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Thursday, the 6th October, 1977

The PRESIDENT (the lion. Cive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,

SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE BOARD
(VALIDATION) BILL

Debate: Personal Explanation

THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALP (Metropolitan-
Attorney-General) (2.43 p.m.]: Mr President, I
seek leave of the House to make a personal
explanation.

The PRESIDENT: Is leave granted to the
Attorney-General to make a personal explanation?
As there is no dissentient voice, leave is granted.

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCLAF: Last night's Daily
News contained a report indicating that certain
Jandakot landowners were angry at what they
described as a brush-off at Parliament House.
They had apparently visited Parliament House on
Tuesday night to hear the passage of a Bill dealing
with water supply.

The report goes on to say that the Bill was
supposed to go through that night but they were
told I was attending a meeting and was not in
the House. Then follows the report of a state-
ment, attributed by the newspaper to Mr Dennis
de Young, that the group felt it was thwarted
and was given something of a brush-off.

I should like to make it clear that if the report
is correct that Mr de Young said what is
attributed to him, neither he nor any member of
his party need feel that they were given the
brush-off.

All members of Parliament know that one can
never say with certainly that a particular Bill on
the notice paper will be debated at a particular
time or even on a particular day, unless a specific
undertaking or arrangement is given or made.

The order of the notice paper is frequently
changed not only to suit Ministers who may not
be ready to proceed, but also to suit private
members, including members of the Opliosition,
who may wish to speak on Bills or move amend-
ments.

Nobody contacted me prior to
sitting to inquire whether this Hill
proceeding on Tuesday night, or to
of their intention to visit Parliament

the House
would be

inform me
House.

Had they done so I would have informed them
-as I had already informed the Leader of the
House-that I had a long-standing engagement
to chair a meeting outside the House, and I did
not know at what time the meeting 'would end.
This would make the time of my return to the
House uncertain. In addition, I probably would
not have proceeded with the Hill that evening
because I was awaiting departmental advice
dealing with certain aspects of it.

I have been informed that the proposal of
the group to visit Parliament House was reported
in the Daily News the previous night. I did not
see the report until after the event complained
of.

I trust, therefore, that if the landowners said, as
the Daily News headline asserts, that they were
brushed off, it will be appreciated that this state-
ment is incorrect. If they did not say this, but
nevertheless felt that they had been given the
brush-off, I hope I have made it clear that there
was no ground for such complaint.

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West-Leader of the House) [2.46 p.m.): Mr
President, 1 seek leave of the House to make
an explanation further to that of the Attorney-
General.

The PRESIDENT: Is leave of the House
granted? As there is no dissentient voice, leave
is granted.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: At the request
of the Leader of the Opposition I met the
people concerned, and I think it is fair to say
that Mr Dans and I were equally surprised to
see the number of people there, neither of us
having had any notification.

I explained to the people that we had no
idea when the Bill would be debated, and I
explained the reason that it would not be debated
on that night. In order to facilitate their hearing
the debate, I made arrangements then and there
that the debate would proceed as early as possible
today. 'Those arrangements can be verified by
Mr flans.

I further wish to stale that this afternoon the
procedure in regard 10 this Bill will be that at
the appropriate time the Attorney-General will
listen to debate-I notice so far there appears
to he no interest in the matter-at the end of
which the Attorney-General will arrange for the
debate to bec adjourned in order that he may Seek
information to reply to the debate and he will
provide the information on Wednesday next, not
on Tuesday. I will bring on that debate at an
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appropriate time. I suggest that it might be after
the tea suspension on Wednesday, because no-one
on this side of the House would wish to bring
on the debate when the people concerned are
not available. I think we demonstrated that
yesterday in respect of the arrangements we
made concerning the Criminal Code Amendment
Bill.

I made those arrangements in conjunction with
the Leader of the Opposition, and I understood
they were readily accepted by the people con-
cerned, who came to this place so unexpectedly.

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and Firs: Reading
Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion

by the Hon. G. C. MacKinnon (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West-
Leader of the House) [2.50 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill contains measures designed to provide
further pay-roll tax concessions which were fore-
shadowed by the Treasurer when introducing the
Budget.

It makes three significant changes in the pay-
roll tax legislation which are-

to increase the level of the basic deduction,
which will result in exempting more small
businesses from pay-roll tax;

to change the range of the tapered deduc-
tion, which will reduce the tax payable by
those businesses which receive this form of
deduction;
to increase the minimum deduction applicable
to all businesses.

In addition, the provision included in the legis-
lation last year to prevent the proposed changes
in the law from imposing increased taxes on any
business during the transitional period will be
continued, to ensure that the same provision will
apply to these proposed changes.

The proposed reduction in tax levels will mean
that, under a full year's operation of the pro-
posals contained in this Bill, all businesses will
either pay less pay-roll tax or be exempt from
this form of tax.

Currently all taxpayers with a pay-roll of
$48 000 or less pay no tax. This level of basic
deduction was enacted only last year and in-
creased the previous level by approximately I5
per cent.

The current proposal is to now raise the ex-
isting level from $48 000 to $60 000, represent-
ing an increase of 25 per cent. The effect of this
provision will be to relieve a further 980 small
businesses from the imposition of pay-roll tax.

The existing tapered scale results in a decrease
in the present deduction of 545 000 by $2 for
every $3 by which annual pay-rolls exceed that
SUM.

This means that currently taxpayers receive a
diminishing deduction until the annual pay-roll
reaches $84 000. For pay-rolls of $84 000 and
above, there is a flat deduction of $24 000.

The same system will be employed to taper
out the new and higher deduction, which means
that pay-rolls between $60 000 and $109 500, will
be in the taper range.

Thus, because there is a higher base, pay-roll
taxpayers within the existing taper range and who
remain in the new range, will receive a higher
deduction and, therefore, pay less tax. For
example, a taxpayer with an annual pay-roll of
$90000 under existing legislation pays on taxable
wages of $66 000.

Under the proposals in this Bill, on the same
annual pay-roil, when the changes operate for a
lull year, the taxpayer will pay on only $50000.
This will reduce the amount of annual tax payable
by $800.

The current minimum deduction of $24 000
will be increased to $27 000 under the proposals
contained in this Bill. -This is an increase of
121 per cent.

The increases in the basic level of exemption,
together with the Minimum deduction and the
extension of the taper range, will provide relief
to all businesses and for a large number of small
businesses it will mean total exemption from this
form of taxation.

Thus, under the proposed arrangements in this
Bill, all taxpayers with annual pay-roll Above
$109 500 per annum will receive a flat deduction
of $27 000.

A special provision inserted in the amendments
made to the legislation last year lias been con-
tinued in this Bill. This will ensure that no
taxpayer is required to pay mare pay-roll .tax
than he would have been liable to pay had the
law not been amended by the proposals now
before the House.

Such a situation could arise in certain cases.
generally in respect of businesses which operate
seasonally. It will occur only in a transitional
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year; that is, the current financial year. where
different limits and concessions apply in each
portion of the 12 months' period.

The Bill contains
the commissioner to
in the event of cases
periods.

a saving clause to enable
raise an assessment of tax
coming before him for past

A number of the other provisions in the Bill
deal with changes in the amounts which regulate
the submission of returns and prescribe the
deductions to be made from taxable wages. These
reflect the decisions to provide further relief from
pay-roll tax.

In order to calculate the annual deductions
applicable to the various situations in which
pay-roll tax is levied, a formula has been
employed. It has been designed along the same
lines as that adopted for the previous year.

For the transitional year, this legislation has
been structured to divide 1977-78 into two parts.
with one adjustment at the end of the financial
year.

The first part covers the period from the [st
July, 1977, to the 30th November, 1977, and the
second part from the 1st December, 1977, to
the 30th June, 1978. The reason for this division
is that different limits and concessions apply in
each period.

An annual adjustment of tax payable is neces-
sary under the existing law and will continue to
be necessary in future. This arises from the
tapered nature of the deductions which, when
taken in conjunction with the fluctuations in
monthly pay-rolls, makes it impossible to
determine the precise amount of deduction
entitlement until the end of the year.

Similar provisions containing the formulae
calculations are contained in the Bill for the
ptirpose of amending the grouping provisions, as
groups are to receive the same concessions as
other taxpayers.

Provision is made to apply the amendments
to the pay-roll tax legislation on and from the
1st December, 1977.

The cost to revenue of the proposals contained
in this Bill is estimated to be $1 million in the
current financial year, during which they will
only apply for part of that year, and $2 million
in a full year of operation.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon.
D. K. Dawns (Leader of the Opposition).

VETERINARY SURGEONS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
motion by the Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon (Leader
of the House), read a first time.

Second Reading

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West-
Leader of the House) [2.57 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Veterinary Surgeons Act of 1960 regulates
the practice of veterinary surgery in Western
Australia in common with similar legislation in
the other States of the Commonwealth. It does
so with the basic intention of ensuring that the
art and science of veterinary medicine and surgery
meet an acceptable standard; both for the welfare
of the animals requiring veterinary attention and
in the interests of the owners of the animals.

This Bill seeks in general to update the existing
Act and bring it into harmony with similar legis-
lation in the other Australian States.

The proposals include a more precise definition
of veterinary surgery and also new definitions in
relation to what constitutes a veterinary clinic and
a veterinary hospital. These definitions are similar
to those adopted by veterinary boards in other
States.

A major change provides for the registration
of persons whose qualifications, obtained either
in Australia or overseas, are considered to meet
the requirements to practise their profession in
Western Australia.

It is also intended that a person by reason of
his prolonged absence from the practice of
veterinary surgery will be required to pass an
examination conducted by the board before being
able to engage in practice.

Provision is made for a person to be provision-
ally registered, and this proviso will particularly
apply to veterinary graduates who appear to be
legally qualified enabling them to practise until
their qualifications are formally verified at the
next board meeting. Veterinary graduates who
may be involved in post graduate work at the
Murdoch University Veterinary School will also
be regi stered with the board.

The Bill deletes reference to persons who may
be in the categories of veterinary practitioners
and permit holders. No persons in either category
have been registered undet the Act during the
past 10 years, and it is considered there is no
need to provide for such persons in the future
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since an adequate number of veterinarians to
satisfy the needs of the community is now avail-
able following the establishment of the Murdoch
University Veterinary School.

The board will be enabled to act against a
person who has been found guilty of unprofes-
sional conduct either by reprimanding himn, order-
ing his suspension from registration, or removing
his name from the register of veterinary surgeons.
A person whose namne is removed from the register
may appeal to the board against that decision.

The registration of veterinary clinics and veter-
inary hospitals is included to ensure that in the
public interest the facilities provided are of an
acceptable standard; and that the treatment and
care given to sick animals on the premises are
subject to control by a veterinary surgeon.

A number of new proposals in the Bill refer
to veterinary practice and provide for penalties
in respect of unqualified persons practising veter-
inary medicine and surgery. It is important to
stress, however, that these provisions do not
prohibit the performance by a person, whether
or not for reward, who undertakes first aid for
the purpose of saving the life of an animal or
relieving pain suffered by an animal; or using
humane methods of carrying out the operation
of dehorning cattle, tailing or mulesing lambs,
and castrating any animal not over the age of
12 months.

The Bill permits lay persons to continue to
treat animals in remote areas for reward whilst
ensuring in this respect that limitations are able
to be placed on the persons concerned where
sophisticated medical or surgical techniques are
involved.

Recognition is also given to the position of
veterinary nurses ,and a person is able to be
approved by the board to carry out the duties
--fa veterinary nurse if that person is of good

ch;tacter and is able to show that he or she has
compIed-an approved course of study.

I commend the--Bill to the House. --

Debaxc adjourned, on motion by the Hon.
Rt. H. C. Stusbbs.

METROPOLITAN MARKET ACT

AMENDMENT DILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly;, and, on
motion by the Hon. 0. E. Masters, read a first
time.

Second Reading

THE HON. G. E. MATRS (West) (3.02
p.m.!: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
This Bill seeks to provide statutory authority for
the Metropolitan Market Trust to grant leases
of land, held by the trust, for the purpose of
providing such facilities as are considered neces-
sary or desirable for the convenience of persons
using the market.

To service the needs of the market tenants,
buyers, sellers, growers, carriers and the general
public attending on market business, ancillary.
service facilities such as restaurants, tearooms,
banking, post office, stationery and newsagents,
are provided in the markets.

The market trust has been leasing these facili-
lies to tenants since its inception. The need for
these services within the area vested in the trust
is beyond doubt and has become an accepted
fact of life by persons associated with the markets.

The amendments contained in this Bill are
designed to confirm the trust's power to lease
land for these purposes and provide retrospec-
tivity to existing leases.

f commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hion. R. T.

Leeson.

EDUCATION ACT AMENDMENT DILL

Third Rea~ding

THlE HON. G. C. MacKiNNON: (South-West-
Leader of the House) [3.03 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.
Before you put the question, Mr President, L
wish to speak to the third reading to answer
some of the queries raised by Mr Claughton.
Do I speak straightaway, or follow Mr
Cla ugh ton 7

The PRESIDENT: The Minister can close the
debate after Mr Claughton has spoken.

- -TFE-HON>-R. F. CLAUCEITON (North
Metropolitan) [3.05 p.m.]: It seems that the pro-
cedures are getting rusty through the lack of use!

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We tend to for-
get.

The Hon. Rt. F. CLAUGHTON: Probably the
Minister could have spoken after he moved the
third reading, and then replied after I had spoken.

in the- Commite stage of the Bill t raised some
matters on which I sought clarification from the
Minister. With reference to the new definition
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of "care centre" I raised a query in respect of
compliance with the child care regulations under
the Community Welfare Act, and the require-
ment for a permit to be obtained in both cases.

Mr Wordsworth replied to that query, and I
quote the words he used-

The distinction drawn between the two
centres in terms of the age of the
children and the type of programmes they
undertake, foreshadow future amendments
which will place the care centres outside the
Education Department. A care centre will
cater for children more than one year below
school age, and will provide for their care,
guidance, and education.

When the Minister made that reference I ques-
tioned the presence in the Bill of the definition,
but this is not one of the questions f am putting
to the Leader of the House.

Reference was then made by Mr Lewis to the
four-year-olds or according to him the pre-pre-
primary children in pre-primary centres. Mr
Lewis said-

Many parents are worried that their pre-
pre-primary children will be thrown out of
pre-primary centres.

Two different concepts are being discussed. I am
asking for some clarification, so that when people
outside read the debates they will not become
confused about the position.

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West-
Leader of the House) (3.07 p.m.]: Because Mr
Wordsworth who handled the Bill is away, Mr
Claughton did make available to me the questions
he wanted to ask. I have some notes which have
been prepared for me to enable me to answer
the questions with some degree of authority, so
that the record will be accurate to those who
read the debates. The notes are as follows-

(I )The terms "care-centre" and "pre-school
centre" are included in the amendments
to replace the single term 'pre-school
centre" at present in the Pre-School
(Education and Child Care) Act.

(2) As the amendment is intended to con-
tinue the early education services con-
ducted under the authority of the Pre-
School Board it would be quite illogical
not to make provision in the Bill for
the continuation of the diverse functions
(such as playgroups, special Aboriginal
services, isolated children, mobile kin-
dergartens. special education) and the
attendance of different age groups of
children at centres.

(3) The distinction that is now made between
"care-centres" and "pre-school centres"
in terms of the age group of children
attending each type of centre and of the
function or purpose of each type of
centre acknowledges the fact that young
children below the pre-primary year, and
the programmes they are involved in at
present with the Pre-School Board, will
continue and be protected by the legis-
lation as an interim measure until the
long term plans for them are recom-
mended by the Advisory Committee on
Early Childhood Services.

That was referred to previously. To continue-
(4) There is no reason why anyone should

find these aspects confusing. Opponents
to the Bill would do well not to focus
on the word "care" within the term
"care-centre' but on the definition of
the term.

(5) The definition quite clearly provides for
more than just caring for these children.
The words "guidance" and "education"
are included for the very reason that the
type of programme for these children at
centres, now and in the future, includes
an educational component.

(6) Consequently such centres cannot be con-
fused with "day care centres" referred
to in the Child Welfare Act and con-
ducted under the authority of the De-
partment for Community Welfare. The
definition of a "day care centre" does
not include any reference to an educa-
tional component.

I trust that explanation satisfies the queries raised
by Mr Claughton.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and returned to the

Assembly with amendments.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Third Reading

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-East
Metropolitan) [3.10 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

THE HON, W. Ml. PIESSE (Lower Central)
r3.11I p.m.]: I apologise for not being here dur-
ing the second reading debate of the Bill, but I
do have some queries I would like to present to
members, because they have not been answered as
yet.
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I do know, of course, that it is dangerous if
ve have laws which are not enforced. On the
oilier hand, if this Bill becomes law, I wonder
what will be the situation of a wife. The Bill
will allow acts of homosexual or sexual gratifica-
tion between consenting adults in a Private Place,
and this ,private place could be a room in a
person's home. What is the situatidn of a woman
whose husband is receiving sexual gratification in
his or her home with some other consenting
adult? Would this be construed to he adultery?
Where would the woman stand in law? The Bill
contains nothing about this aspect.

Another query I wish to raise concerns children
in a home in which one or other of the parents
is receiving homosexual gratification in that
home. What is the law in regard to this situation?

Point of Order

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I rise reluc-
tantly on a point of order to ask your opinion.
I understood that the third reading debate was
to enable a member to again raise queries which
had already been raised in the second reading or
Committee debate, but which had not been
answered to the satisfaction of that member. It
seems to me to be quite a wrongful use of a
third reading debate to open up what really
amounts to a new debate, and I would like your
guidance on this because I can see the situation
getting quite out of hand if debates Eire allowed
to continue in this manner.

The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order.

Debate Resumed

The Hon. W. M_ PIESSE: Those were the two
important points I wished to raise because I was
unable to obtain any information as I was not
present during the previous debate. I do not wish
to delay the House.

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-East
Metropolitan) [3.14 p.m.J: I thank the honour-
able member for her remarks, and I can assure
her that the Bill does provide for the contin-
gencies to which she referred. The "consenting
adults" reference means that both adults must
consent. Several sections of the Criminal Code~
section 328 was one I quoted last night-deal
with the interpretation of assault.

As for children, of course, the law prohibits
any sort of carnal knowledge. I think it is clause
2 which deals with section 6 of the Criminal Code,
and it concerns this matter. It allows for carnal
knowledge to he interpreted as either per anus
or per vagina.

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

Assembly.

PHARMACY ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

THE HON G. C. MacKINNON (South-West
-Leader of the House) [3.16 p.m.] I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Section 21 of the Pharmacy Act specifies the con-
ditions which must be met before a person can
be registered as a pharmaceutical chemist in
Western Australia.

Apart from requiring that the applicant hold
recognised qualifications, it prescribes that such
person must be 21 years of age.

Currently there are students at the Western
Australian Institute of Technology who are likely
to complete their final qualifying examination
while they are still 20 years of age.

Since the reduction in the age of majority from
21 to I8 years there has been no good reason
why qualified persons should not be registered
if they are over 18 years of age. This Bill9 there-
fore, proposes to permit qualified students who
are over 18 years of age to be registered.

The second amendment contained in this Bill
provides for a new section to be included in the
principal Act.

There are 10 pharmacies lawfully operated by
friendly societies in Western Australia of whichi
eight are owned by the Perth United Friendly
Societies Chemists or the Fremantle Friendly
Societies Pharmacy.

For some time these two societies have worked
in very close co-operation and they now desire
to amalgamate as one friendly society.

This would permit a central management struc-
ture to control all eight shops resulting in more
economical and smoother working arrangements.

Amalgamation of the two societies is provided
for under the Friendly Societies Act, but as the
Pharmacy Act now stands, this would disqualify
the amalgamated body from carrying on any of
the eight shops.

This is because the Pharmacy Act specifies that
only those societies now authorised to operate
pharmacies may continue. There are further
prohibitions against opening additional shops or
changing the location of existing shops.

The effect of the change proposed by this Bill
relates solely to the amalgamation of management.
It will not remove the other restrictions which
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have been mentioned and on this basis neither
the Pharmaceutical Council nor the Pharmacy
Guild object to the proposal.

At this time only the Perth and Fremantle
Friendly Society Pharmacy groups are involved.
If at some future time another society expressed a
wish to amalgamate, it could do so, but this would
be a matter for the society concerned to decide.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. Lyla

Elliott.

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-
Attorney-General) [3.18 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The object of this Bill is to alleviate the present
acute situation in regard to some law graduates
not being able to secure articles.

The Legal Practitioners Act requires that those
persons who complete a degree in law and wish
to be admitted to practise as a barrister and
solicitor must obtain and serve a period of
articles with a legal practitioner as prescribed
by the Barristers' Board.

The period of articles at present prescribed by
that board is 12 months for a graduate in law
of the University of Western Australia or equi-
valent. Out of those who desired articles com-
mencing in January, 1977, 1 am informed that
there are presently seven graduates still unplaced.

I am further informed that out of the anti-
cipated 1977 graduates there are, at this stage,
an additional 17 unable to obtain articles.

Whilst the Government is not in any way res-
ponsible for the situation which has developed
it is anxious to do what it can to alleviate the
position.
-* This year an additional two graduates were

taken on by the Crown Law Department by
special arrangement with the Treasurer. I now
propose two amendments to the Legal Practi-
tioners Act to further alleviate the situation.

Firstly, the Barristers' Board is to be em-
powered to approve portion of the period of
articles being served by an articled clerk with
a practitioner other than the one to whom he
is articled. It may thus be possible to have
students serve part of their articles with practi-
tioners who are otherwise debarred from taking
an articled clerk provided the Barristers' Board's
approval is first obtained in each case.

The Board has taken the view that its powers
are limited a: the present time so that it cen
approve only articles being served with a sef-
employed practitioner of a certain standing. I am
informed that the board normally would not wish
to enlarge such a power.

However, in the present situation it is pre-
pared to consider individual cases on their merits
so long as it is satisfied that there will be no fall-
ing off in standards. The board is empowered
to impose conditions and would not permit such
an arrangement unless it felt that the training
of the articled clerk would be adequate.

The second amendment would enable the
Director of Legal Aid to take up to four articled
clerks. To enable the director to do so provision
must be first made in the Legal* Practitioners
Act, but I emphasise that whether or not the
director does in fact take any articled clerks will
be a decision for the commission to make in due
course.

It is anticipated that the present situation is
of a temporary nature only and will cease by
the year 1979 when it is hoped that additional
arrangements for legal education are in operation.

For this reason the Bill has been restricted in
its operation by imposing a time limit, beyond
which it has no force or validity. The date of
the limit of operation of the Bill is the 31st
December, 1979.

I commend the Bill to members.
Debate adjourned. on motion by the lion.

D. K. Dans (Leader of the Opposition).

INDUSTRIAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West-
Leader of the House) 13.22 p~m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
Legislation enacted in 1966 made provision for
the appointment of a public service arbitrator and
introduced a new system for providing industrial
coverage of public servants and similar salaried
staff employed in State agencies.

Complementary legislation was passed also in
the Industrial Arbitration Act which provided that
the Industrial Commission may declare that cer-
tain staff employed in any Government Depart-
ment, State trading concern, State instrumentality,
or State agency named in an order of the commis-
sion to be "Government Officers" and thereby
come within the jurisdiction of the Public Service
Arbitrator.
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The commission handed down its original order
on the 17th March, 1967. Amendments to the
order have been made on the 2nd July, 1971,
and the 10th October, 1975. During hearings in
respect of the 1973 amendment, the commission
indicated that it felt it was unable to include
certain bodies in the order, due to two difficulties
associated with the Industrial Arbitration Act and
the Statutes which established the bodies.

In the first instance section 1 IA did not permit
the commission to place on the order bodies such
as the Lamb Marketing Board as the Statute which
set up the board provided that it was not a
corporate agency of the Crown in right of the
State.

Secondly, bodies such as the Board of Second-
ary Education, the Western Australian Coastal
Shipping Commission, and the Community Recrea-
tion Council could not be included on the order
as the Statutes involved included the wording that
the employer had power to' make appointments
and determine terms and conditions of service for
staff "subject to any award or agreement made or
in force under the Industrial Arbitration Act
19 12".

The commission considered that this wording
precluded it from determining that staff of such
bodies came within the jurisdiction of the Public
Service Arbitrator and therefore could not be
covered by an award or agreement made under
the Public Service Arbitration Act, 1966.

In the interests of uniformity and consistency
in setting salaries and conditions of service for
officers who occupy positions in such bodies which
are comparable in status to positions in the Public
Service, it is desirable that such bodies should
come within the jurisdiction of the Public Service
Arbitration Act. At present these officers arc
not covered by registered industrial documents
and this is an unsatisfactory situation.

This Bill, together with complementary legisla-
tion to follow, is designed to correct the situation
by-

(1) giving the Industrial Commission the
power to include on the order any public
statutory body established by this Par-
liament; and

(2) adding an overriding provision which
deems reference to the Industrial Arbi-
tration Act to also refer to the Public
Service Arbitration Act.

In respect to the amendment to section 9SA of
the Act, the Crown Solicitor is of the opinion that
the Attorney-General is unable, under this section,

to intervene by an application to the Industrial
Commission to suspend or cancel in whole or in
part the terms of an order, award, or industrial
agreement, where a union has contravened the
award or for other logical reasons.

That is because the Attorney-General, as the
section stands, is not deemed to be a person "who
has sufficient interest" as the section does not seem
to embrace the "public interest" type of argument.

It is significant that in many sections of the
Industrial Arbitration Act, the Minister or the
Attorney-General is expressly appointed to be
the guardian of the public interest; as in sections
68, 94A, 108C, 108D, and 1081.

Section 62 of the Commonwealth Conciliation
and Arbitration Act, which corresponds to section
98A of the Industrial Arbitration Act was amended
in 1947 to specify the right of the Minister to
apply on the part of the Commonwealth. The
decisions of wage-fixing tribunals these days have
such an effect upon economic trends that it is
vital the State has the opportunity to appear be-
fore a tribunal as required to represent the public
interest.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. D. K.
Dans (Leader of the Opposition).

PUBLIC SERVICE ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT DILL (No. 2)

Second Reading

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-West-
Leader of the House) 13.27 p.m.1. I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The provisions contained in this Bill are com-
plementary to the Industrial Arbitration Act
Amendment Bill, 1977, and are concerned with
remedying problems associated with section 1 IA
of the Industrial Arbitration Act.

As outlined in the speech relating to the In-
dustrial Arbitration Act Amendment Bill, 1977,
it is proposed to give the Industrial Commission
the power to include in its order respecting "Gov-
ernment Officers" any public statutory body es-
tablished by this Parliament.

This Bill simply completes the exercise by per-
mitting the Public Service Arbitrator to deal
with staff employed in any such bodies which
may be added to the order.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. D. K.
Dans (Leader of the Opposition).
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WESTERN AUSTRAUIAN NATIONAL
FOOTBALL LEAGUE BILL

Second Reading

THE HON. TOM McNEIL (Upper West)
(3.29 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of the Bill is to establish the rights
of the individual Australian rules footballer and
to remove those restrictions currently placed on
his freedom to play football, with the club of
his choice.

The application of the legislation will in no
way interfere with property, rights, or adminis-
trative functions of the Western Australian
National Football League as it is now con-
stituted.

What it will do is to remove the unreasonable
restraints now imposed upon an individual player,
initially through residential circumstances, and to
establish for him the right to play with the
club of his choice and negotiate his own contracts.

The game of football in this State is controlled
absolutely by the Western Australian National
Football League. There are eight WANFL
teams in the metropolitan area, and the area is
divided into eight residential districts from which
players are drawn.

Other than the metropolitan area, the whole of
the State below the 26th parallel is divided into
eight country zones. Each zone is allocated to a
particular WANE League club, and any person
residing in that zone may transfer only to that
club if he wishes to play league football.

In a case where a person has actually played
football with a country club within two years he,
too, can move only to the league club to which
that country club is zoned.

once established with a metropolitan league
club, he is bound to that club- The club can play
him or not as it chooses, can sell him to another
club or trade him for other players, and can
refuse to grant a clearance to a player who wishes
to transfer to another club or to go interstate.
Without a clearance a player is unable to play
football.

At present the only recourse open to a player
refused a clearance is for him to take civil action
through the courts, or stand out of football for
at least a year-as, for example, did Syd Jackson,
Alec Epis, and Wayne Richardson, to name only
a few.

The Western Australian National Football
League has even attempted to remove the right
of a player to go through legal channels. A few

weeks ago the league moved to alter its constitu-
tion so that any player who went outside the
league to secure a clearancec would be banned
from playing football within this State for seven
years. Five of the eight league directors sup-
ported this added restriction.

Under the present system of zoning, metro-
politan league clubs can dictate to country clubs
whether, when, or where a clearance will be
granted. A metropolitan league club can play a
man for six games without a clearance from a
country -club, after which time a country club
must grant a clearance in return for which it
receives $300.

Having obtained the services of a player for
this ridiculously small fee, the metropolitan
league club has complete control over the player's
future. As the player has no option but to play
for that league club to which he is zoned, his
bargaining power for his services is greatly re-
duced.

Alterations to the constitution under which the
Western Australian National Football League now
operates have been kept to a minimum.

The proposals contain five alterations to rules
governing the country zoning system and the
residential status of a player. They will have the
effect of returning control of a player to a
country club and freeing the player to join the
league club of his choice.

The only other change relates to interstate
clearances. It reduces the existing requirements,
which are considered too restrkctive.

The proposals contained in the Bill seek to
establish the individual rights of players of what
is regarded as our national sport. These
rights have already been established and recog-
nised for athletes in the majority of other s ports
played in Australia.

Mr President, I believe I should qualify my
statement concerning the five proposed alterations
to the rules and regulations. The first rule I
seek to amend is WANFL rule 71 which states
as follows-

These. districts are respectively allocated to
the clubs as shown in the said schedule,...

The part I wish to delete reads as follows-
and the country districts allocated as shown
therein are for the Purpose of these rules
part of the respective club's district.

The second rule I wish to alter is rule 78, which
states as follows-

A person residentially bound shall not be
eligible in the absence of a clearance to
play for any other club until he shall have
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resided outside the district of the club to
which he is bound for a period of 24 months.
HeI shall then be eligible for a permnit to
play with any club in whose district he is
residing and has resided for 30 days and
upon the grant of such permit he will become
residentially bound to that club.

I seek to change the wording of line 5 so that
it reads, "period of 30 days".

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: it sounds like the
country boys are going on strike.

The Hon. TOM McNEIL: The third rule I
seek to amend is rule 83, which states as fol-
lows-

If any person shall have played with the
district club for the district in which he has
been residing and he then removes to a
place outside all the districts defined under
these rules, including the Eastern States, such
person shall be eligible to play only with the
club with which he has already played, and
shall not be eligible to play with any other
district club until such time as he has ob-
tained a clearance from his former club
and permit from the permit committee. The
refusal of a clearance by his former club
shall be final.

I seek to delete the final sentence which relates
to the refusal of a clearance by his former club
being final.

The fourth rule I wish to amend is rule 84,
which states-

If any person not residing in any of the
districts defined under these rules shall have
played with a district club as provided in
rule 79 and then whilst still residing outside
of the said districts shall desire to transfer
from the district club with which he has
been playing and to play with another dis-
trict club, he may apply for and be granted
a permit to do so by the permit committee
subject to a clearance being granted to such
person by his former club.

The refusal of a clearance by his former
club shall be final.

Once again. I seek the deletion of the final
sentence, which relates to the refusal of a clear-
ance being final.

Rule 89 relates to interstate clearances, and
states as follows-

An interstate clearance shall not be
granted unless the person applying for the
same satisfies the committee-

(1) that the application is approved by
every club which is a member of
the league;

(2) that the application is approved by
the club with which the applicant
is registered and that he

(a) is aged 23 years or more and
has played 127 premiership
matches.

1 seek to delete subclause (1) entirely, and to
change paragraph (a) to read as follows-

(a) is aged 21 years or more.
The WAN FL constitution then goes on to de-

scribe the second schedule, which relates to the
eight district zones into which the country is
divided.

In order to clarify what I am seeking to do,
for the benefit of people who are not used to
reading Bills of this nature, I should like to
qualify my remarks. The Bill seeks to do two
things: Firstly, it seeks to give control over a
country player back to his country league club;-
secondly, and most importantly, it seeks to up-
hold what we consider to be a God-given right-
namely, the freedom of a player to negotiate
his own contract. I think all members would
agree that is why we are here in this Parlia-
ment. When we see things which are wrong with
our Constitution, or our State, we take steps to
try to rectify those matters.

I have heard it said outside this House that
this legislation is an attempt to take over the
WANFL. It is far from that; I consider the
WANFL to be the most appropriate body to
handle the clearance applications, permits, and
so on which go to make up the administration
of the game of Australian rules football.

However, there is an important human rights
issue involved. I do not believe any group of
men sitting down in Perth can possibly know the
merits or demerits of a case involving a boy from
a country team who wishes to pack his bags and
go to Melbourne, or who may wish to play for
some other club than the club to which, under
present rules, he must be cleared, He may never
have played for, say, Claremont or Subiaco Foot-
bail Club, -and he may not wish to do so. However,
the fact that he has never played for, that club
does not matter;, he is bound to that club until
such time -as it grants him a clearance. If he
decides to take a stand on the matter, he could
stand out of football for up to three years. He
could take the matter to the courts, but the
WAN FL has sought to take even that right from
him.

The second schedule would remove all claims
which the Western Australian National Football
League has with regard to country zoning. This
will mean we will evolve a Bill which I hope
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members will think very carefully about before
deciding on its demerits. It will involve us in
trying to carry out a very simple task; that is,
to give a man the right to decide his own future
and not to take away the natural controls which
are necessary for the game. I commend the Bill
to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. D. KC.
Dans (Leader of the Opposition).

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE BOARD

(VALIDATION) DILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 21st September.

it did last year does not serve its purposes-and I
shall come back to its purposes later because these
purposes cause me some dismay-it should reform,
rephrasp, or repeal the whole Act and produce a
new Act for us so that it might bring the Act
up to date, because it is obviously not up to date.

I am now even more reluctant to support the
Bill, although I indicate that I shall support the
Bill as it stands. But I shall oppose quite vehe-
mently the amendments proposed to be inserted
by the Attorney-General because I think they are
a disgrace, they should not be introduced at this
stage, and the Government should take quite
different action. The Government should produce
either a new amendment or a new Bill before it
proceedswith the whole question of the Jandakot
water scheme.

THE HON. R. HETHERINGTON (East Before I deal in detail with some of the
Metropolitan) [3.40 p.m.]: When I moved the amendments proposed by the Government to deal
adjournment of this debate I was going to support specifically with Jandakot, I wish to make some
the Bill very reluctantly because it seems to me mention of the problem of underground water
that retrospective legislation is a bad thing and because it is a problem which concerns me a
is something which must be scrutinised very great deal. In an earlier speech in this House I
carefully. But after reading the remarks of the pointed to the fact that in the United States at
Minister in charge of the Bill in another place present, because of failure to look far enough
and listening to the Attorney-General, I felt that ahead, there were rivers which were fire hazards.
there was some justification for them putting I remember that at that time the Leader of the
forward the Bill, because it seemed that there had House said, by interjection, that some of the things
been an Act on the Statute books for a long time I had said were nonsense. What I was trying to
and that since about 1904 things have been done do then was to point to what had happened in
which were not in accordance with the Act; and the past and what could happen in the future, not
this situation needed to be rectified, in exactly the same way but in a similar way.

Sine Ihav lokedat he illrater ore What I want to say now is that we must take
very carefully into account what might happenclosely and looked at the parent Act and amend- in the future. If we take short-term measures to

ments to the Act, I am rather surprised to find-
K-t7---rovide-wate, what-il~ h os-emefcs

that some of t1he wer-cf5nsot c hich-wlbeteontrmfecs
have not been complied with-namely, sections Swting suspenided fromn 3.46 to 4.03 p,-..
19, 20, 21, 22, 23A, 23B, and 23C-were amended
last year by a Bill passed and assented to on the The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: I was sug-

j21st October. Therefore, it seemed that the gesting that in solving one problem we could
deficiencies of the Act were quite familiar to the create another which was worse. Perth is a city
Government when it took some action to repair of particular dryness where we have heavy rains
those deficiencies piecemeal, as it seems to be early in the winter, and with our sandy soil it
the habit of the Government to do with legisla- is very difficult to retain that water. We use
tion these days. a tremendous auantity of water to keep our city

Either the Government did not know what it
was doing, there was incompetence in the drafting,
There was some sort of bungling, or something
went wrong. Now the Government is asking us
to validate action taken under amendments intro-
duced just last year.

I think this raises a very important point. It
is high time that the Government took this Act
wholesale, had a look at it, and re-wrote it. If
it realised last year that there was something
wrong with it" and suddenly it finds that what

gardens as they are.

The first thing which impressed me when I
arrived in Perth in the middle of summer some
10 years ago was the greenness and beauty of
the gardens. I thought it was a very beautiful city.
t was attracted to it then, and I have become
even more attracted to it now that I am living
here permanently. I want to keep our city beauti-
ful, but we have to consider what we may have
to do if we do not start to plan very carefully
to utilise what water supplies we are able to
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get, and determine whether we should try to
somehow restrict the growth of the city and
build up our population elsewhere in the State.

If \ we are to rely heavily on the Jandakot
mound. and the Onangara. mound, and double
the use from those underground supplies, we will
cause the water table to drop and perhaps cause
great deserts to form where they do not exist
at the present time. We will also perhaps stop
the flow of water from the mounds to the rivers
and the sea which quietly and gently flushes out
pollutants. We will, perhaps, destroy not only
our environment, and I mean here not only the
natural environment-the wetlands and the
naturally reticulated areas-but perhaps also our,
unnatural environment, as I have heard reference
to our suburbs, our gardens, our lawns, and all the
things that make Perth such a beautiful city and
such a desirable place in which to live. Without
the greenery, the gardens, 'and shrubbery this
would be a fairly hot place and perhaps not
quite so attractive, We do not want Perth to
become a desolate city; we want to retain its
beauties. To do that, we have to solve our water
problem, and use less water and conserve it; we
might also have to restrict our population.

I am very concerned that we might embark
on a project, or a series of projects, to use under-
ground water which will destroy much of the
natural ecology of the areas from where we are
taking the water. That is well illustrated by
what is happening at Jandakot where the water
table will be tapped at a level which supplies
the lakes. That could mean the lakes in the
area will become empty swamps, and it could
mean that the wetlands will become dry lands.
It could mean that the fauna and flora now sup--
ported by that water table will be destroyed. It
could mean that some of the things which make
Jandakot so attractive would cease to be.

This is very worrying and we have to look at
this aspect, and also the aspect of what it is
doing to the people who jive there who are
market gardeners and who rely on a high water
table for the things they do to produce their
livelihood. Here, of course, they are being denied
their livelihood which they started. If the water
table drops their properties will produce no
longer.

I was interested to note that the Minister in
another place said that if he had a bore-he did
not say that he was a bore-he would regard
it as belonging to everybody. I agree, but we
have to do two things. We have to think of
the rights of the individuals, and their need to
get a living or adequate compensation. As far

as I can see the Act or the amendments will
not provide adequate compensation for the land-
owners in the district. Also, we have to think
not only of the rights of the whole population
of Perth against the rights of the landowners,
but we have to think of the rights of the next
generation, as well as the rights of this genera-
tion.

If we are to broaden it out, as the Minister
suggested, we should put the whole problem of
using underground water into a State-wide, Perth-
wide, or city-wide context. I am not convinced
that the Government is doing this. I did suggest
earlier I felt this Government, which claimed
to be a good manager, did not plan ahead
enough. It might be claimed that some past
Labor Governments have not done that either,
but at least since 1959 the Labor Government
has been in office for three years only so we
have to look at what this Government is doing,
because the development of this State is the re-
sponsibility largely of the present Government.

The Liberal-National Country Party coalition,
rather than the Labor Government-which
hardly had time to deal with any questions and
some of its attempts of course were defeated in
this very House-is to blame.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcslf: Did you say that
Jandakot should be put into a State-wide con-
text?

The IHon. R. HETHERINGTON: I said we
should think of it State-wide, and then I amended
it to city-wide.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: Put Jandakot into
the city, not a State-wide context?

The Hon. R. HETHERLNGTON-. I think we
should do both. If we are to look at the Janda-
kot problem we have to look as far as we can at
the State-wide context. I do not know how far
that would take us because I am not quite sure
whether we can get other supplies of water.
However, we should be looking for alternative
sources, so from this point -of view I think we
should in fact put the whole thing-knowing
the problem we have with water-into a State-
wide context. As the Minister is probably aware,
the problems are very grave. The problem of
water supplies will face this State in the future,
and water is already an Australia-wide problem.

Western Australia is part of a very desolate
continent, and in many ways it is more desolate
than the rest of Australia with the possible ex-
ception of South Australia where the problem
has been partially overcome by tapping the River
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Murray. If the Minister has ever drunk Adelaide
water he will know that it has some drawbacks,
but at least it keeps people alive.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: It even affects the
quality of their beer!

The Hon. Rt. HETHERINGTON: I will not
comment on that because I must admit I have
become rather fond of the local product since
I have lived in this State.

The Hon. 0. N. B. Oliver: The Adelaide water
is not very good for washing, either.

The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: As a matter
of fact, when I first arrived in Perth I was im-
pressed by the quality of the water. It is very
good water. It is clear water, and is supposed
to be hard, It is certainly harder than the water
in Victoria, but it is pure and palatable, and it is
highly desirable water. We waste it, but we
must stop doing that. Certainly,we need to get
more water equal to it if we can, but we must
not do that at the expense of the future of this
State if that can be avoided.

We have to look at this problem in a city-
wide and State-wide context, and, of course, in
doing that we have to be careful that we do not
solve the problems of metropolitan Perth by
tapping water supplies further north which may
be used in the future for vast developments of
population; and that may well happen.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: We do have a prob-
lem, being a city State, don't we?

The Hon. Rt. HETHERINGTON: Yes; I know
we have a very grave problem. I am not deny-
ing the problems; I am very much aware of
them. We are a scattered population in a vast
and desolate State where the rainfall is high in
the winter but very low during the summer. Our
problems are peculiar, and are not easy to solve.
Certainly, I shall not expect any quick legisla-
tion from any Government, from any Govern-
ment department, or from the advisers to any
Government department.

We do support the planning which has already
started, but perhaps there should be more urgent
planning for the future development of this State,
and for the servicing of the population in this
State with water supplies. We must make this
one of our more urgent priorities, or we may
face the situation in which Perth becomes a quite
different kind of city without lawns or exotic
plants, and growing only native trees and shrubs.
Of course, that may produce a beauty of its
own.

Many people in the Perth metropolitan area
are trying to solve their own particular prob-
lems by turning to native plants rather than

exotic plants imported from places outside Aus-
tralia. I mention this merely because it is im-
portant; it is something we have to consider.
I do not know whether the Government has con-
sidered it adequately, and certainly I would like
to hear from the Attorney-General, when he
replies, what the Government intends to do
and what sort of plan it has to solve this very
difficult problem. I will listen intently and with
great sympathy to whatever he says, because I
do not expect miracles.

Having said that, I now want to turn to the
area of Jandakot itself. It seems to me the Bill
has been brought into being because landowners
in Jandakot and the Cockburn Town Council feel
the water board is moving in improperly, that it
is not following correct procedures, that it is
riding roughshod over landowners, and that there
is no guarantee of adequate compensation.

The Bill before us-with which I am not very
happy but which the Opposition is prepared just
to support-validates such things as have been
done up to date, but it is quite obvious from the
amendments the Attorney-General intends to
introduce that in the opinion of the Crown Law
Department the Bill does not go far enough.

What worries me is that if the Bill is amended
in the way that has been indicated by the Attorney-
General, not only will it be a piece of retro-
spective legislation validating what has been done
up to date but it will also be a measure validating
things which are in the process of being done or
are about to be done. The amendment the
Attorney-General proposes to move* includes a
provision that-

(c) proceedings in respect of a challenge to
the undertaking and execution of such
works or proposed works by reason of
the failure to so comply shall not be
instituted or maintained in any court.

That amendment will take away from property
owners around Jandakot their normal right as
British subjects, or Australian citizens, to proceed
to protect their interests by litigation.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: I am glad you
amended that.

The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: Sometimes we
go back into the past, and I reallised as I was
saying it that I needed to amend it. Perhaps if
I say the normal rights of Australian citizens
who have inherited the rights of those who were
British subjects in the past, it, will satisfy the
Attorney-Generah

The Hon. R. G. Pike: Including a bicameral
system.

1878



[Thursday, 6th October, 1977] 81

The Hon. ft. HETH-ERINGTON: A bicameral
system has something to do with vested interests
and nothing to do with this Bill. I will discuss
that when I am speaking on another Bill later
in the session.

I do not know whether I -can appeal to the
Government and have it listen to me, certainly,
since I have been in the House, I have gained no
confidence that I can do that, perhaps because I
am too new or perhaps because I am on the
wrong side of the House. However, I suggest
very seriously that the Government let the Bill
go through as it stands, and then bring in new
legislation to establish new procedures and start
again with the Jandakot water scheme, so that
the new procedures can be seen, understood, and
followed. The property owners will then be able
to see what procedures are being validated in
the present Bill and what the new procedures
are, and they can take the measures they see
fit under the new procedures.

I would also like some kind of guarantee to be
written into the legislation to give adequate com-
pensation to landowners whose land is not being
resumed, necessarily, but whose livelihood is
being destroyed because the high water table on
which they are depending for their livelihood is
being sucked away from them in order to supply
water to the rest of the inhabitants of Perth.
This may be desirable but if it is done I think
we should consider the landowners who settled
in that district believing they could follow a liveli-
hood because there was a high water table and
who suddenly find the water table being removed
from them by the activities of a Government
instrumentality. This is the aspect which particu-
larly concerns me.

Jt seems to me that if the legislation is amended
it will be a very arbitrary and wholly undesir-
able piece of legislation which is not in accord-
ance with-if I might say so--the very best
British traditions. There are some British tradi-
tions which are not so good.

Therefore, although the Oppositon will support
the Bill-obr perhaps I should say will not oppose
it-I Certainly Will not raise My Voice loudly in
its defence. We will look very closely at the
Attorney-General's proposals when the Bill
reaches the Committee stag;, and we might then
be forced to oppose his intentions, if he still has
them, with much greater vigour. I hope he will
change his mind.

With those remarks, I give my reluctant support
to the Dill as it stands.

THE HON. W. R. WITHERS (North) [4.22
p.m.]: Like the previous speaker, I will agree
to the passage of this Bill. However, I too am
disturbed about the amendments which appear
on the notice paper, particularly paragraph (c)
of the proposed amendment.

Some of the older members will remember that
approximately six years ago I stood in this House
on my own and opposed every member of this
Chamber because part of a Bill which was going
through this House was totally immoral. I refer
to a Bill which was put through by the Tonkin
Government and arced to by my colleagues.
That Bill circumscribed the law courts and pre-
vented action in the courts of law by a citizen
of Western Australia. I said at the time it wat
immoral, and I say it again; and I will continue,
while I am a legislator, to say that any retro-
spective legislation which circumscribes the law
courts in this State is immoral in my view.

Regardless of how any person may rationalise
the needs of the State, I believe that if we, as
legislators, or our officers make a mistake we
must abide by that mistake. We should correct
it if we can, but if a court action is pending on
that mistake I believe it should be heard in the
court.

The previous speaker raised some points on
which I believe I should comment, because al-
though we and others recognise a particular prob-
lem in regard to water needs in this State, I
do not believe I can agree to some of the pro-
posals put forward by the previous speaker.

He referred to the need for water in the metro-
politan area and said we should consider its use
by the future citizens of Western Australia. I
have previously said several times in this House
that the Perth water supply from surface water
resources will run out for future expansion in
1988, and that is tomorrow. In other Words, we
must reach zero population growth or industrial
growth from 1988 onwards from the point of
view of surface water. From then on we will
have to, go into aquifers; but we are already
going to aquifers, and the horrifying aspect is
that we do not seem to be able to get from any
authoritative source figures relating to the maxi-
mum draw rates from the particular aquifers and
the changes in the salinity quantum of those
aquifers at the maximum draw rate.

When I have mentioned this matter in the
past members have asked me, "Why are you so
interested when you live on the Ord River, a
place with enormous quantities of fresh water?"
I have stated that the reason I have gone to
the Ord River is that it has a tremendous amount
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of fresh water. One of my past occupations
was that of rainmaker. I was a senior cloud-
seeding officer with the CSIRO, and up to the
time I went to the Ord River I did every con-
tract rainmaking job throughout Australia for the
CSIRO. It was then I learnt the harsh reality
of life without water. It made nie realise that
water was a very precious commodity which we
take for granted and which cannot continue to
be supplied to people in the ever-expanding cities
of Australia, particularly Perth.

It is unfortunate that the Metropolitan Water
Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Board endeavours
to supply water to an ever-increasing population
in the most urbanised country in the world,
using historical statistics and methods which have
prevailed throughout the world in the past cen-
turies. It is about time we started to change
those ideas. The past and current idea is to
bring industry to the population source and the
work force. This cannot continue because the
work force eventually runs out of natural re-
sources; namely, water.

I have said previously in this House that we
must now look at taking the population to the
natural resources-to the centres that have water
and potential for the provision of cheap power,
and which can provide the minerals and industry
for the survival not only of our nation but also
of mankind.

I have ranged rather wide. I wanted to reply
to the previous speaker. He also has recognised
the problem but I wanted to demonstrate there
was a difference in thinking, in that I do not
believe it is possible to keep supplying water to
an ever-expanding Perth.

Several other countries of the world are also
beginning to realise this. I have previously
pointed out that some provinces of Canada-a
country with enormous water resources-have
already realised the problems of decentralisation
to the point that they will now give capital grants
-not loans but grants-to the extent of 40 per
cent of the cost of establishing an industry up
to $2 million and a further $7 000 per annum
for every job created in that industry, just to get
people away from the metropolises which are
growing beyond the natural resources. They are
realsing they must do this to support the popula-
tion. If we do not do it also we will wind up
with the problems New York is experiencing.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: We are not in dis-
agreement. I just did not put it as well as you
did.

The Hon. W. R. WITHERS: Like the previous
speaker, I support the Bill. However, I have
expressed my opinion on paragraph (c) of the
amendment on the notice paper and I will debate
that when the Minister presents it.

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South Metro-
politan) [4.30 p.m.]: I would like to point out,
particularly to the new members in this Cham-
ber, that I have sat through the debates on pos-
sibly something like 2000 Bills in this place,
and I have seen only two measures which have
given me such concern. One is the Bill about
which Mr Withers spoke, and which was re-
pressive legislation.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: And you supported
it.

The I-on. R. THOMPSON: Of course, I did,
but I did not like supporting it. Mr Medcalf
supported it, too.

The I-on. 1. G. Medcalf: For the same reason.

The I-on. D. K. Dans: In fact, I think Mr
Withers was the only member who opposed it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I would like to
point out to the newer members what was con-
tained in that Bill. The normal process of the
law could not be achieved because one entre-
preneur held all the known iron ore reserves in
Western Australia. They were temporary re-
serves, and for the benefit of the State some had
to be taken away and transferred to the con-
trol of the Minister. That was the reason
for that legislation, and that is why it received
the approval of the Parliament.

The PRESIDENT: I suggest the honourable
member tell the Chair what is in this Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, Sir; I have
finished on that point. However, I am not sure
whether I am speaking to the Bill before us, or
the Bill and the amendment which is on the
notice paper. If one considers the progress of
this Bill in the Parliament, one will find that
the second reading was introduced on the 6th
September in the ILegislative Assembly. The
second reading speech was delivered down in
this Chamber-

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: You mean "up" in
this Chamber.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -yes, "up" here
-on the 21st September. In introducing the
Bill, the Attorney-General said-

Although it is considered this Bill would
achieve its purpose of validating the de-
ficiencies of past administration, Crown Law
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advice received since the introduction of the
Bill is strongly in favour of rewording clause
2.

This is the only real substantive clause in
the Bill and it is considered that in its pre-
sent form it does not clearly reveal or make
the intention of the Government abundantly
clear.

[ thought instead of using the word "abundantly"
he should have used the word "dictatorially".
The Attorney-General continued-

In view of this I wish to inform mem-
bers I wilt be moving an amendment to that
clause during the Committee stage of the
Bill.

That was said on the 21st September. On the
notice paper of the 22nd September we found the
amendment, which actually cuts away the con-
tent of the Bill and leaves us with a repres-
sive measure, the like of which has never been
seen in this Parliament in my time as a member.
I hope I will never see another such Bill.

I appeal to all members to reject the Bill, and
I hope by the time I have finished speaking it
will be abundantly clear to them that the people
of Western Australia have rights, and it is our
job as legislators to protect their rights and not
simply to accept Government legislation. We
must not fool the people, because the Metro-
po litan Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage
Act can be termed to be watertight inasmuch
as people placed in such circumstances are of
no interest to it whatsoever. Nowhere in the
Act can be found a compensation provision to
deal with a situation such as this.

If the Government were honest it would be
introducing legislation to cover that situation,
instead of bringing down this repressive Bill. The
people concerned will suffer, just as others have
suffered in the past; and this is the fault of the
department and the board-and perhaps the
fault also of the Crown Law Department. It is
certainly not the fault of the landowners. There-
fore, I will have something to say in respect of
the amendment before I finish.

This is not a new subject. The Government
has been aware of the opposition to this move
for almost 18 months. I was first advised of the
situation by the Town of Cockburn on the 2nd
March, 1976, when that authority objected to
the proposal in respect of the Jandakot area.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: It goes back further
than that.

The I-Hon. R. THOMPSON: I know it does. I
am speaking now of the time I was first acquainted
of it by the Cockburn Town Council. Later, in
mid-April of 1976, I received a circular from
the Jandakot District Citizens' Environmental
Protection Group, which set out for my con-
sideration the complaints of the people con-
cerned. I wrote to the group and explained that
I work closely with the Cockburn Town Council.
To that end I have carried out my obligation to
my constituents and to the council. Following a
series of meetings held at Jandakot by the in-
terested group of people-

The Hon. 0. N. U. Oliver interjected.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I was not invited
to any meetings, either. However, Mr Oliver was
hot a member then.

So it can be seen that when the group of people
became concerned the council was drawn into
the matter and took an active interest in it.
Other local authorities have joined the Cockburn
Town Council, and currently that council is re-
ceiving financial support from the Shire of Kwi-
nana, the Shire of Armadale-Kelmscott, the Shire
of Rockingham, the Shire of Mandurah, and the
Shire of Swan, in respect of its legal battle which,
by the stroke of a pen, the Attorney-General
wants to wipe away. We do not think he should
be allowed to do that, and I hope this Chamber
wvill not allow it.

We then move to the 7th May, 1976, when
the Cockburn Town Council wrote to the Gen-
eral Manager of the Metropolitan Water Board
and asked him to reply to a questionnaire it
enclosed. The council received a reply to its
questionnaire on the 30th May, 1976. 1 will
read the questions and answers, because I feel
it is ever so important that I do. The first
question was-

Will there ever be restrictions on the quantity
of water used by land owners?

The answer was-

The word "ever" is of concern to the Board
which is not in a position to give an assur-
ance with regard to future policy. The pre-
sent policy is no restriction for existing re-
quirements but unlimited extraction cannot
be permitted and the degree will be con-
sidered in the light of applications.

The second question was-

If the scheme affects the supply, will the
Government or Board effect compensation
for alterations to pumps or equipment so

- -_affected?
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The answer was-
This would be the subject of consideration
depending upon the circumstances which
might arise.

The third question was-
Will water be pumped in volume in winter
only?

To which the answer was, "No." The fourth
question was--

Will a licence fee ever be charged?
The answer was-

A fee is not contemplated but the question
again includes the -word "ever".

The next question was-
Will wells or bores ever be metered?

The reply of the board was-
Again the word "ever" is included and the
metering of bores is not contemplated, how-
ever a meter may -be installed if wastage is
thought to be occurring.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: You would not
think the general manager would answer that
question by saying, "No, never"?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Unlike the Attorney-
General, the Cockburn Town Council is protecting
its ratepayers.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: I asked you a question.
Do you think the Metropolitan Water Board
would be able to answer, "No, never"?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Its officers illegally
entered upon the grounds of these people.

The Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf: it is a pity you don't
answer the question.

The Hon. R. THOM PSON: I will answer it;
but I am not obliged 'to answer any questions the
Attorney-General poses.

The Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf: How long will you
take to answer the question?

The Hort. R. THOMPSON: I might be here
until 6 o'clock. but if the Aitorney-General is
patient I will answer his question.

The PRESIDENT: Will you direct your com-
ments to the Chair?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, Sir. The
question posed to me is whether it is reasonable
for the general manager of the board to answer
this questionnaire. Of course it is.

The lion. 1. C. Medcalf: To say, "No, never:'

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Of course it is
reasonable, because employees of the board
illegally entered the properties of these people
and sank test bores. They have gone ahead with

other works. Therefore it is reasonable for the
board to answer the questionnaire. I will prove
beyond doubt the reason for the principle which
is spelt out in the Attorney-General's amendment.

The Hon. 1. 0. Niedcaff: The general manager
cannot bind the Parliament.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: He was not being
asked to bind the Parliament; he was being asked
to give some assurances regarding the future of
the landowners.

The Hion. 1. 0. Medcalf: Using the word "ever."

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is right.
The lion. 1. G. Medcalf: He could not say,

"No, never." He would be binding Parliament if
he did that.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If the Government
adopted an honest approach to this matter,
assurances would be given. However, if the
Attorney-General will be patient for a minute I
will come back to him.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I will need to be very
patient.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I wish to progress
with my argument in my fashion, and not in the
fashion of the Attorney-General. The sixth ques-
tion asked of the Metropolitan Water Board by
the Cockburn Town Council was-

If meters are connected, will metered water
be charged for?

To which the answer was, "No." The seventh
question was--

Where work has been carried out to use the
natural water level as is for irrigation pur-
poses, can the Board give a written guarantee
that they Wiill not interfere with the process.
of low land farming?

The board replied, "No." That should answer
completely the interjection of the Attorney-
General.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I am afraid it doesn't.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: These landowners-
and thecre are many of them, as you know, Sir,
because you now represent some of them-went
to Jandalcot and developed the area. It has never
been a very successful farming area, but they
have used the water table exclusively for pasture
and have built up the Jandakot area with credit
to themselvs-not to the Government or to any-
one else, because everything that has been done
at Jandakot has been done by damned hard work
on the part of the people concerned. No hand-outs
or concessions have been given to them.
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As a matter of tact, within view of the
Serpentine pipeline there are about two dozen
houses which have no mains water connected to
them and must rely on underground water. In
the same area numerous houses are without
electricity. Of course, if one approaches ther
Metropolitan Water Board for the extension of
the water main to this area one is told, "Yes,
you can have it at a cost of $39 000 or $40 coo:'
That would he the cost of the trunk main
extension.

Have not these landowners the right to tuck
the system when they see the fruits of their
sweat and toil taken away from them at the whim
of the Government, just because the board and
the Government have not done their homework?
Its action is not fair or just; and under no cir-
culnstances will I tolerate it.

I appreciate that under the Act the water belongs
to the Crown, but I should point out that these
people have no alternative water supplies. They
have developed their own water supplies, and they
are entitled to every bit of protection we can,
give them.

Shortly after the -questionnaire I have men-
iioned was sent out, the member for Cockburn
arranged a meeting between the General Man-
ager of the Metropolitan Water Board. Mr Dans
and myself in the council chambers. That was
sometime last year. The only question I put to
the general manager and the engineer was: What
compensation will be payable to the landowners
if their water table is reduced through the pump-
ing of underground water supplies? Of course,
the general manager would not Give any assur-
ance.

I had to come back to that in a different way.
I said to the general manager, "I cannot find
anywhere in the Act a provision to enable litiga-
tion to be entered into for the payment of com-
pensation, arising through the actions of the
board in taking away the water." The reply he
gave was, "It would be a very costly exercise.
The cost would be substantial because of the need
to obtain reports from engineers, and the people
concerned would have to prove their case."

How can a small landowner or a small busi-
nessman who has been adversely affected-and
probably sent bankrupt, because he has lost his
pasture and water supply-enter into litigation
and obtain reports from engineers in respect of
actions over a period of 18 months before he
lost his water supply? There has been no co-
operation from the Metropolitan Water Board.

A further question I asked of the general
manager was this: Would he monitor all the bores

and wells within the mound area of the under-
ground water scheme? The reply was, "No." So
we can see that the local people, the council,
and the members of Parliament representing
those people, got the brush off. Those people
apparently have no rights, because the general
manager was acting on what was contained in
the Act-that the water belongedl to the Crown,
and the board was going to take it,

During the period of time about which I have
been speaking a working committee comprising
representatives of the Cockbumn Town Council,
the affected landowners, and the Metropolitan
Water Board, was set up. flat was a futile
exercise because those people received a blunt
"No" to their requests. That was the answer
they received to every proposition they put up:
and they were merely seeking protection.

Following the rebuttal arising from the ques-
tionnaire, the Town of Cockburn wrote to the
Premier on this matter. The draft reply is a
lengthy one, so I dto not intend 'to read all of
it. I shall merely refer to the pertinent points,
and I shall make a copy of it available to the
Minister. The fourth paragraph stated that plan-
ning for this work has been directed to the
establishment of a public water supply, subject
to constraints imposed 'by environmental con-
sideration, and the interests of landholders and
owners.

The first mistake made by the Government was
to say that consideration of the interest of land-
holders and owners would be given. Of course,
that has not been givenj and is still not being
given. The next part of the -letter stated-

The broad conclusion drawn from the investi-
gation is that the resource is not developed
presently to an optimum extent. The annual
net recharge is estimated to be 11.5 million
cubic metres, and the estimated present usage
is 2.7 million cubic metres. The -scheme
proposed by the Water Board has been.
designed to develop 5.5 million cubic metres.
per annumn.

The last paragraph of the Premier's letter is
interesting. It states-

The Water Board has the responsibility for
the provision of water to its area and the
development of this resource is an integral
part of the activities necessary to discharge
this function. In doing so due regard is
being taken of the general interest of rate-
payers, settlers, and environmental factors
involved.
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Of course, that is not correct, because the rate-
payers and landholders at that stage Were still
left completely in the dark.

It is interesting to compare the last paragraph
of the Premier's letter with the last paragraph of
the amendment on the notice paper in the name
of the Attorney-General which reads as follows-

(c) proceedings in respect of a challenge to
the undertaking and execution of such
works or proposed works by reason of
the failure to so comply shall not be
instituted or maintained in any court

That has no regard for what the Premier said
in his letter-that due regard for the general
interests of ratepayers, settlers, and environ-
mental factors involved will be taken. Of Course,
due regard has not been taken of this in the
obnoxious and abortive piece of legislation before
US.

The matter progressed further. On the 1st
March, 1977, the Cockburn Town Council put
forward its objections. The notice of objection
by the council is as follows-

Notice of objection by the Town of Cock-
-burn of 5 Boyd Crescent, Hamilton Hill, to
the Jandakot Underground Water Scheme
and more particularly to the Construction or
provision of the works as Proposed in the
Notice of Intention (MWB 361985/74)
advertised in The West Australian on Febru-
ary 4th, 1977.

Various topics were discussed in that long sub-
mission, and they include land use, rural subdi-
visions, the environment, land values, and com-
pensation.

The interesting point of objection relates to
compensation and the notice of objection contains
the following-

The Town of Cockburn objects to the
Scheme on the basis that the matter of com-
pensation for losses arising from the intro-
duction of the Scheme has yet to be deter-
mined.

Compensation is of particular concern:
(a) Where the use of the land is to be

injuriously affected.
(i) through the loss of surface

water
(ii) through the loss of viability

of operation due to increased
extraction costs

(iii) through the loss of viability
of operation due to restric-
tions imposed under the
Regulations and By-Laws.

I do not have time this afternoon to cover alt
aspects referred to in the notice of objection.
The fact is objection has been made.

The council has tried to do everything right
in respect of this matter, but to say the least it
has been snubbed. It has been misled by the
Premier, in view of the amending Bill now be-
fore us and the amendment on the notice paper.

Let us turn to the reason for the Bill being
brought before us. We find that the Cock-
burn Town Council approached a firm of bar-
risters and solicitors in Perth to prepare a case
for the council and the ratepayers concerned. On
the 26th July, 1977, a statement of claim was
lodged with the Supreme Court, the claim num-
ber being 1622/77. It named the Cockburn
Town Council and eight others as plaintiffs.

The pleadings have also been made available
to the Crown Solicitor. I can just imagine what
took place when the Crown Solicitor received the
pleadings. His first reaction would be to look
at the Act; and on so doing he would then say,
"The Crown Law Department, the board, and
the Government do not have a leg to stand on"
because the board has not complied with the Act.

That is admitted in the Bill before us, because
what the Government is trying to validate are
the things done. under sections 19, 20, 21, 22,
23, 23A, 23B, and 23C of the Act. That would
have been picked up in the pleadings lodged in
the Supreme Court, and in no other way.

If members are interested they should read the
pleadings and the Act to find out where the board
has failed. It has failed in respect of section 20
of the Act. Under paragraph (a) the board was
obliged before undertaking the construction of the
Jandakot groundwater scheme to cause to be
prepared a statement showing the net earnings
estimated to be derived from the works; under
paragraph (b) to cause to be published a state-
ment showing the net value of the ratable pro-
perty to be benefited by the works; and under
paragraph (c) to cause the said statements or
certified copies thereof to be deposited in the
office of the board.

None of these things has been done. That
is expressly what is contained in the Act, and
any member reading it can come only to the
same conclusion.

Under section 21 of the Act the estimates so
deposited under section 20 were to be open for
inspection by any person interested, at all reason-
able times, on the payment of the prescribed fee.
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By Section 23 of the Act, before a valid
approval for the Jandakkot groundwater
scheme could be given by the Governor the
board was obliged to-

(a) be satisfied that the provisions of
the Act had been complied with;

(I,) be satisfied that the revenue es-
timated to be derived from the pro-

posedwor_,was sufficient to jus-
tify the undertaking;

(c) submit the estimate of revenue to
be derived from the works and the
value of the rateable area to be
benefited thereby to the Governor
for approval.

Where did the board fail? It failed as follows-
(a) to make any estimate of the nett earnings

to be derived from the Jandakot ground-
water scheme;

but it should be done. He has said that on
several occasions and I respect him for that.
When the process of law is being carried out,
and when we see these interested people are
going to be disadvantaged by the actions of the
Government, we find the Government takes cer-
tain actions. After these people lodged their
pleadings in July-and a date has been fixed for
hearing the case on the 25th of this month-
we find we get, post haste, a Bill which in the
main is not so bad.

As it stood it was not so bad because it did
not interfere with the process of the law. The
Bill as it stands will allow the case to proceed.
The original Bill was only validating those things
that had been done, but the court could still have
determined the rights or wrongs of the case and
determined the costs pertaining to it.

The Hon. I. G. Medealf: It would have also
validated those things that hadn't been done.

(b) to prepare any statement- showing the
nett earnings to be derived, from the The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is very true
Jandakot groundwater scheme; -- and that is where the Minister made the colossal

(c) to prepare any statement showing tht__t-itake in his second reading speech; he omit-
value of the rateable property to be ted-many things.
benefited by the Jandakot groundwater The HoIn C. Medcalf: I didn't actually de-
scheme-, liver the speecij,_but never mind that. What I

(d) to chuse to be deposited at its office am saying is that you said-At, will validate things
and to be made available for inspection that have been done; but it alsi-lvalidates things
by persons interested, the originals or that have not been done.
certified copies property to be benefited
by the Jandakot groundwater scheme;/

(e) to be satisfied that the provisions of the
Act have been complied with;

(f) to be satisfied that the revenue estimated
to be derived from the Jandakot ground-
water scheme is sufficient to justify the
undertaking;

(g) to submit to the Governor for approval
a statement of the nett earnings es-
timated to be derived from the Jandakot
groundwater scheme and a statement
showing the value of the rateable area

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: After reading the
Minister's second reading speech the average
person would think it was a very good Bill. I
am surprised the Minister did not dduble check
it and come up with a more profound second
reading speech.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: it is better to be
frank and let everyone know what the Govern-
ment's intentions are.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We knew about
the amendment the day after the Minister in-
troduced the Bill. The Minister must have had
the amendment in his pocket because it ap-
peared on the notice paper at 11 o'clock the

The &o6ard has not done one thing; it is wrong following morning. All members know that
on every count. The argument is not whether amendments are handed in the night before, so
the water should be taken, or whether it should it mlust have been tucked in the Minister's little
be used lfor the metropolitan area or for in- pocket, thus indicating the Crown Law Depart-
dustry at Kwinana. The argument concerns the ment had drawn it to the Minister's attention.
rights of individuals. It concerns the rights of The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: Of course it was;
the Government to act within its Own -laws and wa ssnse bu ht
it concerns the protection of the indi~i&uaj by wa ssnse bu ht
the Attorney-General. -. The Hon. R, THOMPSON: Why did not the

'inister sayh neddcagn h il
The Attorney-General is charged with a veryayhineddcnggteBl?

responsible portfolio. He knows only too well Thi Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: l. id in the second
that the law should not only be seen to be done, reading speech.
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The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: In the Minister's
experience in law courts and in this Parliament
I am sure he has not witnessed anything like
this Bill-

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I do not know what
you are talking about.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: -where the
people's rights have been taken away. In fact
they have been taken away by the Attorney-
General who should be protecting their rights.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I have not got the
power to take anyone's rights away.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: The Minister says
he does not have that power yet he has the
audacity to introduce this amendment-

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: You have the audac-
ity to speak on the Dill.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: -to take away
people's rights. The Minister would have fought
for the rights of people during his legal career
and when he was a member of the Opposition,
but now that he is in Government we find he
brings in an amendment which I believe to be
the worst I have seen. It reads in part-

proceedings in respect of a challenge to
the undertaking and execution of such works
or proposed Works by reason of the failure
to so comply shall not be instituted or main-
tained in any court

I thought that Hitler's Gerinany was over and
done with. I thought we had a form of
democracy in Australia where the rights of people
and the process of law still counted. The Min-
ister is subverting the law and I sincerely trust
the members in this Chamber will not have a
bar of the amendment. I would have liked to
move an amendment to the original Bill. I would
rather accept the bad Dill we have in front of
us than accept this abortive amendment. I think
it is a shocking state of affairs.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: You can move an
amendment.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: The Minister
knows how far I would get with an amendment.
The whips would crack again as they have
before.

The Hon. R. G. Pike: We saw them crack last
night, but you were not here; they missed you in
the whiplash. Mr Uatter will deal with you.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: No-one will deal
with mne.

The PRESIDENT: I will deal with the member
if he gets away from the subject.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I have not got
away from the subject of the Bill; the trouble
is caused by the, unparliamentary interjections.
I mentioned earlier how the people of Jandakot
had done everything their own way. They have
been denied school buses, transport, water ex-
tensions, power extensions, and many other things
that people living just 10 kilometres away in the
city are able to enjoy. Jandakot is within the
metropolitan region.

It was interesting to note in May of last year
that I received a request from a group of resi-
dents who live in Hammond Road in Jandakot
asking for a water extension. There were 16
properties involved and the cost was around
$39 821. That was to be the contribution by the
landowners to get water to their properties.
Strange but true, the area of land which this
pipe was to go past was owned by the Metro-
politan Water Board. After much negotiating
we had the figure whittled down and I thought
the Government's final figure was over-generous.
At a ratepayers! meeting held on the 20th Sep-
tember, 1976, in the Cockburn council offices,
I told them to accept the Government's offer as
quickly as possible. I said it was a fob to the
residents of Jandakot; it was a pay-off so the
Government could say, "We have made some
contribution to water schemes in Jandakot."

They accepted the offer and I then told them
we would be running a disaster course with the
Government and the board. We have run into
that disaster now. The disaster was created be-
cause the residents had the temerity to engage
a firm of barristers to lodge an injunction of
restraint in the Supreme Court asking for costs
against the board for all the things it had not
done. That is where the people, have run into
the disaster they now face.

Under the Act there is a good and sufficient
provision for resumption of and payment of
compensation for land. There is not one square
foot of land being resumed or about to be re-
sumed," and yet we see a dam site proposed to
be constructed involving the resumption of
thousands of hectares of land in the hills catch-
silent area.

If the Jandakot water scheme is so valuable
to the metropolitan area, why does not the Gov-
ernment resume the land? Why should the Gov-
ernment benefit? The small business people whom
the Liberal Party is supposed to Protect are
being disadvantaged. The Government should
resume the land and resettle the residents with-
out cost, in an area nearby where they will have
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the amenities they have built up and paid for
themselves. This is the dishonest approach the
Government and the board are taking.

The Hon. I. 0. Medealf: Are you putting that
up as a proposition?

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: It is a proposition,
and if the Attorney-General would agree to it I
would call a meeting tomorrow and put it to the
ratepayers.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I wanted to know
if you were making that proposal.

The Hon. Kt. THOMPSON: The Government
has not offered compensation to these people; it
will not give a guarantee that the water table.
if lowered, will be restored and that the wells will
be deepened.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: I have to tell the
Minister for Water Supplies if you are making
the proposition.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: Well, I will make
the proposition.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: You are making it;
are you?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will make the
proposition.

The Hon. L. G. Medcalf: What is it?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That the whole of
the Jandakot mound be resumed and when I get
the Minister's answer I will call a meeting of the
ratepayers and ask them either to accept or
reject it.

The Hon. L. G. Medenif: How can you make a
proposition, when in fact you are not making
one? You are not making a proposition if you
intend to wait.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will make that
proposition on behalf of the people as long as
just and fair compensation is paid.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: You are not authorised
to do that.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You will give their
land away whether they like it or not,

The Hon. RL THOMPSON: I said I will take
it to the ratepayers--to the landowners-for their
acceptance or rejection.

The Hon. 1. 0. Medc 'alf: Why don't you make
a proposition when you are in a position to do so?

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: You should be
patient.

The Hon. ft. Hetherington: We hoped you
might make a better proposition than you have
made so far.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: What is the suggestion?
There is a lot of talk, but I have not heard any
suggestions.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: Nobody has put
any propositions to the ratepayers up to this stage,
and they have been haggling with the department
for quite a period of time. I believe the Cockburn
Town Council recommended resumption. I will find
what I am looking for and will comment on it,
because I feel this has been one of the propositions
that was put forward by the Cockburn Town
Council. I cannot put my finger on it at the present
time. I will certainly find it and I will refer to it.
Of course, the Minister has all this correspondence
available to him on the departmental file.

I will conclude in the manner in which 1 started
by saying that this is the mast obnokions legisla-
tion I have seen since I have been a member of
this Chamber. I think it is a disgrace that liti-
gation by landowners has been entered into, and
we quite unjustly have an amendment to an Act
of Parliament brought down for the consideration
of members to deprive them of their legal rights.
Unless the facts were clearly demonstrated to
members, they would be under the illusion, if they
believed what the Minister said in his second
reading speech, that this was a reasonable Bill.
It sounded to be a reasonable Bill if one took
note of the Minister's second reading speech; but
it is a totally unreasonable Bill when one sees the
further amendment.

I would support the first part of it; but I am
totally opposed to the second part of it; that is,
the amendment on the notice paper.

The Ron. IL 0. Medcalf: Are you saying you
support the Bill, but not the amendment?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes; and if the
Minister gives me his reply to the effect that -he
will go along with the Bill as introduced, and
then delay the passage of the Bill for a day, after
he has given me that assurance I would move
one or two minor amendments.

The Hon. 1. G. Medca If: Are you supporting
the Bill?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am supporting the
Bill as printed, subject to minor amendments, if
the Minister will go along with the Bill and not
move his further amendment.

The Hon, I. G. Medealf: You will support the
Bill as printed, provided you are allowed to
amend it?

Thbe Hon. ft. TH4OMPSON: I will support the
Bill at the second reading stage-

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: Provided I do not
amend it.
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The Hon. R. THOMPSON: -subject to a
couple of minor amendments at the Committee
stage.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: You are very difficult
to do business with.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I know; it is hard
to get it through to the Attorney-General. I will
support the second reading of the Bill as printed.
In the Committee stage I would like to move some
minor amendments--change a couple of words-
to the Bill as it is now printed. I will then
support the passage of it through the Committee
stages. Is that clear? We now know where we
stand.

Under no circumstances should the citizens of
Western Australia be placed in the position in
which this Parliament is placing them. We are
supposed to be a democracy. Let us continue to
be a democracy And not take people's rights away
from them, because one department has done the
wrong thing, probably in ignorance. But their
ignorance should not be foisted upon us. We
should still be able to protect the rights of in-
dividuals and the people whom we represent.

THE HON. 1. G. FRATF (Lower West) [5.20
p.m.]: It is my intention to support the Bill, but
I do so with some reservations. As I am fol-
lowing another speaker who also had some re-
servations about the Bill, I think it is necessary
for me to clearly disassociate myself from some
of the remarks he made in case people may be
mistaken in thinking I agree with him, because
we both have reservations.

The Hon. IR. Thompson: I would not be foolish
enough to think that.

The Hon. 1. 0. PRATT: The honourable mem-
ber is very well known for the viciousness. and
meanness he shows in personal attacks. How-
ever, he has outdone himself today. Do we need
to ask why? No; we do not need to ask why.
It is very evident. I think it is a disgrace that
a person of the integrity and the standing in
our community of the Attorney-General, should
be treated in this manner.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Let him speak for
himself.

The Hon. 1. G. PRATT: I am speaking for
myself and my conscience. I am saying what I
feel, and I am quite proud to say it.

I believe we have to pass this validating legis-
lation, because of the importance of the whole
issue of water supply. If we look at the de-
ficiencies in the actions of the department we

find that although it has deficiencies, these de-
ficiencies did not have any practical effect on what
was being done, which was the provision of a
water supply.

The department may have been wrong, and I
agree there were deficiencies. However, what
practical effects did these deficiencies have as far
as drilling bores for pumping water? None what-
soever. The valuation of the areas to be served
could have no effect on the requirements of
water, because our water is all mixed up anyway.
The water from Serpentine Dam and the wvater
from Canning Dam is mixed with water from
underground bores. For practical purposes, how
will one define those provisions? How will one
Assess the valuation of areas to be served?

Another deficiency is the revenue to be derived.
With inflation as it is today, how could one have
an accurate and lasting assessment of the
revenue to be derived from a scheme? It would
be pure guesswork and it would be dishonest to
do so. I believe this is why we have paragraph
(c) of the amendment that the Attorney-General
intends to move. I see nothing sinister about
that. It is logical and I think people who are
trying to build something into it that is not there
are doing themselves and the people they represent
a disservice. I look forward to hearing the
Attorney-General further explain this when he
moves the amendment. I am quite sure we will
be satisfied with the explanation he gives. I
am satisfied with my understanding of it.

The reservations I have are quite significant.
They refer not only to the situation specifically,
but to the whole situation of the Jandakot mound.
This area intrudes partly into my electorate, but
more significantly into the electorates of the
Hon. R. Thompson and the Hon. D. K. Dans.
They are probably more concerned with the
lower areas that are to be used for such activities
as market gardening. However, these activities
have a lesser impact in my electorate.

There has been talk of compensation. I do
not wish to go into that at any length, because
I do not think it is very relevant to the validation.
It is another issue. It would be confined to the
areas that the honourable members I have men-
tioned represent.

Representations have been made to me by
people who share my concern for the future of
their bores and their personal water supplies.
Statements have been made in departmental
circles from time to time, as was referred to
earlier in the debate today, that the water does
not belong to anyone: it belongs to the people
through the Government. This was referred to a
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few years ago by a gentleman in another place
and the suggestion was that waler should be
metered. Of course, he said it in passing and
do not think he intended it go be taken seriously.
However, it is a worry in people's minds.

Comments by officers of the department have
led people within the area to believe they are
facing the probability, or at least the possibility,
of having their right to draw underground water
taken away from them, restricted, or metered,
and the metering would be on a use-and-pay-
basis. I could not support that. When the
initial legislation concerning the Jandakot mound
came before Parliament I sought assurances from
the Minister responsible that this was not the
intention. I received the assurances at the time
that it was not the intention to restrict or pro-
hibit the use of bores on individual people's
properties.

However, I am ted to believe that comments
by officers since then have caused this fear to
rear its head again in the minds of the people
living in the area. When it was agreed to bring
this validation proposition before us, I again
sought assurances from the present Minister that
there was no intention of re ,stricting or prohibiting
the use of private bores in the area. Again I
.received his assurance 'that this was not the

Case.

However, comments made in another place
lead me again to seek that assurance and. t. ask
the Attorney-General, as the Minister representing
the Minister for Water Supplies, to give me that
assurance when he replies to the debate. I seek
an assurance that there is no intention-and I
clearly defihe my term "no intention -to limit,
restrict, or meter the bores' on these private
properties. I do not ask him to give me an
assurance that never will this be done, because
as he so clearly stated himself, no-one can say
what a Government of whatever political colour
may do in 10 years' time. Heaven forbid that
it happen, but in three years' time we could have
a change of Government. We could find the
present Opposition deciding at that stage that it
wants to restrict these bores. We cannot guarantee
now that would not happen.

I hope the Attorney-General is forthcoming
- with those assurances and I can pass his assur-

ances of the Government's intentions on to the
people I represent who live in the eastern section
of the Jandakot water mound. I support the
Bill.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. ft.
I. 1.. Williams.
taft)

LEGAL REPRESENTATION OF INFANTS
DILL I

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 7th September.

THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-
Aitorney-General) [5,30 p.m.]: During the course
of ahe second reading debate, questions were raised
by Mr Claughton and Mr Baxter as to whether
or not we were duplicating the position of a
guardian.

In the Bill before the House, we are providing
that a court will appoint a gulardiati for infants
in certain casts. A question was raised by Mi
Claughton, and much the same question was
raised by Mr Baxter, as to whether the functions
of the Director of the Department for Comn-

* munity Welfare were being duplicated, as the
director is a guardian of some infants uinder
certain Acts. I indicated that the matter was re-
ceiving attention.

I would now like to tell the House, having
taken into account the comments of the members,
that a form of' amendment has been devised in
conference with the Director of the Department
for Community Welfare and his legal adviser
which will satisfy the queries raised by. ihtm.
This amendment appears in my name on the
notice paper and it will be dealt with during the
Committee stage. I commend the Bill to the
House.

Question put and passed.
Hill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (the Hon.
R. J. L. Williams) in the Chair; the Hon. I. G'Medcalf (Attorney-General) in chatrge of the
Rill. I

Clauses I to 4 put and passed.

Clause 5: Guardians ad Mie-

The Hon. L. G. MEDCALF: I desire to move
the following amendment-

Page 3-Insert. after subclaus 'e (4) the fol-
lowing new subclause to stand as subclauisc

(5) Before making an appointment
tinder this section, the court shall in-
quire into the guardianship of the in-
fant for purposes other than those of
this Act, and, where it appears to the
court that the infant is Oursuant to, or
for the purposes of, any other law of
this State or any law of the Common-
wealth uinder the guardianship of the
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Director of the Department for Corn-
munity Welfare of this State the court
shall not make an appointment under
this section unless and until the court
has caused notice to be served on she
Director and given him an opportunity
to be heard on the question of such an
appointment.

The object of this amendment is to make it
possible in all cases where the Director of the
Department for Community Welfare is the ap-
pointed guardian of any infant, whether under
State or Commonwealth Statute, for him to re-
ceive notice of any proceedings under the Legal
Representation of Infants Act.

Whether the Supreme Court, or any other
court, is administering this Act, such a court will
have to inquire into the guardianship of any in-
fant. If it appears that an infant is under the
statutory guardianship of the Director of the De-
partment for Community Welfare uinder either
State or Commonwealth law, then she Court
should not make any appointment under she'Legal
Representation of Infants Act until it has caused
notice to be served on the director and he has
had an opportunity to be heard on the question
of such an appointment.

As I have said, this amendment has been ap-
proved by the director and his legal officer, and
I arm quite satisfied, as they are also, that it will
give the director all the power that he requires.

I mentioned th e fact that the director may be
appointed to a guardianship Linder a Common-
wealth Act because some Commonwealth Acts
require this even though he is State officer.
This applies particularly in respect of the Com-
monwealth Immigration Act where the director
acts on behalf of the Commonwealth Minister for
Immigration in regard to an immigrant child,
particularly when a child has been brought here
for fostering or adoption.

There are other Statutes where this situation
applies.

I believe this amendment will meet with the
approval of members.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I am quite
happy so support she amendment moved by the
Attorney-General. As far as I can determine.
it covers the objections I raised during the second
reading debate.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 6 to 7 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with an amendment.

SUITORS' FUND ACT AMENDMENT DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 7th September.
THlE HION. L. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-

Attorney-Geneiral) [5,38 p~m.J: This Bill is simply
to provide -the funds for the administration of
the Legal Representation of Infants Bill. There
has been no opposition to it, and I commend it
to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, et'c.

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

House adjourned at 5.40 p.m.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

WATER SUPPLIES

Swimmning Pools

167. The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Attorney-General, representing the Minister
for Water Supplies:
(1) Is it a fact that the Government will

place no restrictions on the filling with
water of ne~yly installed swimming
Pools?

(2) What is the expected total water con-
sumption for the above purpose in the
period up to the 31sf March, 1978?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF replied:

(I) Yes. -

(2) 83 000 cubic metres (estimated maxi-
mum).

FAMILY COURT

Maintenance Orders

168. The Hon. ft. J. L. WILLIAMS, to the
Attorney-General:

(1) Is the Attorney-General aware that
maintenance orders for families made
by the Family Court of Western Aus-
tralia are not enforceable in other
States?

(2) Is it a fact that the Department of
Community Welfare in South Australia
will do nothing so enforce such an
order until a court order of South Aus-
tralia is made in favour of the appli-
cant?
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(3) Is the Attorney-General aware that the
Australian Legal Aid Office will not
provide legal aid for such representa-
tion to be made and that people who are
unable to provide the fees to engage
a private solicitor to represent their case,
are seriously disadvantaged?

(4) Could the Attorney-General advise the
House as to whether or not this anomaly
which causes hardship to people who.
have been awarded maintenance orders
by the Family Court of Western Aus-
tralia has been the subject of discussion
between the Federal and States Attor-
neys-General?

(5) If no discussions are taking place and
no recommendations have been made,
would the Attorney-General take the
initiative in correcting this apparent
anomaly in law and thus relieve the
hardship suffered by those who cannot
receive moneys awarded to them by the
Family Court of Western Australia?

(6) If discussions and recommendations have
taken place, would the Attorney-General
inform the House as to the outcome and
recomnmendat ions emanating from these
discussions?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF replied'
(1) No. Maintenance orders are enforceable

throughout Australia under Regulation
129 and section 105 of the Family Low
Adt.

(2) 1 am not aware of the attitude of the
Department for Community Welfare in
South Australia. However, under a re-
cent agreement entered into by Col-
lectors of Maintenance in all States (in-
cluding South Australia), an order for-
warded by a Collector to a Collector in
another State will be registered and en-
"forced by that Collector at no cost to
the applicant.

03) 1 understand that the Australian Legal
Aid Office will not grant legal aid for
the enforcement of a maintenance order.
However, the answer to question (2)
indicates that legal aid may not be re-
quired.

(4) Que~stions in relation to the enforce-
ment of maintenance orders have been
discussed by the Standing Committee of
Attorneys-General on a number of oc-
casions. Local orders are enforced in
Western Australia by the Collector of
Maintenance at no cost to the applicant

*Where hardship is demonstrated. Inter-
state enforcement now -takes place as
indicated in the answer to qujestion (2)
above.

(5) and (6) See answer to question (4).

ROAD FUNDS

Allocation to Local Aushorities

169. The Hon. H. W. GAYFER, to the Minister
for Transport:
(1) Which Shires have been granted funds

from the Supplementary Grant Fund
created by the new system of Shire
Statutory Road Grants and what were
the amounts in each case?

(2) How many applications have been re-
ceived?

(3) How many applications have been re-
jected?

t4) Which shires are represented in (3)
above?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon (for the Ho0n.
D. J. WORDSWORTH) replied:
(1) Although the Rural Councils Roads

Committee has held two meetings and
written directly to a number of Coun-
cils either seeking further information
or advising- of their decisiott on the
Council's submission, no recommnenda-
tions have as yet been made to me.

(2) Applications have been received from
all Councils except one.

(3) 1 am not aware that any applicaions
have been rejected outright but I under-
stand that seven are tail! under con-
sideration.

(4) Answered by (3).

ABORIG INES

A/cohAol Abuse

170. The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to the Minister
for Transport representing the Minister for
Health:

in view of Aboriginal Medical Service
findings that alcohol abuse has caused
considerable damage to the physical.
emotional and social functioning of one-
third of Perth's adult Aborigines--
(1) What treatment and rehabilitation

services are being provided by the
W.A. Alcohol and Drug- Authority
for Aborigines, having regard for
their special cultural background?
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(2) What measure of success in rehabi-
litation is claimed by the Authority
with Aboriginal patients?

(3) Are there any plans for new facili-
ties to be administered by the
A.D.A. directed towards; Aboriginal
patients?

(4) What assistance is given to other
voluntary organisations providing
care to alcoholic Aborigines?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon (for the Hon.
D. J. WORDSWORTH) replied:

(1) The Authority has 85 beds avail-
able for various stages of treatment
and rehabilitation, all of which are
available to all patients, including
Aboriginals. Out-patient counselling
and services are also available to
cater for special problems of Abori-
ginals. The Authority has on its
staff two Aboriginal welfare officers.

(2) The success in rehabilitation is dif-
ficult to evaluate and measure in
respect of all patients.

(3) The Authority has plans to increase
its available bed capacity to cater
for the escalaiting problems. These
facilities whilst not specifically for
Aboriginal patients, will be avail-
able to all persons. .

(4) The Authority has available limited
funds to assist voluntary agencies
providing care for all dependent
persons. Those agencies caring
specifically for Aboriginals on ap-
proaching the Authority would be
considered for assistance.

WATER SUPPLIES

Storage Capacity

171. The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Attorney-General, representing the Minister
for Water Supplies:

(1) In determining the Government's cur-
rent water conservation campaign, what
is: the total metropolitan water storage
expected to be at the 31st March, 1978?

(2) What is the present total metropolitan
storage?

(3). What has been the total consumption of
water from metropolitan service dams
since the 31st March, 1977?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF replied:
(1) 94 million cubic metres.
(2) 174.4 million cubic metres.
(3) 38.5 million cubic metres from hills

sources.

ROAD FUNDS

Allocation to Local Authorities

172. The Hon. H. W. CGAYFER, to the Min-
ister for Transport:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Commis-
sioner for Main Roads in addressing the
Annual Conference of the Country Shire
Councils' Association on the 3rd Aug-
ust, 1976, said-'In order to gain
acceptance of the -proposal it may be
necessary to introduce a proviso -that

no local authority should receive a
formula grant which is less than its
present statutory grant"?

(2) Would the Minister advise if the prin-
ciple that no local authority should get
less was dropped by the Government
(or the Main Roads Department) or at
the request of the sub-committee of the
executive of the Country Shire Coun-
cils' Association?

The Hon. 0. C. Macxinnon (for the Ho n.
D. V. WORDSWORTH) replied:

(1) I was not present. Your quotation was
not in the Committee's prepared notes
and as far as I can ascertain he did not
make, a statement in the context of your
quote.

(2) While this principle was obviously con-
.sidered, the Committee comprising re-
presentatives of the Country Shire Coun-
cils' Association, the Country Town
Councils' Association and the Main
Roads Department decided not to adopt
the principle.

HOUSING

Redelific

173. The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE, to the Attor-
ney-General. representing the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Would the Minister advise why the re-

development programme for the Red-
cliffe Housing Estate is not now being
proceeded with?
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(2) If the area is not to be re-developed as
originally intended, will the State Hous-
ing Commission tenants be given the
option of purchase entitlement as is pro-
vided in other areas?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF replied:-

(1) Redevelopment proposals have been
deferred for an indefinite period, due
to planning problems which have arisen,
and which require close evaluation.

(2) tenants who desire a Commission-
owned dwelling outside the redevelop-
Iment area will be entitled to the capital
portion -in their rentats towards the
deposit on such dwelling. Sales of pro-
perties within the, redevelopment area
have been frozen.

HOSPITAL

Princess Margaret

174. The I-on. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Transport representing the Min-
ister for Health:

(1) (a) Has the Minister reviewed the
policy of concentrating paediatric
services at Princess Margaret Hos-
pital:

(b) if so, has 'a decision been made to
change this policy?

(2) (a) Has consideration been giveti to
the proposal of the City of Subiaco

*and other local authorities that
paediatric services in the mectropoli-
tan area should be decentralised:

(b) if so,rwhat dicision has been made
by the Government on these pro-
posals?

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon (for the Hon.
D. J. WORDSWORTH) replied:
(1) and (2).A great deal of consideration

has been given to the question of paedi-
atric services. The following information
indicates the present and planned future
intentions.

In a city the size of Perth, it is prac-
ticable to have only one specialist hos-
pital for the care of children.

The Princess Margaret Hospital must
continue in its current role as the State's
paediatric teaching hospital which caters
for children not only from the metro-
politan area, but from throughout the

State. -A substantial proportion of its
paiients.come from country areas. There
is no justification for the duplication of
many services which are warranted only
at one centre.
The bed size of the Princess Margaret
Hospital has been limited to 350, com-
pared With 305 available at present. All
other redevelopment relates to essential
upgrading and expansion of departrmnts
no adequately service the hospital..
Fremantle Hospital has a 60-bed paedi.
atric facility and: it is planned that the
Lakes Hospital will have a unit of simii-
lar size. Each of the other metropolitan
hospitals has a small unit for the treat-
ment of children by practitioners in the
local area. The unit at'the Armadale-
lKelmscott Hospital' will be increased in
size and the new hospital at Wanneroo
Will include beds. for. children.
There are logistical difficulties in provid-
ing special clinics for children in the
suburbs, not the least of which is the
availability of paediatricians.
Discussions an the feasibility of paedi-
*atric out-patient clinics in the outer 'sub-
urbs are still proceeding.

* PRISONS

Aborigines
175. The Hon. F. E. McKenzie for the Hon.

LYLA ELLIOTt, to the Leader of the
House, representing the Chief Secretary:

Will the Minister advise--
(a) the number of prisoners presently

held in Western Australian prisons;
(b) the percentage *of those prisoners

who are of Aboriginal descent;
(c) whether persons of Ahoriginal

descent are aver-represented on a
population basis;

(d) the proportion of those Aborigines
in prison whose offence could :be
directly or indirectly linked to
alcohol abuse;

(c) what rehabilitation facilities are
being employed for these prisoners,
which provide for the unique cul-
tural, social and emotional situa-
tion of the Aboriginal people; and

(f) whether the Department has any
plans to improve existing rehabili-
tation facilities, and if so, what are
they?
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The Hon. G. C. MacICINNON replied:

(a) 1 130.
(b) 32.74 per cent.
(c) Yes. Aborigines comprise only

2.1255 per cent of the population.
(d) Figures not available. To further

assist the HoA. Member, she is re-
ferred to the House of Representa-
tives Standing Committee on Abori-
ginal Affairs Official Hansard Re-
port of Proceedings held in Perth
on 28th October, 3976, and to the
Department of Corrections Re-
search Report No. 27 dealing with
alcohol and Aboriginal imprison-
ment rates.

(e) The Department of Corrections has,
wherever possible, complied with
the United Nations Standard Mini-
mum Rules for the Treatment of
Prisoners and Related Recommen-
dations which provide that there
shall be no discrimination on the
grounds of race, colour, sex, lan-
guage, religion, political or other
opinion, national or social origins,

,/Property, birth or other status.
(M Yes, to further explore the develop-

ment of co-operative enterprise.

PASTORAL LEASES
Number Occupied and A bandoned

176. The M-on. R. F., CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Transport, representing the Mint-
Ester for Lands:

(1) In each of the Scate's pastoral regions
Will the Minister advise-

(a) the number of occupied pastoral
leases; and

(b) the number in each region subject
to a stock reduction programme?

(2) How many pastoral properties have
been abandoned since the 1st January,
1977?

(3) (a) Has the Government a programme
for the re-location of pastoralists,
or cancellation of a lease where a
property is shown to be no longer
economically viable;

(b) if so, will the Minister supply
details?

The Hon. G. C. Mac-Kinnon (for the Hon.
D. J. WORDSWORTH) replied.

(1) (a) There are 584 pastoral leases regis-
tered in the whole of the State. Of
these, 98 are in the Kimberley Divi-
sion and 486 in the remaining four
Divisions of the State.

(b) 44 in the Kimberley Division and
32 in the remaining pant of the
State (Gascoyne Catchment. area).

(2) No pastoral leases have reverted to the
Crown since 1st January, 1977, because
of abandonment.

(3) (a) No.
(b) Answered by (3)(a).

[COUNCIL]1994


