put 'into -effect. I suggest to
the Mi1nister that the -Government's edu-
cation policy contains a lot of rbetoric
which does not demand very much of
the Government. In the main it has been
implemented through the Schools Commis-
sion.

Other items relating to age of entry t
primary and secondary education have
been the subject of a great deal of con-
flict in the teaching profession. I ref er
now to statements made by the Min-
ister as reported in The Wean Aus-
tralian of the 2Mt August, 1974. The
'report is as follows-.

WA schools and pax ants to get more
autonomy

One of the main goals in involving
the community in the school was to
offset the uniformity and centralism
that was creeping into,-every phase of
people's lives.

.Danger
A .blg danger of centraised educa-

tion was the temptation to govern-
ments to impose change for political
reasons. Widening the scope of In-
volvement in education could guard
against this.

There could not be a truer statement
made in reference to the present State
Government. We saw the -same sort of
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interference in relation to the Pre-School
Board. Where are these programmes be-
Ing implemented, and where have the
people been asked to become involved?
As indicated at the opening of the pre-
primary Centre at Scarborough, one of the
officials, after seeing the mothers provide
afternoon tea said, "What a m arvellous
example of parent participation!1" It was
sad to hear that sort of comment. She
said It was a pity none of the Parents of
the pre-primary students were present.
That is not the level at which we judge
parent participation-that mothers pro-
vide afternoon tea.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: I think
that is a disgraceful comment. Miss
Morton was doing the courteous thing and
thanking the ladies for providing after-
noon tea. That does not merit the snide
comments you are making.

The Hon. H. F. CLAUGHTON: I take
a. different view. We can attribute the
most sincere motives to Miss Morton, but
I think her remarks belittled certain
parents In talking about parent participa-
tion and referring to the provision of
afternoon tea by mothers.

The Ron. G. C. MacKinnon: I Cannot
be angry with you; I can only be sorry
for you.

The Ron. R. F. CLAUGHTON: That is
the way I feel about the Minister. Surely
participation should be at a level where
the parents have some real involvement in
decisions on how schools are run, and in
the sorts of policies that are adopted in
education.

If we look at the record we find that the
very opposite applies. This Government is
one which tends towards centralism rather
than dispersal. I hope that the minister,
during his term-which we hope will not
last much longer for the sake of the people
of this State-will be able to provide us
with real examples of where this policy has
been put into practice. In the same way
he can demonstrate where the rhetoric in
his policy regarding country teachers and
Promotional opportunities for those em-
ployed in country schools is not merely
rhetoric but something he has a real in-
tention of carrying into practice.

Turning from those general statements
I will refer to some particular schools in
my district which are experiencing prob-
lems. First of all I will refer to the fact
that at the 31st March of the funds avail-
able for the upgrading and improvement
of schools totalling $14 million, this Gov-
ernment had spent only $6.5 million. So,
it can be seen a considerable proportion of
the funds was available to the Government
to carry out further improvements.

One particular school has been making
representation to the department. I refer
to the Wandarra School. A copy of a letter
which was written to the Minister, dated
the 10th June, has come to me. It concerns

demountable classrooms at the Wandarra
School, and also the state of the school In
general which seems to have been neglec-
ted for a considerable time. The school has
a prefabricated Bristile building which
type of building is being discarded by the
department because after a period of time
the screws work loose in the aluminium.
and it is not possible to keep) up the main-
tenance.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Those
classrooms were brought Into Western
Australia by The Hon. H. E. Graham at a
price for which we could have construc-
ted brick buildings, and against opposition
from the Liberal Party.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: At the
time Mr Graham was in office there was a
real shortage of classrooms and the present
facilities were not available to him to im-
prove the situation.

The Ron. 0. C. MacKinnon: I am simply
providing the information.

The Ron, R. F. CLATJGHTON: I do not
know whether the Minister replied to the
letter regarding the Wandarra School and
the need to upgrade it. I hope he will be
able to inform us that it has been placed
on the list of schools to receive attention.

I did have a letter from Mr Mossenson
which, unfortunately, I have misplaced.
The letter indicates that the school has
not been placed on the list of those which
are to receive some attention. It was one of
those letters which appeared to provide
Information, but actually said nothing at
all.

I have a letter from Mr MacKinnon
dated the 16th June in which he said it
was assured that the Wandarra Primary
School would receive attention when ad-
ditional funds were available from the
Federal Government. Apparently he was
not prepared to commit State Government
funds.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I thought
Wandarra was an upgrading programme.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Yes,
that Is right.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Well, that
is a Schools Commission project.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Well the
Schools Commission funds are relatively
new and this work was formerly done with
State funds.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Where did the
State get those funds?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: From the
taxpayers.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: From the Federal
Government. You cannot keep up with it.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Now the
member opposite wants to alter his story.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis; I did not say that
at all; you do not listen.
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The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Mr Lewis
happens to be on a school committee so he
knows what he Is talking about.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The GOV-
ernment has available to it funds which It
allocates, and which are reimbursed.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: Have you
read the report? Do you understand the
funds which are available from the Comn-
monwealth?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: There is
a considerable list of programmes.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon., One Is an
upgrading programme.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The cur-
rent list of programnmes which are funded
include country children, Aboriginal chil-
dren. education of girls, resource buildings,
new structures, and special interest cen-
tres. I will not mention the whole list.
It is a summary of the report of the
Triennium for 1976-78.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: I am glad
you have read it.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: of course,
teachers and the Parents & Citizens' Fed-
eration are making strong efforts
through publicity to see that the funds
recommended are provided in the Budget.
The Australian Government has been told
by the Liberal Party opposition to cut
down on its spending. Yet, when it comes to
matters such as this repairs cannot be
carried out because we have to have funds
from the Australian Government. it is a
different story.

W.e had an example of school cadets
protesting because it was strongly sug-
gested by the Liberal Party that spending
should be reduced in that field. It was
claimed that training cadets was not an
efficient way to spend defence funds, but
the cadets Protested.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: How much
money is involved?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: A total
of $12 million. I suppose the honourable
member reads the newspapers.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: As often as
you, 1 would think.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: The
member would know it was a sum of $12
million.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: I wondered
whether You had read it.

The Hon. R. P. CLAUGHTON: Some-
body mentioned a sum of $5 million. We
know that some People in the country
are very good at organising demonstra-
tions and we have seen the result of those
demonstrations.

The parents of the children attending
the Wandarra School are most concerned.
They want to see their children provided
with facilities equal to those provided in
other schools. Some excellent schools
are being built, and money Is being spent

on the upgrading of old schools also. The
people at Wandarra want their children
to have the same sort of facilities. I
recommend to the Minister that the Wan-
darra School is worth looking at because
it has a minimum of facilities, It has
been in this position for some time.

The Balcatta, High School Is in my elec-
torate. The Minister is well acquainted
with the problems arising from the
rapidly increasing numbers, and the prob-
lems being experienced at Carine High
School in the Programming for the
stages for the school. I think the
Minister has done his best to ensure
that the buildings are constructed
on time. Whilst in that area I will men-
tion the Carine School. A complaint was
made to me about the actions of a Public
Works Department supervisor who was ap-
parently making the task of the builders
very difficult. He objected to the way the
work was being done. The complaint was
made to me a month or more ago and I do
not know whether it still applies. Perhaps
the Minister would check to see if it is
still occurring because the interference
of one man was delaying the work by sev-
eral weeks.

The staff and the parents associated
with the Balcatta High School were so
incensed that they wrote a letter, collect-
ively, to a newspaper. It is dated the
11th April, and reads--

We, the staff of the Balcatta Senior
High School, welcome the statement
by Mr. Grayden In the North Subur-
ban Section of The West Australian
2nd of April that stage 1 of Craigle
and Greenwood High Schools will be
ready to start from the beginning of
the 1976 School Year.

The building of Greenwood High
School will stem the increase in our
first year intake from the areas to
the North of the school. Unfortu-
nately, this will not relieve the immi-
nent increase in enrolments which
will occur once building starts on the
new development between Odin Road
and Cedric Street.

The proposed building will at least
stop the increase in the number of
demountable, so-called classrooms. At
present we are forced to use fourteen
of these very poor substitutes for
classrooms in this school. One class
has not the chance of using even the
demountable rooms, and has been
forced to use the staff room.

It is fervently hoped that further
action will be taken to ensure that
the accommodation situation does not
deteriorate once the building pro-
gram begins on the Cedric Street to
Odin Road estate. We are very
pleased to know that the intolerable
situation at this school will not be-
come worse next year. The rider by
Mr Grayden that these schools will
be built subject to finance being
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available can not be accepted by any
responsible elector.

On the 14th August last--almost 12 months
ago-I asked questions relating to the
estimated number of children at the school
this year and the number of demountable
classrooms. It had been suggested to ine
at that time that the ninmber was likely
to be 14, but in his reply the Minister
said it would be 11. in fact the number
of demountable classrooms did increase to
14. It was expected that there would be
1 508 children at the school this year. and
that estimate has proved fairly accurate.
This high school was designed for a maxi-
mum of about 1 200 children and in actual
fact there are about 300 more children
than the school was designed to cope with,
as well as all these demountable class-
rooms.

The problem is not Just that of the class-
rooms themselves. The extra students
place a strain on all school facilities such
as the canteen, the library, and anything
used by the children to study their full
range of subjects. The extra members
Increase the amount of movement at the
school and everyone must walk longer dis-
stances from one classroom to another.
The teachers have protested, and very
shortly another meeting of the parents and
citizens association will be held.

Everyone connected with the school is
most anxious that a hall-gymnasium should
be provided. I Inquired about this matter
in the department to ascertain the order
of priority of schools. I was told that there
was just simply a list of schools and the
order of priority was decided in an ad hoe
way. Possibly if the member for Kala-
munda, exerted sufficient pressure, a hall-
gymnasium would be built at the high
school in his area.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Are you implying
that the choice of site is politically moti-
vated? Are you implying that?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: one of
these facilities is being provided at Kala-
munda, with a student population of 1 100.
The school I am discussing has 1 500
students and 14 demountable classrooms.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I was just asking
what you were implying.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: There is
a -serious need for extra space and facilities
at this school. Mvr Lewis may read what
he likes Into that.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: You will not tell
us that.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Mr Lewis
is quite free to draw his own conclusions.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Thank you. I
will do that, because if It is so, with the
time You will spend out of Government,
you have had your chips.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am not
used to the honourable member speaking
in such a quiet tone.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Do not invite him
to raise his voice.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: You are not used
to litening.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUCINTON: Church-
lands Hligh School Is no longer In my pro-
vince because of the change of boundaries.
However, it is right on the border and mnuy
of the children who live in my area attend
that school. On the 17th February, 1975,
I wrote to the Minister In regard to the
provision of a concertina wail. I received
a reply from the Acting Minister for Edu-
cation (Mr O'Neil) on the 28th February.
He said that the wall would be provided
as a matter of some urgency. I wrote
again on the 9th April, and on the 5th
June, to remind the Minister of this matter.
On the 16th June. the Minister replied In
the following terms--

You are advised that proposed works
have been approved and the Public
Works Department has been requested
to proceed with the work as a matter
of urgency.

If it takes from the 28th February to the
15th June to proceed with a matter of
some urgency, how long would it take to
proceed with a matter that Is not urgent
at all? This episode epitomIses the atti-
tude of the present Government.

I hope the Minister endeavours to deter-
mine what Is delaying this project which
Is considered to be a matter of urgency.
The school needs extra class space as it Is
very short of rooms. The former staff
room is larger than a normal classroom,
and with the addition of a concertina wall
f or around $2 000, two classrooms would
be provided. That is a fairly cheap invest-
ment to help resolve the accommodation
problems at a high school. I assure the
minister the project is urgent, although he
probably hardly needs reminding because
the parents and citizens' association and
the headmaster have also written to him.

Things like this do not make a
Government look good. The matter was
urgent in February, and it has not been
commenced in August.

I had not intended to speak at length,
and I was intending to touch on several
other matters, but I will confine myself
to one more. Some time ago I received
from Melbourne a circular from John P.
Young & Associates, including a cutting
from The Age of Thursday, the 1st April,
1971. Part of this article reads as fol-
lows-

Young says: "In our personal lives
we are using it all the time. When we
decided not to buy a new boat, for
example, it is because we've made the
value analysis that we'd rather keep
the money."

In business, Young admits, decisions
are a little more complicated than
that. Things tend to be done the way
they have aiways been done mainly
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because nobody questions the way
they've always been done.

"What Australian business needs,"
he says. "is a more questioning atti-
tude to its own methods.

"Instead of putting prices up, they
should ask how they can absorb in-
creased costs and hold their prices at
present levels. Value analysis could
certainly help them do that."

I believe even Mr Lewis would admit that
John P. Young & Associates Is a prestigious
organisation.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I think Mr John
P. Young's remarks in this evening's
Press were brilliant. You would agree
with that, of course?

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I do not
know what remarks of his were quoted
in this evening's Press.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: When I speak I
will quote them for you.

The Hon. R. R. CLAUGHTON:, Mr
Lewis may agree with the statements that
appeared in The Age In 1971. I believe
it is quite true that many Australian busi-
nesses are not very efficiently run, or to
put it a little less bluntly, there are many
businesses 'whose running could be ira-
proved and whose efficiency would bear
the sort of value analysis Mr Young Is
talking about.

I particularly wish to refer to the tim-
ber Industry in this State. I have had
personal dealings with many businesses,
and the retail timber outlets would have
to be the most inefficient I have ever met.
I believe nearly every order I have placed
has been supplied Incorrectly. Today these
outlets operate on a self service principle,
and it is very difficult to obtain the advice
one often needs when dealing with tim-
ber. In the main the Quality Is not parti-
cularly good. In fact, we have seen a very
sad deterioration in the quality of timber.
and even builders tell us that they simply
cannot buy first-class seasoned timber
any more, even when they pay top price.

I have spoken recently with some public
servants in the Forests Department and
I have beard their concern about this
matter. The task of these officers Is to
see that the forests produce the best pos-
sible quality product, and the whole trade
is condemned at the retail end.

I suggest to the Government that It
should urge the timber Industry to take
a close look at itself;. a sort of value analy-
sis. It Is not good enough to go on doing
things In the same way as they have been
done in the past. That principle applies
very much In the timber industry. Tim-
ber Is an important industry in this State
and the industry Is doing Itself a great
disservice at the present time.

THE HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Cen-
tral) (10.42 p.m.]: I listened with great
Interest to the Hon. R. F. Claughton be-
cause usually he is able to impart some

knowledge about education. I am afraid
his contribution tonight was one of his
poorer efforts.

The Hon. H. F. Claughton: I went back
to the Liberal Party policy statement.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He went back to
the old catcery, "The Liberal Party has
lifted the report of the Schools Commis-
sion." I challenged him before and I
challenge him again: Why was the Aus-
tralian Labor Party so dumb that It could
not lift it if the report was so good?

The Hon. R. F, Claughton: It was al-
ways our policy.

The Hon. A, A. LEWIS: The honourable
member has never made an effort to
answer me. in fact, Labor Party members
have never made an effort In this Parlia-
ment in their lives.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: What are you
rumbling on about?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS:, Is it not fas-
cinating that because the Labor Govern-
ment set up the commission Its report is
Labor Party policy? I will be quite happy
if Mr Claughton wishes to interject again.
and I hope you will let him, Sir, He assures
me the Schools Commission policy Is Labor
Party policy.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: I thought
even you would know that,

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I1 am very
pleased to hear It because in the next few
months Mr Claughton may hear a little
about his party's policy. I am extremely
glad to say. Sir, that the trIennium report
of 1978-1978 was presented to the Schools
Commission and a great deal of the report
took Into consideration Liberal P arty
policy on education. If the Hon.: R, F.
Claughton reads the whole of the report-
not just the summary-and really studies
It, he will see that In numerous cases the
Schools Commission praised the Education
Department of Western Australia for its
progress in education. I have a little ad-
vantage on the honourable member be-
cause I believe I probably know a shade
more about Schools Commission affairs
than he does.

It is fascinating to hear that this is
Labor Party policy and to see in the
Schools Commission's report that this
policy has been set up in a great number
of cases by the Western Australian Edu-
cation Department.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You will not
find the channelling of 13-yesar-olds to
high schools in that report.

The Hon. G. C. Macsinnon: Tell him
about it Mr Lewis.

The Hon. A. A- LEWIS: I will not
bother; I Intend to make a short, snappy
speech so that I will not delay the House.
If Mr Claughton had read the report, he
would know what I am talking about. Let
us talk about the Schools Commission on
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hostels. When Mr Claughton reads the
report he will find that the Schools Com-
mission has many ideas about hostels, some
of which do not go along with the principle
of hostels. I am not certain in my own
mind whether we would not be better
served in certain areas with smaller, home-
type hostels then the laner hostels. The
Schools Commission also is looking at
hostels versus boarding schools-some-
thing which Mr Claughton did not mention
because I believe he has not read the
report. Let me move on to teacher
housing; Mr Claughton claimed this Gov-
ernment has done nothing in this field.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: This is mere
rhetoric, nothing else.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: At the beginning
of this year, the State Government pro-
vided an extra $1.6 million for teacher
housing. A few moments ago, Mr
Claughton was making vague remarks to
the Hon. G. E. Masters about not reading
the newspapers: however, it is obvious
that he did not see that little article in the
newspapers, nor I presume did he see that
the Western Australian submission to the
Schools Commission resulted in the Schools
Commission recommending a furt her $2.1
million for teacher housing in Western
Australia. it is quite fascinating to see a
member whom one considered to be reason-
ably sane in his approach to education
stand up in this House and come out with
absolute drivel, half-truths, and play
around with the facts as Mr Glaughton has
done tonight.

I move now to the matter of bonding, on
which the Minister already has made an
announcement. Mr Claughton accused the
Minister of centralising education. This
is marvellous! Virtually the entire Schools
Commission report relating to reglonali-
sation is based on recommendations put
to it by the Western Australian depart-
ment. I rarely get annoyed, but it up-
sets me when people will not give credit
to a department and the Minister who
have done more for education in this
State-

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Why do you
not let the Minister get up and reply and
tell us what he has done?

The H-on. A. A. LEWIS: It is obvious
again that Mr Claughton cannot read.
The Minister's Press is fairly good. I
believe Mr Claughton is upset because be
has not been getting a very good run in
the press; he has gone on tonight with
the same sort of stuff, and the House will
not take it: and, by the sound of it, nor
can Mr Claughton.

The Hon. R. F. Glaughton: You ob-
viously cannot read the newspapers, either.

The H-on. A. A. LEWIS: I was very up-
set to hear Mr Claughton's comments re-
lating to parent participation in schools.
I have heard a speech given by the lady

mentioned; I believe she was making a
polite speech to People who had provided
an afternoon tea and I believe that to
bring into this House the sort of refer-
ence made by Mr Claughton was-

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You will
have us in tears in a moment.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: If I did, it
would show that Mr Claughton bad some
emotion.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Spare us the
sob story.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I do not believe
I could ever bring Mr Claughton to tears
because he is not big enough. I was very
disappointed to hear those comments and
I1 believe it is unfortunate that he should
choose to go on in this fashion.

The Schools Commission also com-
mended this Government on one of the
greatest advances in education Australia
has ever seen; namely, the isolated matri-
culation scheme. Despite what members
opposite say in this place, the Education
Department, guided and helped by Liberal
Policy in this matter and with a flexibility
that education has never had in this State
before, Is improving education at a greater
rate than anywhere else in Australia. The
Schools Commission is composed of very
sane people, who recognise this fact.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Where is your
authority for that statement?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: If Mr Cooley
would like to discuss this with me, I will
be happy to oblige, because obviously he
has not read the documents.

The Mon. D2. W. Cooley: No, I have not.
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: If Mr Cooley

cared to read the report of the Schools
Commission, he should have a look at the
loadings on primary and high schools and
see how Western Australia has fared. The
honourable member would learn something
about the situation. It Is worse to have
interjections from people who know no-
thing than from people who know very
little.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: I am trying to
learn from you.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is fair
enough; if Mr Cooley cared to turn up
at half past seven tomorrow morning.
I could give him a lecture for two or three
hours.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honour-
able member cannot learn by interjections.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is true,
Mr President. Let me turn now to the
matter of business. I was fascinated to
hear that doyen of Australian business,
the honourable R. F. Claughton, talking
about the efficiency of Australian business
in this country, because any business that
his party started probably has been the
most inefficient Australia has ever seen.
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.He quoted the statements of John P.
Young in 1971. Sure, business in 1971
needed to be more efficient. Of course,
they are not in business today;, after 1972,
they were put out of business at such a
rate by Federal Government intervention
and messing around with the private see-

~tor that only the most efficient remained.
'This may have been the Labor Party's
idea in the first place; however if we fol-
lowed that principle to its logical conclu-
sion, we would get rid of the Federal Gov-
ernment, and I am all for that, and as
soon as possible.

However, I would much prefer to quote
John P. Young today. An article in to-
day's Daily News states--

A leading businessman suggested
today that the next Federal Budget
should include a "retirement offer,
too good to refuse, to Mr O'Connor."

The chairman and managing direc-
tor of management consultants John
P. Young and Associates, Mr John P.
Young, said the Minister for Minerals
and Energy had shown "zero talent"
in his management of Australian min-
erals.

In 1971 I probably would have agreed
with John P. Young's comments regarding
efficiency in business. However, today's
businessman is in a totally different situa-
tion because, having survived the last four
years, he must be efficient. Under the
tyranny of Canberra, many small busi-
nesses have been bankrupted. I agree with
John P. Young that the men of zero talent
-Mr Connor and his mates--should' be
offered a bonus too good to refuse to get
out and let the private sector return, ineffi-
cient as it May have been. But we must
remember that unemployment in 1971
was not as great as it is today; in fact,
it was less than half the level of today;, and
why? it is because these inefficient busi-
nesses which have been bankrupted by the
Australian Government provided employ-
ment far these people.

The Hon. 1. 0. Pratt: Did not Mr Whit-
lam call the 1971 unemployment figure a
national disgrace?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Yes; be made
many such statements of which we can-
not take much notice.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: At least we are
not killing young Australians on foreign
shores.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: At the moment,
Mr Whitlam is killing the incentive of all
Australians with his policies, dogma, in-
flexibilities and I should go as far as to
say megalomania; the man will not let this
nation go ahead. Australia was built by
pioneers who were prepared to go out and
work for themselves. Mr Cooley represents
a great number of them;, people who are
prepared to put in a good day's work for

a good day's pay. However, Federal Gov-
ernment policies are crucifying some
280 000 people who are out of work today;
the figure will be about 400 000 before
Christmas.

The Prime Minister is belting the motor-
car and agricultural industries into the
ground. He has done ncxhing to let the
private sector get on the with the job of
increasing the wealth of this country. As
Abraham Lincoln said, it is no use belting
the person who pays the wage. The wage
earner should be trying to help him as
much as he is trying to help himself. I
think Mr Cooley should remember that
and try to help the trade unionists he re-
presents--people whom I1 see daily, and
good people at that-understand the prin-
ciple behind that philosophy. However,
this will never be the case under the pre-
sent Federal Government and its leader.

I think Mr Cooley had better retire to
his couch and leave business to somebody
who knows the private sector; but not the
national Government because no govern-
ment, whatever its political colour, has
ever run an efficient business. The late Sir
Keith Watson had a wonderful saying on
this subject, which I think Mr Cooley
would do well to take back to the trade
union movement. He used to say, "More
business in government and less govern-
ment in business". He used that expression
many times in this H-ouse.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Business
dipping into the public purse! Is that what
you mnean by more business in govern-
ment?

The Mon. A. A. LEWIS: Is Mr Claugh-
ton saying that private enterprise is not
as efficient as Government-run operations?

The PRESIDENT: Order! I suggest the
honourable member ignore interjections
and get on with his speech.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Considering the
quality of the interjections, that should
be easy, Mr President.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Considering the
quality of your speech, the sooner You
finish the better.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is a mat-
ter of opinion. I support the Bill. I1 hope
by the end of this session Mr Claughton
will be able to obtain some information on
education, the Schools Commission, Libe-
ral Party policy and what this Govern-
ment has done. These days I never hear
the Minister requested to go to see one
school or another. The Minister's record
stands fairly high in this respect; he has
seen more schools than all the Education
Ministers in the last nine years put to-
gether.

Despite the gibes from the other side
the Western Australian Education De-
partment is doing a first-class job. We
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hope and pray for a sane Government
which will work in conjunction with our
Department of Education instead of hav-
ing Big Brother from Canberra telling our
State Education Department what it
should do.

It has reached the stage where the
Schools Commission is accepting, fairly
wholeheartedly, the ideas of the Educa-
tion Department of this State. This is
a good thing because we can now work
in conjunction. The Court Government
is possibly the best we have had for years,
but the trouble is that the members on
the other side of the House do not recog-
nise it. I will not take up any more time
answering interjections, except to say
that at this time in our lives we have the
best education policy in Australia. This
has been Produced by a Liberal Party.
and if any honourable member cares to
refute that T suggest he should look at
the document which Mr Claughton has
told us is a Labor Party document. If
he does that he will realise what will hap-
pen in a few weeks. It is not a
Labor document, but a Schools Commis-
sion report, and I can only hope that
members will learn a good deal more from
It about the subject and will return to
praise the Minister for Education and the
officers of his department.

THE HION. T. 0. PERRY (Lower Cen-
tral) (11.02 p.m.]: This Bill seeks $450
million to carry on the services of the
State. One of the services I would like
to speak about is that of electricity. For
many years the increase In the demand
for electricity ran at about 10 per cent
per annum, but with the recent downturn
of industry In this State I believe the
increase In demand is less than half that
rate today. I therefore urge the Govern-
ment to consider transferring to the MuJa
power station the generating units now
being built at Kwinana and which are to
be fired by oil. I make this appeal be-
cause of the escalating price of oil, and
because It Is well recognised that the
cheapest electricity generated in Western
Australia today Is generated at Muja.

Coal, of course, is our own natural fuel
and the use of coal for power generation
produces employment for people In our
own State and the money spent on that
fuel remains within the State to circu-
late within our own community. There-
fore I believe the Government would be
wise to give serious consideration to
transferring to the Muja Power station the
power units now being built at Kwlnana.
I realise that the downturn in demand for
power will need to bring about some ec-
onomy in Its Production and I therefore
believe that the transfer of the units I
have suggested should be given earnest
consideration.

I also wish to refer to the alarming in-
crease in salinity in the Wellington Dam.

Today many parts of the State are de-
Pendent on water from the Wellington
Dam. not only the irrigation areas along
the coast, but also those towns situated
along the Great Southern line, extend-
iag north to Brookton, and down to
Broomehill, east of Lake Grace. Further, all
the towns in between are dependent un
the Wellington Dam.

In about 1958, 20 per cent of the catch-
ment area was alienated. A close exami-
nation was then made of the effect sali-
nity was having on the Wellington Dam.
In 1960 it was decided to cease throwing
land open for agriculture; that is, land
within the Wellington Dam catchment
area. This area embraces most of the
Shire of Collie, a small portion of the
Upper Blackwood Shire, about one-third
of the Shire of West Arthur, and a por-
tion of the Shire of Williams. Today
about 25 per cent of the whole catchment
area is cleared and If clearing ceased to-
morrow salinity would still increase for
a number of years.

The Government will have to consider
exercising further control over any clear-
ing in the catchment area. Such a move
will, of course, affect the livelihood of those
people whose properties are not totally
cleared and who are relying on the de-
velopment of such Properties to provide
Income for their families and a livelihood
for their sons who may be taking over the
farms from them. However, in the
interests of the State, a close look will have
to be made of the problem with a view to
exercising some control over clearing in the
catchment area, As I have aid, as this
will affect the livelihood of the farmers In
*he catchinent area. the Government will
also have to give consideration to com-
pensating those farmers for any loss of
income resulting from any action taken by
the Government.

In view of the dangerously high salt
content of the water today I do not believe
we can delay much longer in taking action
to secure the future of this valuable water
supply for the benefit of those people who
rely on the Wellington Dam for the supply
of water. With those few words I support
the Bill.

THE HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central)
[11.08 p.m.]: Although I intend to support
the Supply Bill I will not make much com-
ment on It except to note the continuance
of the injection of moneys of an amount
that Is even higher than that which was
Passed last year. I am content to confine
my remarks to some statements which
have been made by various People and
which I think need some correction and
Possibly require some further clarification
so that one may understand them.

In the first instance I took great excep-
tion tonight, In the early part of the de-
bate, when the Minister for Health was
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more or less attacked. Actually he was not
told that he was a. Hiar, but he was told he
had lied when Introducing certain provi-
sions In the Road Traffic Bill that was
agreed to last year. When handling the
Bil in this House the Minister was repre-
senting a Minister In another place and he
did La with the full knowledge which, In
his opinion, was made available to him
at the time.

Therefore I consider the attack made on
him was unwarranted. If It had
been a Bill that camne within the jurisdic-
dion of the Minister's own portfolios pos-
sibly there might have been some justifica-
tion for the criticism. Certainly the Minis-
ter would have been in a better Position to
Inform the House, even this evening when
criticism came forward, of the reason for
an obvious change In road traffic Policy.

However. I do not actually disagree with
the sentiments the Leader of the Opposi-
tion was airing when he was debating the
subject. I am certainly not very happy
about random checks being made on
drivers of vehicles leaving hotel parking
areas at night resulting in those drivers
being apprehended. This is far from the
Intention, as we knew It, of the legislation
that was introduced for the establishment
of the Road Traffic Authority, which I
always opposed, Een when It was mooted
that such an authority be established. I
believed It was the intention that we were
passing the legislation on the basis of
showing courtesy to drivens of vehicles
rather than making random checks which
do nothing towards creating goodwill be-
tween motorists and officers of the Road
Traffic Authority.

When he spoke tonight the Leader of
the Opposition claimed that when speaking
on the Budget last year. he did say that
South Australia would balance its Budget,
and that cries went up all around the
Chamber which Indicated that members
considered that, virtually, he did not
know what he was talking about. The
Leader of the Opposition then went on to
say that he had proved that his statement
was correct. I do not know whether I
have missed anything or not, but I have
been through all the Hansard reports of
last year on the Budget speeches and I
cannot find any record of cries of em-
barrassment that went up around the
Chamber which Indicated the Leader of the
Opposition did not know what he was talk-
Ing about.

I do not want to cast any aspersions
against the Leader of the Opposition be-
cause I realise the reason for his absence
from the Chamber at the moment and I
am sorry that his family is in the position
it now finds itself. Nevertheless, I would
like to know where in the Hanssard re-
ports I can find the passage referred to
by the Leader of the Opposition because
possibly that will enable me to understand
the criticism he levelled against Mr Baxter

in the terms he used when referring to
the debate on the Budget. However, so
much for that.

The Leader of the Opposition also went
on to speak about the fact that local
governing authorities in Western Austra-
lia were lauding the actions of the Federal
Government in banding over grant moneys
to the State and that Liberal and
Country Party members are now no longer
being listened to in local government
areas because local authorities are very
happy about the huge handouts they are
receiving from the Federal Government
and are recognising the worth of the
Policies of the Federal Government. I re-
fuse to refer to that Government as the
Australian Government. As far as I am
concerned it is the Federal Government
or the Commonwealth Government.

I believe that what the Leader of the
Opposition has said is not correct. I
know many shires which, as yet, have not
received any handout from the Federal
Government. I do not know why, because
the method used to obtain these so-called
grants for these shires has not been ascer-
tained. I believe that the system Is
worked on a basis which is very loose;
and Possibly, the shires which do not re-
ceive a grant this year will receive one the
following year. Nobody knows anything
about parameters or how the grant
moneys are allocated.

Open hearings are held and evidence
is given by one shire after anotlier, but
there are no parameters and no indica-
tion of the guidelines or on what grounds
the grants are made.

Considerable expense is necessary by
councils each year In order that they
might pitch a plod. To do this without
knowing exactly what will be the rules
of the ball game this year as against last
Year is very difficult. Consequently some
of the shires are very upset about having
to run to this considerable expense over two
Years without receiving anything by way
of grant moneys. Of course some of them
are worse off than they have ever
been financially becamse of a lack of rant
money which other areas have received.

The Liberal and Country Parties have
never opposed the grants coming into
Western Australia. I took rather strong
exception to the statement to the con-
trary, because the grants have never been
opposed by us. What we have opposed is
the money going direct to the local auth-
orities after a gauging of the needs of
those particular local authorities by off-
cials in Canberra, 2 500 miles away. We
have always said that the money should
go to the Government of Western Aust-
ralia and then be divided up according to
the needs as assessed by those with the
appropriate knowledge in Western Aus-
tralia.
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The establishment of post offices, as they For the life of me I cannot understand
Eire called, for the individual areas is uin-
necessary. Such establishments are costly
and are certainly not what we need. We
hope the shire councils do not fall for
that set-up. However, we have certainly
never objected to c-emo"ycoin" ita
Western Australia, but only-and I am
sure the Leader of the House will back
me up on this-to the manner in which
it has been distributed.

The Hon. N. McNeill: Wholeheartedly.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: This is our
objection. For people to say that we have
been Proved wrong and the shire Is now
lauding the money which has now come
in Is not in accordance with the facts of
the whole situation.

Tonight I have listened to a great deal
of criticism of the Government of Western
Australia because It has raised freights
and water charges. Miss Elliott referred to
a couple of pages of increased charges. I
can assure her that I am not very happy
with, In particular, two or three she men-
tioned and I have been very critical about
them in a lot of areas. I am particularly
critical about the increase in rail freights
because I do not believe these should have
been Put onto the industry which mainly
supports the railways, this being the grain
industry. Nevertheless, I have to admit that
$3.6 million involved in wage and salary
Increases Is really bard to stomach.

I also remember that when inflation
started galloping three years ago It was a
Government of a different political colour
from my own which Put the first 15 per
cent on. As a matter of fact, although
the amount was announced to the world
as being 15 per cent, It was actually an
average of 15 per cent becamse in some
areas the figure was higher than that.
Some of the country towns I know of have
in fact had cumulative increases of up to
'70 per cent in rail freights In the last three
years. This Is not good enough because the
Industries involved cannot take it.

As Mr Lewis said, If people do not get
out and do an honest day's work for a
fair day's pay we will be in dire
straits shortly. By and large I do not
think that the people of our country realise
exactly where we are heading If we keep
plunging on at the present rate. Those
who represent the backbone of this country
have no way in which to Pass on their
increased costs and they are being
crippled more and more day by day with
rising costs which cannot be covered. The
prices of their commodities are on the
downturn and some people are actually
walking out of the industry. If People gen-
erally think that this can go on much
longer they are living In some sort of dream
world. They just will not admit the true
Position which Is embracing this very city
at the Present time.

Mr Cooley's attitude with regard to the
justification of strikes. I believe that a
worker should have the right to air his
opinion, but we will all have to get down
pretty soon and have a good look at things
to ==s~ the situation. We will all' have-
to realise that we have had our fun and
that it is time the situation was levelled
off and we faced reality. I can tell mem-
bers that if things continue in their world-
wide trend, particularly in agriculture,
and the outlook remains as it is, I am
very fearful of the future in another 12
months-and I say this genuinely. Once
the situation in the country is lost, the
situation in the city will be the same three
months later.

When we consider the present position
we do not only blame our State for the
increases. We have to realise that the
Federal sphere itself is creating many of
the problems. The terrific increased com-
munication costs have increased the cost
of every other facet of industry.

Let us face it: if the stupid policies being
instituted by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment are not looked at practically I am
afraid we are in for greater trouble.

members will have noticed in the paper
only yesterday that the lAG has recom-
mended that the superphosphate bounty
be reintroduced. Already I have had many
people of a different political colour from
my own saying that of course if the Prime
Minister had not abolished it in the first
place the Labor Party would still be in
office in Western Australia because that is
what lost Jim Brown's seat and a few
more. I think this could possibly be true
to a degree; but I must also admit that if
the Federal Government does not hurry
up and reintroduce the bounty the price
of super will go up and up and up.

The industries are asking the Govern-
ment to increase the cost of super purely
and simply because the people cannot
afford to buy it and consequently there is
no throughput for the factories. If there
is no throughput how will the cost of
capital expansion, and so on, which was
undertaken only a few short years ago
when there was a terrific demand for super.
be amortised?

This is the result we get when we con-
tinue to chase our tails in business affairs
and continue to muddle along with crazy
ideas that a bounty, which did not go to
the farmer, but to the industry, should be
abolished. When Curtin introduced that
bounty he did one of the most magnificent
things which has ever been done for agri-
culture in Australia. He has always been
lauded for that particular action. it was
a sheer act of stupidity for the Federal
Government to abolish the bountry thus
allowing the price of super to go up and
up and up with a Consequent slow down
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of throughput. Actually the throughput
has virtually stopped now so the price
will again increase. It is as simple as that.

The same Principle applies to any in-
dustry. Take, for instance, the motorcar
industry and all the others which are
slowing down because of a lack of pro-
duction. They are being forced to lift
their Prices because they do not have the
necessary throughput to cover their costs.
Throughput is what governs the cost of
an article which any industry produces
and if the throughput Is slowing down.
naturally the costs will increase.

I listened to a long speech advocating
the takeover of Our railway system by the
Commonwealth Government. I am not
very impressed with such a proposal. I do
not think that anyone in the country would
laud it.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Does any other
country have its railway system owned by
six different States?

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Ye7& Al' so-ts
of ownerships are involved. What does
that matter? This is Australia. Do we
have to be governed all the time by some-
thing done 2 500 miles away? If the hon-
ourable member relied on transport for
his living, he would know at the present
time that transport and the means of
communication, such as the telephone, are
being priced out of existence or certainly
are so highly priced that country people
have no access to them.

The Hon. D. WV. Cooley: What is wrong
with the Idea of the railways being run by
one authority?

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: For a start,
what would happen to our telescopic rail
freights under the Commonwealth? Can
the honourable member answer that?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: You tell me.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: 11 can tell

the honourable member. In this State we
have one million square miles of country
which represents one-third of Australia.
The honourable member lauds South Aus-
tralia, a little pocket handkerchief State.
About 70 miles out is the end of the rail-
way line proper for the servicing of the
ports. There are no big leads there like wehave here. There is no gigantic need to
have the broad gauge through that State
as it is here to feed in the stores and other
goods which come in from the Eastern
States. South Australia has two main rail-
ways of interstate importance through its
centre. One goes across the State and the
other feeds the State lengthways. it is an
advantage to the Commonwealth to have
these connections and these are the main
feed lines.

South Australia always rcminCs ine of
a shire in my area. When it was desired to
put in a bitumen road to connect two main
towns together, this shire being in the
centre, allowed one of the main towns

to build its bitumen road to the edge of
its area, and the other bitumen road came
from the big shire to the south. However,
the shire in the middle would not do any-
thing at all and so finally the Western
Australian Government had to bituminise
the road because it was the only way it
would be done.

South Australia has a bit of a habit of
adopting that attitude. She would not
bitumninise her section of the Eyre High-
way. She did not need to. She had only
to do nothing and eventually the Com-
monwealth Government walked in and did
it for her. She has only to sit in the mid-
dle and Play around with her railways and
it will be done for her.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: It is a national
road.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: But we paid
for our section.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Why shouldn't
the Australian Government do it?

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: We paid for
our section.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: If you had had
a progressive Commonwealth Government
at that time you would not have had to.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We had a
progressive Government.

The Hon. fl. W. Cooley: Would not the
Present Australian Government's policy be
to build the Eyre Highway?

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I doubt it.
Why would the Australian Government
want to seal a gravel road to Western
Australia 2500 miles from Canberra?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Because it is
a national road and it is an Australian
Government.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The only
reason it is a national road is that we
made it one.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Why not be
forward looking in your outlook?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: They do not
know we exist.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The Minister
is correct. Canberra does not know we
exist.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: You are-
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I have never

heard so many people being so un-Aus-
tralian-

The Hon. J. Heitmnan: As Mr Don Cooley.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: And others.
The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Cut it out.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: This is a

great State. Why does Mr Cooley want to
hand everything over to the Common-
wealth?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: Four Federal
Ministers at the present time are Western
Australians.
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The Hon. H. W. CiAYFER: I know. We
have one million people here and a great
State. Why should we not have our own
control? Why hand It over?

The Ron. D. W. Cooley: Secession?
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I am not

talking about secession at all but about
our right under the old federation agree-
ment of 1900 to be able to govern our-
selves. We might as well give the State
over to the Commonwealth and pick up
Australia and give It to someone else. If
the honourable member has not enough
faith in his own State and does not have
the ability or desire to run It. he should
not be in this chamber, and that is all
about it. This is a State Government.

While we are on the subject, we heard
a few words of so-called wisdom from Mr
Cooley during his speech. He said the coali-
tion Government was on the verge of col-
lapse. I do not know on what he based his
arguments. I am afraid If any Govern-
ments are on the verge of collapse, they
are the labor Governments throughout
Australia, by and large. The honourable
member criticised Mr Anthony for inter-
fering in Western Australian affairs during
the Liberal-Country Party, rift. I think
what Mr Anthony did was small fry com-
pared with what Is happening In the liar-
radine case in Tasmania, which the
Federal ALP is now going to buy into.
As I have said before, "Two Wongs don't
make a white."

It Is crazy for Mr Cooley. of all people,
to get up and say the Federal organisation
should not have bought into the argument.
His theories leave me rather cold because
one minute he says the Federal organisa-
tion should control the State and the next
minute he says it should not buy into it.
His form of debating does not make sense.
He was really only "stirring the possum",
as it were. He said the Government was
acting under false pretences, and he
alluded to the fact that the Country Party
was not getting anywhere by being in the
coalition. He produced a, book and told us
what marvellous things Mr Tonkin had
done in his term and said that was the
kind of example which had proved Itself
to the country.

We in the Parliamentary Country Party
have done some research in the last few
weeks. The figures have never been dis-
closed previously but they might demon-
strate to Mr Cooley how effective we are
as a party. Do not forget we are a party.
If anything, the rift showed we are parties
with two different philosophies. If we agree
to disagree, that is our business. When the
washing goes on the line, members of the
Opposition laugh their heads off because It
gives them a chance to have a look at the
washing and see whether they want to buy
into It.

In the days of 1919 to 1924, when the
Country Party and the Nationalist Party
of the day used to have their feuds, they

were beauties which would Put this one to
shame. There were no radio and television
in those days, and no cars running around
the countryside exciting everybody into a
fever. But we lived; we came through it
with our partners. We have had our dis-
agreements, but one good thing about us is
that we can have our disagreements. I
would hate to see disagreement of that
kind amongst the Labor Party. All hell
would break loose. We would have Hawke
and Gough and everyone else over here.

Let me come back to the 18 months or
so we have been in coalition with our Lib-
eral colleagues. Do not forget we have our
own policy, which in some respects is not
along parallel lines to the policy of the
Liberal Party.

The Hon. D). W. Cooley: Will you read
it out?

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER:, I will If the
honourable member wishes me to do so. It
covers about 50 pages. of the 108 policy
objectives we spoke of In our policy speech,
51 have in fact been implemented, 32 are
in the course of being Implemented, and
25 have not been implemented. In 18
months that is not a bad effort for a party
which is supposed to be having the wrong
thing done to it by the Liberal Party and
to be getting nowhere.

T'he Hon. D. W. Cooley: One of your prize
bulls

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: It Is here.
The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Do not keep

it secret. Table it so that we can see it.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The honour-

able member knows the rules. If he wants
It to be tabled, he can ask for it. If he would
like to see It I will show It to him after-
wards. Briefly, that is the story, and if he
doubts it he can go me for perjury In saying
that in the House. The secretary of my
party is standing at the other end of the
Chamber and if the honourable member
wants more information he can ask him
for it.

Some of the "guff" which came out in
the so-called split is minor when one thinks
of the crazy statements which are made
without any backing. It is only a few weeks
ago that we heard Mr Tonkin screaming
about the pecuniary Interests of Ministers
of the Crown in dealings with land some-
where adjacent to Perth. The accusations
appeared in the Eastern States papers and
in The Australian. Yesterday Mr Tonkin
had to retract his allegations.

The Hon. J. Heitman: But he is "honest
John".

The Hon. D. W. Cooley. it is a big man
who will admit his mistakes. You will not.
You are trying to tell us there was no rift
in May of this year.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER ; I have not
said there was no rift.
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The Hon. D). W. Cooley: There was no
split. I used the wrong word.

The Hon. H. W. GAYPER: There was no
split. I used the word "rift". I said there
was a rift.

The Ron. 1). W. Cooley: And you will not
admit it still exists, when you know very
well it does.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It does not.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There are far
too many interjections.

The Hon. H. W. GAVIPER: We are a
separate party and we are entitled to our
philosophies, as the Liberal Party Is.

When I see the type of statement which
Is being made and the retractions which
have to follow I wonder where the title of
"honest John" comes in.

The Hon. J. Heitman: You can always
make an accusation and say later on, "I
am sorry."

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: You are casting
reflections on Mr Tonkin.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have asked
that there be fewer interjections. and I
Particularly ask the Hon. D2. W. Cooley to
have regard for my request. He has bad
a pretty fair go with interjections during
the course of this sitting.

The Hon. H. W. OAfl'E: The news-
Paper article is Very explicit that "Tonkin
retracts his land allegations". That was
the heading In The West Australian of
Tuesday, the 12th August. I will not read
the article but Mr Tonkin said-

I now unreservedly retract any Imo-
putation that any of the ministers has
Committed any act of impropriety in
relation to these matters.

Is that not a magnificent statement? That
appears on page 14 of The West Australian
of the 12th August. It is laughable.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: It is as laughable
as your statement that You have done
all those things.

The Hon. H. W. OAYF'ER: How could
anyone have confidence in a Labor Gov-
ernment? I was reading about Mr Tonkin's
attitude towards the amendment of the
Electoral Act or the redistribution of
boundaries which has been announced in
the newspapers and which will soon be
dealt with in one of the Chambers. This
Is also amazing. It Just shows that, if the
Labor Party is confident of being the next
Government-Mr Cooley says if we go to
the people tomorrow the Labor Party will
be put into Government-and when we
read the headlines In the newspapers we
realise the Labor Party must lose further
seats. Let us take the headline, "Tonkin
attacks plan for new MPs" in The Sunday

Times of the 10th August. The article
under that headline states-

Mr. Tonkin said an increase was
completely unwarranted, particularly
as Ut would add to the state's budget-
tig problems.

I have never read so much rot. He con-
tinued-

What should be done is to reduce the
number of country seats and give them
all to the metropolitan area.

Point of Order

The lion. D. W. COOLEY: I raise a point
of order under Standing Order 83.

The PRESIDENT: What Is the debate in
the Legislative Assembly to which the han-
curable member Is alluding?

The Ron. D). W. COOLEY: There is not
a current debate but I believe a measure
is pending which will be an amendment
to the Electoral Act, about which the hon-
ourable member is speaking.

The PRESIDENT: I think the honour-
able member made reference to a Bill that
is to be Introduced, but I do not think he
knows what is in the Bill because It has
not yet been introduced, although notice of
It has been given. I do not think there Is
any point of order.

Debate Resumed

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I certainly do
not know what is In the Bill. All I know is
what is in the newspapers. I am only qluot-
Ing from newspaper articles. This parti-
cular article was read by many people in
the country areas. It says we do not need
country seats any longer. Perhaps that is
correct. If the present economic trend con-
tinues, as well as the absolute disregard
for the needs of the country, there will not
be many People left in the country; so per-
taps in the long term he is right.

I believe the three political parties should
become a lot more unified than they are at
the present time in their efforts to combat
inflation, which is undoubtedly the crippl-
ing agent of our problems. Not only must
all members of Parliament make a con-
certed effort to halt the spiralling costs
but they must share the responsibility in
getting the message across to the people.

I noticed In today's Press some very
disparaging remarks concerning the
increase in salary for members of Parlia-
ment. I believe In another place state-
mnents were made that the increase is not
suffcient, Personally, I feel the tribunal
did a very good Job at a difficult time.
Certainly I would think members of Par-
liatment by and large should he satisfied
with what has occurred. We are not the
best paid politicians in Australia. As a
matter of fact, we are the lowest paid;
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but I do not think anybody is worried these disabilities and difficulties to the
about that to any great extent. Indeed,
as the lowest paid parliamentarians in
Australia we are showing to the people of
Western Australia that we are prepared
to agree to something even though it is
on a low scale.

We must get the message across that
restraint is needed. People must be willing
to go out and do an honest day's work
for an honest day's Pay, and there Is a
need for everyone to understand the prob-
lems of the next person. There is a need
also for both opposition and Government
to listen each other's ideas because one
Possible result of that might be that we
wml not be buffetted as greatly as I orig-
inally expected we would be.

It may be that the obvious thing to do
is to follow New Zealand's example and
devalue the dollar by 15 per cent. I thought
'we would do this a fortnight ago, but it
did not take place. I have always main-
tained that the revaluations which took
place have placed a loading on Australia
directly and indirectly. The revaluations
amount to 41 per cent in total, and I feel
'we should follow New Zealand because we
could devalue by 15 per cent without caus-
ing any trouble. In my opinion this would
do a great deal for the economy of Western
Australia.

THE HON. N. McNEILL (Lower West-
Minister for Justice) [11.47 p.m.]: At this
hour of the night it is not my intention to
speak at any length. However, I would
like to express my appreciation of the
co-operation the Government has received
and of the willingness of members to accept
my request that the Eml be debated and
disposed of in one sitting. To that extent
I am grateful.

It is not at all surprising, of course,
during the debate on a Bill such as this
for members opposite to take the oppor-
tunity to make some attacks on the Govern-
ment. The Supply Bill is one of the tra-
ditional opportunities available to mem-
hers to do just that. It also provides
members with an opportunity to make
some useful contributions and suggestions
in respect of government. Certainly at a
time like this suggestions which would have
the effect of correcting the disabilities
under which the State is suffering would
be welcomed by the Government.

It is most noticeable that all speeches
made by members Opposite have been
critical of the Government. I endeavoured
to take notes of the points made to see
whether there was any substance In them
by way of constructive suggestion. It Is
clear that the basic issues which
concern members and which have been
referred to many times are the state of the
,country, the economic climate of the
country, and the disabilities and difficul-
ties with which we are faced. The Oppo-
sition has used this occasion to attribute

never-ending increases in taxes and
charges.

I suppose one can understand that
members opposite should take this oppor-
tivnitv in do that if one accepts the philo-
sophy that attack is the best form of
defence. It is clear to me, and it must be
abundantly clear to members opposite just
as It is to all Australians, that no amount
of defence of the present Commonwealth
Government could in any way detract from
the statements that have been made and
the belief the people have that we are
surely in a situation of being governed by
a Federal Government which is one of the
most incompetent in the history of Aus-
tralia.

Therefore it is laughable for members
opposite to mount an attack in defence of
that situation. It also explains why in the
number of years I have been here this
attack-if it can be described as an attack
-must be classified as one of the most
lukewarm, inadequate, and weakest attacks
I have ever experienced. For reasons which
will be obvious to everyone I marvel at the
temerity of members opposite even to refer
to increased charges for Government ser-
vices in Western Australia in view of what
has happened in the Federal sphere.

Mention was made of the reference in
my second reading speech to increased al-
locations by the Commonwealth Govern-
ment, and we hav0 been told the Increase
amounts to some 25 Per cent. You know,
Mr President, and all other members know
that increase would barely match the rate
of inflation-the basic primary inflation in
Australia-in less than 12 months. When
that inflation is compounded over ti- 'a
wvhole distribution of goods then, of course,
we are faced-and have been faced-with
an inflation rate far higher than that.

So what we have received, for which we
are grateful-and I made that acknow-
ledgement-does little more than compen-
sate us for the inflation we have suffered.
When I say "we have suffered" I am re-
minded of the ploy used by one or two
speakers who referred to those on fixed
incomes as though the Government is not
mindful of or is insensitive to them. It is
because the Government Is sensitive to
them and is sensitive to those people who
have to bear the burden that it has done
Its level best to keep the increases in
charges to an absolute minimum. At the
same time, as I indicated by way of in-
terjection, by good financial management
we have been able to keep the Budget in
such a position that it is almost balanced.
This has been done by the use of our loan
programme funds to fund a large portion
of the deficit.

But who wants to see loan funds used
for that Purpose? Surely none of us does.
Those funds are for development. My two
ministerial colleagues In this Chamber
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would welcome any portion of those funds
for their major community service pro-
jects. I would welcome a Portion of those
funds in my department. I did not receive
any funds for development works. Instead
the money must go into that sink to bal-
ance the Budget as a result of increasing
casts.

I do not, nor does the Government, lay
the total blame for this situation at the
feet of the Commonwealth Government
alone. But, ray word, it is recognised by
people throughout Australia that the Com-
monwealth Government is certainly a
major contributor to it. If it Is not a
major contributor-and I believe it is-
then it is remarkably insensible to the
situation with which we are faced when
it pursues its remarkable policies which
have done absolutely nothing to alleviate
the position but in fact have made 4.t
worse. Can any member of the Opposition
deny that?

I think members opposite should be
conscious of some of the words of their
own leaders who have said that the policies
of the Commonwealth Government have
contributed very greatly to the present pos-
ition.

We have been challenged to go to the
People and have been told we are the most
unpopular State Government ever and that
the people would reject us. Those are
strange words coming from members of a
party whose greatest fear at the moment
Is that of facing a Federal election in
Western Australia or anywhere else inJAustralia-or even a by-election. My word,
have we not had some wonderful examples
of that over the last 12 months?

The I-on. R. P. Claughton: What are the
results of your latest polls?

The H-on. N. MaNEILL: I am not aware
of the poll to which Mr Claughton is refer-
ring. Perhaps he Is referring to the one
which appeared In the Press recently In
which the Premier of Western Australia
was described as having the highest rating
of leaders in Australia.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: Oh, come off
it. That is not what the headline said.

The Hon. N. McNEU 4L: Had I been al-
lowed to continue I would have said that
he shares that status with Mr Dunstan
of South Australia.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: The only
two he beat were Lewis and Bjelke-Peter-
sen. For heaven's sake!

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I am sure I do
not need to refer again to the Tasmanian
situation, but I will do so in one respect
which is relevant to the remarks made
by Opposition members about the rift
between the coalition parties. Sure there
was a difference of opinion. No-one has
denied that; but as Mr Gayfer said we
are two different parties.

The remarkable thing is not that we had
a rift, but that for so long two distinct
political parties ina Western Australia and
also in the Australian sphere have been able
to maintain such wonderful relations. I say
the two parties have done this to a far
greater extent and far more effectively with
the national interest in mind-and I place
emphasis on that-than has the so-called
united Labor Party of which Mr Cooley
spoke. Look at the rifts and the problems
within that party, All political Parties have
problems. We always find problems in a
big, dynamic Organisation. But when one
thinks of the problems in the party of
members opposite, how can they speak of
problems in the coalition partiesV I find
reat difficulty in comprehending how
something like the Harra dine affair can
last for So long in a so-called great political
party in Australia.

The reason I placed emphasis a moment
ago on the fact that the arrangement be-
tween the coalition parties in this State is
made with the national Interest in mind
is that the Interest in the Australian Labor
Party is directed towards internal politics
and Power struggles and not towards the
nation.

If they were concerned with the national
interest they would overcome their internal
and domestic problems. They cannot do
that, because they are all scrambling,
fighting, and clawing at each other in order
to gain power. What happens to the nation
in the meantime?

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: What has hap-
pened to the Liberal Party?

The Hon. N. McNfEILL: I have had Oc-
casion previously to remind members about
the current subject-the great disability
we suffer in this country through the high
rate of inflation, We should remember what
the rate of inflation was when the Liberal
Party was last in power: it was not in ex-
cess of 41- per cent. I remember the Liberal
Party was severely censured in this House
by Opposition members because some
120 000 to 130 000 people were unemployed.
Today what is the number of unemployed
in Australia? This Is very closely related
to what is lacking in the attitudes of the
Australian Labor Party in looking after the
national interest because we have such a
high unemployment rate and such a high
inflation rate.

I have been around for a long time. r
remember when much mention was made
of secession, and I cut my teeth almost
literally in the climate of secession in
Western Australia. That was when I started
to learn my politics. I think back over the
years; there was a time when a move by
a Federal Government to dump or sack its
Treasurers was tantamount to a need for
the resignation of the Government.

What a scene we have had before us
in recent months!I I have lost track of the
sackings in the Federal Government. It
cannot be claimed by Opposition members
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that the Federal Treasurers or Ministers Year; It has to base its programme over
have been changed or sacked, or that the
Deputy Prime Minister has been removed
from office, in the national interest. It was
because of the continuing struggle for pow-
er In the Labor Party. There can be no
question of that.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: No question of
what?

The Hon. N. McNILL: I would like to
think that the Labor Party which clainm
to be a great political party of this country
places the national Interest in the fore-
front. I am talking about the interests of
the avenage citizen of Australia; I am not
talking about the right to strike, but of
the right to work by whatever means a
person can. Let us look at what is happen-
ing to the mining industry which is a
basic industry and on which Australia has
depended so much for development. What
has the Australian Labor Party done to
the mining industry? You, Mr President.
as a very good former Minister f or Mines
would know the position.

Let us look at the other sections of
primary industry on which we are still so
dependent. Let us see what sympathy or
understanding we have had from the
Federal Labor Government. We had
absolutely none at all until some Labor
Federal members started to feel shaky in
their electorates, and they exercised some
pressure on the Government through
Caucus. Who runs this country? Is it
the Government or the Labor Caucus?

I am not critical of the Labor Caucus
system, but it is one which I do not support
and it does not contribute to good man-
agement of this country. However, that
is the Labor system, and the Labor Party
is at liberty to adopt it.

It does worry me when I see ordinary
people suffer. Opposition members have
been critical of the State Government, and
the one real ground they can get their
teeth into is the Increased charges for
Government services. We know perfectly
well there Is only one alternative to the
proposed Government expenditure, and
that is to discontinue the provision of ser-
vices. If that course were followed the
State would really regress, and the people
mentioned by Mr Gafer and other memn-
bers would be denied services and a means
of making a living. Is that a happy situa-
tion, and is that what we ought to do?

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Why was it neces-
sary to increase electricity charges when
the SEC was making a profit?

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I believe It is a
truism that to stop is to go backwards. I
know perfectly well that the SEC, which
is now the State Energy Commission, is
required constantly to improve and
increase its generating capacity. it does
not Plan its Programme from day to day,
from month to month, or from year to

many years.
In order to provide the means to service

industry which we hope will be established
in Western Australia, because that is basic
to the development of the State. we must
have available additional funds. if we
are to have a minimal service we would
not be making any provision for the
future.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Who would we
be able to induce to put in the capital?

The Hon. N. McNEILL: Where does the
capital come from? It is abundantly clear
to most people that one of the reasons we
are facing the present economic situation
is the downturn; and that downturn takes
expression trough the provision of elec-
tricity and all forms of Government ser-
vices as well as the Product Of Private and
Government industry. So, we all suffer.

Some comments were made on the
matters which I raised in my introductory
speech about the increase in water and
electricity charges and about the Provision
of schools being more costly. Of course
they are more costly, and we all Pay for
them. I happen to be a member of a
Government which finds that One Of the
most distasteful things it can dIO Is to
increase charges. You. Mr President,
would know perfectly Well that any Govern-
ment would avoid imposing Increases like
it avoids a Plague. It does not impose
increases if there is an alternative.

As a6 member of the Government and
as the Leader of the Government in this
House I do not have to offer any apology
because there is no reason to apologise for
the performances of this Government in
the last 16 months. Despite what Mr
Cooley has said the performances of this
Government have been first-rate, and well
he knows that. However, I do not expect
him to admit It.

The Hon. D. W. Cooley: I do not know
what performance.

The Hon. N. McNEH.L: There have been
very many and they have been publicised.
on another occasion I made available a
booklet which was much read by mem-
bers of the Opposition. It gave an indi-
cation of the performances registered by
this Government in its short period ol
office. The Government's efforts in thk
direction are continuing and are being
expand ed.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: The whole book-
let was gobbledygook.

The Hon. N. McNEnhL: I wonder
whether Mr Dellar would care to Indicate
to me whether he knows of any Instance,
firstly in regard to education, when there
has been a smoother commencement of
the school year than under this Govern-
menat in the last 12 months.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: With the aid of
commonwealth funds.
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The Hon. S. J. Dellar: Probably it was
a flow on from the programme started by
the Tonkin Government.

The Hon. N. McNEILL: I realise Mr
Dellar is not able to take up my challenge.

The Hon. S. J. Dellar: That did not
happen in every school, as the Minister for
Education is aware.

The Hon. N. MeNEILL: It was not my
intention to go on at length, but I believe
there was some justification for taking 15
to 20 minutes to make my comments. I
appreciate the co-operation of the House
in its support of the Supply Bill.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Hill passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the
Hon. N. McNeill (Minister for Justice).
and Passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

THE HON. N. MeNEILL (Lower West-
Minister for Justice) [12.13 am.): I
move-

That the House at its rising adjourn
until Tuesday, the 19th August.

Question Put and passed.
House adiouned at 12.14 am. (Thursday)

Wednesday, the 13th August, 1975

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

PRE-SCHOOL EDUCATION
Inquiry: Petition

MR T. D. EVANS (Kalgoorlie) [4.33
pm.]: I have a petition, Mr Speaker,
which I wish to Present to the House. It
is addressed as follows-

To the Honourable the Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliament of Western Australia
in Parliament assembled.

We. the undersigned residents in the
State of Western Australia do herewith
pray that Her Majesty's Government
of Western Australia implement an
open Independent enquiry into all as-
pects of the operation of pre-school
services in Western Australia and into
the reasons for the amendments to
the Pre-School Education Act 1973.

(66h

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

The Petition carries one signature on the
main page. I certify this is in accordance
with the Standing Orders and It carries
a total of 2 832 signatures.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the peti-
tion be tabled.

The petition was tabled (see paper No.
288).

EXCESS WATER RATE
Increase: Petition

MR BATEMAN (Canning) [4.36 P.m.]: I
have a petition to present. Mr Speaker, and
it reads as follows--

To the Honourable the Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliament of Western Australia
in Parliament Assembled.

We, the undersigned residents and
ratepayers of the Langford district in
the State of Western Australia do
herewith petition the Honourable Min-
ister for Works and Water Supplies
to act urgently to resolve the problem
we are faced with of excess water. As
such, we hereby voice a strong protest
against this extreme high cost of ex-
cess water blatantly charged against
us. We irrevocably hereby confirm that
such extreme high charges are unlair
and totally unjustified.

Your petitioners therefore humbly
pray that your honourable House will
give this matter earnest consideration
and your petitioners as in duty bound
will ever pray.

The petition bears 169 signatures and I
hereby certify that it conforms with the
Standing Orders of this House.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition
be brought to the Table of the House.

The petition was tabled (see paper NO.
286).

1.

QUESTIONS (47): ON NOTICE

MilK QUOTAS
Applications for Transfer

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Agriculture:
(1) On what date (or dates) after

the coming into operation of the
Dairy Industry Act did the auth-
ority submit to the Minister in
accordance with section 30 of the
Act a written statement (or state-
ments) setting out its recormmen-
dations as to the bases or prin-
ciples on which applications
under the section should be deter-
mined?


