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The conditions relating to application for
the issuing of a protection order have heen
laid down carefully with three main objec-
tives in mind. The three objectives are,
firstly, fairness to the applicant so that he
is not denied consideration in any way;
secondly, fairness to the ecreditor, who
should not be held up for an unnecessary
time; and thirdly, to have full regard to
the need to stabilise the normal avenues of
credit in country areas.

This approach to protection orders is
much more discriminatory than the pro-
cedure that was followed previously, and
I do not think any objection could he
taken to it. Members will be well aware
of the previous complications in the issuing
of stay or protection orders under the
Bankruptcy Act, 1970. Amendments to
that Act, under part XIA—farmers’ debis
assistance—which were assented to on the
1ith Movember, 1970, clarified the position.
The Rural Relief Fund Act is to be pro-
claimed under section 253B of the Bank-
rupicy Act, and there is nothing in the
Bill now before the House which is likely
to prevent its being similarly accepted and
proclaimed upen application.

The problem of the rural industries is
not just the concern of farmers. I think it
was the member for Avon who said that
if farmers are in trouble we are all in
trouble. There is a great deal in what
he says. Western Australia is most reliant
on maintaining as many farmers as pos-
sible on the farms and this is the hope and
the intention of the present Government.
The future of many couniry towns depends
an the survival of the farmers and on their
being able to pay their bills, The future
of much employment in the cities also
requires that agriculfure must survive and
this is something we should all remember
and of which we should be conscious.

I commend this Bill to the House and
ask that it receive ready acceptance, be-
cause the need for the quickest possible
functioning of the authority under the pro-
visions of the legislation does not require
elaboration. It is indeed most desirable.

Debate adjourned for one week, on mo-
tion by Mr. Nalder.

House adjourned at 5.02 p.m.

Legislative Council

Tuesday, the 17th August, 1971

The PRESIDENT {(The Hon. L. C. Diver)
took the Chair at 4.30 p.m. and read
prayers,

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Acknowledgment of Presentation to
Lieutenant-Governor and Administrator

THE PRESIDENT (The Hon. L. C.
Diver): I have to announce that I have,
In company with several members, waited
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on His Excellency the Lieutenant-Governor
and Administrator and presented the
Address-in-Reply to the Speech of His Ex-
cellency the Governor, agreed to by this
House, and His Excellency has been pleased
to make the following reply:—

Mr. President and Members of
the Legislative Council, I thank
you for your expressions of loyalty
to Her Most Gracious Majesty The
Queen, and for your Address-in-Reply
to the Speech with which His Ex-
cellency the Governor opened Parlia-
ment.

QUESTIONS (4): ON NOTICE
1. EDUCATION
Kewdale High School

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the
Leader of the House:

(1) What plans are there for increas-
ed accommodation at the Kew-
dale High School?

(2) Will these extensions interfere
with the existing sporting facili-
ties in the grounds?

(3) If so, will the Department bhe
responsible for replacing these
facilities?

(4) Will any new building be con-
structed in such a manner as to
allow a gymnasium to be included
in the undercroft?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE replied:

(1} A Commonwealth science block is
io be built during the 1971-72
financial year.

(2) Yes.

{3) Yes.

(4) It is not planned to include a
gymnasium in the present or
future additions.

2, WATER SUPPLIES
Mount Barker Region

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to
the Leader of the House:

In view of the particularly dry
season, and the shortage of water
for country towns in the South,
such as Mount Barker, Tambellup
and Cranbrook, will the Govern-
ment—

(a) speed the survey for a pipe-
line from the Denmark River
to Mount Barker; and

(b) give serious consideration to
include the cost of thls water
scheme In its next budget?

The Hon. W. P. WILLESEE repiied:

(a) The survey is already in
course and will be complete
in a few weeks’ time.
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{b) Until the survey and design
of the pipeline is complete it
will not be possible to estim-
ate the cost but as it 18
anticipated that it will be well
over $1,000,000 it will need to
be finenced over more than
one financial year. It is un-
likely that construction would
commence this financial year.

May I repeat: It will need to
be financed over more than
one financial year. It is un-
likely that construction would
commence this financial year.

3. EDUCATION
Insurance Cover

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the
Leader of the House:

(1) Is it the practice of the Education
Department to require parents to
sign a statement indemnifying the
Department and school staff when
children’s school activities require
them to spend a night away from
home?

(2) M so, would it be possible for the
State Government Insurance
Office to extend cover for such
periods?

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE replied:

(1) No. This requirement was delet-
ed recently.

(2) Answered by (1).

4. RAILWAYS
Road Services

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH, to
the Leader of the House:

(1) Is the Government considering
reducing country freighter bus
services such as the one which
runs to Hopetoun?

If the answer is “Yes”, does the
Government realise that reduced
patronage is not Indicative of the
importance of these services for
the cartage of mail, perishables
and spare parts, but that it is only
indicative of the financial diffi-
culties which farmers, particularly
those in isolated districts, are ex-
periencing ?

The Hon, W. P, WILLESEE replied:

(1) and (2) There is no intention to
reduce the country freighter bus
services to Hopetoun at the pres-
ent time,

2)

FIREARMS AND GUNS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 10th August.

[COUNCIL.]

THE HON. A. F. GRIFFITH (North
Metropolitan—Leader of the Opposition)
{440 pm.l: I do not think the nature of
this Bill is such that it can be regarded
as world shattering. The Bill contains
two clauses. The principal clause seeks to
delete subsection (3) of section 8 of the
parent Act. When the Minister introduced
the Bill he said—

The Department of Labour has
written to the Commissioner of Police
concerning the IL.C. Convention No.
111 “Diserimination (Employment and
Occupation) 1958”7, pointing out that
sections 8(3) and 10(3) of the Fire-
arms and Guns Act appear to diserim-
inate against the Asian and African
races inasmuch as these individuals
are required to have specific approval
from the Commissioner of Police be-
fore the issue of a firearm license can
be made.

We were left to find out for ourselves how
I1.0. Convention No. 111 reads, I think
it is appropriate for me to tell the House
how it does read. It says—

No. 111—DISCRIMINATION
(EMPLOYMENT AND
OCCUPATION?, 1958

Ratifications:
69
Provisions:

This Convention requires each rati-
fying country to declare and pursue
a policy designed to promote, by
methods appropriate to national eon-
ditions and practice, equality of cp-
portunity and treatment in respect of
employment and occupation, with g
view to eliminating any such dis-
crimination,

Discrimination is defined as includ-
ing any distinction, exclusion or pre-
ference, ather than those based on the
inherent requirements of a particular
job made on the basis of race, colour,
seX, religion, political gpinion, national
extraction or secial origin, which has
the effect of nullifying or impairing
equality of opportunity or treatment In
employment or occupation. The terms
“‘employment” and ‘“‘occupation” in-
clude access to vocational training,
access to employment and to particular
occupations and terms and conditions
of employment.

Special measures of protection or
assistance provided for in other I.L.O.
Conventions and Recommendations
are deemed not to be discrimination.
This applies also to measures affecting
an individual justifiably suspected of,
or engaged in, activities prejudicial to
the security of the State, and to other
special measures, determined after
consultation with representative em-
ployers’ and workers’ organlsations,
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designed to meet the particular re-
quirements of persons who, for reasons
of sex, age, disablement, family re-
sponsibilitles or social or cultural
status, are generally recognised to re-
quire special protection or assistance.

Australian Position:

Australian law and practice are sub-
stantially In accord with most of the
provisions of the Convention, and
action has already been taken, or is
contemplated, to remove from State
legislation provisions which diserimin-
ate on the basis of race and colour.
There are still a few State awards
which do not appear to conform with
the Convention in this regard.

An impediment to ratification is the
existence of distinctions based on sex,
in relation to access to employment
and to wage and salary rates. While
some of the discrepancies between
Australian law and practice and these
provisions of the Convention have been
removed and there have been other
steps toward closer conformity, the
present position does not allow ratifi-
cation.

Whilst the legislation under discussion is
not world shattering, it makes me wonder
what the Government proposes to do with
other existing Statutes, in which we find
the same sort of discrimination. 8o far
as I can see, ILL.O. Convention No. 111
does not talk about diserimination against
Asians or Africans on the question of hold-
ing a firearm license. Apparently all the
Minister has been able to discover to date
is that this particular discrimination
should be removed. I am more than inter-
ested to know what the attitude of the
Government is in respect of other diserim-
inatory legislation.

Furthermare, after looking at the prinei-
pal Act. I am prompted to make certain
other observations. If the Minister will
refer to section 4 of the Act, he will see
that it reads as follows:—

This Act shall have the following
application:—

(1)} It shall apply throughout the State
to pistols,

(2) It shall apply throughout the State
to any person who is an Asiatic
or African alten, or who is an
Asiatic or African alien claiming
or deemed to be a British subject.

Until 1963 section 4(2) also included these
words—
and to every person who is a
native within the meaning of the
Native Administration Act, 1905-
1936.
The words were taken out in 1963. In sub-
section (2) of section 4 to which I have
referred, discrimination does appear to
exist. Perhaps the Minister's advisers did
not loock at this sectlon of the Act.

The Hon. J. Dolan: Did the Leader of
gl;geoolpposition see amendment No. 46 of

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: On what
page?

The Hon. J. Dolan: Perhaps my copy is
different from yours.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: It may be;
what does it say?

The Hon, J. Dolan: It slmply says that
section 4 is repealed.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Perhaps my
copy has not been brought up to date.
If that is the case, I am sorry I raised it,
but, similarly I am glad the legislation is
stated more correctly.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I will check it to
make absolutely certain. My copy indi-
cates it has been repealed.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I intend to
make a suggestion to the Minister. I do
not necessarily want to hold up this piece
of legislation, but I consider it would be
worth our while to find out what the
Government’s attitude is in relation to
discrimination generally. The Minister took
my colleague, Mr. MacKinnon, severely to
task the other day because of his views on
a certain matter which I will not go into
on this Bill

I wish to know whether there are any
other statutes in Western Australia which
discriminate in the same way—or even in
a different way—as does this legislation,
I also wish to know whether such diserim-
inatory sections will be deleted from other
Acts, seeing they are to be deleted from the
Firearms and Guns Act.

I think some care should he taken in
this respect, because I remember heing
taken very heavily to task myself about six
vears ago when I tried to remove the
discriminatory provision in section 291 of
the Mining Act. Some memhers who are
now on the other side of the House tried
to tell me I had an uiterier motive in
seeking to do this and that thousands of
Japanese would come to Western Australia
to work, thereby taking jobs away from
our own people. Of course hothing was
further from the truth. The whole purpose
of removing the diseriminatory proviston
was to bring the Mining Act into line with
other Mining Acts in Australia. No Mining
Act in any other State contained discrim-
inatory provisions. Alsg, the Japanese, as a
nation, were the very people who wanted
to buy our ore, hut, as the Act then stood,
they could not even go onto a mine or in
and abcut a mine to have a look at the
product they wished to buy. I sought to
remove the provision so that this restric-
tion would not apply, You will remember,
Mr. President, that we compromised and
left in the principle preventing them from
going into, on, or about a mine—] have
forgotten the exact terminology—and
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added the words, “without the consent in
writing from the Minister and that con-
sent can be withdrawn.”

That piece of discrimination still exists.
I do not want to be misunderstood as I
was on that occasion, because I have not
changed my attitude from those days. In
1963 I put forward reasons for asking the
House to take that partleular section out
rather than alter it. I think in dealing with
this particular Bill, small as it may be, we
must look for other statutes similarly affec-
ted where discriminatory provisions may
well exist. I think the Minister ought to
instruct the Crown Law Department to
make a theorough search; after all, if it
is the Government's desire to remove dis-
criminatory sections from the legislation
on our Statutes, if could be done by a Bill
covering them all. A reference to discrim-
ination in any statute in Western Australia
could be removed by legislation.

The Minister may find, on examination,
there is not a great deal of discrimination
but I think we are entitled to some particu-
lars and to be told that an examination has
been made. We are entitled to know
whether there are discriminatory sections
in other statutes and the reason they are to
be left there if this is to be the case. In fact
there may be good reason for leaving these
sections in, but I think it is proper that
the House should know of the others before
passing this tiny little Bill. I do not think
the Bill is of very great consequence. As
the Minister said, he did not know of an
occasion—I have forgotten his exact words
—where the Commissioner of Police had
refused to grant a license when a reason-
able application had heen made.

It occurs to me, and I do not say this
in any critical sense, that the Department
of Labour has written to the Police Depart-
ment and said, “Look here, you have a
discriminatory section in the Firearms and
Guns Act against Asiatics and Africans:
you ought to take it out.” The Police
Department has probably replied, “Yes, we
ought to take it out” I do not know
whether there are discriminatory sections
in any other Statutes.

That is my suggestion; I do not know
whether the Minister wants to reply now,
but I feel it would be better if the Minister
were to get the advice I have suggested.

The Hon. J. Delan: It might take too
long.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: What is the
urgent necessity to rush this Bill through?
The Firearms and Guns Act has been on
the Statute book since 1933. I cannot
accept that it will take too long. The Min-
ister does not know how long it will take.
The Minister should at least seek advice on
this and if it will take a long time he should
tell us later. I repeat, I am interested to
know: (a) What other Statutes diserimin-
ate; and (b) are they going to be removed,
and if not, why not? I reiterate, there may
be some good reason for leaving them as
they are.

[COUNCIL.]

THE HON. J. DOLAN {(Scuth-East Met-
ropolitan—Minister for Police) [4.54 p.m.]:
1 would like first of all to thank the Minis-
ter for drawing attention to the fact that
I did not tell the House the contents of
the 1.L.O. Convention No. 111, I give him
an assurance that I will have the necessary
investigations made to find any Act in
which there is discrimination against any
race or creed. However, I do not think it
is reascnable for the Minister to wish to
hold up the Bill if he agrees with the
pringciple that there should be no discrimin-
ation. I do not see why this legislation
should be held up in these circumstances.
I feel it should be passed. I give the hon-
ourable member an undertaking that after
the necessary inquiries are made I will
inform him in writing where there is dis-
crimination in existing legislation and what
action we will take to see that the dis-
crimination is removed or, alternatively,
whether the legislation should remain.

I do not feel this legislation should be
held up. It is always good to know where
the Government is going. I commend the
Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Commitiee

The Chairman of Committees (The Hon,
N. E. Baxter) in the Chair; The Hon. J.
Dolan (Minister for Police) in charge of
the Bill.

Clause 1 put and passed.
Clause 2: Amendment to section §—

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: After listen-
ing to the debate, I think there is one
salient point to be taken into considera-
tion. People who will be accorded licenses
under this amending legislation are resi-
dents of Australia.

If I can hark back to the arguments
which took place previously in respect of
this matter: these referred to a form of
indentured labour. 1t was envisaged that
the relevant provisions of the Mining Act
would be repealed. I am not saying this
was the Minister’s intention, but the com-
promised amending legislation actually
covered this situation. The discrimination
we are now talking shout is not against
people who do not reside in Australia.

‘Those people are not entitled to a license

for firearms or guns in Western Australia.
This legislation is to cover people who
reside in Australin and who could be pre-
cluded from a license under the Act. I do
not think they have been precluded, but
they could be. I think this is tidying up
the legislation to allow equal opportunity
for all citizens of Australia.

The Hon., A, F, GRIFFITH: I think we
should get one thing clear: it may be very
difficult for members of the Government
to understand this, and although it may
only be for a shart time, I am not a Min-
ister now. The honourable member kept
referring to me as the Minister.
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The Hon. R. Thompson: Did I say that?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The honour-
able member did.

The Hon. R. Thompson: My apologies, I
hope you are never a Minister,

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: For 12 years
I listened to the honourable member's
statements that he was hoping for the day
when I would not be a Minister. Now the
honourable member seems anxious to get
me back there.

The Hon. R. Thompson: That is furthest
from my thoughts.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

The Hon, A. ¥, GRIFFITH: Of course,
the way things are going I see what the
honourable member means.

There was no question of indentured
labour in 1963—that is a figment of the
imagination of people such as the honour-
able member, who seems to feel that the
reason for the intention to take out the
offending words in the legislation was that
they were diseriminatory., That was not
0.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Did I speak on
that?

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: I do not
know; the honourable member just men-
tioned this very briefly.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I did not say
that at all

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: The honour-
able member said that the nature of the
legislation in 1963 was dealing with the
possibility of indentured labour.

The Hon. R. Thompsen: Do not twist
what I said. I said if we hark back to
discussions that took place at that time;
that is what I said.

The Hon, A, F, GRIFFITH:; That is the
basis of the objection. In that instance
there was a complete preclusion of any
Asian or African from entering a mine, I do
not know whether that means South
African?

The Hon. J. Dolan: Anybody in Africa.
When you use the word “African” you do
not discriminate between north, south,
east, or west.

The Hon. G. C. McKinnon: It could be
an Egyptian.

The Hon. A. P. GRIFFITH: I was merely
trying to get my sense of humour on
record.

The Hon. J. Dolan: I am with you.

The Hon. A, F. GRIFFITH: Section 291
of the Mining Act prevented an Asian or
African from going into a mine at all
Under that section he was completely for-
bidden to go into a mine. The policies of
the previous Government are held fast by
the present Government. The Japanese
are golng to trade a lot with us.
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They put forward the proposal to me
that they could not be expected to buy our
ore without the opportunity to first look
at it. All I sought was to enable them to
enter the mines so they could examine the
ore, to see what they were buying. So the
two situations should not be confused. I
well remember the debate and the red
herrings that were hauled across the trall
at the time. I merely mention that the two
situations were entirely different.

I repeat, I am prepared to accept the
assurance given by the Minister that the
Government will examine the other Acts
in question to see whether there are other
forms of discrimination that should be
removed. If it is considered they should
not be removed, we can leave them where
they are.

Clause put and passed.

Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and
the report adopted.

BILLS {(3): RECEIPT AND
FIRST READING

1. Stamp Act Amendment Bill,

Bill received from the Assembly; and,
on motion by The Hon. W. F.
Willesee (Leader of the House),
read o first time.

2. Snowy Mountains Engineering Cor-
poration Enabling Bill.

Bill received from the Assembly; and,
on motion by The Hon. J. Dolan
(Minister for Police}, read a first
time.

3. Bulk Handling Act Amendment Bill,

Bill received from the Assembly; and,
on motion by The Hon, W. P,
Willesee (Leader of the House),
read a first time.

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE
Consideration of Report

Report of Standing Orders Committee
now considered.

Im Commitiee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees
(The Hon. P. D. Willmott) in the Chair.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Before mov-
ing that the recommendation of the Stand-
ing Orders Commiitee be agreed to, I
would point out that members will find a
copy of the Committee’'s report in the
drawers under their benches. I mention
this for the benefit of new members par-
ticularly, as they may be unaware of the
fact, The first recommendation of the
Standing Orders Committee is—

(a) To insert a new Standing Order
to stand as Standing Order No.
15A, as follows—

15A. Bills may be introduced,
or received from the Assembly,
and the motion “That the Bill
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be now read a second time” may
be moved hefore the Address-
in-Reply has been adopted; but
this motion may not be debated

except in accordance with
Standing Order 15.
I move—
That the recommendation be agreed
to.

The Standing Orders Committee made this
recommendation to facilitate the business
of the Council during the debate on the
Address-in-Reply so that Bills introduced
by the Government or Bills of an urgent
nature that are required to be deaslt with
by the Council ean be introduced and
brought to the second reading stage with-
out the need for a special motion.

As BStanding Order 15 stands at the
moment, this cannot be done, but the
amendment will alter that situation and
permit a Bill to be brought to the second
reading stage. But that is as far as the
Bill will go. I give this brief explanation
s0 members may understand the purpose
of the committee's recommendation.

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: First of all
I thank the Standing Orders Commitiee
for its attention to a matter which, if I
remember rightly, I suggested last year. In
future years—not this year, of course—the
amendment will be of great help to mem-
bers on this side of the Chamber; more s0
than to those on the Government side. If
the Government has several Bills ready
for introduction during the period the
Address-in-Reply is being debated, it can
give notice of the Bills to be introduced
and bring them to the second reading
stage. The members who do not support
the Government will then be enabled to
have a longer peried in which to examine
the legislation.

When I made the suggestion last year, I
had in mind not only my ¢own experience
but also that of my ministerial colleagues
—1I refer to the fact that while sitting on
the other side of the Chamber, there were
times when we could have introduced a
number of Bills had the proposed amend-
ment been made. I am afraid the Gov-
ernment’s legislative pregramme is not
very far forward this year; because we
have not had the early session of Parlia-
ment we were to have had. However, be
that as it may.

When 1 first looked at the committee’s
recommendation I thought something had
heen left out, because the Legislative As-
sembly’s Standing Order, which is equiva-
lent to this one, goes on to state—

Provided, however, that the intro-
duction of Bills under this Standing
QOrder shall not prevent any discussion
on the subject matter of any such Bill
during the Address-in-Reply debate.

I think the committee of which you are a
member, Mr. Deputy Chairman (The
Hon. P. D. Willmott), wisely left
out this proviso. With respect, I think the

[COUNCIL.]

Assembly Standing Order goes too far; be-
cause “subject matter” is mentioned and
the Legislative Assembly’'s Standing Order
36, as now printed, would enable a member
in that Chamber to discuss a Bill whilst
the motion for the adoption of the Address-
in-Reply is being debated.

I am sure that was not intended in an-
other place and it is not what the commit-
tee of which you are a member, Mr. Deputy
Chairman, intended. So I think vour com-
mittee has rightly stopped at the proper
place. It is not for us to sugeest anything
to the Legislative Assembly; but who knows,
the Legislative Assembly may read these
remarks and be prepared to have a look at
its own Standing Order. If it does it will
certainly find there is something wrong;
because if a member, when speaking to the
debate on the Address-in-Reply in that
Chamber, decided to go on and discuss the
subject matter of a Bill, he could do so
irom clause 1 to clause 100, if there were
aAs many clauses in the Bill. In other words,
he could discuss the whole Bill.

The Hon. W. F. WILLESEE: Speaking to
the motion, I think this confirms our sub-
missien that the Standing Orders Commit-
tee should look at the situation. I agree
with the Leader of the Opposition that,
where possible, we should give the op-
ponents of the Government every oppor-
tunity to study proposed legislation when
time can be made available. Time can be
made available during the debate on the
Address-in-Reply which generally goes on
for some time.

I can assure the Leader of the Opposi-
tion, if he is disappointed with the Govern-
ment’s legislative programme this session,
that we hope to do much better next
session.

I agree that if this new Standing Order
is agreed to it will facilitate the passage of
legislation through the Council. It will be
of benefit, because when the debate on the
Acdress-in-Reply is finished we will have
on hand legislation which can be proceeded
with constructively and efficiently.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I think
it is only reasonable that the motion should
be framed in the terms suggested. As it
stands the Standing Order places no re-
striction as to what a member may speak
on. To have placed a limitation on the
Standing Order would have put the Gov-
ernment in the position of being able to
limit, by the introduction of Bills, matters
on which members may speak. On the
other hand, had the suggested amendment
been taken to the point referred to by the
Leader of the Opposition—that a member
could debate a Bill of, say, 100 clauses—
the Government obviously would retaliate
by not granting him the privilege of an
early consideration of Bills by intro-
ducing them during the debate on the
Address-in-Reply. I think the move is a
sound one, and I hope the Committee sup-
ports it.
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Question put and passed; the recommen-
dation agreed to.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The other
amendment recommended by the Standing
Orders Committee reads as follows:-—

(b) To amend Standing Order 46 by
deleting the words '‘two consecu-
tive months in any” in lines 2
and 3, page 17, and substituting
the words 'one entire".
I move—

That the recommendation be agreed
to.

In doing so, I would like to point out that
in 1969 when we had two periods in the
one sesslon of Parliament it was found
that a special motion had to be moved
during the first period to enable members
to retain their seats. Later in 1969 this
was covered by an amendment to the Con-
stitution Acts Amendment Act. If members
would look at the small volume titled Acts,
Etc., relating to Parliament, 1969, they will
find that section 38(5) of the Constitution
Acts Amendment Act reads—

Fails to give his attendance in the
Legislative Counecil or in the Legisla-
tive Assembly, as the case may he, for
one entire session thereof without the
permission of the said Counecil or As-
sembly, as the case may be. entercd
upon its journals.

That was after the amendment was made
in 1969.

Prior to that the wording of section
38(5) of the Constitution Acts Amendment
Act was “ . .. for two consecutive months
of any session thereof” in the one session
of Parliament, and the amendment was
made to cover the two periods of the one
session of Parliament. To conform to the
amendment made to that Act, the Stand-
ing Orders Committee found it would need
to amend Standing Order 46, because at
present that Standing Order reads—

If a Member fails to attend the
Council for two consecutive months in
any Session without the permission of
the Council (such permission being
entered in the Minutes) his seat there-
upon becomes vacant.

Members can readily understand that if
this Standing Order s not amended it will
not conform with the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act; and the intention was, at
the time the amendment was made to that
Act, to cover the two periods of any one
session, so that if Parliameni adjourned
in November and did not sit again until
March a memhber would not become In-
eligible to retain his seat.

The Hon. A. F. Griffith: More correctly,

is it not intended to cover the bhreak
between sessions?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Yes, it is in-
tended to cover the hreak between the
July sitting and the March sitting, because
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since the House will not be sitting it will
not be possible for members to conform to-
the Standing Order in question.

The Hon, W. F. WILLESEE: I am a little
concerned about this amendment, though
I daresay the Standing Orders Committee
has had a good look at it. If we had a
short session of Parliament and a member
happened to be on an overseas trip, I
would like to know how he would be covered
if we agreed to an absence of only one
entire session.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: It is a little
difficult to hear the Leader of the House,
but I shall try to explain the position.

The Hon. W. F. Willesee: How would
a member be covered if he were on an
overseas trip and we had a short session
of Parliament, and the absence was for
one entire session?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: In the case
of a member in such a situation, the
normal leave of absence would have fo

be moved. I do not think any problem
arises.
The Hon, A. F. GRIFFITH: From

memory I think we amended the Consti-
tution Aci along these lines and now the
Standing Orders Committee has picked up
the disparity. At present Standing Order
46 states—

If 2 Member {ails to attend the
Council for two consecutive months in
any Session, ete.

In the event of there being two sessions of
Parliament we might adjourn in November
and not sit again till March.

The Hon, W, F, Willesee: The operative
word is ‘“‘session.”

The Hon. A. F. GRIFFITH: Yes. In the
adjournment to which I have referred, it
will mean the Council will not he sit-
ting for a period of four or five months.
If the Council is not sitting none of us,
whether he be overseas or in Australla, will
be able to obtain permission to be away.
If we do not accept the suggestion of the
Standing Orders Committee we would all
be in trouble, because in the case to which
I have referred we would be failing to
attend for two consecutive months without
the permission of the House—that is, if
the adjournment lasted for over two
months.

The Hon. L. A, LOGAN: I rise to seek
clarification. In the event of the words
being included, as suggested, does it mean
that a member need not obtain leave of
absence if he turns up on any one day
during the two sesslons, even though he
might fail to attend the Council for the
remaining part of the sessions?

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (The Hon, F.
D, Willmott): I think this is an entirely

_different. Standing Order,
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The Hon. L. A. LOGAN: I am talking
about Standing Order 46.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Might I
direct the honourable member’'s attention
to Standing Order 47 under which—if we
did as suggested by Mr Logan—we would
be guilty of contempt. This, of course, is
different from losing one’s seat. But under
Standing Order 47, if a member is absent
for more than six consecutive sittings with-
out leave he is guilty of contempt of the
House and would be accordingly liable.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Provision is
now made that a member's seat shall
become vacant if he does not attend one
entire session. That would be the case
under the amendment. Previously his seat
was declared vacant if he were away for
two consecutive months without leave. As
explained by Mr. MacKinnon, under
Standing Order 47, a member can be called
before the House for contempt if he misses
six consecutive sittings without leave.

Question put and passed; the recom-
mendation agreed to.

Report

On motion by The Hon. N. E, Baxter,
report adopted.

BILLS (4): RECEIPT AND FIRST
READING

1. Clean Air Act Amendment Bill.

Bill received from the Assembly; and,
on meotion by the Hon. J. Dolan
(Minister for Police), read a first
time.

2. Anatomy Act Amendment Bill.

Bill received from the Assembly: and,

on motion by the Hon. W. F.

Willezee (Leader of the House), read
a first time.

. Vermin Act Amendment Bill.

4, Naxious Weeds Act Amendmeni Bill.
Bills received from the Assembly; and,
on motions by The Hon. R. H. C.
Stubbs (Minisier for Local Govern-
ment), read a first time.

L7

NATIVES (CITIZENSHIP RIGHTS) ACT
REPEAL BILL

Second Reading

THE HON. W. F. WILLESEE (North-
East Metropolitan—Leader of the House)
[526 p.m.]: I move—

That the Bill be now read a second

time.
For the past several years the sole remain-
ing function of the Natives (Citizenship
Rights) Act has been to provide a means
of granting liquar rights to socially advan-
ced Aborigines living in those areas where
restrictlons against the sale of alechol to
the general Aboriginal population still

obtalned.

(ASSEMBLY.)

When these restrictions were lifted on
the 1st July, the Act became virtually
redundant, and this Bill has been brought
down to remove it from the Statute book.

The repeal of the Natives (Citizenship
Rights) Act will leave only one minor pjece
of Western Australian legislation which
diseriminates agrinst Aborigines.

The Native Welfare Act still requires
that the approval of the Commissioner of
Native Welfare be obtained before an
Aboriginal can be taken outside the State.

This provision, which was originally
enacted to ensure that unsophisticated
Aborigines were not taken away from their
home State without some adequate provi-
sion being made for their return ts little
used now and since there are other ways
to meet the situation it is my intention to
seek Parliament's approval to its repeal
when I bring down major welfare legisla-
tion, possibly later in the session.

With the passage of this Bill, statutory
diserimination—to all intents and purposes
~will be a thing of the past; although,
unfortunately, because of their depressed
social status, our Aboriginal citizens will
still be subject to other forms of diserim-
ination.

Debate adjourned on motion hy The Hon,
F. D. Willmott.

House adjourned at 5.28 p.m.

Tegislative Asuspmbly

Tuesday, the 17th August, 1971,

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

POWER LINES
Foothills Route: Petition

MR. BATEMAN (Canning) [4.32 pm.]:
I have a petition duly signed by the or-
ganiser which I wish to present. It is
addressed as follows:—

To the Honourable the Speaker and
Members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliamen of Western Aus-
tralia, in Parliament assembiled.

We, the signatories to the petition
would like to place on record our
disapproval of the plan to bring high
voltage State Electricity Commission
power lines/towers through the Foot-
hills of the Seaforth Area.

Your petitioners therefore humbly
pray that your Honourable House will
give immediate consideration to the
realignment of the Tower Foothills
Route and your petitioners, as in duty
hound, will ever pray.



