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Wednesday, the 24th August, 1977

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

WILDLIFE CONSERVATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by the Hon. G. C.

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

ROAD TRAFFIC ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
motion hy the Hon. D. J. Wordsworth (Minister
for Transport), read a first time.

Second Reading
THE HON. a. J. WORDSWORTH

(South-Minister for Transport) (4.52 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Road
Traffic Act to provide for an increase in motor
vehicle registration and motor drivers' licence
fees. Motor vehicle registration fees will rise by
30 per cent and drivers' licence fees by $2 to $7.

As there will be no alteration to the existing
third party insurance rates and recording fee, the
actual percentage increase on the total amount a
Motorist now pays to reregister his vehicle will be
much less than 30 per cent of his present
commitment.

For example, for the Datsun 120Y, the
proposed licence fee will represent an increase of
10 per cent on the total annual registration charge
and the comparable percentage increases for the
Holden Torana Sunbird, Ford Falcon 500, and
Fairlane are 12 -per cent, 15. per cent, and 17 per
cent respectively.

In hard cash, the licence fee for the Datsun
120Y will rise from $24.07 to $31.25, for the
Torana Sunbird from $36.52 to $47.44, for the
Ford Falcon 500 from $48.97 to $63.64, and for
the Ford Pairlane from $68.06 to $88.47. The
comparable fees in Victoria for these cars are
$33.60, $49.30, $69. 10, and $95.50.

The licence fee for the Bedford three and four-
(27)

ton truck will rise from $207.10 to $269.23.
compared with the Victorian fee of $272.80

The proposed increase of $2 in the drivers'
licence fee will bring Western Australia more into
line with the average fee charged in New South
Wales, Victoria and South Australia.

The proposals are based on retaining the
existing 50 per cent concession for a farmer's or
grazier's truck and for trucks paying the road
maintenance charge. In addition, the full or half
concession on motor vehicle licence fees will still
apply in respect of eligible TPI and invalid
pensioners, and the driver's licdnce fee for eligible
pensioners will be maintained at the current level
of $3 which means that their present licence fee
concession of $2 will be increased to $4.

While the Government has been most reluctant
to impose these additional charges, they are
absolutely essential if the State's road
construction programme is to be maintained at
anything like its present rate and if employment
on roadworks is to be kept at the existing level.

Notwithstanding high inflation rates, vehicle
and drivers' licence fees have not been altered in
Western Australia since October, 1974.

Currently, car licence fees in the other
mainland States are between 15 and 29 per cent
higher than they are here. Medium and heavy
trucks are 7 to 23 per cent higher and light trucks
13 per cent higher. However, a direct comparison
with other States at any particular point in time is
not wholly relevant as some of the other States
will be faced in the near future with an increase in
their own fees to meet their road funding
commitments.

The most recent increase in vehicle licence fees
was implemented by Victoria at the beginning of
this year and a comparison with that State, which
also uses the power-weight system of licensing, is
more relevant. At present, the Victorian fees for
motorcars are 40 per cent above the WVestern
Australian level, so that even with the increases
proposed in this Bill our fees will still be below the
Victorian level.

Without the proposed increase, it would not be
possible for the State Government to maintain, in
real expenditure terms, a- balanced roadworks
programme throughout the State for the next
three years, including substantial grants to local
authorities. This is brought about largely by the
very small increase in the total Federal road
grants to this State. The 1976-77 grant of $58.3
million rose to only $6012 million for 1977-78, an
increase of only 3.2 per cent, which is a figure far
less than the current annual inflation rate. I might
add that for the previous year there was no rise at
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all. Also, it is unlikely that there will be any
increase, in real terms, in the Federal grants for
1978-79 and 1979-80.

There is also a considerable imbalance in this
year's Federal grants within road categories. In
particular, there is a severe cut-back of $9.7
million for urban arterial roads and it will be
necessary to use State funds to make good this
shortfall. A large proportion of the grants to
metropolitan local authorities is for urban arterial
roads under their control.

It will be appreciated that in the allocation of
State funds it is necessary to prevent a sharp fall
in allocations to a particular region as this has
multiplier effects on regional employment and
economic activity levels.

The increases in road user charges, as proposed
in this Bill, are to offset the shortage of Federal
funds and to meet the pressing road needs of the
State, particularly in such areas as the Pilbara
where considerable upgrading of roads is required
to improve transport and living conditions and
also to continue grants, including statutory
payments to local authorities for which
complimentary legislation will be introduced
shortly. Without these increases, the net yield for
roadworks from vehicle and drivers' licence fees
would amount to an estimated $34.6 million this
year.

The increases which are to be effective from the
Ist October will bring in an additional $7.9
million this financial year and about $10.5 million
in a full year.

In conclusion, I would again emphasise that the
Government has been most reluctant to increase
vehicle licence fees, but in view of the low level of
Federal road funds available to it, it has had little
option in the matter.

The Federal Government's anti-inflation policy
and the consequent influence it has had on its
road fund allocation to the States has left us with
no alternative other than to pick up the shortfall
between'the level of Federal grants and the urgent
road needs of this State. While the additional
funds it will generate will help substantially, there
are still many road needs that will have to be
deferred for the time being.

I commend the Bill to the House.
THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South

Metropolitan) 15.02 p.m.]: I think I will be kind
to the Minister seeing it is the first Bill he has had
the honour to introduce, but I say he must have
spoken with tongue in cheek, and must have felt
hypocritical at the time. If one casts one's mind
back to when the Minister was a back-bencher of
the previous Government, one might recall a

speech he made in which he criticised the
Whitlam Government for the lack of fund
allocations to service roads in the Esperance area.
I am only using my memory; I am sure I am spot
on. When we read the Minister's concluding
remarks we see he has made some concession. The
Minister indicated the Government has been
reluctant to increase fees but it was faced with
little option as a result of the low level of Federal
road grants, it being part of the Federal
Government's anti-inflation policy.

During the Whitlam era we bad enough money
to increase construction of major highways and
roads, and we had an increase in CAR grants for
local authorities, so we had a road pattern
developed throughout Australia and Western
Australia. Only last week Mr Withers
commented, quite rightly I thought as the
representative of his province, to the effect that he
had written to the Commonwealth Minister
objecting to the gift of funds to overseas countries
when money was so urgently needed to construct
roads in the Kimberley.

When we were in Government the then
Opposition was continually putting forward a case
that not enough money was being made available
by the Whitlam Government, or by the State
Government, for road expenditure. Of course, if
one recalls that time and takes into consideration
the rate of inflation since then, one realises it was
during that three-year period that record amounts
of money were spei'u in Western Australia and
Australia as a whole.

I think it is rather hypocritical for the
Government to say it is reluctant to increase fees
because of the Federal Government's anti-
inflationary policy. What a lot of hogwash!

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I agree with you.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is totally

insincere. I do not know who wrote the notes for
the Minister, but I believe they were not written
in the Minister's spirit or intention. I realise he is
acting on behalf of ihe Minister for Police and
Traffic, but when I was a Minister I would not
make admissions such as those.

What does this new federalism mean? When
the Fraser Government came into office we had
the Premier of Western Australia virtually
spelling out what the new federalism would mean,
and no doubt he used every bit of influence that
he could on Mr Fraser to explain just what it
would be all about. On the 12th April of this year
the Premier stated-

The agreement was one of the greatest
breakthroughs in Commonwealth-State
relations.
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In The West Australian of the 10th April he
said-

The big improvement over the existing
scheme was that it would give the States
control over their finances. This would give
State Governments greater responsibility and
more scope for administration in tune with
local needs.

We find this has not come about. We find also
that Western Australia's allocation for urban
arterial roads was cut by $10 million from $21
million to $11 million. That is almost a 50 per
cent reduction which would set back the
completion of the Kwinana Freeway and Mitchell
Freeway extensions for something like four or five
years.

Let us have a look at what the Minister for
Police and Traffic said when he returned from the
State Ministers' conference. The newspapers of
the day indicated the situation was disastrous for
Western Australia. Mr O'Connor said it was
disastrous; and the Premier then made another
attempt to get more road funds as did Mr
O'Connor. So where is this federalism?

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: They got $2.3 million
more at that time last year.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am talking about
this year, not last year.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: When Mr O'Connor
was over there he got $2.3 million more.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: But inflation went
up by 13 per cent.

The Hon. HI. W. Gayfer: I want you to get your
facts right.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: I am always
accurate and I am telling the Government
members what happened. If anyone wants to
dispute my words he could check with the
Minister who has an adviser in the Chamber, who
could say whether or not I am accurate. I think he
would be the best person to arbitrate on the
matter.

We rind that this new federalism is setting back
the extension of the Kwinana Freeway for
something like four or five years. and even Mr
O'Connor admits that. It is nearly a 50 per cent
reduction in funds in that area.

In the Minister's notes he said, in part, that
there is a severe cut-back of $9.7 million in the
Federal grant for urban arterial roads and it is
necessary to use State funds to make up this
shortfall. There is a difference between the
Minister's figures and mine, but I am talking of
what was printed in the Press at the time.

Only a few weeks ago I had a telephone call

from a town council which was making an inquiry
on behalf of a group of town councils, indicating
their concern. These include councils of which you
represent, Mr President, and they had held a
meeting. They were trying to draw up their
budgets and determine just how much money the
local authorities would receive under this
measure. They Still do not know. Yet here we find
the local authorities have to make inquiries of me
in an attempt to strike their rates in conformity
with the Local Government Act. They could not
obtain this information from the Government on
what formula was to be applied and how much
money they could expect to receive for their
domestic road construction programmes and their
other responsibilities involving CAR grants. They
do not have this informialion yet and I would say
that most local authorities now have struck their
rates without knowing how much they will
receive. What the Government is doing here is
something new in Western Australia. Certainly
the activities of the Court Government are new
because i t has increased progressively the rates,
taxes, and charges over a 12-month period leading
up to a Budget and then it brings down the
Budget as a ploy to make it appear the Budget is
a good one. But the Government has introduced
all these increases over a period of time prior to
bringing down the Budget.

Here is another example. This is a savage
increase being brought in to penalise motorists,
and when the next Budget is introduced there will
not be much of an increase in this area at all. This
has been the pattern of deception practised by the
Court Government. Although one can pat local
authorities on the head as much as one likes, as
the Court Government is prone to do, when it
comes down to tintacks and the local authorities
want to know what money they are to receive the
Government remains silent.

The councils are forced to ring me; and they
have indicated they had tried everything and even
rang Mr O'Connor, but he would not tell them.
They rang the Premier but he too would not tell
them.

The IHon. H. W. Gayfer: They were asking
what they were to get from the State?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: They wanted to
know what amounts they would get from
Commonwealth road grants.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Why didn't they open
their mail?

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Did you contact
me on this?

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I think you will find Mr
O'Connor was the Minister at the time.
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The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: Mr O'Connor

replied that they could contact whom they liked,
but no-one could Find out. The Government was
going to make the decision at the right time, he
said. Local authorities are left completely in the
dark. I would say that many local authorities
would not know what were the contents of this
Bill. It seems an attempt would be made to cover
up the shortfall, and the Government knew what
it would be.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You would know I
was the Minister responsible for that.

The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: I did not make the
inquiries, but I am indicating what the local
authorities did. They rang complaining of the
treatment they received from the Government. It
does not matter whom they rang; it is the
Government's responsibility to tell them what
they were going to get prior to striking their rates.

In Western Australia the Government is a one
man band. It is Sir Charles Court; he directs all
the Ministers. This federalism aspect should be
taken to its logical conclusion by the Government.
Are we going to benefit by it or not? The
Government should be honest and tell the people
now what its attitude will be, because the last
Federal Budget has been a flop. It has been
criticised and castigated by every section of the
community-the Chamber of Manufactures,
insurance companies, banks, employer
organisations, and workers.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: So what is new?
Does not that happen with every Budget?

The H-on. R. THOMPSON: No, it does not
happen. Initially several favourable comments
were made by leading newspapers but they have
had second thoughts about the Federal Budget
because of the line print that was contained in the
Budget documents.

In the Minister's introductory speech he said-
The proposals are based on retaining the

existing 50 per cent concession for a farmer's
or grazier's truck, and for trucks paying the
road maintenance charge.

I am not arguing about the concessions to
farmers. That is not my argument, and I reel sure
the Hon. Margaret McAleer will agree with me
because I can recall her making a speech praising
the activities of fishermen. I think it may have
been her maiden speech, if my memory serves me
correctly. I have raised this matter on many
occasions. Fishermen are primary producers but
there is no concession for them. Many fishermen
have four-wheel-drive vehicles with which to go

onto the beach and they have to have them
licensed so that there is third party insurance
cover if anyone is injured. Those vehicles very
seldom go onto the roadway but the fishermen
have to pay a licence fee. Is it not reasonable to
expect a concession for fishermen who are as
much primary producers as the Minister is?
Fishermen are entitled to a concession just as
much as pastoralists. graziers, or farmers in
Western Australia. I trust the Minister can give
me some good reason as to why a fisherman is not
entitled to a 50 per cent rebate.

The only good thing about this Bill-and it is
not a satisfactory one-is that it contains no
provision to interfere with the driving licence fees
payable by pensioners. However, on the 18th
August Mrs Fleming, the General Secretary of
the Australian Pensioners' League, wrote to Mr
Jones, MLA. Her letter was headed "Reduction
in Car Licences for Pensioners" and it reads-

It has been brought to my notice that new
legislation is to be introduced shortly in
which could be involved the cost of
registration and licence fees for motor
vehicles.

As you are the representative of a country
area I am sure that you would be well aware
of the necessity for some pensioners to retain
whatever motor vehicle they may have, in
order to visit their doctor, chemist, for
normal shopping and etc., because of the lack
or insufficiency of public transport.

I wish to ask if you could make a strong
plea on behalf of such pensioners, not only in
your own area but pensioners in general, that
there be some provision made in accordance
with the recommendation of a Committee of
Enquiry, held some time before I came to
Western Australia, that a reduction in cost
be provided for eligible pensioners.

In a recently published newspaper report it
was stated that the cost of living for an
average family, presumably two adults and
two children, is in the vicinity of $179.00 per
week. This amount seems ludicrous to we
pensioners even allowing for the half or
quarter of the stated amount which could
perhaps be estimated from that report to
apply to a single pensioner or married couple,
but in view of the Federal Budget proposal to
increase the cost of petrol by I I cents per
gallon I do make this urgent plea for extra
consideration for all pensioner car users.

I agree with the submission that has been made
by Mrs Fleming, but I think we must go back a
little irt time because in 1974, when this
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Government had been in office for six months, it
increased vehicle licence fees by about the same
amount as it is now doing. When we were dealing
with the Committee stage of that Bill I moved an
amendment. This can be found at page 1345 of
volume 2 of Hansard for the I Ith September,
1974. The Bill on that occasion was a Bill for an
Act which was totally different from the old one.
It cut out the reference to pensioners from the
previous Act. I moved the following
amendment-

(c) by adding a new subsection after
subsection (5b) to stand as subsection
(5c) as follows-

(Sc) Any person who proves to the
satisfaction of the local authority that
he is in receipt of a pension under the
provisions of "Social Services Act
1947-1972" (Commonwealth Statute)
or of a service pension under the
provisions of t'Ripatriation Act 1920-
1972" (Commonwealth Statute) and
that he is for the time being eligible to
participate in those concessions
generally referred to as pensioner
fringe benefits shall not in respect of
one vehicle owned by him be liable to
pay the recording fee specified in Part
I of the Third Schedule to this Act
and the local authority shall in respect
of one vehicle owned by any such
person charge only one half of the
licence fee payable according to the
scale in Part [il of the Third Schedule
to this Act.

That was the first amendment. What developed
after that? The debate went on for page after
page. The then Minister utterly confused
everybody in the House. I was quoting from
Hansard and I mentioned what the Minister had
said in his reply at the second reading stage of the
Bill. He said-

I cannot agree with the broad Statement
that pensioners should get the concessions
they so rightly deserve.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Were those your
words?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No, they are Mr
Baxter's words.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: I think you will find, if
you check, that they are the words you used. I
was repeating your words.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No, this is what it
was.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Go back and have a
look.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: All right, I shall.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You made the broad

statement.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I said-

...the quotes appear at pages 1225 and
1226 of Hansard No. 7. As I have already
mentioned, the Minister said-

Then I quoted what the then Minister said.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You made the broad

statement previously.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: That is what Mr

Baxter said and I am going to prove that he said
it.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: You go back to your
own words.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Then the Minister
is reported on page 1355 as having said-

I will not leave members of the Opposition
in any doubt about my attitude towards this
amendment. I will not accept it. I will
proceed to say why. Firstly, it is an ill
conceived amendment in that it provides for
one small section of pensioners-the most
affluent.

He went on to say-
I said the most affluent pensioners-those

who can afford to own a motorcar.
The then Minister was saying that a person who
can afford to own a motorcar and is a pensioner is
affluent. I do not know how a pensioner in
Karratha, Kununurra, Tom Price, Collie, or any
other country town, or on the outskirts of any
country town, would ever get to buy his stores or
provisions unless he has a motorcar, because no
public transport exists in these places. I am
pleased to see that Mr Withers is nodding his
head in agreement with me.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: What you say is
perfectly true.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: These are the
people who were termed affluent pensioners. The
then Minister said that he was rejecting the
amendment for that simple reason. I am not being
critical of him because he was placed in the
position of handling the Bill on behalf of another
Minister. But a committee had been set up two
months prior to this date, the I11th September.
1974, to inquire into all concessions for
pensioners. When I questioned the then Minister
further he stated that because some of the people
were out of the State, it had not been possible to
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name the members of the committee. That is fair
enough; there is no disagreement about that.

The Hoh. N. E. Baxter: To finalise the
committee.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: That is right; there
is no argument about that. I would say it was
some time in October, 1974, that Mr Peter
Gorton from the Community Welfare
Department actually beaded this committee. Is
that right, Mr Baxter?

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is right.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Knowing Mr

Gorton, I know that he would have worked
tirelessly in conjunction with his committee to
bring out a series of recommendations. I imagine
it would have been six to eight months before the
committee completed its findings.

Questions were then asked in this House and in
another place about what happened to the report,
because to the best of my knowledge the report
was never circulated to members of Parliament.
We are as wise today as we were then, and to the
best of my knowledge the Government has not
acted on one part of that report.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Oh yes, it has.
The I-on. R. THOMPSON: We have not seen

a copy of the report.
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It is probably available

in the library.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It was not

circulated. In reply to a question asked in 1974,
the Minister stated-

Subsequent to the letter referred to,
Cabinet has set up a committee to investigate
whether some special action can be taken to
assist pensioners with the payment of vehicle
license fees.

Now, in 1977, we have a Bill before us but there
is no recommendation for pensioners to be treated
lightly or to receive any consideration whatsoever.
How sincere was the Government in 1974 when it
fobbed off my amendment which had been drawn
up by the Parliamentary Draftsman to meet all
the necessary requirements? My amendment was
rejected out of hand. The vote on my amendment
appears at page 1366, of Hansard for 1974, and
the division list shows that the Hon. C. ft. Abbey,
the Hon. N. E. Baxter, the Hon. G. W. Berry, the
1-16n. H. W. Gayfer, the Hon. T. Knight, the Hon.
G. E. Masters, the HonL M. McAleer, the Hon.
N. McNeill, the Hon. 1. D. Medcalf, the Hon. 1.
G. Pratt, the Hon. J. C. Tozer, the Hon. W. ft.
Withers, the Hon. D. J1. Wordsworth, and the
Hon. V. J. Ferry all voted against the
amendment.

Surely when those members voted against my
amendment they must have had some feelings of
conscience with regard to what went on in their
own party room. The Minister at the time had
promised to alleviate some of the hardship faced
by pensioners in 1974, but it seems that in 1977 it
is thought the pensioners and members of
Parliament have forgotten the promise, and the
Government is prepared to proceed in the belief
that everything will be rosy.

Well, we on this side do not forget; that is not
our practice. I think it is just plain dishonesty for
the Government to introduce a Bill without any
regard for its undertakings, and without any
regard for the recommendations of the committee.
It is a disgrace; it is a cheap way of trying to fool
Parliament with regard to the true intentions of
the Government.

We know quite well the Premnier makes
statements from day to day, but within three days
of his flrst statement he contradicts it because he
realises that most people remember what they
have read for a period of two or three days only.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Does the member know
the recommendation of the committee of inquiry?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I do not know; I
have not seen the report.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: That is your fault.
The Hon. ft. THOMPSON: No, it is not my

fault.
The H-on. N. E. Baxter: Of course it is. Copies

are available in the library, and have been for a
long time.

The Hon. Rt. THOMPSON: For how long?
The Hon. N. E. Baxter: For about two years, I

suppose.
The I-on. R. THOMPSON: Well, 1 have never

heard of the report, or of the recommendations
contained in it.

The proposal to increase motor vehicle licence
fees by 30 per cent, and drivers' licence fees by $2
is a savage move on the part of the Government. I
do not know how workers, whether they be white
or blue collar workers, public servants, or top
executives in business, will be able to afford to
travel between their homes and their places of
employment in and around the metropolitan area.
They will not be able to use public transport,
because we have one of the worst metropolitan
transport services in the world.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: We have not.
The Hon. G. E. Masters: Why does the

member make a statement like that?
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I will prove we
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have one of the worst metropolitan transport
systems in the world, if the member opposite will
be patient. In most other countries throughout the
world there are crosswurban transport systems.
Can the member opposite tell me how a worker
living in Kwinana and working at Welshpool is
able to get to work? He is totally reliant on his
motor vehicle. How can a shift worker travel
between Scarborough and Kwinana if he does not
have his own vehicle? The same applies to a
worker travelling between Wembley and
Maddington. We do not have a public transport
system to cater for those people.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Would the
member opposite be. prepared to pay for that sort
of service to operate 24 hours a day?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If the Minister
will just listen to me, he will know I am not
advocating that at all. I am saying we have one of
the worst public transport systems in the world,
and I have seen about 30 systems operati ng in
other countries. I do not think we should have to
pay for that type of service. I am saying we are
reliant completely on the motorcar, whether we be
workers or executives.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: How would you get
from Vaucluse to Manly in Sydney?

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Drive over one of the
bridges.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: It is very difficult to
travel in Sydney, also.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: In Sydney a
person in that situation would probably have to
travel by ferry.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Then why should the
person you speak about not travel to Perth and
pick up other transport to complete his journey?9

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: What about the
shift worker?

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: They are able to do it
in Sydney.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The member is
substantiating my argument. The worker in
Sydney is just as reliant on private transport as i s
the person in the cases I have mentioned.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: But you said we had
the worst transport system in the world.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, I said we had
the worst public metropolitan transport system in
the world. The workers who keep the wheels of
industry turning are reliant on motorcars. They
have to have motorcars otherwise they would not
be able to keep their jobs. However, the
Government continues to slug the owners of
motor vehicles by continually increasing licence

fees. The Government is aware that the people
cannot rebel in any way; if they do not go to their
jobs they lose them, and then they are referred to
by the Government as dole bludgers. Of course,
that term is starting tb lose its popular appeal,
even with the Government.

We are dealing with a set Of Circumstances
under which the people cannot rebel against the
increases, because they rely on their motor
vehicles to be able to earn a living. A worker who
has to travel from one urban area to another is in
much the same situation as a person who lives 10
miles out from a country town where there is no
public transport.

If the Minister is able to tell me, and give
examples of, how people who live in Mandurah
and work at Kwinana can travel to work by public
transport, I will apologise in no uncertain terms.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: Does the member
know it is cheaper to use a taxi than to own a
private car?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Do not believe
that.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Obviously the member
-opposite has not been travelling in many taxis.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: It is cheaper to
allow your wife carte blanche with regard to taxis,
than to give her a miotorcar.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Will the Minister give
me that in writing?

The PRESIDENT: Order, please.
The Hon. R. THOMPSO N: I live in Fremantle

and sometimes I get a taxi from the airport to
Fremantle. I would not like to have to use a taxi
every night to travel from Belmont to work on the
wharf, because I would show a loss each night.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: You have to take into
account the loss on capital investment and
depreciation.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: On top of that loss
I would still have to get home again in the early
hours of the morning.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Would you not receive
travelling allowances?

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It is a very miserable
amount.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The waterside
workers do not receive a travelling allowance.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: They would be about
the only ones who do not.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: There is no
travelling allowance at all, ,so the argument that
to use taxis is cheaper than running one's. own
motorcar cannot be sustained.
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I was mast interested in a news release dated
the 25th February, 1977. The release emanated
from the Federal Minister for Transport, the
Hon. P. J. Nixon, and it reads-

The Minister for Transport, Mr Peter
Nixon said today the Government had placed
emphasis on overcoming the problems of
Local Government in both urban and rural
areas throughout Australia iii its allocation
of road funds for 1977-78.

".Of the total Commonwealth
appropriation of $475 million for 1977-78, a
total of $115.27 million will be Provided for
Urban and Rural Local roads" Mr Nixon
said.

"This represents an increase of 46 per cent
or $36.6 million over the amount provided
last year for these categories".

He said, "The Government will be
increasing its contribution towards
expenditure on Urban Local roads by 81 per
cent and for Rural Local by 39 per cent over
1976-77" .. .

"I informed State Ministers at ATAC
today of the importance the Government
places on ensuring that Local Government
needs are adequately covered and that our
proposed allocations clearly reflected that
priority".

He said, "I told my State counterparts
that unless and until I can be certain the
Government's priorities for Local
Government are met, it is the
Commonwealth's intention to channel its
funds in such a way, and to such an extent,
there can be no credence to any claim that
the Commonwealth is responsible for road
funding difficulties at the Local Government
level".

I ask the -Minister: Did he not attend that
conference?

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Mr Nixon did not
turn up at the conference which I attended.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: He was too frightened!
The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: I do not think Mr

Nixon would be too frightened.
The H-on. R. THOMPSON: I would like the

Minister to answer that statement made by the
Federal Minister.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I will be happy to
answer it.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: If the Minister
answers in the affirmative, that will be against the
intent and content of the Bill now before us.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I will be happy to
explain.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The Minister said
that because of the shortfall of $9.75 million it
would be necessary to increase motor vehicle
licence fees. Now, who is telling the truth?

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I will explain.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Is Mr Nixon

telling the truth, or is the Minister representing
the State Government telling the truth? One of
the two must be telling lies.

The H-on. D. J. Wordsworth: What was the
$9.7 million deficiency?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Does not the
Minister know what is in his own notes?

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: You will find it is
in a different category; it is a deficiency in urban
arterial roads and you are referring to urban local
roads. They are two different categories.

The Eon. R. THOMPSON: Does the Minister
want to know the categories, because I have the
figures?

The Hon. D. J1. Wordsworth: I told you the
categories.

The Hon. Rl. THOMPSON: These figures were
contained in the Press release put out by Mr
Nixon. They are as follows-

National highway deal to do
national highways ........

Major commerce roads ... _
National roads ............

$
4.20 million

1.59 million
21.02 million

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: That is just a
subtotal-the $21.02 million.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: To continue-

Rural arterial roads............ 9.41 million
Rural local roads .............. 14.4 million
Urban arterial roads........... 11.00 million
Urbanlocal roads............... 2.37 million
Miters ............................ 2.00 million

Road grants total ........... 39.18 million
So that is a total for Western Australia of $60.2
million. According to this Press statement there is
no reason in the world for the Government to put
up licence fees; there is no mention of increased
fees in it.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I think you will
find Mr Nixon is saying that the States are not
raising enough money.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: These are the
Minister's words.
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The I-on. D. KC Dans: He has been using the
horrible Whitlam phrase, "The user must pay".

The Hon. H-. W. Gayfer: He said a cut-back of
$9.7 million for certain roads.

The Hon. R, THOMPSON: He said there was
a deficiency of $9.7 million in the Federal grant.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: That is not a
deficiency.

The IHon. R. THOMPSON: I stand corrected.
The PRESIDENT; Order! Will the honourable

member direct his comments to me and cease
these conversations across the Chamber?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Yes, Sir, I am only
too happy to do that. The Minister said that it is
necessary for the State Government to use its
funds to make up the shortfall for urban arterial
roads. Of course in another area he says that the
State Government will have to meet the shortfall
for urban local roads. This is the money that will
be paid to locpal authorities, so let us say that $4
million will go to local authorities and $5 million
will go to finance the continuation of the Mitchell
Freeway, or something like that. The Minister has
not explained this matter to us in his second
reading speech, but it is something we should
know.

I will refer once again to Mr Nixon's news
release with the attached figures. There was a 19
per cent increase for rural local roads, and a 73
per cent increase for urban local roads. So it does
not matter which way one looks at the figures,
they do not add up to the situation explained to us
by the Minister.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I thihk you will
find they do add up. That is the point I made.
They add up to less money.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: They might add
up to less money, but I remind Government
members that God is now in Canberra-the mank
who was to he the Liberal Party saviour with his
Federal policies.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Sorry-I thought
he had lost the election!

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: We have this new
federalism, but what do we find?

The Non. D. K. Dans: I thought he was in
Rome.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It is the motorists,
including the pensioners who wish to license their
motor vehicles who are to be slugged. No
consideration is being given to the people who
must use a motorcar to earn a living.

The legislation is a disgrace, although we are
becoming used to this type of measure introduced

by the Federal Government. For many years we
heard about what was wrong with the Ton kin
Government and the Whitlam Government in
regard to increased taxes, but those increases
could in no way be compared with those the Court
Government has inflicted on the public since it
came to office. In this period water rates have
been increased by 60.3 per cent; country water
rates have been increased by 92.27 per cent south
of the 26th parallel, and by 99.81 per cent north
of the 26th parallel; excess water rates increased
by 143.11 per cent; sewerage rates increased by
83.3 per cent.

The PRESIDENT; I do not think this has
anything to do with the Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: It has a great deal
to do with the savage increases imposed by this
Government, Mr President. The Government has
spread these increases over a period of time, and
it is hopeful that the electors will forget about
them. For three years we heard all about the
increases imposed by the Tonkin Government, but
those increases were negligible compared with
those of the Court Government. We heard all
about the misdoings of the Whitlam Government,
and I feel on some occasions, Sir, you may have
referred to these matters yourself. So I think it is
fair for me to continue.

The PRESIDENT: I am going to suggest that
it is not fair for you to continue, and that the
information you have just given us in my view has
nothing whatever to do with the Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: These increases
arc a savage impost on the people, and I wish to
make some further comments when I have dealt
with them. I think it is necessary, with your
permission, that I should be able to continue.
Sewerage rates have been increased by 83.3 per
cent.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: Over what period?
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Since the Court

Government came into power.
The PRESIDENT; Order! I do not mind the

honourabie member saying that this is one of
several increases, but I do not believe the fact that
sewerage rates have been increased has anything
to do with the Bill. I recommend to the
honourable member that he should confine his
remarks to what is contained in the Bill.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON; How sincere can
the Premier and the Ministers of the Crown be
when all the time they attack the workers in
regard to producitvity? The Ministers blame
everything on inflation, and they say, "We want
more productivity; we have to bring down
inflation."
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This measure now before us introduces a savage
increase of 30 per cent in motor vehicle fees. The
average increase in these taxes and charges-that
is, shipping, Westrail freights, metropolitan rail
and bus fares, Motor vehicle licence fees, drivers'
licence fees, abattoir slaughtering charges, gas
rates, and electricity charges-would be about 80
to 90 per cent since the Court Government came
inito office. However, incomes have not increased
by 90 per cent over that period of time. It is very
insincere to mislead the people, to lie to the
people, because that is what the Government is
doing.

Point of Order
The Hon. G..C. MacKINNON: I do not mind

most of the honourable member's exaggerations,
but I must take exception to his use of the words
"lie to the people", and I ask that they be
withdrawn.

The PRESIDENT: I ask the honourable
member to withdraw the words.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I always obey your
rulings, Sir, and I will withdraw the words.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Thank you.

Debate Resumed
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The people should

not be misted by the Government when it makes
an appeal through the Press that inflation,
productivity, loss of man-hours, and other items
such as those, are the cause of our ills. The cause
of our ills is the management of Western
Australia by the Premier and his Cabinet.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: How would you
finance public works? How would you raise
money; it does not grow on trees, you know?

The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: During our three

years in office we proved that the money can be
spent differently. Money can be channelled into
areas of need rather than areas of greed. That is
the difference between the two Governments.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: Mr Cooley said not to
worry about big deficits.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: This Government's
policy is to impose sufficient taxes so that at the
end of the financial year it can say, "We have a
$3 million surplus." However,. in accumulating
this surplus the Government does not tell us that
it has run down the Department for Community
Welfare, the Police Department, and many other
departments.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: You haven't said how
you would raise the money.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I want to know
who is telling the lies here-Nixon, or the
Minister for Transport?

The Hon. G. E. Masters: It is very easy to
knock.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Mr Nixon is
saying that the Federal Government is doing the
right thing, and yet the State Government says
there is a shortfall in the funds. When the then
Minister for Transport (Mr O'Connor) came
back from one of the conferences he said that the
outcome was disastrous. I cannot recall hearing
any comments from Mr Wordsworth as to
whether the outcome of the conferences he
attended was disastrous or not, and whether or
not he considers the State Government has been
treated roughly. Possibly he may make a
statement as to how he feels the Commonwealth
Government has treated us, and just how much
money we have been given.

I oppose this Bill most strongly. I feel the
Government has not been sincere in its treatment
of the pensioners in view of the undertaking given
by a responsible Minister of the Crown in 1974.
How can we believe anything the Government
says? It has had three years to do something, and
nothing has been done. Therefore, I oppose the
Bill.

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-East
Metropolitan) [5.58 p.m.]: Again this Bill is one
that attacks the people in the community least
able to pay. We believe any sort of a tax that falls
with the same severity on everybody in the
community is a regressive taxation method. The
legislation makes no concessions in the way of
gradation, and even the most deprived people in
the community will be affected.

I do not believe I need elaborate on what the
Hon. Ron Thompson said about our transport
system except to expand on why we in Western
Australia have more cars per family than people
in any other State of Australia. Part of the reason
for this situation is that Western Australia covers
such a large area and there are long distances
between the towns. We find that country residents
own a disproportionate number of vehicles when
compared with country residents in other States.
So the fact that we have the largest ratio of
vehicles per head of population in the whole of
Australia is not caused solely by our public
transport system.

Nevertheless, the public transport system has a
great deal to do with the number of cars that are
on the road. The need to get to work and places of
education and recreation means that people who
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really cannot afford to run a car are forced to do
so.I

So .1 want to register our protest against this
Bill, which is inequitous in that it falls heavily on
people who can least afford to pay.

Sitting suspended from 6.01 to 7.30 p.m.
The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: Before the

evening tea suspension I was referring to the
increased charges as being inequitous in that they
fall on the rich and poor alike in a State in which
people are virtually forced to own a motor vehicle
because of the vast distances and Poor Public
transport.

I would like the Minister to consider the matter
of possibly registering vehicles by payment of a
fee, based on the value of the car. I know this
would require a considerable amount of
administrative manipulation, but nevertheless I do
not sell short our public servants and I am sure
they would be quite capable of dcvising such a
method of taxation.

The proposal in the Bill is a most regressive
type of taxation, particularly when we look at the
Budget brought down by the Federal
Government. It virtually applies a flat rate of tax
for all taxpayers. If one looks at the figures
presented by the Commissioner of Taxation one
will see there are some 5.5 million taxpayers; and
more than 5 million of them in 1973 and 1974
had a net income of less than $10000 a year.
Allowing for inflation and the fact that the 32 per
cent flat rate will apply to people with taxable or
net incomes between $3 000 or so and $16 000,
one can see that in fact we do have a flat rate of
income tax to all intents and purposes. It should
therefore be the duty of State Governments to
spread the burden a little more equitably.

So, if the Minister would perhaps look at that
the Opposition would not be so upset about the
fact that some battler running an old bomb is
paying the same registration for his car as others
on higher incomes do. Quite often he has to run
an uneconomical type of car because he has been
forced to buy someone else's large uneconomical
car; one that eats up the gas. He is unable to buy
a small economical car and so someone living at
Balga earning $6 000 or $7 000 a year is paying
the same registration fee as someone in Dalkeith,
such as Lang Hancock with his Rolls Royce or
whatever else. The Hon. Ron Thompson has
mentioned other inequities that have arisen
because of this harsh and inequitable taxation.

THE HON. H. W. CAYFERt (Central) [7.34
p.m.]: As I see it, this Bill is somewhat intriguing.
We are presumably a House of Review, and
legislation that is put forward to us should in my

opinion be fairly concise, especially in the
Minister's introductory speech, so that one knows
exactly for what purpose the Bill is being
introduced. .Consequently my second reading
comments-I will not call it a speech as I have
nothing prepared-will be purely and simply on
the lines of asking for answers to certain questions
that I shall put to the Minister as I go along.

One might say one should have been able to
pick up the theme of this Bill as it proceeded
through the other place and I daresay the very
points I shall raise were most likely raised in that
House. However, the Bill was introduced and
proceeded with in the other place yesterday.
Today we have the position where the Bill was
introduced in this House and immediately
proceeded with. To all intents and purposes, as we
do not as yet have a Hansard report of what took
place in the other House, we are relying on the
introductory notes of the Minister as a complete
and comprehensive introduction to the Bill.

Why has it been introduced? On looking at my
notes, which are the only notes I took while Mr
Thompson was speaking, my mind reflects on the
fact that there are probably four reasons for what
the Bill encompasses. Those reasons are-what
tax will be produced; why is it being produced; the
distribution of the tax when it is raised; and what
will be the effect of its introduction.

When I look at what the tax will produce I find
in answer to my questions of the 3rd August that
the increase of 30 per cent in motor vehicle
licence fees is expected to produce another $7.45
million to be available for expenditure on roads
generally. By my calculations it will lift the
amount from this source available for road
expenditure to $31 388 085. The increase in the
drivers' licence fee from $5 to $7 will increase the
amount, available from that source generally to
the State, to $900 000. However, only $450 000
of that is available for roadworks.

This leads me to the first question in respect of
which I find myself at variance with the
introductory notes of the Minister; that is, what
are the reasons for this increase to be introduced?
In the main, it is the shortage of funds for road
construction in the State. That is what the
Minister's second reading speech has virtually
indicated. I will not deal with why there is a
shortage, but that is the theme of the speech.

However, I Find in respect of motor vehicle
licence fees ' which are to be increased by
$900 000, only $450 000 of that will be going into
roadworks, so the other $450 000 is obviously
going somewhere else. It will go presumably into
Consolidated Revenue, or it could possibly go to
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the licensing authority for the increased charges
associated with the collection of those licence fees.
Here again I am in a quandary. After all is said
and done there should be no extra work in
collecting those licence fees other than an
alteration on the licence form to say how much
more is due.

So the extra $450 000 is going for some
purpose which is not stated in the Bill. The
increase of $2, from $5 to $7, is for a purpose, as
is the 30 per cent increase in motor vehicle
registrations to retain the existing 50 per cent
concession on a farmer's or grazier's truck and
other listed items. That will stay. That is
absolutely essential if road construction is to be
kept at the existing level. Drivers' licence fees
have not been altered in Western Australia since
October, 1974. I might inform the Hon. Ron
Thompson that I do not think the proposed
increase is similar to the amount by which they
were increased in 1974. They went up by 65 per
cent at that time, and 30 per cent compounded on
65 per cent is steep indeed.

Consequently the yield is very high. When one
looks at a business proposition one wishes to know
why the tax is invoked and where the money is
going. I do not have the answer yet. Last week I
asked a question on this very subject as follows-

Following the announced increase of 30
per cent in motor vehicle licensing, and the
$5 to $7 increase in drivers' licence fees,
what extra amount in both cases is expected
to be realised this Financial year?

I was alarmed at the curly nature of the reply-
The estimated increase in funds available

for expenditure on roads from motor vehicle
licence fees is $7.45 million and drivers'
licence fees $0.45 million.

The second part of my question was-
What were the amounts in both categories

of the above collected in the last financial
year?

The reply was-
Motor vehicle licence fees-$31 388 085.
Drivers' licence fees-$3 195 634 (half of

which only is available for expenditure on
roads).

So I deduce from the Minister, without the help
of his kind answer, that the $450 000 is only the
part that is to be used for roads; and from the
yield of $900 000, half is being used for
something else.

I want an answer. We have a Bill brought in for
the purposes of collecting money for roads and I
will argue the question later as to whether it is

right or wrong. It is also interesting to note that
the Main Roads Department receives its income
from several sources. It receives money from the
Commonwealth; this year it received an increase
of a paltry 3.2 per cent making an amount of
$60.2 million. The department also receives
income from motor drivers' licences, motor
vehicle licences, and road maintenance tax.

It is interesting to note that a greater sum of
money is expected from road maintenance tax this
year compared with last year. It is not much, but
it is still $150 000 or so. The department also
receives income from heavy haulage permits;
Overload permits; inter-departmental works;
private works, which I understand are fairly
substantial; loan funds; and several
Commonwealth grants which may be used for
access roads to an airport, or on repairs in the
event of cyclones or similar disasters occurring
where damage been has done.

Last year the total expenditure was
$110 092 697. So, forgetting the increase in road
maintenance tax, heavy haulage permits, or
overload permits-and presumably these will go
Up Or have gone up-we ind that in the two areas
under discussion there is $7.45 million extra
available for roads, and with the amount available
from drivers' licences it will be $8 million. On the
3rd August, regarding the allocation of funds, I
asked-

(1) Into what categories and individual
amounts does the Main Roads
Department intend to break up the
$43,650 million allocated this year from
State funds for road works in Western
Australia?

(2) What were the comparative figures of
the allocated total expenditure of
$42.1 16 million last financial year?

The difference between the $42.1 16 million of last
year and the $43.65 million of this year is roughly
an increase of $1.5 million, and yet we are
collecting another tax of about $8 million. I want
to know why we should be collecting an increased
amount of about $8 million when the total
increase in expenditure is only $1.5 million or
thereabouts on last year's road expenditure in this
State. Perhaps the Minister will say that I should
know, and most likely Mr Withers will try to give
the Minister a hand in this direction.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: No way!
The Hon. D. J1. Wordsworth: It is suggested the

money should go into Highway No. 1.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: That is possibly

where it will go. It is possible that the
Commonwealth has allocated funds to these
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rdrtlcular national highways and this has caused
the deficiency. Neverthiess, we should have some
reason given to us for the proposal to collect an
extra $8 million, in view of the facts I have
outlined. Possibly it has nothing to do with
roadworks at all. Possibly it is necessary because
of an increase in wages, salaries, and
administrative expenses, and because of new
buildings to be constructed. I do not know, If that
is the case then the notes which have been
supplied are certainly misleading in regard to the
reasoning behind the increase in charges.

Leaving that for a moment, let us refer to the
other argument. In his notes the Minister has said
there is also a considerable imbalance in this
year's Federal grants within road categories. He
has said that in particular there is a severe cut-
back of $9.7 million for urban arterial roads and
it will be necessary to use State funds to make
good this shortfall.

I ask: at whose expense? Have we been treated
harshly by the Commonwealth Government?
From my reading of the Press I understand the
Commonwealth Government has discriminated
against us. It has been most unkind in its
allocation of moneys to this State. In fact, the
increase from $58 million last year to $60 million
this year is a mere pittance, hardly keeping up
with inflationary trends.

I understand that the Federal Government
made a definite statement and gained the State's
concurrence that excess spending had to be
reduced to a minimum. This is what I understood
from my reading of the papers. Possibly the
Federal authorities had some reason for treating
us harshly. However, I have always believed that
Western Australia has never been treated right by
the Commonwealth Government in connection
with our roads, particularly when we take into
consideration the length of our roads and the
number of miles people must travel to get from
one point to another. Nevertheless the
Commonwealth's treatment of Western Australia
has been accepted and certain categories of roads
have been decided on for the distribution of road
funds. If we accept them, we must accept the
consequences associated with them. I might be
using harsh words, but I would like to know what
is meant when I said that this State has accepted
the situation.

Country shire councils are perturbed about the
imbalance of roadworks and the fact that the
Main Roads Department is taking money away
from country roads-mainly the local rural
roads-and using it for freeways. The Minister
has said-and I can quote his letters to prove
it-that it is necessary to preserve the balance

between all roads in the State. However, if money
is allocated by the Commonwealth for a specific
purpose, surely it is not right that that money
should be taken from the councils and used for
other purposes, thereby making the councils
suffer an imbalance as a result of the lack of
State funds. The Commonwealth Government has
stated that the State Government has not been
doing enough for country roads and that that is
why it has adopted its present course of action. It
is trying to ensure the imbalance does not
continue.

This view is also shared by other people. I have
here a letter from Mr Nixon, the Federal
Minister, to the shire clerk of Williams, dated the
26th April, 1977. I do not know whether the
Minister referred to in the letter is the present
Minister, but perhaps when I have read the letter
he will be good enough to tell me.

The Hon. D. i. Wordsworth: What is the date?
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The 26th April.
The Hon. D.1J. Wordsworth: It was probably I.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: One paragraph

intrigues me. Referring to funds to local
government generally, the letter reads-

In respect of the allocation of funds to
Local Government generally the Western
Australian Minister for Transport has
advised me that Local Government needs in
the State are well catered for because of the
large increase over 1975/76 in untied grants
as a result of our Government's Federation
policy. General grants to Western Australian
local government authorities in 1976/77
amount to $13.946 million of Federal and
State aid compared with $3.65 million
provided in 1975/76.

1 know these are not road funds, but this is the old
bogey that everybody is submitting. We are told
that the allocation of per capita tax giants should
be used for road funds. Our Minister for
Transport has said that the State is well catered
for. Perhaps his idea is that if he says the country
shires are doing all right, he will get the money
for the Mitchell Freeway or other urban roads. I
will deal with those categories later.

That was a very strange-statement the veracity
or which I cannot vouch for except that it is over
the signature of Peter Nixon. He goes on to say-

I should add that Commonwealth funds
are additional to the quota expenditure which
the State is required to provide from its own
resources and which for Western Australia
for 1977/78 is to be set at $39.8 million.

I have read a great deal about this and I object to
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the fact that the Bureau of Roads says that the
matching money shall be X number of dollars for
this year, X number of dollars for next year, and
so on. If my memory serves me correctly, the
bureau's recommendation was $44 million for
matching purposes, but in fact the Federal
Minister for Transport has set the figure at $39.8
million. Whether he has treated us harshly in that
respect I do not know, but these figures can be
substantiated in the documents I have here under
the signature of Mr Aitken, the Commissioner of
Main Roads. The letter from Mr Nixon further
states-

This is the minimum which the State must
spend to qualify for Commonwealth road
grants and while the allocation of these quota
funds is entirely a matter for the State to
determine they will be added to the urban
and rural road categories according to State
priorities.

I will not deal with this matter at great length at
this stage, but on the 14th March the country
shire councils were approached in regard to a new
formula for the distribution of State funds to
country shires. Such a formula was agreed to at a
meeting of country shires on the 14th March and
was designed to get away from the old formula
which has been in use for many years. .'It has been
altered slightly, but it was still based on the 1960
arrangement. The idea was to change to a
category involving the length of road and
population.

The shires realised that with the money being
allocated, they would be in queer street. Actually
it was a skilful move to compel the shires to make
the decision as to the distribution of money.

A number of questions have been raised, one
concerning the harshness of the Commonwealth's
treatment of us. The Commonwealth has not
given us a sufficient increase and it has directed
funds into categories which make it impossible for
the State to fulfil.

I was most intrigued with a letter 1 have here,
which reads-

I can appreciate that the State might well
place a different priority on marginal
expenditure in each of the four main -road
categories ...

The Federal Minister assures me, however,
that no reasonable request to transfer. funds
from one programme to another has ever
been denied, and that so long as transfers do
not leave local government lamenting, that
remains his attitude ...
Criticism is levelled at the Commonwealth
because a declining proportion of total road

funds is coming to Western Australia, yet
our share stands currently at 12.67 per
Cent..

On the face of it this figure does not seem
100 bad for a State with 8.5 per cent of the
population. I realise, of course, that our vast
distances mean that we in Western Australia
have greater road needs. However, it cannot
be argued that Western Australian roads
cater less well for those needs, On the
contrary, Western Australian roads are of
relatively high standard. The Bureau of
Roads indicates that this high standard was
not achieved as the result of a greater
commitment of resources within Western
Australia by State and local authorities.

This letter saying the figure does not seem too
bad because we have only 8.5 per cent of the
population was written by John Hyde, the Federal
member For Moore, who obviously agrees the
allocation is not too bad. So why are we actually
arguing at all times that the Commonwealth has
been unjust and unfair?

The Hon. W. R. Withers: He also said we had
a good standard of roads throughout Western
Australia but I would not agree with that.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Nor would Mr
Gayfer.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I do not quite
follow the argument.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: You are quoting a
letter saying it is quite factual.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I will repeat it for
the honourable member's benefit. The letter
states-

Criiicism is levelled at the Commonwealth
because a declining proportion of total road
funds is coming to Western Australia, yet
our share stands currently at 12.67 per cent.
On the face of it this Figure dues not seem too
bad for a State with 8.5 per cent of the
population.

The honourable member is saying he is wrong. I
am not saying whether he is right or wrong. If Mr
Withers does not believe him, he can write to the
Federal member concerned.

The [Ion. W. R. Withers: I have.
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I have another

letter which intrigued me. It is a circular sent by
Mr Mel Bungey, Federal member for Canning, to
all shires in my area and it deals with Federal
inance. I am quoting these letters for one reason

alone; that is, the story the State has put to the
shires that there has been an imbalance of
Commonwealth funds to the State requiring a
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transfer of funds from certain categories is not
borne out by our Federal members. Who is right?
The Minister will tell me when he replies to the
debate. Mr Bungey says-

The State Government sees road funds
received from the Commonwealth as a total
figure, and has decided that its priorities
should take precedence over the priorities
determined by the Commonwealth
Government. Thus State funds provided to
rural local government authorities for roads
have been reduced by an amount equal to or
greater than the increase provided by the
Commonwealth Government for rural local
authorities.

This has happened. H-e continues-
Presumably such funds previously provided

to rural local government authorities by the
State Government have been diverted to
areas where the Commonwealth reduced
grants (such as urban arterial and rural
arterial roads).

The letter goes on to say-
Local Government Authorities should be

attacking this problem in two ways;
(a) They should continue to press for an

increase in Commonwealth funds for
roads. Current Federal budgetary
restraints do not give any indication that
such moves will achieve any significant
success.

(b) Pressure should be maintained on the
State Government to ensure that the
increases proposed by the
Commonwealth are not diluted by:
(i) transfer of Commonwealth funds

away from those categories where
the Commonwealth has proposed
increases (ic to local authorities) to
other categories.

(ii) a reduction in State roads funds to
local government authorities to
offset increases proposed by the
Commonwealth.

That is exactly what is happening and I will prove
it in a moment.

Awhile ago Mr -Thompson read out the figures
relating to the Commonwealth allocation for main
roads. For national highway construction there is
an increase of $4,53 million from the
Commonwealth; for national highway
maintenance there is an increase of $1.8 million.
The first figure was an increase of 42.3 per cent
and the second an increase of 75 per cent. For
national commercial roads we have the same

figure as for last year, $1.59 million. For rural
arterial roads there is an increase from $8.01
million to $9.41 million, an increase of $1.40
million or 17.8 per cent. For rural local roads we
have an increase of $2.72 million or 18.7 per cent.
The amount for urban arterial roads, however,
has gone down by $9.56 million to a figure of
minus 46.3 per cent decrease. for urban local
roads the amount has risen from $1.3 million to
$2.3 million, an increase of $1 million or 72.9 per
cent. The amount for mitres has gone up by 25
per cent.

So the argument is about the $9.5 million by
which the amount for urban arterial roads has
decreased. This is obviously the reason for the
manipulation spoken about by Mr Bungey, which
has taken place in respect of the country shires;
and it is also possibly the reason that this measure
has been introduced.

If that is the case, I am interested to know why
the money was not forthcoming from the
Commonwealth Government. Perhaps the
Minister has an answer to that; or perhaps I could
read him a telegram which will allow him to
supply the answer when he replies to the second
reading. The telegram was addressed to Mr
Tindale of the Williams Shire Council and it
reads-

Following my recent visit to your council
meeting I undertook to ascertain from the
Federal Minister for Transport the reason for
reduction in freeway road funds stop
Ministers office advises me that freeway
funds were reduced because the Government
considered that the States had not been doing
enough for local roads stop Also a number
State Ministers for Transport and Premiers
had made statements doubting the worth of
freeways and indicating that some State
Governments were going to cut back funds
for these projects stop Commonwealth view
was that State Governments were not
assisting local government enough and
consequently Federal road assistance was
diverted in this direction stop Australia wide
rural local road funds were increased
nineteen percent and urban local road funds
seventythree percent .. Mel Bungey
member for Canning

I come back to where I started. I am in a
quandary. There seem to be so many questions in
respect of this legislation-simple as it may
appear-to increase drivers' licence fees by $2
and motor vehicle licence fees by 30 per cent in
order to acquire $8 million which will give us an
extra expenditure of $1.5 million for roads. In the
light of the telegram and letters I have just read, I
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wonder exactly what is the answer. This stuff has
been circulated to my shire councils; they cannot
understand it and I cannot understand it, and I
expect an answer tonight before I will agree to the
second reading of this Bill.

I will have to answer all these questions when I
return tomorrow. I will be asked, "Why did you
support the increase when we have given you
these facts and figures? What is going on?" This
is a House of Review. We are often told this is the
place to find out about matters.

There are a few other items which I find rather
interesting. In his second reading speech the
Minister said-

As there will be no alteration to the
existing third party insurance rates and
recording fee, the actual percentage increase
on the total amount a motorist now pays to
reregister his vehicle will be much less than
30 per cent of his present Commitment.

Who is getting the benefit of that? Recording fees
are paid to shire councils for doing the work of
recording -the licences for the Road Traffic
Authority. The amount of $4 has remained since
the recording fee was introduced three or four
years ago. We are slugged here with a Bill
providing for additional revenue of $8 million
when a sum of £1.5 million is required, but no
mention is made of giving the shires a little more
in order to make their recording pay. I could
produce figures to show that on the evaluation I
have done through 13 shires the average cost of
recording is currently running at $4.65.

I am not very proud of the fact that we are not
increasing the recording fee. Why are we not
increasing it? We are doing everything else. Who
is getting all this money? Where is it going? Why
cannot some of it go back to the shires? The extra
money collected will not go back to them, as I will
prove in a moment. The recording fee, I believe, is
another question.

In his second reading speech the Minister also
said-

While the Government has been most
reluctant to impose these additional charges,
they are absolutely essential if the State's
road construction programme is to be
maintained at anything like its present rate
and if employment on road works is to be
kept at the existing level.

I have already said that on the 14th March Mr
Don Aitken put forward to the Country Shire
Councils' Association a proposed new formula for
the distribution of State funds to local
government authorities. The formula was agreed
to at a meeting. I believe it was the first time any

Government had ever taken the course of
consulting the shires and asking them, "How
would you like your money distributed?" The
Government made a few suggestions, of course.
Consequently an agreement was reached-not
here in Parliament but with the Country Shire
Councils' Association, and not with consultation
back to the country shires but by the Country
Shire Councils' Assocj 'ation. I will not argue
about the formula because if it is not correct it
lies with the shires and the Country Shire
Councils' Association. If that is the rule of the
game, that is where they must take their
argument.

Nevertheless, it created a very peculiar
situation. It created the situation where some 50
per cent of the shires will now receive less than
they received before. For Mr Thompson's
information, I will say this information went out
to the country shires in the last week of June. The
letter I am now quoting from went to all country
shires and is dated the 30th June.

The Hon. R. Thompson: I did not get the one
dated the 10th March.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The grants of
shires in some cases were increased quite
considerably based on the new formula; but,
unfortunately, many of them missed out. The new
formula was introduced to correct inequities
which existed in the old formula. Something like
50 shires fou nd out they are receiving
considerably less than their last State allocations;-
and the amount is considerable when we consider
that in the case of Boulder it is $41 000, Port
Hedland $92 000, and Woodanilling $999. The
last town is one which the Hon. Grace Vaughan
knows all about. We Find the Shire of Wynd ham-
East Kirnberley is down by $31 000. How does
Mr Withers like that?

The Hon. W. R. Withers: Wasn't there some
provision whereby they approved of this?

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Yes, which brings
mue to the next point I want to make. An amount
of 5590 000 was left in a fund, and shires which
are now receiving less than they received last year
can apply to a committee to obtain part of that
money. Just imagine that! Mr Withers is not on
the increasing side in this respect; he is on the
decreasing side. His area could be down by
$30 000. which means that staff would have to be
dismissed, and yet the shire would be forced to
answer questions to establish its right simply to
receive the amount it received last frear. I would
like to know where that amount off $590 000 will
go if it is not all allocated to shires to bring their
grants up to the level of last year.
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The Hon. W. R. Withers: 1 hope it goes into
Highway No. 1.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I am not quite as
hungry as Mr Withers; I am speaking on behalf
of all shires.

In his letter of the 4th August, 1971, the Hon.
David Wordsworth said that if moneys are
unspent in the supplementary grant fund they will
no doubt be reallocated on a priority basis for
expenditure on rural local roads. In my book the
term "no doubt" is not definite. Consequently,
some local authorities will be down on their funds,
and in my opinion this is basically what is wrong
with the grant coming from the Federal
Government, because it has been put into cerain
categories. Now the State Government intends to
reallocate these moneys away from local
authorities, to the detriment of some local
authorities which will receive less. That amount of
$590 000 should be used to ensure that no shire
council will receive less than it received last year.

That was the very argument used by the
Minister for Transport last year when he went
screaming back to the Commonwealth over the
allocation of $3.2 million. Why for the first time
in its history is this State receiving less than it
received in the previous year in respect of local
authorities? It was not good enough for the State
to receive less; but the Government is maintaining
that the shires must accept a decrease, and that
they must prove they are entitled to receive
moneys out of the fund I have mentioned.

That brings me to another point. The
controllers of the fund are Mr Tognalini, the
Chairman; the Assistant Commissioner of the
Main Roads Department; the principal engineer
of the Main Roads Department; Councillor
Brockman of Cape[; Councillor Tuckey of
Carnarvon, Councillor Scott from Bridgetown-
Greenbushes; Councillor Pearce from Mingenew;
and Mayor 1. J. Harris from the CTCA. That is
the committee to which local authortities must
apply for assistance, and it held its first meeting
on the I1st August.

In order for a shire to be granted money by that
committee, it must answer certain questions, and
this requires a great deal of research. This
research must be carried out at a time when the
shire is receiving less money for its roadworks and
is being forced to decrease staff and increase its
rates and taxes. The shires have insufficient funds
to put employees on the job of answering the
dossier I am holding up. The questions include
topics such as-whether the shire's road needs are
greater than those of other shires in its group;
whether it has a less advantaged state of road

development-I suppose one could go out and
measure one's roads-and whether or not the
shire is served by highways, or main and
secondary roads. I will not go through the whole
list, because the Minister knows full well what it
is all about. However, it will do one thing: it will
keep the committee in work!

The stupid thing is that if the shires do not
receive that $590 000, nobody knows where the
money will go-not even the Minister.
Presumably it will be spent on the freeway. Why
take this money away from country shires? Why
should the rating of every country shire at present
be forced up? Unfortunately the shires most
affected have had to increase their rates more
than the others. This is happening purely because
funds are diminishing and the shires have to keep
their, roads in good condition; also, they want to
keep people employed.

In his speech the Minister said these increases
are absolutely essential if the State road
construction programme is to be maintained at
anything like its present rate and if employment
on roadworks is to be kept at the existing level.
Yet the staff of country shires is being depleted,
and many shires are losing a great amount of
money. This is forcing them to increase their
rates, so country people are being hit two ways.

Country people are paying increased drivers'
licence fees, increased motor vehicle licence fees,
and now they are paying extra rates on their
properties to make up the deficiency. The State
Government is blaming the Commonwealth.
However, I want to know where is the $8 million
going. I want all this to be explained, because I
am afraid I do not understand the legislation in
front of us. I hope the Minister will answer all
these queries.

When we turn to the actual allocation to the
country shire councils-and this has great bearing
on the main roads-we find that last year
national highways received $ 1.482 million from
the State's allocation; this year they will receive
$4.16 million. National commerce roads will get
$1.11I8 million. That represents a slight increase
over last year. Rural arterial roads have an
increased allocation, which is nearly $1 million
higher than last year,.but the allocation for rural
local roads has decreased from $5.3 million to
$3.3 million, a decrease of $2 million. Presumably
this is because the Commonwealth jacked up its
allocation in that area, and the State Government
has decided it will take away a bit. It is saying,
"Why should you get more than last year?" At
least, that is how it appears to me.

The State allocation to urban arterial and local
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roads has been increased from $4.4 million to $7.9
million, an increase of $3.5 million. The increase
in respect of unclassified roads, including tourist
roads, is about the same. The allocation for traffic
services is up by about $4 million, and the
allocation for engineering charges, planning and
research, administration, housing, and depots has
decreased from $14 million last year to $12.4
million this year. That is interesting, especially
when I am trying to find out what has happened
to that amount of $8 million.

There is a deficit in respect of the funding for
roadworks of country local authorities, and it is
certainly not in the allocation of funds put
forward by the Federal Government. I quote from
a letter written by the Federal Minister (Mr Peter
Nixon) to the Shire Clerk of the Shire of York on
the I1Ith July, 1977-and 1 could produce dozens
of similar letters-as follows-

In recent weeks I have had many Local
Government representatives writing to me
regarding the Commonwealth Government's
road grants for 1977-78. A comment which is
made in many letters is that, whilst the
Commonwealth has announced an increase in
its grants for Local Roads, they have doubts,
based on past years' experience, that they
will receive any more funds, in total, for
roads under Local Government control.

The Government is keenly aware of the
road needs of Local Government, both rural
and urban. In our first eighteen months in
office we increased road grants to the States
by $103 million. We specifically requested
that the States allocate as much as possible
of these extra funds for the use of Local
Government.

Our continuing concern at overcoming the
road funding problems of Local Government
has been demonstrated by the Government's
proposals in its recent decision to allocate, in
1977-78, a total of $475 million towards road
works throughout Australia. This is an
increase of $38.3 million over the level of
funds provided in 1976-77 and reflects the
importance the Government places on the
continued assistance for roads, particularly in
the light of our objective of bringing inflation
under control and holding the growth in
budget outlays next year within zero real
growth and reducing the budget deficit.

It continues-
Western Australia will receive a total of

$60.2 million from the grant..
It goes on to say-

The minimum amount for Western

Australia in 1977-78 will be $39.8 million.
This amount is substantially less than the
Commonwealth grant.

The Commonwealth Government does not
limit the ways in which the State may spend
its own funds. The State is completely free to
allocate its funds, in whatever amounts it
chooses, to those road projects or particular
types of roads which it considers have the
highest priority.

The purpose of the la'st paragraph of that letter is
to point out the rights of the Government. The
Government has the right to allocate its share of
the money in whichever way it chooses. Certainly
the State Government has done this, and what
really concerns me is the method by which it has
done it because it has taken away from shires an
allocation they had previously. It is not even
giving Ishires the amount they received last year.
On top of that., it is forcing them to go through
the throes of answering questions and applying to
a committee for relief. This seems to me to be
entirely wrong. That iituation, together with the
allocation of the moneys according to the formula
accepted by the Country Shire Councils'
Association, leaves me wondering about many
aspects.

Iwould like the Minister to answer one other
point. In some country shires secondary roads
have not been built entirely with grant moneys
made available from the - Main Roads
Department, but the shires have built them by
pinching arid scraping, and putting together a
road which is bitumninised and good enough to be
called a secondary road. Yet it seems the shires
which have these secondary roads are being
penalised in their allocation under the system
which operates, because secondary roads are not
to be included.

I should like to conclude by quoting one of
many letters I have received on this matter. The
letter is from the Great Eastern Ward Shire
Councils' Association, and is signed by the acting
shire Clerk, Mr Noel McDonald, a man who is
well known in shire council circles. His letter
states-

Councils are concerned that the proposed
increase of 39 per cent for rural roads in the
Federal road funds for 1977-78, an increase
of 81 per cent for urban local roads, may not
flow on through the State to those road fund
classifications, particularly in view of the
proposed cut in funds for urban arterial
roads. Anything you may be able to do to
ensure a just and equitable allocation 'of
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money to the works for which grants are
made would be appreciated.

Yours faithfully,

N. N. McDONALD
ACTING SHIRE CLERK

We could not get a more honest man in local
government than Noel McDonald. If he is
concerned, I am concerned, and if it is my
concern as a member of the Government, I believe
it should be the Minister's concern also. Until the
Minister answers these queries-there is still the
Committee stage-I do not intend to signify
whether or not I Support the Bill.

THE HON. N. E. DAXTER (Central) [8.31
p~m.]: We have just heard a fairly reasoned
dissertation on this Bill from Mr Gayfer. Like
other members, I am rather reluctant to see
Governments continually increasing charges. We
all realise that with the current wage and cost
structure, with escalating costs in almost every
field, such increases are unavoidable.
Governments must find the extra money
somehow. In this instance,, there is a demand for
additional road funds to make up the shortfall
from the Commonwealth. In addition, the cost of
Road Traffic Authority operations is increasing;
one has only to look at the Estimates to see how
these costs have escalated, and the money must
come from some source. In this case, it is to be
raised by increasing motor vehicle registration
fees and drivers' licence fees.I

Like members of the Opposition, I have second
thoughts about increasing the pensioners drivers'
licence fee. It was last increased in 1974, after a
great deal of argument in this.Chamnber. I notice
the Bill makes no provision for a reasonable pro
rata allowance to pensioners. The licence fee for
an ordinary driver is to increase by 40 per cent,
from $5 to $7. However, the pensioners licence
fee will increasetby 66-2/3 per cent, from $3 to
$5. 1 believe there is a case for the Government to
amend section 47 of the principal Act so that the
pensioners drivers' licence fee is increased by the
same percentage as. that proposed for ordinary
drivers. I think that would have been a fair and
equitable decision on the part of the Government.

I should like to take Mr Thompson to task for
some of his remarks. lHe made certain quotes
from Hansard in regard to pensioner concessions.
I quote from volume 2 of Hansard for 1974
where, at page 1 278, the following appears-

The I-on. N. E. BAXTER: I am not
twisting any words. I suggest that the Leader
of the Opposition. read his own speech, and I
will leave the matter at that for the moment.

The Hon. R. Thompson: There is no need
to spell out to me what the Act contains.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The Leader of
the Opposition has a poor memory. In
referring to the matter of pensioners'
concessions, the Leader of the Opposition
said that there are concessions which
pensioners so rightly desrve.

The H-on. R. Thompson: Of course they
do.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I wonder what
he meant by that statement, because he did
not qualify it. He just said, "that they so
rightly deserve". In this life a person deierves
what he earns and I will attempt to show
where a pensioner rightly deserves the
granting of any concession. Concessions are
granted to pensioners who are in adverse
financial circumstances. However, I do not
think we can go to the length of saying that
concessions should be granted in regard to
the payment of motor vehicle registrations if
a pensioner can afford to own his own
motorcar.

That clears up the position. I believe Mr
Thompson tried to distort the words used in the
1974 debate. He went on to refer to the
committee which was set up to inquire into
pensioner fringe benefits and concessions, and
repeated the statements he made in 1974 that the
committee was established to recommend
concessions of up to 50 per cent of the registration
fees for motorcars owned by pensioners. This was
never proposed at the time the committee was
established. I quote from page 1279 of the same
volume of Mansard-

The Hon. R. Thompson: 1 hope you are
going to tell us about the committee the
Government set up a couple of months ago.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Which
committee?

The Hon. R. Thompson: To inquire into
the reduction of license fees charged to
pensioners.

The Hon. N. E, BAXTER: No committee
was set up to look into the reduction of
license fees to pensioners. I think I said
earlier in my speech tonight that a committee
will be set up to look into all concessions that
may be granted to pensioners. The committee
will make inquiries as to what the position is
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in the other States; what concessions are
granted to pensioners in those States, and
what concessions we can afford to grant to
pensioners in Western Australia. The
committee will be inquiring into many
aspects apart from the granting of
concessions in the payment of license fees.

There was no suggestion by the Government, or
myself as Minister, that the committee was
specifically established to inquire into and make
recommendations regarding a 50 per cent
reduction in licence fees charged to pensioners.
The report of that committee was made available
to the then Prime Minister (Mr Whitlam) and
copies Were sent to the Federal Minister for
Social Security, to all State Premiers, and Social
Welfare Ministers, to the State and
Parliamentary Libraries, and was available at the
Department for Community Welfare. Nobody
could say the report was unavailable, because
copies were easily obtainable. For Mr Thompson's
edification, the committee recommended a 25 per
cent concession for pensioners.

The H-on. R. Thompson: It is on page 90.
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I notice the

honourable member has obtained a copy of the
committee's report from the Parliamentary
Library so that he can read it for himself.

The Hon. R. Thompson: It has been available-
for only 18 months.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I said two years; it
is difficult to remember within six months the
precise date various committee reports are issued.
After copies were sent to the Prime Minister and
the Federal Minister for Social Security, there
was some delay in printing other copies.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You had better make
the other point about the 50 per cent reduction for
drivers' licence fees.

The Mon. N. E. BAXTER: This committee was
set up simply to make recommendations, and to
take into consideration the concessions allowed in
other States. There seems to be the erroneous idea
that concessions applying in Western Australia
are less generous than those in other States; this is
not the case, and I should like to set the record
straight by quoting the figures on a State by State
basis. I quote an extract from the report into
fringe benefit concessions, It states as follows-

Motor Vehicle Registration Fees and Drivers
Licences.
Western Australia.

TPI war pensioners and certain
Repatriation Department war pensioners are
granted free licences, subject to conditions

concerning amount of earnings in addition to
pension.

Civilian invalid pensioners, not eligible for
the age pension and whose income does not
exceed the basic wage, are granted free
licences. A concession licence at half the
normal rate is granted to those persons whose
income does not exceed $6 per week above
the basic wage.

This entitlement is not lost or withdrawn
upon the person reaching the age of 65
(females), when they convert to an age
pension.

Pensioner ini receipt of age, invalid or
widow's pension (Social Services Act), and
service pension (Repatriation Act) in
possession of a medical entitlement card
issued under the National Health Act is
entitled to be issued with the motor drivers
licence at a reduced fee of $3 per annum.
South Australia.

Registration fees. Some pensioners-
Note that it says "some pensioners." To
continue-

-and incapacitated persons pay 70% of
normal registration fees. Drivers licences $2
instead of $5 TPI ex servicemen and blind ex
servicemen pay 33 and a third percent.
Tasmania.

Reduction of $2 on drivers licence.
There seems to be some error in the report in that
the registration fee has been confused with the
driver's licence fee so I am unable to relate the
full case for Tasmania. The extract continues-

Victoria.
Free registration only to discharged totally

incapacitated servicemen (TPI) of 75%
incapacity. No driver licence rebate.
New South Wales.

Rebate only to TPI with 75% war caused
incapacity. No rebate of drivers licence to
pensioners.
Queensland.

Vehicle. Person receiving minimum rate
pension may be eligible for remission of half
registration fee only. Does not apply to
drivers licence and third party. TPI's free
registration but nominal deferment fee of 30
cents plus third party must be paid.

As members can see, the concessions applying in
Western Australia are more than generous when
compared with the other States.

That is my contribution to the debate. I will be
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interested to hear the Minister's reply, especially
in regard to the percentage increase proposed for
pensioner drivers' licences as compared with
ordinary drivers' licences.

THE HON. D. J1. WORDSWORTH
(South-Minister for Transport) [8.45 p.m.]: Mr
President, one of the main thrusts of this debate
has been that federalism has not worked because
this State has not been allocated as much money
as we had hoped for. I think that is a pretty poor
argument if it is the only one against the Federal
Government's policy to try to give more decision
making to the States.

It is true that we have had a considerable
argument with the Federal Government in an
attempt to raise the amount of money that
Western Australia should receive for road grants.
But if we are honest, our main argument is
against the manner in which these funds are
divided. As members know they are based on
recommendations by the Bureau of Roads and we
have had considerable disagreements with the
manner in which that bureau considers these
funds should be distributed. Mr Nixon has been
quoted as saying that he believes they should be
distributed on a population basis. We believe very
Strongly that as an exporting State we should
receive special consideration because of the
manner in which Perth is growing and the need to
provide more roads because of the funds which we
bring in from overseas. That is the argument with
the Federal Government.

I think it is a pity that various Federal
members have been causing a considerable
amount of concern around the shires by throwing
a multitude of figures at them, much the same as
Mr Gayfer has done tonight. It was suggested
earlier that Mr Whitlam granted a lot more
funds. As it happens, that is the time when
Western Australia perhaps started to get less
funds. We received 5200 000 less in the year
when Mr Whitlam came into office than we had
done for the previous year.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: How much less have we
got this year?

The Hon. D, J. WORDSWORTH: We
received 3.2 per cent more than we got the
previous year.

The Hon. R. Thompson: But in real money?
The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I am

talking about percentages. Mr Dans asked how
much we received from the Whitlam Government
and I said that our allocation went down in his
time. At least we have received more this time. So
I repeat: Our disagreement is with the percentage
that we are receiving from Federal Government

road funds. We received 3.2 per cent more but the
Federal Government had actually granted 8.8 per
cent more road funds in total to all States.
Regrettably our allocation seems to be going
down but I do not think that is necessarily a
reflection on federalism.

This Government is determined to go ahead
with a road programme. We set out a definite
policy of what we were going to do and we will
certainly do our best to carry that out. The only
way we can carry it out is by receiving extra
funds.

I believe that Western Australians will agree
with the principle of paying a little more by way
of vehicle registration fees Provided they can see
that they are getting better roads, whether they
be in the country or the city. I can assure the
public that they will receive better roads.

Mr Thompson criticised our public transport
system. It is a very good public transport system
but one of the difficulties is that very few people,
apart from our children and, of course, the
pensioners use it. One-third of the people who use
buses today are pensioners. Therefore we are
endeavouring to look after pensioners by
supplying them with a public transport system.

I remind honourable members that we are in
fact looking after pensioners. Only yesterday
legislation was before the House to give them
relief in certain areas and this Bill contains relief
provisions for them. Apart from the two groups of
pensioners for which we have made special
provision-that is, TPI and invalid
pensioners-once they reach the age of 65 it is
difficult for most pensioners to continue to get a
licence and they become a little concerned about
driving on the roads. Indeed, it is not long before
they prefer to use public transport.

We are determined to get the road programme
going. We are also determined that there should
not be serious unemployment amongst those
involved in construction work. Unless we can raise
more money I am afraid people will be laid off.
The matter is rather difficult because, as
members know, most of the construction is done
regionally and the allocations made by the
Federal Government are made by categories.
That is one of the reasons that the State
Government has to distribute its funds to try to
counter a little the wild fluctuations we have seen
in the granting of funds by not only this
Government but also the previous Government.

Although this Government has reduced its
funds for urban arterial roads, I should like to
remind Mr Gayfer that the Whitlamn Government
reduced funds for rural roads by about $6 million.
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The Hon. 14I. W. Gayfer: Two wrongs do not
make a right.

The H-on. D. J. WORDSWORTH: On that
occasion I think country people were grateful that
they were able to receive additional State funds
for country roads.

Although we are determined to go ahead with
this programme we are handicapped a little by the
switching of road Funds by the Federal
Government. It has been drawn to the attention of
members that we have received $9 million less for
urban arterial roads and it rather amazes me that
some Federal members seem to think that that
would not affect local government. But there are
a lot of urban arterial roads under the control of
local government, which is why the Local
Government Association was so concerned and
asked Mr Thompson what was going to happen to
local government because the Federal
Government has cut by half the funds for urban
arterial roads. I met the executive of the Local
Government Association and when I was able to
-tell them that the State Government would still be
able to give them statutory grants in line with
previous years they were very grateful. But we
will perhaps be able to debate that when another
Bill comes before the House in the notdtoo-distant
future because, as members know, that is
containcd in the schedule to the Main Roads Act.

The metropolitan shire councils appreciated the
difficulty they looked like getting into because
funds for urban arterial roads had been cut in
half. But urban arterial roads do not consist
wholly of freeways. Indeed, only 10 per cent of
funds for main roads go towards freeways. They
may look a little spectacular but they do not
absorb the high percentage of funds that people
would like to think. I can assure honourable
members that they should not be concerned that
local government is not receiving what it got
previously. Grants to country shires have gone up
by 5.5 per cent compared with the previous year.

There has been some disagreement from some
shires which will receive less-under the provisions
of the new schedule, but we will be discussing that
schedule at a later time.

The H-on. R. T. Leeson: Will you be rectifying
it?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I said that
we would be debating it at a later time. There is a
provision for shires to apply for more funds in
order to balance any lessening in the amount of
money that any particular shire gets.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Should not this tax
imposition be discussed at this stage? This is what

we are doing-we are putting a tax on to create
money for distribution. -

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: One of the
things that must be remembered by Mr Gayfer is
that those funds had already been allocated
before this legislation was introduced. So if the
House does not agree to this legislation local
government would still get its funds. Therefore, I
do not really believe that that matter comes into
this debate.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Where is this $8
million going?

The Hon. D. J1. WORDSWORTH: I can assure
Mr Gayfer that additional road funds will be
allocated with this additional revenue. Shires have
already been told what is being spent in their
areas and it will not be very hard to work out the
additional sum we will get if this Bill is passed by
the Parliament. I know that the Main Roads
Department is already supplying a supplementary
budget.

I can only assure members that the shires as a
whole, through the Local Government
Association, are very happy at the way they have
emerged from the change of funds we have been
given.

I think the matter of pensioners has oeen welt
and truly, discussed, but I repeat that the main
thrust of this legislation is to raise money so that
we can carry on with the programme that we set
out to undertake when we came into office. We
said we were going to undertake it and that there
should not be unemployment as a result of less
funding. I think this is one of the major points
that must be considered. I thank members for
their support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (the

Ron. R. 3. L. Williams) in the Chair; the Hon. D.
J. Wordsworth (Minister for Transport) in charge
of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title and citation-
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I think it was

extremely lucky that a division was not called
when the motion for the second reading was
moved by the Minister because I can assure the
Chamber that the answer to my questions did not
exactly comply with the manner in which I
presented them.

I thought that in this House of Review a
question put fairly would be answered fairly. I
also realise that the Minister might have had to
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do some research in order to answer my questions,
but the usual method is to adjourn the debate
until that information is obtained. I do not want
to be a renegade with regard to this Bill, not by
any manner or means.

I realise this State needs money for roadworks,
but I do not understand why the questions which
have been asked have been so blithely skated over
by the Minister.

There was talk about anomalies being corrected
by other Bills, different from the one we now have
before us, and that it was all a matter of the
disbursement of money. I believe my questions
should have been answered properly..

It is interesting to note that Mr Don Aitken, in
1976, in a speech to the Country Shire Councils'
Association pointed out the difficulties of road
allocations. He said there would have to be
certain changes made because of inequities. He
quoted the percentage of money allocated for
roadworks in country shires.

I find that under the new proposal the
proportion is precisely the same. I point out to the
Minister there is a large disparity in the allocation
of this money for which we are passing legislation.
I recall that when I was in Russia recently, it
seemed to me that the wealth had simply changed
hands, and that is about all this Bill will do.

I have been in this House for a long time and I
am most disappointed with the Minister's replies
to my questions.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: As I have
already said, the point raised by Mr Gayfer will
be covered in the schedule to the Main Roads Act
which will be debated shortly. I hope to be able to
give a~detailed answer to the various points raised.
With all due regard, I think Mr Gayfer has not
always received answers to all questions he has
asked in this Chamber.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Had I received an
answer I might agree.

The Han. D. J1. WORDSWORTH: I will go
into that particular matter with the honourable
member, but if we tried to deal with the two Bills
during the one debate we would be in difficulties
and become confused.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: What about the
specifics I raised concerning this Bill? What
about the $45 million as far as licence fees are
concerned? What about my question that if the
money was not for roadworks, where was it to be
spent? It is still part of this Bill. What about the
collection of the money which will be collected in
respect of motor vehicle licences? The difference
between the State allocation for last year and this

year is about $500 000. if I receive an answer I
can support the Minister, but 1 have to have the
answer in order to tell the people in my electorate
why 1 supported the Bill. The Minister said he
was determined to put the Bill through.

The Hon. D. J1. Wordsworth: I did not say that
at all. I did not. mention anything about being
determined to put the Bill through.

The Hon. H. W. GAY FER: I made a note chat
the Minister said he was determined to go ahead
with the road programme.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Well, that is
different.

The Hon. HI W. GAY FER: Well, the Minister
is prepared to go ahead with the road programme,
and that means the Minister must be determined
to put the Bill through.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Perhaps I
should make one explanation with regard to this
Bill which may be confusing certain members.
This Bill, to amend the Road Traffic Act, comes
under the Minister for Police and Traffic, and not
the Minister for Transport. However, the funds so
raised will go to the Main Roads Department.
That department receives its funds mainly by
means of motor vehicle licence fees. The moneys
raised by means of this Bill will go to the Main
Roads Department.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: No, only half of the
money.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I was
referring to the money from motor vehicle
registrations. With regard to drivers' licence fees,
half of the funds will go to the Main Roads
Department, and the other half will be retained
for the administration of drivers' licences, and
road safety.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Is the Minister sure of
that; is that true?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Half the
amount will go into Consolidated Revenue. I was
endeavouring to explain that only half of the
amount collected will go towards roads.

The Hon. H. W. GAY FER: Does that mean to
say we have increased drivers' licence fees more
than was necessary in order to receive a 50 per
cent return? There is no case for raising the other
50 per cent, because only 50 per cent will be
available to the Main Roads Department. In
order to raise enough money to supplement the
road funds for this year we are to invoke a tax
from which we will receive only half the money
raised. I do not mind admitting I am confused,
hut I do not like to put my signature to the raising
of $450 000 when I do not know where it is going.
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I want to know why it is necessary to increase
drivers' licence fees by $2 when it is known only
hair of the money raised will go towards roads.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Obviously,
funds can be raised one way or another.
Registration fees could have been increased by a
greater amount, but the Treasurer and the
Government decided to do it this way, so that
drivers' licence fees would be comparable with the
fees applying in the other States. Only half the
amount collected will go into the road fund.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: During the second
reading debate I accused the Government of
telling lies, a point of order was raised, and I was
asked to withdraw the remark, which I did
because I do not go against the Chair. However,
this is the very point I had in mind. This Bill is a
taxing measure and half of the proceeds will go
into Consolidated Revenue. Nowhere in the
second reading speech is there any mention of
that.

The excuse given was that a shortfall in
Commonwealth funds to assist local authorities
for road construction existed. The point has now
been clarified to indicate that the Government is
lying; that is the only view we can take after
reading the speech delivered in this Chamber by
the Minister.

The intent of the legislation is to put half of the
money collected into Consolidated Revenue, but I
do not think that is good enough. I raised the
matter of pensioner concessions. I have now had a
chance to look at the report which has been in the
hands of the Government for some three years,
and which has been in the library for some 18
months. That report, submitted to the previous
Minister, made six specific recommendations.

One of the recommendations of the committee
was that a 25 per cent concession to pensioners on
motor vehicle registrations, and a 50 per cent
concession on drivers' licence fees be granted.
However, that recommendation has not been
accepted. There is quite often reference to "the
poor old pensioners", and once again they are to
miss out. That is what it amounts to; the
pensioner is being taxed for something other than
his motor vehicle and the fees will go into
Consolidated Revenue.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No, that is not right.
The Hon. R. THOMPSON: I am not talking of

drivers' licence fees; I am talking about
registration. Fifty per cent of the pensioner
registration fees will go into Consolidated
Revenue. That is unfair, callous, and
unconscionable. The Government set up a
committee to inquire into these matters and the

Minister said the Government gave consideration
to the committee's recommendation. But what has
happened? Like everything else this Government
does, once it had set up the committee it said,
"Thank God we got rid of that!" When the
Government received the report, it was
pigeonholed and no action was taken. That is not
good enough. The Government is answerable to
the public. As I said before, this legislation is
handled by a new Minister and I will go as easy
as I can on him. However, when I was a Minister
I found that if I did not answer every question
asked I would lose the Bill.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: We were kindness
itself to you.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: Thene is more to
being a Minister than reading out a second
reading speech, giving a measly answer, and then
sitting down. The Minister knows he has the
numbers to carry the Bill. I did not call a division
at the second reading stage because I wanted
another opportunity to speak. In all conscience 1.
do not think the Minister's own members can
support him if he is not prepared to do his
homework and answer questions when he comes
into the Chamber. That is what politics is all
about.

We are answerable to the people we represent,
but evidently because of the weight of numbers,
Government members do not believe they are
answerable to the people. I want to know why the
pensioners were not given some consideration.

I ask the Minister for Transport whether the
Government will provide public transport for
those people who are being gradually priced out
of owning their own vehicles and who need cross-
urban transport to reach their places of work. My
query particularly relates to shift workers. The
Minister for Transport made no mention of this
matter and I think he should now attempt to
conjure up some answers.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: The
member has raised various points, the last of
which related to public transport. He seems to
want to argue two ways on the need for a car for
both pensioners and shift workers. Obviously
these two cannot be mixed because we would not
find pensioners doing shift work.

The Hon. R. Thompson: They are separate
questions; be sensible.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: That is
right, the Government has made its decision on
what it is doing for the pensioners.

The Hon. K. Thompson: What is it doing?
The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: It is doing a
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great deal. It has considered the group with the
greatest disadvantages; that is, the TPI and
invalid pensioners.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Your Government did
not determine that. That was determined in 1956,
and you know it.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: As it
happens, I was not aware it was in 1956.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You know now.
The Hon. D. 3. WORDSWORTH: Obviously

the honOUrable member knows the answer if it has
been going on (or so long.

The Hon. R. Thompson; You said your
Government determined it.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: I havesi
that this is what our Government is doing with
the legislation.

The Hon. R. Thompson: Your Government has
never done anything for pensioners.

The lHon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: That might
be the opinion of the honourable member.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: There is a Bill we
want to talk about which will do something for
pensioners.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: Pensioners
will not be paying any more for their licences, but
others will.

The Hon. R. Thompson: You put these fees up
200 per cent in 1974.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: That
indicates we are not hitting the pensioners. I will
now turn to public transport, because this subject
interests me. We are putting a ring system of
public transport into operation so that people can
travel from one suburb to another rather than
going through the city. Regrettably, in Perth the
pattern seems to be that the public want to come
to the city and it is for this reason we have a 40c
ticket which can be used over a two-hour period.

The Hon. R. Thompson: A worker cannot do
that.

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH: A person
can change from one mode of transport to
another.

Earlier it was stated that 90 per cent of the
families in Perth have a motorcar, and one-third
of that 90 per cent have a second motorcar. There
is insufficient support for public transport to
enable it to operate 24 hours a day for shift
workers. If one is a shift worker, one must realise
there is a reasonable chance one will have to
supply one's own transport. That situation has not
changed during the term of this Government. In
fact, we are improving it.

The lion. N. E. BAXTER: I would like to clear
up a few matters. Under section 22 of the Road
Traffic Act registration fees arc paid into the
Main Roads Trust Fund. So there is no argument
abo~ut where the money goes. Fifty per cent of
registration fees goes- into road funds and the
other 50 per cent goes into Consolidated Revenue.

Mr Thompson asked why the Government did
not go along with the recommendation of the
inquiry which was set up by the State
Government. This recommendation was for a 25
per cent rebate on motor vehicle licence fees
payable by all pensioners eligible for fringe
benefits, it being limited to sole owners of motor
vehicles and one-car families. Earlier this evening
I read out the concessions allowable in the various
States and I would like to point out that while I
was a Minister the policy of the Government was
to try to keep fringe benefits for pensioners as
uniform as possible. I believe this is the reason
that the Government has acted on the
recommendation of the Committee.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section 47 amended-
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I rise to make it

Very clear that the pensioners' licence fee will
remain the same; that is, $3.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

ACT AMENDMENT (PENSIONERS RATES
REBATES AND DEFERMENTS) HILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 23rd August.
THE H-ON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-East

Metropolitan) [9.25 p.m.]: While we support this
Bill because it will bring somec reduction to the
cost of living for pensioners we believe some
aspects of it will actually reduce the number of
members or our population who will benefit from
rebates and deferments.

It seems to me that the definition of the word
",pensioner" as a person eligible to hold a mnedical
entitlement card is a rather mean interpretation,
because it will cut out a number of pensioners in
Western Australia who may be just beyond the
eligibility level.

While some members of Parliament may not
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believe we receive a good enough salary, in
relation to the income of other people in our
society we must admit it is rather ample. The
pensioners, who will not be entitled to this 25 per
cent rebate or to a deferment of rates because
they do not conic within the refined definition of
the word "Pensioner" which.will be brought about
by this amending legislation, may be receiving a
very small amount over the permitted income. A
pensioner on the single rate of $94.20 a fortnight
is permitted to earn $33 a week. That means with
$47.10 a week from his pension and with another
$33 he can earn, his weekly income could be in
the vicinity of S80. However, if a pensioner's
income is just l~c a week over thiit amount, he is
not allowed to be registered as eligible according
to the Bill. All members will agree with me that
the difference between $80 a week and a little
more is not very much.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon- It could be ic.
The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: That is right.

In my opinion this definition of the word
"Pensioner" will result in a great deal of
administrative work. We must recognise that very
frequently assessments as to eligibility have to be
altered over the months, and consequently
administration charges will escalate because of
the need to prove continually that one is not
earning more than $33 a week as a single person
or $57.50 a week as a married couple.

While we cannot oppose the Bill because it will
bring about some measure of alleviation of
hardship, nevertheless we feel that Cabinet should
have considered this matter more closely and it
should not have been so rigid in the matter of
eligibility. The number of people whom this will
affect, while considerable in relation to the
number of pensioners in Western Australia, is not
great enough to cause the Government any great
hardship. I would like to quote some figures in
this regard.

The total number of persons in Western
Australia who arc receiving age pensions, or are
wives of aged pensi oners and therefore receiving
the same pension, is 89 200 and those who have
an entitlement card number 70 000-odd, which
leaves about 19 068.

If we are generous in our estimations and say
that they are all pairs-that is, there arc 9 574
pairs of people who are without a card and that is
leaning on the generous side because it is much
more likely that the people who are earning a
little more than $33 a week if they are single, or
$57.50 if they are a married couple-then they
are much more likely to be home owners. They
obviously have some income from investments or

perhaps some form of employment, and therefore
are much more likely to be home owners.

I would be very generous in my estimation in
saying there are only 9 574 pairs of those people
but probably there are more because, again, I
need to make my figures clear that some 80 per
cent of the people of Australia own or are buying
their homes. So the probability is that pensioners
without entitlement cards are likely to be home
owners and are likely therefore to be suffering
hardship, because in their declining years they do
not have the same earning capacity. Of course
many have invested money in earlier days, but the
value of that money has been eroded. There are
also invalid pensioners and their wives to be
considered, .and using the same sort of
arithmetical calculations, this means another
1 415 persons. If we include widows we have
another 1 199 people,.

So excluded from this gesture by the
Government of giving a 25 per cent rebate and
allowing deferment are some 12 000 or more
people in Western Australia who are in their
declining years, who are looking for ways to
reduce their cost of living, and who will be denied
this.

I do not know whether the Minister will agree
to look into this matter with a view to amending
the Act at some future time as I am sure he will
not amend the present Bill. I believe if a cost
benefit analysis is done on this we may find that
the costs accruing will -hardly reach the level of
benefits enjoyed by the people in the community.
On that condition the Opposition supports the
Bill.

THE HION. 1. G. PRATI' (Lower West) [9.33
p.m.1: I rise to support the Bill, and I do so
specifically because of a comment made by the
Opposition in a general reference to the effect
that this Government does not do anything for
pensioners. I believe this Bill to be a major
concession to pensioners; it will aid them with
their personal budgeting and enable them to
maintain their self-respect and independence,
which I believe are very important to people in
their situation. They will be assisted by the
Government to pay their own way.

This Bill should be applauded by anyone with a
genuine interest in less fortunate people in the
community, and it indicates this Government has
shown its care For petisioners in a very concrete
form, as it has done time and time again. This is
just one of those instances that proves we do care
about people, particularly those less fortunate
than we are; and given the chance when the need
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arises we will do something concrete about their
position.

The other point I shall refer to concerns my
years in local government. I found that this
problem was discussed at the local shire level, by
the Local Government Association, and by the
Country Shire Councils' Association, when local
government wished to offer some relief to
pensioners. Previously we had provided the
opportunity for deferment of rates which did not
really solve the problem, because it did not give
people peace of mind. Older people do not like to
leave a mortgage on the assets they intend to
leave to their children and others.

Many were reluctant to take advantage of the
rate deferment facilities available to them. This
matter was discussed very often at local
government meetings in an attempt to Find some
other way to'help them. I feel that with this Bill
we have fo'und the ideal way to enable the local
authorities to help the pensioners in their district.
Most of all I think we are accomplishing it in a
waj' that enables the people to maintain their
independence and, most importantly, their self-
respect.

THE HON. R. F. CLAUGHTON (North
Metropolitan) [9.36 p.m.]: It would be churlish of
me not to support the Bill, because of the obvious
benefit it will bring to the pensioners concerned. I
have studied this problem, particularly in relation
to local government rates, for a number of years
in an attempt to arrive at a solution.

I have, in fact, received a fairly lengthy
statement on the present system from a senior
local government officer, comparing the effects of
the deferment scheme with the 50 per cent rebate
scheme which operates in most of the other
States. That officer came to the conclusion that
the local authorities were satisfied and, in fact,
gained a benefit from the system as it was.

One of the matters that has not been
demonstrated by supporting figures from the
Government in presenting this Bill is the effect on
local government finances. I would have thought
that would be one of the matters the Government
should have presented. The Government gave us
total estimates of the costs involved, but did not
mention the likely Financial effect on local
authorities.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: The cost to the
Government is the reimbursement to local
government.

The lHon. Ri. F. CLAUGHTON: That is
looking at it from the Government's point of view,
but no set of figures has been presented showing
the effect it will have on local authorities. Under

the present scheme there is a payment to local
authorities which is the equivalent of interest that
would accrue if they had received the rates from
the people concerned.

So we have not seen just what the change will
mean; whether it will be an improvement or a loss
to local authorities. There are no figures
presented to provide us with any basis of
estimating the funds they will receive.

The Hon. V. J1. Ferry: This is likely to
encourage pensioners to pay their rates rather
than to have them deferred.

The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: Mr Ferry will
have his chance to speak to this Bill. He should
know I am speaking at the moment an the
financial effect on local authorities. I have no
figures myself as to what it may mean and we
have not had a great deal of time to prepare
anything of that nature. It is an exercise that
would take a considerable timi. Perhaps we may
question whether the Government is being as
generous as it claims it is. The Government would
have had to make a payment under the old
system, but we do not know if tinder this new
system the payment will be greater or less.

In respect of the interjection by Mr Ferry, I
would agree with him and I started my speech by
saying I would be churlish to oppose the measure,
because it clearly provides a benefit to individual
ratepayers. I realise from the comments that have
been made to me by constituents that they do not
like the deferment system, under which they see a
debt accumulating on their estate. It worries and
concerns them. It is a financial burden which they
feel may act to their advantage while they are
alive, but as they become older and less able to
cope with these matters they do not wish to leave
their estate to their beneficiaries with a large
encumbrance.

There are also those people who like to feel
they are fulfilling their financial commitment to
the community. This measure goes some way to
doing that. I have advocated within my own party
a rebate of 50 per cent because that is allowed
elsewhere in Australia. In more recent years
where this has applied, a 10 per cent interest
charge is imposed on the rates that have been
deferred.

Another aspect of this proposition is worthy of
some examination; that is, it is selective to a
particular group of people-those who are
entitled to pensioner medical service cards.
However, there are also others in the community
who are on superannuation or receiving income
from other sources of investment, and who are
denied this benefit, even though their actual
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income may not vary a great deal from the
income of the people who have been less thrifty
during their lifetime, or who have not been as
concerned to provide for themselves in their old
age.

I think many of the members opposite would
argue that this sort of person is more worthy of
consideration than those who rely on their pension
and have very little in the way of other
accumulated assets. I put it to the Government
that a system, perhaps based on income, could be
investigated and applied. So far, Governments
have tended to avoid this and I think it may be
because it is considered easier to rely only on the
evidence of a pension.

I believe that all citizens, even pensioners, are
required to lodge a taxation return. Some
arrangement could be made with the Australian
Government so that the Taxation Department
could indicate a person's level of income which
would be sufficient evidence to enable the person
to obtain the benefits under this Bill.

I do not think it would greatly increase the cost
to the State and if, as Mr Pratt has claimed, the
Liberal Party is concerned for people on low
incomes, then the Government should be prepared
to examine this proposition.

THE HON. R. THOMPSON (South
Metropolitan) (9.46 p.m.]; I want to query a
couple of points and the first is the interpretation
on page 4 of the Bill, which reads-

".entitled pensioner"' means a pensioner
who is entitled to a rebate or deferment, as
the case may be, pursuant to sections four
and five of this Act;

Sections 4 and 5 do not indicate what an entitled
pensioner is. I know [ could raise these matters in
Committee, but I feel it is better that I do so now.

Further down the page another interpretation is
given as follows-

" pensioner" means a pensioner as defined
under the National Health Act 1953 of the
Parliament of the Commonwealth;

I have not had time to study the Commonwealth
Act in detail, but I think that under it anyone who
is entitled to a medical card is termed an eligible
pensioner and not an entitled pensioner.

The Bill before us removes the benefits
provided under the amendments to section 561 of
the Local Government Act which we made in
1974 and now all rebates which can he claimed
will be brought under the one Act. Under the Bill
before us we are depriving those people who
before and since 1974 have been permitted to
allow their water rates to accrue against their

estates from doing so. We all know that the water
rates are no longer cheap. We all know that the
Department of Social Security is very strict. If a
person earns even 20 per cent more than the
amount which makes him eligible for a card, he
does not get that card. A similar situation exists
in our own State Housing Commission. If a
person does not have a medical entitlement card,
he must pay for his medical treatment.

My understanding of the 1974 amendments
was that they would provide a graduated form of
rebates and benefits to pensioners. Let us consider
the current position, bearing in mind that many
widows in our community still live in the family
home, and some of those homes in the Fremantle
and Melville areas would attract rates of $400 a
year, or even more. There is hardly a property in.
those two areas the rates of which would not be
about $200 a year. Therefore immediately $8 a
week must be deducted from the pension if the
pensioner does not qualify for deferment of rates.

The same situation applies to water rates. If a
person has any sort of garden the cost would be
$200 a year which would mean another $4 a
week, making a total of $12 a week out of the
person's pension, superannuation, or whatever the
case may be.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: The water rates
would not be $200 a year.

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: No. I am referring
to the rates and the excess water bill which would
be necessary if a person had any sort of garden.

Let us deal with a widow who might be 80
ycars of age. She can receive a pension of $94.20
a fortnight as well as a further entitlement of $66
a fortnight, making a total of $ 160.20 a, fortnight.
From that she must deduct at least 520 a week to
pay the rates and taxes on the house. Therefore
her income is reduced to $60 a week, bearing in
mind that she mast also pay maintenance on the
house and provide food and clothing for herself. I
do not think we should be hard on these people
and penalise them.

I know that this Bill must be passed at this
stage, but I do urge the Minister to request the
Government to give consideration to this cut-off
in eligibility which is depriving people who cannot
afford, and probably will not afford, to pay their
rates and taxes, of the opportunity to defer them.

At that point I conclude, but I wish to read a
letter which I received from the City of Fremantle
because it is well worth quoting. It reads-

Re: Pensioners Rates

With legislation before you proposing
changes in the special arrangements which
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apply to the payment of rates by pensioners,
I thought you may be interested in two
reports which have been adopted by Council
in relation to this subject.

One was submitted by me to Council in
October of last year. The other was recently
introduced by the City Treasurer.

The proposed legislation will do no more
than-
1. Grant a 25% discount to those who can

now afford to pay their rates.
2. Encourage some pensioners who can ill-

afford to pay to do so, thereby reducing
the amount they have available for their
day-to-day sustenance.

3. Have the effect of increasing the value
of an estate to the beneficiaries, not the
pensioner. It would be to the advantage.
therefore, of beneficiaries to pay the
rates so as to obtain the 25% allowance.

I did hear it mentioned that the proposed
change will cost the Government $650 000
this year. That is, in effect, the amount being
added to value of estates of the pensioners
concerned.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Who signed that
letter?

The Hon. R. THOMPSON: The city manager.
I know all local authorities are at a

disadvantage when rates are deferred,' but here is
a local authority adopting a very humane
approach to its older citizens.

I have here two lengthy submissions but,
because of the late hour, I do not intend to read
them. However, I will make them available to the
Government if it desires me to do so.

I appeal to the Government to extend more
compassion than is extended under the Bill. I
believe that any pensioner, as long as he can prove
he is a pensioner, should be able to defer his rates
and such a provision should be included in the
Bill. I urge the Government to do this.

I come back to the point I made when I
commenced my speech; that is, that there seems
to be confusion about eligibility under the
definition.

THlE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central) [9.59
p.m.]: Earlier we heard a condemnation of the
Government because it had not introduced some
of the recommendations of the committee which
inquired into fringe benefits and concessions for
pensioners. However, this Bill 'follows almost to
the letter the recommendations made by that
particular committee. For the information of the

House I will read one of the recommendations, as
follows-

The present system of allowing eligible
pensioners to defer water and local
government rates continue and that those
pensioners at present eligible be offered the
choice of a 25 per cent concession if they pay
their rates as they fall due each year.

Mr Thompson quoted a letter from the City
Manager of the City of Fremantle. Is he as good
ank authority on this issue as were the people who
made the report? Those people were appointed by
Mr MacKinnon and me after very grave
consideration of people with humanitarian
views-people who had no axe to grind dnd who
would give a fair and honest assessment of what
they felt should be recommended in this regard.

I feel I should quote to the House the reasons
contained in this particular section of the Report
of the Committee for Enquiry into Pensioner
Concessions and Benefits. The committee was
appointed by the Hon. G. C. MacKinnon and
myself in 1974. The Committee's remarks on
local government and water rates are as follows-

While members of the Committee agreed
that the present system in this State of
deferring rates should continue it also felt
that some alternative should be offered for
those pensioners who for various reasons,
elected to pay their rates or would like to do
so if the payment was more within the reach
of their limited means.

It was noted by the Committee that most
other States in Australia offered a
substantial percentage reduction, however in
some of those States the pensioner is still
obliged to pay the remainder which could
impose an unavoidable financial hardship.
While no percentage reduction is offered in
Western Australia the pensioner may defer
the total payment. It can be argued therefore
that rates are not a charge against the
pensioners' limited income and do not impose
any financial hardship for pensioners
prepared to defer their rates.

However, the problem should not be
viewed in such a cold and dispassionate
manner. Many pensioners feel strongly about
the need to meet their rate commitments and
make financial sacrifices, which they can ill
afford, to pay them. Others pointed out to
the Committee the undermining effect on
their pride and independence because of their
inability to meet the financial commitment
for rates. Many of them have paid rates
regularly over a long period of time and it
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would be unfortunate indeed if their worth as
people is assessed by both themselves and the
wider community in terms of their present
capacity to pay. It is far too easy to place
undue emphasis on the fact that their
children or heirs may benefit from any rate
concessions rather than focussing on their
past contribution to the community in the
form of rates and taxes and their present
circumstances.

It should also be pointed out that if
pensioner home owners decided to sell their
homes and squander the proceeds then rely
on Government housing the cost to the tax
payer would be considerably more than
granting some concessions for the payment of
rates. This in turn would have the ultimate
effect of reducing the funds available for the
most needy people in the community.

Incentives should not be dlestroyed for
those who have the capacity to help
themselves if for no other reason than it is in
the interests of the wider community that
they continue to do so.

Information made available to tne
Committee suggests that a bigger percentage
of pensioners not only own their own homes
than is generally imagined but also pay theit
rates. In addition there is reason to believe
that many more would pay rates if some
concession was offered.

At present the State Government pays
interest to local authorities for those rates
deferred by pensioners. While this amount
would be reduced if some concession was
available which prompted more pensioners to
pay rates each year there are more
significant financial issues. These relate to
the loss of revenue by local authorities and
the water supply authorities, It is accepted
that the financial implications need careful
consideration however provided some
satisfactory arrangements can be made it is
recommended that:

I quoted the recommendation earlier.
Would it be better, as in the other States, to

allow a rebate up to a certain figure, leaving the
pensioner to pay the balance? Under that system,
in many cases those who cannot really afford to
pay the balance of the rates to the local authority
or the water authority have to go without things
they need, whereas under our system pensioners
have a choice. Pensioners may pay 75 per cent of
their rates if they wish to do so out of pride or
because they can afford to pay them without

going short of anything; or they can defer their
rates as a charge against their property.

I believe our system is much better than those
operating in the other States. It gives the
pensioner the opportunity to defer rates and spend
that amount on food, clothing, and so on, if to pay
the rates meant they would have to go short of
something they required. If a pensioner wishes to
retain his house in its entire state, without any
local authority or water authority being able to
claim against it, it is up to his beneficiaries to pay
the rates.

For those reasons I heartily support the Bill,
which puts into effect a recommendation of the
committee which I believe will be more beneficial
to the pensioners than systems prevailing in other
States.

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West-Leader of the House) [10.06 p.m.I: I
thank members for their support of this measure.
The IHon. Mr Baxter was kind enough to answer
most of the queries.

I point out to Mr Claughton that clause 14
specifically states the rebates will be reimbursed
to the local authorities, which is a great
advantage to local authorities compared with the
old system. It enables eligible pensioners to take
the rebate without any feeling of worry about
leaving a debt for their heirs and successors.

I thoroughly agree with what the Hon. Grace
Vaughan and other speakers had to say about the
cut-off point. This has been a problem to anybody
who has put his hand to the plough with regard to
assistance and amelioration of hardship in any
area. It becomes more noticeable when the system
of amelioration becomes more centralised.

If we went back to the time of Queen Elizabeth
1, and left the matter to the local group, we might
be able to build in a greater degree of flexibility,
which is the reason I have always favoured that
system. However, there must be a cut-off point
and, even with the wisdom of Solomon, it is very
difficult to achieve the kind of flexibility we desire
under all circumstances.

I agree with the Hon. Grace Vaughan that,
given time and experience with this measure, it
will no doubt be amended and it will be possible
to find a way to broaden the cut-off point and
make it a little furry around the edges to
ameliorate any worries pensioners may
experience.

I take the point that some people are on
superannuation. The point was well made 'and it
will be brought to the attention of the people who
will be handling the measure. I think it was the
Hon. Ron Thompson who said that in fullness of
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time all these things are altered and improved.
This measure, however, introduces a system which
is a vast improvement on the previous system, and
I commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon.

G. C. MacKinnon (Leader of the House), and.
passed.

NORTH-WESTSHELF GAS
Statements: Tabling

THE HON. G. C. MacKINNON (South-
West-Leader of the House) [10.11 p.m.]: I seek
permission to table two documents. They are a
statement made in the House of Representatives
today by the Deputy Prime Minister, Minister for
Financial Resources, and Minister for Overseas
Trade (the Rt. Hon. J. D. Anthony), and a
statement made by the Premier of Western
Australia (Sir Charles Court). Both statements
relate to the North-West Shelf gas fields.
The statements were tabled (see paper No. 196).

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: EIGHTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 23rd August, on the
following motion by the Hon. R. G. Pike-

That the following address be presented to
His Excellency-

May it please Your Excellency: We,
the Members of the Legislative Council
of the Parliament of Western Australia
in Parliament assembled, beg to express
our loyalty to our Most Gracious
Sovereign and to thank Your Excellency
for the Speech you have been pleased to
deliver to Parliament. .

THE HON. LYLA ELLIOTT (North-East
Metropolitan) [10.12 p.m.]: Mr President, this is
the first opportunity I have had in this House to
express to you congratulations on your election to
the position of President. I believe you have
already demonstrated that you are carrying out
your duties with good humour, fairness, and
dignity.

I would like to take advantage of the

opportunity to congratulate my own leader (the
Hon. Des Dans) on his re-election, and the Hon.
Robert Hetherington on his election by my party
as Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

It also gives me great pleasure to have sitting
alongside me the Hon. Fred McKenzie, who is an
old mate of mine from Trades Hall. For the
information of members in this Chamber, I might
say I am proud to have worked at Trades Hall for
19 years.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I did not think you
were as old as that.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I wish to
congratulate the Hon. Graham MacKinnon on his
appointment as Leader of the House, which I
believe is a very onerous position; and the Hon.
David Wordsworth on his elevation to the
Ministry.

I want to join with those members who have
ek. pressed regret at the passing of the Hon. Jack
Heitman. I want to record my very sincere regret
at his passing. I found the Hon. lack Heitman to
be a very kind gentleman, and although he did not
agree with niy politics he always gave the
impression that he listened very carefully to what
I was saying. He paid one this courtesy, and one
always knew he was listening because, as he was a
little hard of hearing, he cupped his hand to his
ear. I most sincerely regret his passing. It is a
great pity that -so many, after contributing so
much of their lives to the comnmunity-over 40 or
50 years-retire to enjoy a period of peace with
their wives, but are then denied that opportunity.

I wish to deal with a number of matters
tonight. Unfortunately the hour is late, but I
believe these matters are important enough to
bring up in *this debate, and so I hope members
will bear with me. Before moving to other
subjects, I wish to clear up a matter which arose
during the debate on the Supply Bill. Some doubt
was cast on my credibility by the Hon. N. E.
Baxter in regard to some figures I quoted on meat
inspection fees.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: Not your credibility;
your calculations.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: He suggested,
quite strongly, that my figures were incorrect. I
double-checked these, and for the record I would
like to confirm that I was correct and Mr Baxter
was incorrect. To support what I have said, I will
refer to a question asked in the Legislative
Assembly on the 13th October, 1976, by Mr
Jamieson of the Minister for Agriculture. HeI
asked-
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(1) By what percentage have State
Government abattoir slaughtering fees
and meat inspection fees been increased
in-

(a) 1974-75;
(b) 1975-76?

1 will not worry about part (2) of the question
because it did not concern meat inspection fees.
The Minister for Agriculture gave the following
answer in regard to meat inspection charges for
1974-75-

per cent
Cattle...................... 228.95
Calves under 68 kg .......... 525
Sheep/Lambs Goats.......137.5
Pigs---------------............188.46

If we add those figures together and divide by
four, the average is 269.97 per cent. The figure I
gave was 270 per cent1 and I am sure members
will not worry about a percentage of 0.03 per
cent. So my calculation was correct.

In a statement to The West Australian on the
17th December, 1974, Mr. Baxter himself stated
that increases ranged from 137.5 per cent to 525
per cent and that almost certainly this would
make meat dearer for the housewife. He said also
that our inspection fees were now higher than the
charges in other States. The report goes on to say
that the President of the Meat and Allied Groups
Federation (Mr King) said that the new fees
would bring about higher prices in some cuts of
meat. HeI said also that it was known the increase
was coming but an increase of this magnitude was
rather appalling, especially with inflation as it is.
I make that point to convince members that my
figures were right and Mr Baxter's were wrong.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: No, you have averaged
the figures and that does not give a true
percentage. It is wrong.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I believe it is
quite valid to average those percentages and to
arrive at the Figure 1 quoted in the debate on the
Supply Bill.

I wish to move on to another matter which has
concerned me for some Lime, and which has
received a good deal oF publicity in the Press
recently; that is, the question of emergency
shelters for women and children.

In the debate on the Address-in-Reply last year
I raised this question, and I appealed to the
Government to take some action to increase the
number of shelters available to women. I quoted
the case of a woman and her children who found
it impossible to find emergency accommodation in

the then existing shelters. It appears very little
has been done since that time.

There has been some support for the shelter
called Nardine, and for the one at Fremantle
called Warawee. The State provides 10 per Cent
of the funding for Nardine, and until recently the
remaining 90 per cent of the money required for
running costs was provided by the Commonwealth
Government. The Government provides a portion
of the running costs for Warawee, but this
establishment is supported quite strongly by the
Fremantle City Council. We now find that very
little has been done not only by the State
Government but also by local authorities with the
exception of the Canning Town Council which
assisted a lady by the name of Mary Smith to
open a shelter within its boundaries.

The problem is that the reports of the Federal
Budget do not provide a clear picture about
exactly what is to happen with funding from the
Commonwealth. In The West Australian on the
day after the Budget under the heading of
"Money available for the States for health
projects" it is reported that the Commonwealth
suggested to the States that within the increased
allocation ahigher priority should be given to the
funding of women's refuges.

Although. The West Australian refers to the
fact that community health funding has been
increased from $70 million to $79 million, a little
paragraph appears in the Press. which perhaps
people have not picked up. It is stated that this
year the Commonwealth Government will
contribute 50 per cent of the capital costs and 75
per cent of recurring costs. In" the past the
Commonwealth Government provided 75 per cent
of the capital costs and 90 per cent of the
recurring costs. So it looks as though out of that
small increase in funding the States will be asked
to provide more support to ibese projects. It is not
definite at this stage what funds will be available
direct from the Commonwealth.

I believe the result could be disastrous for a
shelter like Nardine which relies entirely on
funding from the State and Federal Governments,
if the Commonwealth funding dries up. IF it does,
I hope the State Government will make up the
difference.

Over the past 12 months, Nardine has provided
emergency accommodation for 600 women and
children, but it has had to turn away 300 women
and children in that period.

Warawee is able to accommodate five mothers
and their children at a time. I do not have the
total figures for this establishment over 12
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months, but I have been told it is turning away
about 140 women and children each month.

Graceville, the Salvation Army home, has
accoihimodated 500 women and children in 12
months, but it has had to refuse accommodation
to many more. Since February of this year, the
establishment run by Mary Smith has taken in
100 women and children, but the records show
that about 370 have been turned away. Ave
Maria can accommodate a maximum of 20
mothers with their children, and it is forced daily
to turn away families.

Criminologists and other professional people
such as social workers and sociologists reveal in
surveys that domestic assault or wife beating is
probably the most common crime of violence in
the community. However, it is usually hidden. We
are not made aware of it very often, because most
assaults take place in private. A recent survey on
domestic violence in Perth revealed that 80 per
cent of the victims were attacked at home. When
these assaults occur behind closed doors, it is not
easy for the community to be aware of them
unless the woman. goes to the police, and this does
not happen very often as shown by the statistics I
obtained just recently by way of question.

Another research project was conducted in
Perth recently in regard to domestic assault,' and
of the particular people interviewed it was
revealed that 83 per cent of the victims suffered
bruises, 8 per cent suffered burns and scalds, 8
per cent suffered broken bones, 12 per cent
suffered internal injuries, 16 per cent were
unconscious after the attack, 33 1/3 per cent had
other inju'ries such as broken teeth, welts, and so
on, and 50 per cent had been forced to submit to
sexual intercourse against, their will--in other
words, rape.

This was a research project undertaken in
Perth. but the researcher in her report said that
the nature of the physical violence here was very
similar to that shown in studies undertaken in
other places. It revealed that the injuries were
sustained through kicking, biting, burning, and
scalding, resulting in fractured noses, broken
t&h, ribs, and bones. This is a horrific thing
taking place in our community daily.

The researcher said also that 80 per cent of the
women were assaulted by their husbands more
than once. It is not only the women who suffer
from this violence, because in many cases the
children not only witness the violence to their
mother but also are subjected to it themselves.
Many of them become highly disturbed with
personality or psychiatric problems. There is
strong evidence that there is a vicious self-
128)

perpetuating cycle, and battered children or those
who see parental violence often themselves grow
up to become violent wife or child beaters,

Often a woman will remain in the home despite
the violence she and the children suffer. Certainly
this is not because she likes being belted up. The
people interviewed gave a number of reasons for
remaining in the home and these included such
things as lack of financial independence-a
husband who beats his wire is not the sort of
person to give her her own banking account or
spending money-fear of loneliness, the needs of
the children, and some women fear worse beatings
if they are caught. However, the most significant
reason for not leaving the home was the lack of a
safe place to which to take the
children-somewhere that the women could be
accepted although they had no means, and where
they could he protected against further violence
from their husbands.

If these women do not have family or friends to
turn to, and they have no funds, where are they to
go in a crisis? The five refuges to which I referred
have been doing a wonderful job in providing
shelter, safety, and friendship, to many of these
women. However, as I have mentioned, hundreds
have to be turned away. I wonder what happens
to these women who are turned away from the
shelters. Many, or most of them, must be forced
to return home, and perhaps they are subjected to
further violence. Once again I appeal to the
Government not only to ensure continued funding
for the existing shelters service but also to assist
in the establishment of others, and to encourage
local government to play a more active role in this
area. If the local authorities in Fremantle and
Cann ing ca n do itL, so ca n others.

Tonight we have dealt with legislation which
seeks to assist pensioners. I have been concerned
for a long time about the question of assistance to
elderly people who wish to remain in their own
homes.

Many people are finding it difficult to manage.
Perhaps the husband has died and the wife is left
on her own, and she finds maintaining the house
and garden is just too much for her. If she is not
living in a renited home she does not receive any
extra assistance-such as the rent allowance.

Some time ago I found a number of very
unhappy people in church flats, and often the
story told was the same. They had been talked
into moving out of their homes and into the flats;
subsequently they found they had done the wrong
thing and were very unhappy. I made inquiries
and found there existed an Act called the States
Grants (Home Care) Act, which provides a
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subsidy for any organisation or local authority
which establishes a home care scheme.

This scheme is able to provide handyman and
gardening assistance for such people. I
immediately tried to talk the local authorities in
my area into introducing a similar scheme so that
elderly people would be able to remain in their
own homes with a little assistance. Surveys have
been carried out which show that about 85 per
cent of people would prefer to remain in the
family home if they could afford to do so. In
many cases all they need is just a little assistance
with small repairs around the borne; with things
such as blocked pipes, leaking taps, broken hinges.
faulty electrical plugs, etc. These are things which
are expensive to repair if a tradesman is called in.
Also, elderly women ind gardening a little much
for them, and they often need a little help.

It seems to me to be a great pity that this
subsidy is available under that Commonwealth
Act and yet there are not more local authorities
taking advantage of it. It could be that some have
approached the Commonwealth Government and
have been refused due to the recent cuts in funds.
If that is the case, I would hope the State
Government will look closely at this area, because
l am sure in the long run it would save the State a
great deal of money in the form of subsidising
aged persons' accommodation.

Recently in this Chamber I asked a question
regarding Meals on Wheels. I had been informed
it was felt that cooks at some centres were being
underpaid. In one particular centre which
provides a Meals on Wheels servi ce in my
electorate, the cooks were working 30 hours a
week and receiving only $56-less than $2 an
hour-whereas the award provides that a cook be
paid $120 a week and that she should also receive
annual and long service leave.

I also asked a question regarding whether
drivers for Meals on Wheels received any petrol
allowance and, with the exception of one local
authority, the Minister said to his knowledge they
did not. The particular service in my electorate to
which I refer has a large run. It provides 100
meals a day, and some drivers have runs of up to
18 miles. These drivers are mainly pensioners who
provide their own cars and their own petrol, and
they do not receive a penny for it. This situation
might have been acceptable in the past, but with
petrol prices increasing these people will find it
very difficult to continue, and this will present
some problems for this service. It was for that
reason I raised the question of whether the
Government would consider a petrol subsidy.

The IHIn. H. W. Gayfer: Did you say they do
up to I8 miles a day?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Yes. They are
providing 100 meals a day.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: I would like to see
what would be the mileage in the country, and 1
have heard no complaints about petrol there.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Are pensioners
driving there?

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: Some of them are
pensioners.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Many of the
people doing [bis in my electorate are pensioners,
and they find it difficult to meet the cost of petrol
out of their pensions. The gentleman who is the
supervisor of this particular centre said recently
be handed out 160 pamphlets at a very bulsy
shopping centre asking people if they could make
available 11/ hours a month to drive. He received
two replies.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: You want to come to
the country to see what community spirit is.
There is too much of the dog-eat-dog attitude in
the city.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Perhaps country
people are more wealthy.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: It is not a matter of
wealth: it is the ability to get on with each other
and to do things for others.

The The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: As I said,
perhaps the people in the country who are
providing the service are not pensioners.

Also in regard to the matter of assistance to~
pensioners, I would like to raise the question of
the State Energy Commission electricity
concession. At the moment the concession
pensioners are granted is available to them only if
they use less than 630 units a quarter, and the
highest rebate they receive at that rate is $2.10 a
quarter. I think that is pretty useless, because few
people use less than 630 units in a
quarter-particularly pensioners who, unlike
people who go out during the day, use heating and
cooking appliances throughout the day.

My last account was $45, and my husband and
I are seldom home. I wonder what would be the
account of a person who is home all day and using
electrical appliances for heating. Of course, if an
elderly person is living on his or her own, it is
often found the cost for one is just as great as the
cost for two people.

The Liberal-Country Party Government threw
away $59 million on a mistake by extending the
Kwinana power station instead of the Muja power
station. The result has been that the cost of a unit
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of power is now three times more than it should
be, and Western Australia now has the highest
electricity charges in Australia. The State Energy
Commission is making a profit; therefore, I
believe the Government can afford to be a little
generous in this area or rebates for pensioners.

In 1974 1 led a deputation to the Hon. R, i.
O'Connor, who was then the Minister for Police,
in an endeavour to have steel jaw traps banned in
this State, particularly in the metropolitan area,
because it had been shown by the RSPCA that
these traps were being set in the metropolitan
area and were catching a number of domestic pets
which were being cruelly mutilated. Mr O'Connor
said he would look into the matter and advise me
of the result. He discussed the matter with the
Minister for Agriculture, refused to impose a ban,
but agreed the Vermin Act regulations could be
amended to provide that anyone setting a trap in
certain areas of the metropolitan area would have
to obtain a permit to do so.

The Hon. J. C. Tozer: What are these traps
for?

The Hion. LYLA ELLIOTT: It is quite obvious
people are setting traps to catch domestic cats,
because they are still being set in suburbs very
close to Perth. However, as I said, the Minister
would not impose a ban despite the fact that we
could show him that such traps had been banned
in other States and in other countries. This is
what the Minister for Agriculture said after the
Minister for Police had taken up the matter with
him-

The best control which could be achieved
was to introduce regulations to place the
onus on a person setting traps to notify the
Board. Failure to do so constitutes an
offence.

Upon receipt of the notification, the Board
must acknowledge receipt of it. Failure to
produce the acknowledgement of the receipt
of the notification is also an offence.
Conditions as to frequency of inspection of
traps are also included in the regulation.

Although this falls short of the original
proposal to limit the setting of traps, it will
assist the R.S.P.C.A. in being able to link the
setting of the trap with the person
responsible.

Although that was not what we wanted, at least
we thought something would be done to assist the
RSPCA to reduce the problem in the
metropolitan area, and to ensure that people who
set traps would - be prosecuted. Recently the
RSPCA had reports of traps being set in Padhury
and Hillarys; and in both cases domestic cats were

caught and badly mutilated. The General
Secretary of the RSPCA wrote to the
superintendent of the vermin control branch on
the 28th April, pointing out that in the first case
the person had set the traps illegally and that he
could produce no authority as provided for under
the regulations. The general secretary also wrote
again on the 1st July concerning a second
offender. On the 1st July Mr Tomlinson, the
Chief Executive Officer, replied stating-

We have fully investigated this case and
feel that it would not be possible to
successfully prosecute Mr.Under the
Vermin Act (Traps) Regulations (1975), it is
necessary to establish that the traps were set
for catching vermin and there has been no
admission of this.

In the light of all this, we have decided to
issue only a warning to Mr..and not to
prosecute.

The General Secretary of the RSPCA wrote
again to the Chief Executive Officer of the
Agriculture Protection Board and pointed out
that he thought that was a rathe 'r silly
interpretation of the regulations and that he
would have to take up the matter again with the
Minister. On the 26th July. Mr Tomlinson wrote
back and reaffirmed his earlier advice that he had
no intention of taking any action.

The RSPCA wrote again to the Agriculture
Protection Board and the reply from Mr
Tomlinson says in part-

I would like to draw your attention to sub-
regulation I of regulation 4 of the subject
regulations which state "Any person who
intends to set a trap or traps during any
month for the purpose of catching vermin,
shall notify the Chief Vermin Control Officer
in writing of his intention". It must be
appreciated that the regulations relate
specifically to trapping of "vermin" and
consequently a person is required legally to
not ify the Board only under these
circumstances.

I shall not read the whole of the lefter but it
seems incredible to me that this regulation in the
Vermin Act which was meant to assist the
RSPCA in preventing the cruel practice of setting
traps for domestic pets should now be interpreted
to mean that it is all right for people to do that
but they are contravening the Act only if they set
traps for vermin and do not inform the
Agriculture Protection Board. I think this is
rather ludicrous and I should like to" know what
the Government is going to do to honour its
undertaking in 1975 with regard to this matter.
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I also wish to register a protest at what I
believe are the elitist policies of this State
*Government. I refer to the fact that the
Government saw fit to make available $50 000 of
taxpayers' money to a millionaire in this State for
the America's Cup challenge while at the same
time rejecting a request from a member of the
Maylands Yacht Club for a miserable $1 500 to
go to England to contest the world Moth
Championships. Incidentally he was the
Australian Moth class champion. This young man
was a Westrail employee. Hie was not wealthy and
he had to finance the trip himself with the help of
his family and the Maylands. Yacht Club. But he
was not given one cent by this Government that
could find $50 000 for Mr Bond.

If it is claimed that this money was to boost the
tourist trade, I do not know how the Government
can justify it because the east coast of America is
probably the furthest point in the world from
Western Australia and I feel it would have been
much better spent in South East Asia. So I want
to express concern at the Government's double
standards. I feel that instead of giving $50 000 to
one person it could have provided $1 000 to 50
amateur sportsmen to travel overseas.

I wish to raise two matters concerning the State
election. The first is the fact that it was found
that the electoral rolls were in an appalling state.
I was constantly receiving complaints before and
after the election from people who had lived in
their district many years and whose names had
been left off the roll. I also received complaints
that people who had left the district still had their
names on the roll.

I drew the attention of the Minister to this
matter last year and pointed out that there could
be abuses unless the rolls were revised properly in
time for the State election; but it appears that
nothing was done. When I was touring the booths
on polling day I met many people who had been
turned away and told their names were not on the
roll. These people claimed they had been on the
roll for many years but this time had been left off.
Prior to the election I was made aware of a
married couple who applied for postal votes two
weeks before polling day. On the day before
polling day they telephoned to find out where the
postal votes were and they discovered that their
names were not on the roll. It would appear the
Electoral Office had omitted a whole street of
names from the new roll.

I think two things should happen to overcome
this problem. The irst is that we should have a
common roll for both State and Federal elections,
as there is in every other State with the exception
of Queensland. By combining the staffs of the two

offices more people would be available to revise
the rolls and keep them up to date. I also think
that people who are employed by the Electoral
Office as poll clerks on polling day should receive
adequate instruction on the Electoral Act.

I think it is appalling that so many people in
such an important job every election have not a
clue about the provisions of the Electoral Act. I
am not saying they should know the Electoral Act
from beginning to end but at least they should
know the important points that come up on
polling day; for example, .a person's name being
left off the roll. It happens every election; yet
many polling clerks do not know that people can
have a section vote. A document should be sent
out to them and they should be asked to study it
before polling day so that they have a few answers
and are not incorrectly denying a vote to people.

The other matter concerning the election which
I wish to raise is -the question of electoral
expenses. I think the time is long overdue for
section 174 of the Electoral Act to be amended to
provide a realistic figure for electoral expenses. I
think it is quite ridiculous and unrealistic to
expect a Council candidate in a province
containing 80 000 electors to try to run an
election on $2 000. An Assembly member might
be able to get away with SI 000, but when a
Council member represents a province which
includes five Assembly seats, surely that member
should be entitled to spend at least five times
what the Assembly member can spend. The
printing of at least 40 000 copies of every piece of
literature that is sent out and the printing of
newspaper advertisements and how-to-vote cards
would take up S5 000 without any radio or
television advertising. I think $2 000 is ridiculous
and should'be raised to at least $5 000. At the
moment candidates have the choice of either
telling the truth or falsifying their returns. I chose
to tell the truth when I put in my return.

I turn now to what I think is probably the most
serious situation to confont people in this country
for many decades. I refer to the policies of the
Liberal and National Country Parties which are
leading our nation headlong into disaster. It is not
only the members of the Labor Party or the trade
union movement who believe this, but also The
National Times which on the front page of this
week's edition says-

Mr Fraser has now set his Government on
a course which for the most cynical reasons
could endanger the stability of this country.

The National Times is looked upon as a very
responsible newspaper. I am fast coming to the
conclusion that there are dangerous people in or
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behind these parties who really do not care very
much for democracy or fair play as we know it. I
am not saying this applies to all the members. I
think the majority of them do care about
democracy and fair play and they do not realise
what is going on.

If we examine the events of recent history we
find that these parties, which were in power for 23
year, Seem to have develped the attitude that
they were born to rule and have a Ged-given right
to rule. Although they had a fair go for 23 years
they were not prepared to allow the Whitlam
Government to have a fair go. They were not
prepared to accept the fact that in 1972 the
people elected a Labor Administration. By brute
force of numbers and by rigging the Senate they
made it impossible for the Labor P arty to govern
and they forced it out of office. H-ow did they do
it? I have already mentioned the rigging of the
Senate of which everyone is well aware. With the
unlimited support of the powerful multi -nationals,
a dubious foreign organisation, the newspaper
proprietors, and a man whose place in history I
would not want, they were able to convince the
people that they could cure inflation and
unemployment. Lies were told about the Whitlam
Government. It was said it caused the highest
inflation irate in the history of this country. Of
course, that is not true. The Menzies Government
in the early 1 950s had an inflation rate of 25 per
cent. The Liberal and National Country Parties,
with the assistance of the Press, hid from the
people the fact that right in the middle of the
Whitlam Government's term of office were the
two worst years for the Western world since the
years of the depression.

They were able to convince the people to retur
thenm to office. If we look at some of the
advertisements that were placed in the Press in
1975 by the Liberal Party we will Find things such
as-

A Fraser Government will restore
confidence in Australia. We will provide: a
Government that knows how to run the
economy. Our policies will reduce
unemployment, stop price rises and make the
whole country better off.

A Government committed to look after the
disadvantaged and unfortunate. People in
need can count on us to keep our promises
and provide practical help.

That is a joke when we realise what has taken
place with regard to social welfare. I continue-

We will improve industrial relations. We
support wage indexation. Our policy will
establish a commonsense framework for

communication, negotiation and discussion
between all Sectors of industry. It will reduce
industrial unrest.

We saw full-page advertisements in The
Australian showing Mr Malcolm Fraser and
saying-

We will lead Australia to prosperity,
creating jobs and opportunities. We will
protect those in need of help. Medibank,
pensions, education and social welfare will all
be strengthened by honest responsible
government.

They even used teenagers to sign an
advertisement saying-

School-leavens speak out for a better
future.

H-ow those school-leavens have been betrayed!
I have pointed out how the Federal

Government grabbed power, but why did it grab
that power? It was not because the Whitlam
Government's economic policy was failing, but
because it was working after weathering the bad
years of 1974 and 1975 which the OECD
publications continually referred to as the worst
since the depression.

The Hayden Budget established the basis for
recovery, and it was working-and the fact that it
was working was recognised by economists and
responsible publications such as The Australian
Financial Review and The National Times. The
effects of wage indexation were being felt,
inflation was being brought under control, and
unemployment was starting to fall. The Liberal-
National Country Party coalition realised that if
it did not grab power in 1975 it would remain in
the wilderness for many years. So, the electors
believed their promises at the time and put the
Liberal-National Country Party Government
back into power.

After only 19 months in office we now have the
highest rate of unemployment since the
depression-30 per cent higher than when Labor
was in office. Officially, 5.44 per cent of people
are unemployed but in real terms it is closer to 7
per cent after having regard for school leavens,
women and others who are -not- listed. Many
young people have had their hopes and aspirations
destroyed. The real value of wages dropped by 2.5
per cent in 1976, and it has been estimated it will
drop by 4.5 per cent by the end of 1977.

Social welfare programmes, and education for
the many, have been sacrificed while the sum of
$14 million of public funds has gone to the
wealthy private schools; the least wealthy sections
of the community have been penalised while the
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privileged few have been favoured with public
funds.

Prior to the recent Budget the Fraser
Government had already wasted $1 000 million in
subsidising big mining companies and other
companies. In March of this year when the
Deputy Prime Minister Mr Anthony was
addressing the Australian Mining Industry
Council, he proudly said-

We have now cut coal export levies and
there is an unqualified promise that they will
be phased out in the next two years.

That was in March. Then, in May, a heading
appeared in the business section of The West
Australian which read, "Utah lifts earnings 23
per cent to top $54 million".

That was for a five-month period. The Poor
shareholders of that company really needed that
gift from the Government! In yesterday's issue of
the Daily News an article appeared in the section
headed "Business Scene". The heading of the
article was, "Companies battle for big stakes in
new coal game". The article, in part, read-

Australia's vital steaming and coking coal
deposits have become the properties in a
multi-million dollar international game of
Monopoly.

In April of this year Mr Anthony again boasted
that the Government had given a sum of $1
billion to the corporate sector to allow the private
sector room to grow. He said the ground swell for
recovery was strong, and that company profits
grew by more than one-third in June, 1976.

I would like to know what is happening to those
company profits. They are certainly not providing
more jobs. In May, of this year, Swan Brewery
announced that its profits had lifted by 27 per
cent to a record $9 million. Last year in this
Chamber I drew attention to the fact that the
investment allowance was granted to companies
such as Swan Brewery. That company is now
building a new brewery at Canning Vale, and is
introducing automation which, rather than
providing more jobs, will reduce employment
opportunities.

During the last 19 months there also has been
an unprecedented campaign of viciousness by the
Court and Fraser Governments in an effort to
denigrate the trade union movement. We
witnessed that action in this Chamber during the
Address-in-Reply debate. It is quite obvious that
the attack on the trade union movement has been
launched to divert public attention from the
failure of the two Governments to solve the
problems of inflation and
unemployment-matters which both

Governments promised they could handle when
elected to office by the people.

The State Government and the Federal
Government are endeavouring to make the unions
the scapegoat for the problems confronting this
country. Because the unions are performing their
legitimate functions, and are seeking to maintain
and improve the standards of their members,
however they are being crucified. I am sick and
tired of the cliches mouthed, parrot-fashion, by
spokesmen for the Liberal-National Country
Parties. We hear terms stuch as, "extremist
radical left-wing union officials", and "dominated
by Moscow". It now seems they are being
dominated from Britain!

Every section of the community ensures that its
standards are maintained. This applies to the
business community and to professional people
who put up the costs of their services without
being called "dangerous left-wing radicals".
Lawyers and doctors do not have to go to the
Industrial Commission when they want to
increase their fees, but the unions are treated with
contempt, abuse, and all sorts of dangerous and
unpatriotic motives are attributed to them.

We are constantly hearing terms such as
"radical left-wing officials of the AMWU". I
would like to know why, if that union is
considered to be so radical and the officials are
considered to be so dangerous, Mr Jim Mutton
who has been the union secretary For many years
was recommended to receive the MBE by this
Government?

The Hon. Neil McNeill: Did he accept it?
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I do not know,

but I suppose he did. I am not really very
interested, but I simply raise the point that if he
was such a terrible person he would not have been
recommended for the MBE. Of course, we know
he has made a fine contribution to the welfare of
the members of his union over the years.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Hear, hear!
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We have been

harangued constantly about the activities of the
Transport Workers' Union and its secretary, Mr
Robert Cowles. We have been told about the
adverse effect the activities of the TWU are
having on the consumers of petroll and oil in this
State. I believe it is the oil companies, and not Mr
Robert Cowles, that are adversely affecting the
petrol and oil consumers of this State.

Members may recall that a Royal Commission
conducted an inquiry into the oil industry a short
time ago. An article appeared in The Sunday
Times of the 2nd January, 1977, under the
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heading, "Garages say petrol can drop 6.5c per
gallon".

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: What is the price per
gallon now?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The article which
appeared in The Sunday Times, stated that Mr
Harry said-

"We feel action is needed now in view of
stories that the Cabiniet, far from cutting
petrol prices, will shortly consider another
increase of 5 cents per gallon," Mr W. F.
Harry, director of the WAACC, said
yesterday.

"it would be a national scandal if that
were permitted before the government
approved the Royal Commission
recommendations".

The article further states-
The Royal Commission report said that

Australia's present system of petrol
distribution and marketing should be less
wasteful and more efficient. Its products, tax
considerations aside, could and should be
cheaper to the consumer.

The report said Australia was almost atone
among developed countries in not having
effective public administration over the
industry.

Recommending the establishment of a
control board and the restructuring of price
systems, it said security of supply, balance of
payments and price to consumers were too
important to be left to "the rivalries of
foreign owned corporations".

"The report pinpoints the injustices under
which Australian motorists have labored for
many years," Mr Harry said.

And so I could go on.
The Hon. D. K. Dans: We have the dearest

petrol in the world.
The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: How do you work

that out?
The Hon. LYLA ELL IOTT: Another

statement appeared in the Press in May in which
it was stated the Government had decided to
reject the recommendations in the report of the
Royal Commission into petrol, and that a
Commonwealth agency should control all aspects
of petroleum products.

The Director of the W.A. Automobile Chamber
of Commerce was in favour of the adoption of the
recommendations of the Royal Commission for
the efficient administration of the oil and petrol
industry in Australia. However, we then had a

Federal Government spokesman-the Minister
for Consumer Affairs-saying that the
Government would reject the recommendations of
the Royal Commission. In June an article
appeared under the heading, "A Blind
Government-and a Black Day". The article
reads-

The shock (and shocking) announcement
by the Frazer Government that it has
rejected the strong recommendation of the
Royal Commission on Petroleum for. the
establishment of an agency to control petrol
marketing and supervise oil industry
operations in Australia is an abdication of
responsibility that borders on irresponsibility.

It goes on-
The boardrooms of oil companies will be

places of celebration today following the
announcement by the Minister for Business
and Consumer Affairs, Mr J1. Howard,
M.H.R., that the Federal Government has
rejected the major recommendatio 'n of the
Royal Commission on Petroleum which
sought. the establishment of a control
authority to supervise oil industry marketing
and pricing in Australia.

The Federal Government's decision is a
sell-out of its clear responsibiities to the
Australian people and has left the retail
sector of the industry under the oppressive
economic domination of the oil cartel, says
Mr W. F. Harry, Executive Director of the
Western Australian Automobile Chamber of
Commerce. The same view he says, is held by
the retail industry in each other State.

I have never heard one word of condemnation
from the Government members in this Chamber
about the oil companies.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis; The Hon. Gordon
Masters said something the other night

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I meant every word of
what I said.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I stand corrected,
Mr President. There was a very mild -rebuke from
Mr Masters the other night, but it was on a very
superficial matter involving an industrial dispute,
not on the basic question of marketing petroleum
products in this country.

The H-on. G. E. Masters:, I dealt with the
control of fuel supplies in the metropolitan area.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: But not on the
overall control in Australia. I have not heard Mr
Masters condemn the oil companies or the
Federal Government for not dealing efficiently
with the problem in this country as a whole.
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The Hon. G. E. Masters: I criticised the fuel
agents for the attitude they took in this dispute.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We are concerned
about inflation and surely the cost of petroleum
products has a tremendous impact on CPI figures
or the inflation rate in Australia. If the
Government is really dinkum, why does it not
adopt the recommendations of the Royal
Commission?

We heard a great deal from Mr Tozer last
night on the unionists in the Pilbara.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: It was an excellent
speech; one of the best we have heard.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It was the most
irresponsible I have ever heard.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: It is generally
recognised as one of the best.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We are constantly
hearing complaints about trade unions and trade
unionists in the Pilbara, but I am afraid many
people do not,' take the trouble to read the results
of surveys such as the one undertaken by the
University of WA

W.A.
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I hope there are no

percentages in it.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT': The trouble is

that Government members in this Chamber do
not like facts.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I recommend you do
not argue with Government members and
continue to address the Chair.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We are constantly
hearing criticisms from Liberal Party spokesmen
and the Premier himself but apparently they are
unaware of this study undertaken by the
University of Western Australia which, far from
placing the blame for industrial disputation in the
Pilbara region on the trade unions, does in fact
blame the structure or the industry and its
management.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Didn't they have any
graduates up there?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: This is an extract
from a journal which could not be classed as a
socialist magazine. In the Rydges Journal of
April, 1977, it states as follows-

The WA Premier, Sir Charles Court, in an
interview with David Frost, blamed this
situation on communist trade union leaders
who were taking orders directly from
Moscow in an effort to prevent iron ore
getting to Japan and so to wreck the
Japanese economy.

However, a new study by the University of
Western Australia has put the strike problem
on the Pilbara in quite a different
perspective-the structure of the industry
and its management are very largely the
cause. And lest readers jump to the
conclusion that this report was the work of
academics with a covert sympathy for the
USSR or any other left-wing institution, they
should note that its author is none other than
Mrs Helen Court, Sir Charles' daughter-in-
law.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: She will be struck off the
roll.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Mr President, I
think Sir Charles Court, instead of wasting $800
of the taxpayers' money writing to every
householder in the Pilbara, would have done
better to send off a few letters to the boardrooms
of the mining companies.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: That is a silly
comment to make.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT': I think every
member has received a copy of Conzinc Rio
Tinto's annual report.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: An excellent report.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The report refers

to the operations of Hamersicy Holdings. We are
constantly told the loss of production is due to
industrial strife and disputation.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Do you think it is lost
by bad management?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The report, in the
section dealing with Hamersley Holdings and
after referring to industrial disputes, states-

The fall in saleable ore production was
caused by the combination of a planned
programme of reconstruction of major ore
handling equipment to eliminate structural
and operating deficiencies.

Further ont it states-
A major plant shutdown occurred in the
third quarter to correct deficiencies and was
the culmination of a plant upgrading
programme initiated in 1974.

I think people must be a little realistic about this
and not continually blame the working people
who do sometimes indulge in industrial
disputation, but do so quite legitimately. They
should not always be blamed for the loss of
production of the iron ore companies. Obviously
there are other factors involved.

It was only in July that Mr Colin Smith, who is
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general manager of operations for Hameisley
Iron, indicated as follows-

"My experience is very much one of these
people being sincere and genuine," he said.

"I feel (they have) a basic and genuine
interest for the welfare of this country.

The Hon. J. C. Tozer interjected.
The Hon. D. K. Dans: I have argued that in the

courts myself and have never won.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We are

continually told about the man-days lost through
industrial disputes and strikes. If we look at the
figures for 1976 we find they are as follows--74.6
per cent-was due to unemployment; 15.4 per cent
was due to sick leave, and this would include
industrial accidents 2.8 per cent was due to
industrial disputes; and 7.2 per cent was due to
other causes. So industrial disputes accounted for
only 2.8 per cent of man-days lost, compared with
unemployment which accounted for 74.6 per cent.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Is that the Western
Australian figures?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: This weeks The
National Times slams the Frazer Government for
its provocative industrial legislation which it has
just rushed through Parliament in an atmosphere
that paper described as a phony crisis and which
it described as a transparent political device
aimed at stirring up confrontation with trade
unions, possibly in time for a snap election. The
paper said it was introduced at a time of
historically low levels of strike action.

Still on the question of strikes or industrial
disputes the The Australian Financial Review of
the 13th July pointed out that industrial action
had steadily declined since 1974. In that year 6.3
million working days were lost and 3.5 million
were lost in 1975. Last year the figure was 1.6
million man-days lost, and this included the
Med ibank strike.

It is interesting to note it was on the 13th July
that the paper gave the figures for the drop in the
number of strikes, yet The West Australian three
days later had a heading of "Increase in
Industrial Strikes". That heading was not
justified by the figures, but this is how the people
in the community are being brainwashed into
believing the unions are bringing chaos into their
lives. Headlines like that are not supported by
facts, but Liberal Party spokesmen are flat out
creating that situation. We do not hear one word
of criticism about irresponsible or antisocial
companies.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Who is throwing
suspicion on unions?

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Mr Tozer did last
night.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: He gave a factual
account.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I would not say
that statements accusing unions of being
dominated by Moscow and other similar
suggestions by Mr Toter, Sir Charles Court, and
others, can be considered as anything but an
attempt to vilify the unions.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Would you direct
your comments to the Chair.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Mr President, I
think you know that we are constantly hearing
about the so-called dangerous left-wing radical
unions causing trouble, but we do not hear
anything about companies which are irresponsible
or antisocial.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Name these companies.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We never hear

about the strike of capital and the disruption
caused to many people when capital is withdrawn
from labour-intensive industries, to be placed in
more profitable enterprises. I have never heard a
word of criticism in this Chamber about the
Nestle company which knew as early as August of
last year that there was salmonella contamination
in its Tongala plant. It kept quiet about this until
just recently and allowed vulnerable little babies
to become ill. We have not heard any
condemnation of this matter from members of the
Liberal Party or in our local papers. There was
mild criticism reported in a national paper by !he
Victorian Health Department's assistant general
health officer who said the firm was "wrong
headed" to have continued manufacturing the
powdered milk after it knew of the contamination.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Do you have
proof?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The Public
Health Department had proof.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Surely it is the
Public Health Department that has done the
wrong thing.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I do not think
there is any doubt that evidence has been shown
that contamination took place and the firm knew
about it as far back as August of last year-

The Hon. G. E. Masters: That is a very serious
statement.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: It has been stated
in the Press.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: We are asking for
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some sort of backup, but you are making vague
statements.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The Minister
apparently does not believe the National Times or
the other newspapers.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: There is a whole
lot of difference between accused and proved.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Mr President, I
did not intend to waste the time of the Chamber
by reading this report, but I am not being
believed.

The PRESIDENT: If the honourable member
directed her comments at the Chair and did not
engage in conversation with various members, she
would not be interrupted so frequently.

The-Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I quote from The
West Australian of the 27th July-
NESTLE ACCUSED OVER MILK

CONTAMINATION
MELBOURNE: The Nestle company had

continued to produce and . package milk
powder at its Tongala plant in northern
Victoria after members of the company
became aware of contamination at the plant
in August last year, the Victorian Public
Health Commission was told yesterday.

This is a product which affects vulnerable little
babies, yet there was not one word of
condemnation from any Liberal member in this
House or any other House.

Compare this irresponsible attitude of Nestle
with the responsible attitude adopted by the
Waterside Workers' Federation. On the I 8th July
the Department of Primary Industry placed a ban
on the export of powdered baby milk formula due
to the fear of infection. Four days later, on the
22nd July, in Melbourne a cargo consisting of 12
.20-tonne containers was being loaded on a ship
called the Straai Luzon, a Dutch vessel bound for
India. The wharfics-members of the
WWF-were told to load the cargo, which they
did; they were then told to unload the cargo,
which they also did, However, when they were
told to load it again they became suspicious and
their delegate, one Joe Lynch, took the trouble to
find out what the cargo comprised. He discovered
it contained Nestle powdered milk formula for
babies, for export to India. He was aware that the
ban had been imposed four days earlier, so he
approached the superintendent on behalf of his
men and said they were not going to reload the
cargo.

The superintendent insisted the cargo be loaded
and said the matter would be raised at Fremantle.
On this guarantee, the men reloaded the

containers. However, in the meantime the
delegate on the wharf in Melbourne rang the
secretary of the union (Ted Bull) who in turn
telephoned the local WWF secretary in Fremantle
(Ron Inkster), informing him of what had
happened, and asking him to watch out for the
ship.

Mr Inkster got in touch with Dr McNulty,
Commissioner of Public Health who told him it
was the first information he had received from
anybody. He had heard nothing from the
Deparment of Primary Industry, the Customs
Department, the Victorian Public Health
Department, or Nestle. The shipping agent, when
interviewed by the Press, was very embarrassed
by the whole thing And said it was a matter for
Nestle. He did not wish to comment any further.

The point I am making is that if it had not been
for the vigilance of the WWF-a union which
cares not only for its own members, but also for
other human beings-that shipment of
contaminated milk powder would have gone to
India and been fed to the babies in India. It was
quite obvious that nothing was going to be done
about the powdered milk; it was equally obvious
that Nestle hoped the matter would be forgotten
and the shipment would go through. That
represents criminal irresponsibility, so do not let
anybody in this Chamber talk to me about the
irresponsibility of trade unions.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: According to the
Liberal Government the union should not have
done that, because unions should be concerned
only with industrial matters.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKinnon: That is a load of
rubbish as I will explain later.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Tucked away at
the bottom of a Oage in The West Australian of
the 27th July was an article headed, 'Protest at
Brewery". A person simply reading the heading
would think, "more industrial disputes and strikes
by unions". However, when one reads the article
one finds the protest was held by construction
workers on the site who were dikgusted at the
wastage of water by the building contractors.
They -stopped work for 90 minutes until the
contractors stopped wasting 'this precious water.
Who was irresponsible in this case-the union or
the contractor? We never hear any criticism of
that sort of thing. I did not hear Mr O'Connor
thanking the workers for saving precious water.

I could quote many more instances of the
virtues of unions and unionists and the
irresponsibility of various companies, but I will
move on to the next question, which relates to
productivity. Another ruse of Liberal- National
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Country Party spokesmen is to blame the unions
and industrial action for the poor productivity in
this country. We never hear any criticism of
employers and poor management policies.

The Hon. G. C. MacKinnon: Do you have Mr
Dans' permission to talk about productivity? He
gets very annoyed when somebody else talks
about productivity.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: We never hear
criticism of poor plant and equipment, Several
years ago I read to this Chamber an article which
appeared in Newsweek which dealt with
productivity in America and Japan. I suppose the
workers of this country and the management
policies adopted by the employers coold
reasonably be compared with those of America.
The article stated-

An American semiconductor firm owns a
plant in Dallas and one in Japan. Both are
virtually identical-using the same
technology, the same manufacturing
procedures and the same number of workers.
There is one obvious difference: the plant in
Japan outproduces the one in Dallas by 15
per cent.

The conventional explanation for the
difference is that Japanese workers are
simply more industrious than Americans. But
if that is true, how is it that 200 American
employees now working at the television-
assembly plant Sony has built in San Diego
manage to produce just as many color sets as
their Japanese counterparts at an identical
Sony operation in Tokyo?

The article went on to show that the difference in
productivity due was not to the workers but to the
policies of management and the fact that
Japanese managers are much more considerate of
their workers. They consult them on vari ous
aspects of company policy and get a lot more out
of them because of this.

The Australian Financial Review dealt with the
question of obsolete machinery. We never hear
anything about obsolete plant and equipment
being responsible for poor productivity in this
country. Yet The Australian Financial Review of
the 14th March this year contains an article
showing just where Australia lies in the world
productivity stakes. The article provides the
following statistics--

Machine tools in industrial plant less than
10 years' old by country 1976

Japan 62% of plans tess than 1 Oyears old
Germany 56% of plant lesthan 10years' old
America 39% of plant les than 10 yeas'old
U.K. 39% or plant les than 10 years'odd
Australia 25% of' plant less han 10 years'odd

Expenditure
equipment as a
1976

Japan
France
west Germany
Canada
'taly
U K.
Atned
Atestralis

on capital plant and
percentage of national cake

37%
28%
26%
22%
21%
17%
16%
10%

The source for the figures was the Heavy
Engineering Manufacturers Association report of
1976. 1 believe those two quotes should answer
some of the criticism of the working people of this
country by our opponents and show that perhaps
the policies of management and the fact that
plant and equipment may be outdated could be
contributing more to the low productivity figure
than the working people.

We are constantly told that high wages in this
country are responsible for unemployment. Mr
Fraser keeps telling us we must reduce wages if
we want to provide more jobs. But once again, the
facts do not bear this out. I asked the
Parliamentary Library to extract some
comparative wage rates of countries which have a
low unemployment rate, and the library came up
with the following: As at August, 1976, the hourly
wage rate in manufacturing industryin Austraia
was $3.70. At that stage, the unemployment rate
was 4.4 per cent. In Japan, the hourly rate was
$4.37 Australian, and the unemployment rate was
1.9 per cent. Sweden's hourly rate was $5.90, and
the unemployment rate was even lower at 1.6 per
cent. Once, agai 'n, I think that answers the
criticism of the unions. They are simply seeking to
maintain standards by wage indexation and by
keeping up with the cost of living. Wage rates
have nothing to do with the unemployment figure.

Mr President, recently I visited Thailand with
my husband. I do not intend to give you a travel
talk, but I could not help thinking that Thailand
was Mr Fraser's idea of paradise. They have no
strong unions and there is cheap labour. People
work nine hours each day, for six days a week and
many receive only about $1 Australian a day.
Spending on public works like roads and footpaths
is q~uite minimal; there is no decent social welfare,
no age pensions or unemployment benefits. The
result is that one sees beggars in the street.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: There are many
professional beggars who earn quite a lot of
money.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: There is also a
high crime rate. What does the honourable
member expect people to do if they are starving?
They can only beg or steal., I hope this country
never comes to that.
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Against this background we saw the Federal
Budget introduced last week. I believe it provided
further evidence of' the callous, 19th century
conservative philosophy of the present Federal
Liberal-National Country Party Government.

In The National Times was an excellent
analysis of the Budget in which the following was
stated-

In 1975 Mr Fraser promised that he would
govern on behalf of all Australians yet his
Budget this week is another major step in
redistributing income from the poor to the
better off. The Budget is the most
transparent move in an otherwise largely
unnoticed redistribution of wealth which has
been going on since Mr Fraser came into
power.

With unemployment at 340 000 and
climbing, Mr Fraser has chosen to provide
tax concessions mainly to those with incomes
over $12 000 a year while offering practically
nothing to the jobless.

It does nothing to reduce unemployment, but its
rain feature of which Messrs Lynch and Fraser
are very proud is the tax reforms which are shown
to be a confidence trick. Once again there is a
very searching analysis in The National Times
and in tonight's Daily News is the heading "Tax
Change Claim: Many to Pay More".

I believe the cruellest aspect of the Budget has
been the blatant failure of the Government to
alleviate the serious unemployment situation. In
fact the Treasury predicts a rise over the next six
months. That was contained in Budget statement
No. 2.

I do not know how many members or their
children have faced a prolonged period of
unemployment, but those who have must
understand the devastating and destructive effect
it has on individuals and families. Apart from
the material deprivation that ensues, as well as
the disastrous destruction of persons' or families'
economic well-being, their accommodation, hire-
purchase commitments, etc., there is the
emotional stress and tension placed on families.

The future of thousands of young people is very
bleak indeed I am afraid as a result of this 19
months of the Liberal-National Country Party
Government. despite all the promises made to
school leavers and others about the provision of
employment. Now the Liberal and National
Country Parties have said to these people, "Too
bad if your whole lives are disrupted. Too bad if
you are suffering financial hardship, emotional
stress, or developing suicidal tendencies. We on
our $50 000 and $70 000 plus super bounty

believe you will just have to put up with it. It is
more important to give generous tax concessions
to wealthy mining and oil companies and to those
already in employment, particularly those on
incomes above $12000 a year." This is from a
Government which was elected in 1975 on a
pledge to provide more employment opportunities,
particularly for young people. The same pledge
was made by the Court Government in 1974 and
again in 1977.

But what has occurred in this State? During
the debate on the Supply Bill I provided the
percentage figures for unemployment. In June,
1974, it was 1.62 per cent, following the period of
the Tonkin Government. Then in June, 1977, it
was 4.7 per cent, three times the amount of
unemployment when Labor was in office. In June
there were 13 adults and I8 teenagers for every
job vacancy, but by July, the latest figures
available, that had risen to I5 adults for every
vacancy and 22 teenagers, with 26 588 people out
of work.

Despite the pledge to the unemployed in 1975
to provide jobs, the Government has deliberately
avoided introducing measures to stimulate
employment. Not only that, it has taken steps to
exacerbate the situation.

Welfare housing is one example. There is a
miserable 4 per cent increase in funds for the
States for welfare housing, which is a
considerable drop in real terms. We have
thousands of people on the State Housing
Commission list in this State and no doubt there
are thousands in other States wanting houses.
Thousands of building tradesmen are out of
work-I 000 in this State alone-desperately
wanting jobs; but what does the Fraser
Government do? It cuts spending on homes. It
gives $I billion away to people in employment and
most of those are in the top income bracket who
need it the least.

What incredibly, stupid, grotesque policies
could lead to such a situation?

One of the world's leading sculptors (Giacomo
Manzu), stated to be a friend of the late Pope
John, was interviewed recently by Newsweek and
asked for his views on art, life, and politics. On
political views he said-

I am not a part of any political order. I am
a man of the left and I could never be a man
of the right for I regard them as imbeciles.

When I read that I could not help thinking of the
philosophy of our political opponents. They have
controlled this country for-

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: It is very easy to quote
things like that and call people imbeciles, isn't it?
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It is not easy to back it up. During the whale of
your speech you have read things out.

The IHon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I am not referring
to any person in the Chamber. I am referring to
the policies of parties which will produce a
situation in this State where, for example, we had
a $3 million surplus in the State Budget. I am not
sure of the number of non-Aboriginal families
wanting homes desperately. I think it is probably
about 12 000 Or more. There are 1 200 Aboriginal
families wanting homes desperately. There are
1 000 building tradesmen out of work and yet the
Government has money to spare.

I have already quoted the policies of the
Federal Government in the recent Budget which
gave away $I billion to people who do not need it.
I do not need a refund on my tax, but people out
of work on unemployment benefit desperately
need work.

As I said when speaking on the Supply Bill
debate these are insane policies which lead to the
present situation.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Don't genteralise then,
and call all or us imbeciles. Call only some of us
imbeciles.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The Liberal and
National Country Parties have controlled this
country for something like 57 out of 77 years
since federation. It is a country rich in natural
resources, corporate wealth, and healthy vigorous
people, and yet through decades of neglect and
complacency the Governments failed to produce a
decent social welfare system until the Whitlamn
Government came into office.

We did not have decent adequate pensions,
education, community health, or recreation
facilities. However, the Whitlam Government
provided a breath of fresh air in these areas.

Perhaps the greatest indictment was that in all
those years those conservative Governments failed
,to provide or institute any proper manpower
policies to avoid severe unemployment when the
various industries were disrupted by technological
or structural change.

I think members are probably getting a little
tired of my quoting.

The Hon. G. C; MacKinnon: That is right.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I am not going to

quote all that I have here, but I think it is
important to support my arguments by statements
from publications and people. Recently I received
a copy of an extract from the "United States
Monthly Review" of April, 1977, containing an
analysis -gf unemployment in nine industrial
countries. It indicated that the high

unemployment figures, the result of the
international recession of 1974-75, continued to
plague the economies of all nations surveyed in
1976, with the exception of Sweden.

It gives the figures and indicates how
unemployment in Sweden has actually dropped
since 1974, and I was going to quote the reasons
and the manner in which this has been achieved.
However, what it all boils down to is the fact that
since the 1940s in Sweden they have had proper
manpower planning policies and in recent times
they backed this up by some 25 special measures
to provide employment for people in that Country.
However, we have had no planning like that in
this country. In 1967 Mr Leslie Bury, the revered
Federal Liberal Minister for Labour, said-

Australia is one of those countries which
does not engage in manpower planning. We
are fortunate in possessing vigorous product
and resource markets in which demand and
supply forces can operate freely.

For many years the Liberal and National Country
Party Government thought it was unnecessary to
have any manpower planning. There are many
steps which could be taken now by both State and
Federal Governments to create employment for
the workers in Western Australia, but they refuse
to take them.

Amendment to Motion
Therefore I move an amendment-
That the following be added to the motion-

However, we the Members of the
Legislative Council desire to express our deep
concern at the high level of unemployment in
this State-the highest since the depression
of the 1930's-and to register our disgust at
the callous disregard shown for the working
people of Western Australia by the State and
Federal Liberal/National Country Party
Governments whose policies are exacerbating
problem.

The PRESIDENT: Is there a seconder to the
motion?

The Hon. R. T. LEESON: Mr President, I-
The PRESIDENT: The honourable member

has already spoken on the motion and would not
be eligible.

The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: I second the
motion.

Point of Order
The IHon. G. C. MacKINNON: I would like

you to correct me if I am wrong, Mr President,
but I understood that this was an amendment and
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therefore the honourable member has flat spoken
to it.

The PRESIDENT: I draw the attention of
members to Standing Order 77 which reads-

A Member who has spoken to a Question
may not move an amendment, or second an
amendment, thereon; but may speak to an
amendment when such amendment has been
proposed from the Chair.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
THE HON. R. T. LEESON (South-East)

t 12.0l a.m.]. I want to support the amendment
briefly. I do not need to remind members in this
House that the present unemployment situation is
the second worst in the history of Western
Australia. I have many personal friends who are
unemployed, and they definitely are unable to get
jobs. I also know a number of school-leavers who
are out of work, and who are chasing around
desperately in an attempt to Find work. Some of
these young people have been unemployed in
excess of six months since they left school last
year. and I am sorry to say it does not appear the
situation will improve. In fact, it looks as though
the situation will get worse and .worse as the
months roll by.

I do not know what the present Government
intends to do about the unemployment problem. It
is qukite clear that up to date not very much has
been done. 1 become disgusted when I look back
over the last six months, and recall some of'the
full-page advertisements which appeared in The
West Australian during the election campaign. I
recall what the Government claimed it would do
if the people of Western Australian returned it to
office. Many people in my province are still
waiting, day after day, to see Some action taken
by the Government.

Although we are fairly comfortable sitting in
our places in this Chamber, those people who are
out of work are not at all comfortable. We have
heard the term "dole bludgers" many times in this
House, and it has been used in the other place. I
do not know that we can reach the stage where
every person can be termed a "dole bludger". A
clear fact is that no work is available, and as I
said earlier, the full-page advertisements in the
Press claimed that a total of 100 000 jobs would
become available very soon. The people are crying
out for something to happen. I cannot recall one
single job having been made available as a result
of the Government being returned to office. The
situation seems to get worse day after day, and it
appears it will continue to get worse.

An article appeared in The West Australian
today headed, "Nickel workers' jobs in jeopardy".

I have it from a reliable source that the statement
in the Press is correct. It stated that the Western
Mining Corporation is expected to announce big
retrenchments in its eastern goldfields work force.
Sources indicate that 600 men will1 be sacked
from the Kambalda nickel operations, and 180
workers will be sacked from the Scotia and Carr
Boyd nickel operations which are part of the
Great Boulder operations.

I am accustomed to reading this sort of
announcement in the newspaper with relation to
the goldfields. Over many years we have had our
ups and downs and this is just another slap in the
face which we seem to receive every six months.
For some time I have been hoping we would not
have to experience this kind of upset again
because the people in the area have had a bellyful
of it.

Two or three years ago we went through a
period of many promises for the region. Promises
were made by the present Federal Government to
stabilise the industry in the area and to make the
goldfields a wonderful place in which to live. It is
a wonderful place in which to live but not in the
present situation when jobs are in jeopardy on a
day-to-day basis, as they have been for some time.

We have not observed any positive action
whatever on the part of the Government. There
has been no effort to try to comfort' the people;
they carry the burden from week to week.

I have had occasion to speak about this matter
on many occasions. No doubt the Government has
had some consultations with Western Mining
Corporation with regard to the retrenchments
expected 'to be announced- The Government
should have been giving some thought to what can
be done to alleviate the problems of the people
who will be affected-some 3 000 of them;
overnight. If the Government has not given any
consideration to the matter yet, I hope it will take
some immediate action to send a top-ranking
officer to the area so that he can attempt to
alleviate the position one way or another, and
make it a little easier for those people.

We in the eastern goldfields have been through
this kind of experience many times previously. I
know what it is like. The proposed action will add
about 3'A per cent to the unemployed in this
State. The situation is becoming chaotic, and I
am sick and tired of reading the rubbish published
in the Press about what the Government intends
to do. Everybody-particularly the people in my
area-want to see some action. On this occasion
the Government should take immediate steps in
an attempt to alleviate the problems which will be
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faced by the people in my province. I support the
amendment.

THE HON. F. E. McKENZIE (East
Metropolitan) [12.07 am.]: I support the
amendment and I do so because it gives me an
opportunity to do some "Government-bashing". I
have sat here during a short period of time, and I
have heard quite a deal in respect of "union
bashing", and that grieves me.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: That is your term.
The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: It certainly is my

term.
The Hon. G. E. Masters: "Union bashing" are

your words, It is a false description, but they are
your words.

The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: "Government
bashing" is my term, and I think the Government
well and truly watrants the title, In spite of the
statements made prior to, and after the time of
the Tonkin Government, the situation in Western
Australia and, in fact, nationally, is getting worse
month by month and year by year.

When Labor vacated the Government in
March, 1974, there were 7 527 unemployed in
Western Australia. We now have 26 588
unemployed, and the rise from June to July. of
this year. has been 1 015. The total number of
unemployed at July, 1976, in Western Australia,
was 21 419, and in July, 1975, it was 17 046. So,
unemployment is getting progressively worse.

The tragedy of the unemployment situation is
the fact that a substantial proportion relates to
the under-20-year-olds. In fact. 9 789 under*20-
year-olds are receiving unemployment benefits. A
recent heading in the Dail yNews referred to the
"Despair of 'the workless", and the associated
article stated-

A pretty, bright girl of 17 with no special
skills regularly rings Jobs Bureau because,
she says, employers keep knocking her back.

"They said I'm too old," she says.
She is too old at I17; that is what the employers
are telling her. The position is not confined only
to that particular girl. Another statement in the
same article states-

Jobless people of all kinds and ages have
expressed despair. Divorcee Mrs Jeanette
Jackson (40), has written to Jobs Bureau.

Another statement reads-
My name is Debi O'Connor, I'm 181/2,

have been unemployed for eight months, and
it is driving me mad!

I began looking for employment with a
preference for office work, but at the

moment I am not fussy and will take almost
anything especially if it's working outside in
the fresh air.

Debi, who lives in Cottesloe, and has to
rely on public transport, has worked as a
shop assistant, nursing aide, filing clerk, and
commercial salesperson.

The unemployment
young people. If
provided with job
ready to enter the
obtain work, they
necessary to do
demoralising for a
trying to find work

situation is tragic amongst the
the young people are not
opportunities when they are
work force and endeavour to
do not gain the experience

so at a later stage. It is
young person who is earnestly
which is not available.

My province includes the Victoria Park
Commonwealth Employment Service. That office
does not keep accurate records, but it has
provided me with the estimate that there are some
500 unemployed females and . some 300
unemployed males in that area. That position
warrants my concern because many of the people
I represent are not the affluent type. Many of
them do not have the opportunity to go back to
school as is the case with some young people who
cannot find work. The young people who do not
come from affluent homes have no choice but to
apply for unemployment benefits. Their' parents
cannot afford to keep them. Despite their efforts
to find work, it is not available.

This situation exists against the background of
some of the statements made by-the Premier (Sir
Charles Court) dating back to 1972 when, on the
16th August, he said that given the opportunity to
perform he would solve the problem. He said he
was prepared to stake his reputation on his
success. He also said that the problem could be
cured within six months. Here we are some five
years later, and the situation has become worse.

Another statement was made on the 8th
October, 1974, to the effect that the State
Ministers were to discuss ways to get an early
start on public works projects to relieve
unemployment. Whether or not the work has been
commenced I do not know, but certainly there has
been no improvement in the unemployment
situation. The blame lies not only with the State
Government, but also with the Federal
Government.

Because of its policies, I think the Government
is deliberately creating a pool of unemployed
people in an endeavour to stem inflation.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: That is a silly
statement.

The Hlon. F. E. McKENZIE: I believe the
Government has failed.I
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The Hon. G. E. Masters: It is a ridiculous
statement.

The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: I believe the
Government should start to inject money into the
economy so that something can be done about the
growing number or unemployed. The policies have
obviously failed. Inflation has not improved-it is
much the same as it was previously-but
unemployment has got completely out of control.

When the Whitlam Government was in power
it at least introduced the Regional Employment
Development Scheme, under which the Belmont
Shire Council, in the area which I represent and
in which I live, was prepared to accept the offer to
provide money. Many improvements resulted in
the facilities provided for the people, such as
playgrounds, parks, and the like.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: That scheme had no
long-term benefits, did it?

The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: Yes, it did have
tong-term benefits, If the honourable member
likes to go out to have a look, he will see them.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I am talking about
long-term benefits. They were all short-term
benefits. The scheme was well-intended but it did
not work.

The Hon. F. E. McK EN ZIE: It did work.
The H-In. G. E. Masters: It created no long-

term employment benefits.
The I-Ion. D. K. Dans: Would you agree it was

better than the present situation?
The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: The important

thing was it provided work for people. When we
provide work fot people, we gain other benefits
People are removed from the unemployed list, for
a start. I do not know how it can be said that
unemployed people are not a burden on the
community. They must be a burden in many
ways. When people are employed, not only do we
save the money going out in unemployment
benefits, but we also have people contributing to
taxation, which in turn provides employment.
Every project will return at least 30c in the dollar
because money is coming in and is not being paid
out in unemployment benefits which are costing
the public $47 million a month. Then we have
other benefits from the multiplier effect.
Consumers have more money to spend, they buy
more goods, and so on.

Another point is that personal tax revenue
collections, including the cost of enforced health
insurance, rose by 28 per cent in the last financial
year. The average income earner supporting a
wire and two children, allowing ror family
a!lowance payments, is now about Ill a week

worse off in real terms, after tax, than he was on
the 1st July last year. I do not believe recovery
will be possible if the spending power of the
taxpayers is slugged any further.

I support the amendment because I believe both
the State and Federal Governments need
censuring for their tack of positive effort to do
anything about the escalating national
unemployment situation.

The H-on. G. E. Masters: You obviously have
not studied the employment figures in this State
over the last 12 months. You should study the
figures instead of sitting there criticising.

The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: If the honourable
member would explain what he means, I might be
able to answer him.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I am suggesting in the
last I I Or 12 months there has been an increase in
total employment of 12 300.

The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE: There may have
been an increase in the number employed, but
there has also been a substantial increase in the
number unemployed, and that is the important
point. The situation will become worse. As Mr
Leeson said, Western Australia has enjoyed the
advantage of being an exporter of minerals, which
has helped to keep the unemployment level down.
It now appears from the statement in The West
Australian this morning that the export of
minerals is about to cease and the Government of
the State has real problems on its hands. It is
about time the Government came up with a
positive plan to do something about the
unemployed, particularly the young people. I
support the amendment.

THE HON. GRACE VAUGHAN (South-East
Metropolitan) [12.21 a.m.j: Despite the late hour,
I cannot let pass this opportunity to support the
amendment in relation to young people. Already
the Hon. Lyla Elliott and the Hon. Fred
McKenzie have stressed this aspect, but I am a
little older than both of them and I recall very
clearly the dreadful, deleterious, embarrassing,
and humiliating condition in which people who
were unemployed found themselves at the time I
was in my teens. I fervently hope, as we all do, we
will not deteriorate into the type of depression we
had in the early 1930s Up to the beginning of the
second World War.

This Government is making the same kind of
mistake as was made then. It is horrible to live
through a depression when one is young and
impressionable, and then to reach my age and
find exactly the same kind of outmoded,
conventional, establishment-orientated factors
operating. There must be some change either in
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Government or in Government policies to avert an
almost inevitable deep depression.

The aspect that is SO Serious is that the
beginning of such a depression immediately
affects the young people. If members on the
Government side see this as being amusing,
perhaps they need to have their bellies touching
their ribs occasionally to realise the gravity and
solemnity of what I am saying.

It is a deeply disturbing matter that our young
people are growing up in a country, a society, and
in fact a world which places so much emphasis on
the work ethic, under which people are socialised
from birth to believe occupation equals godliness.
In the future, when we come up out of the trough
and onto the crest again, as in the 1930s and
1940s we will be faced with a tremendous numtber
of young people who have lost hope, who do not
believe society holds very much for them, and who
do not want to Care or be concerned about one
another or the rest of society because they feel
society holds out no hope for them.

Their levels of aspiration were lowered. Their
faith in the ability of the system to work
effectively to produce a better society had gone.
and one cannot replacethe feeling of hope when
one has reached the bottom of the barrel. Some
effort must be made to give dignity to these
people. The conservatives in our community are
certainly not doing anything in this direction.
They continually talk about people who receive
unemployment benefits as being lowly and
worthless and not wanting to work.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Who said that?
The Hon. GRACE VAUGHAN: Many

conservatives say it repeatedly. That dirtiest of
four-letter words, which I refuse to use as the
name for unemployment benefits, is used by them
in association with the word "bludger" which we
were once told not to use in this Chamber. Unless
there is a change of attitude and Government
policy we will have a very serious situation indeed
in regard to the future of our young people.

I think it will be found the figures show just
over 50 per cent of the unemployed people in
Australia at the present time are under 25 years
of age. In the early stages of a depression they are
hit first because they are either ins the middle of
their training, about to do some training, or have
not had enough experience. Employers, naturally,
are asking that the people who work for them be
of the highest calibre. It is a system of supply and
demand, and if more experienced and better
trained people are available the employer will of
course take them on in preference to the younger
people.

The impact is not so great on those over 21
years of age, most of whom have families and are
reasonably well established, It is the young people
who feel the impact but it is not making the
impression on the whole community that it would
make if there were 'more people of middle class
and middle age who were unemployed.

The people who have the fewest resources will
be most likely to be unemployed. A resourceful,
trained, and experienced Person who cannot get a
job in his own field might present himself for a
more menial job which is less well paid. We hear
many middle class, "WASP"-type persons saying
people can get a job if they really try. I can
remember this being said in the depression of the
1910Os, when people were humping their blueys
outback; even doctors and other professional
people were tramping around outback, going from
station to station to get a handout. I suppose it
happened in Western Australia and it certainly
happened in New South Wales where I lived. It
was a very humiliating situation for those who
had qualifications to do better things.

The people at the bottom of the ladder will
suffer first and they are least able to argue for
themselves, to present their cases, or to express
themselves in terms which will make society listen
to them. Therefore they are the most easily
bashed, and we bash them repeatedly. It is very
easy to say, "They do not try." I could go out and
clean toilets and do all kinds of menial jobs.

I am strong, even in my advanced years, and I
am very flexible. I come from peasant stock, and I
am not easily nauseated by horrible jobs. Despite
the fact that I have bits of paper I can wave under
the noses of other people who are impressed by
them, that is all the bits of *paper are worth.
People are impressed by them, just as I am
impressed, I suppose, when members opposite
wave pieces of paper under my nose.

People such as I who are adaptable and flexible
in the matter of employment will always be able
to earn a dollar. If something terrible happened
and I was expelled from this House arnd thrown
onto the labour market I assure you, Sir, I would
live quite well. This would apply to most people
here, if they have either the brains or the skill or
that eight-letter word to get themselves 6lected to
this Parliament; they would be. able to find a job
elsewhere. I am certain that if thrown on the
labour market they would most certainly be able
to make a bob and keep themselves quite well.

However, the people in this society who are
most vulnerable are those who are unemployed
first in a depression. They are the ones that people
like us who have qualifications ought to be
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defending. Instead of that, we are putting in the
boot and making sure that they surfer because
they cannot pull themselves up by their own
bootstraps-even if they do not have boots.

These are people who are the least resourceful,
and they are the ones we expect to do the most; so
they are the ones who suffer because of the
Government policy.

I strongly support this amendment and
congratulate the Hon. Lyla Elliott for bringing it
forward. I hope the House will carry it in order
that the Governor will be informed of the
unemployment position in this State.

THE HON. R. HETHERINGTON (East
Metropolitan) [ 12.32 a.m.J: I do not wish to take
up too much of the time of the House, because
most or what I intended to say has been very ably
said by the Hon. Grace Vaughan. Seeing that it
has become the custom tonight, perhaps I will
throw in a few figures. In Western Australia in
1976, 252 200 man-days were lost tifrough
strikes, 534 385 man-days were lost through
industrial accidents-apparently there are more
serious problems than strikes--and 5 514 940
man-days were lost through unemployment.

It seems to mae one of the things we have to
consider is this problem of unemployment. What
perturbs me is the attitude one Finds among
members'of the present Government in Canberra,
and among some members supporting the State
Government.

Like the Hon. Grace Vaughan, I grew up
during the depression. I was a child during those
years and in my teens in the aftermath of the
depression I experienced the joy of walking the
streets of Adelaide looking for a job until
ultimately I round one. I remember well in 1939
headlines which suggested there were people who
joined the Sixth Division who then had a job for
the first time in their lives. These were young men
who were employed for the first time in their lives
at the ages of 19, 20, 2 1, and 22 years. I hope we
do not have to solve the problem of
unemployment in that manner.

I also remember well the people who said if
enough people put their shoulders to the wheel,
and if enough people wanted to Find work, they
could do so. That was said in 1834 in the Poor
Law debates, and it has been said ever since
whenever therc is massive unemployment.
However, when the war came and there was work
for all, the number of unemployed was low. The
number of unemployables is generally below I @er
cent when work is plentiful. In the post-war
period of prosperity when work was available, the
number of unemployed was slightly over I per

cent, and half of those were people who were
changing jobs. When work was available, people
were prepared to work. So when people put the
thumb on the unemployed and say that
unemployed people do not want to work, they are
looking at the whole problem in the wrong
perspective, and there is little hope of their solving
it.

I am very perturbed, along with the Hon. Grace
Vaughan, by the plight of the young, because it is
important that young people get the right attitude
so that they can get jobs and be responsible
through their lives. At present 15.15 per cent of
the teenage work force in this State is
unemployed. In Western Australia teenagers
make up 36.8 per cent of the unemployed, and
that figure is not as high as it should be because I
know of schools where teenagers are going back to
school because they cannot find jobs. They drop
in to work in certain schools sometimes for a few
days, because they are bored. I know some
teenagers who have tried and tried to find jobs
but have not been able to do so. This is a very
serious situation which must be solved.

It seems to me perhaps the reason the problem
is not being solved is we have gone back to the
remedies that we used in the last depression; that
is, cut back on wages and force down the standard
of living. Yet usually there is unemployment
because it is not profitable to sell goods because
overproduction has occurred, and at present our
industry is working at about 75 per cent of its
capacity because it is not selling its goods.

I do not see how we can increase the capacity
of industry to produce goods or increase the
demand for goods by cutting down on wages and
building up unemployment. [ think this has got to
be a fallacious way of looking at the problem,
and I think the advisers of this Government and
the Federal Got'ernment should think again about
whether they are doing the right thing. It seems to
me that what has happened in this country-and
it was fairly obvious in the 1950s and it was fairly
obvious when the first rush on consumer goods
banked up-was that instead of our free
enterprise system cutting down on pcoduction it
extended credit and created psycholdgical
obsolescence; and it continued on until the market
was saturated and could take no more.

Then, of course, demand dropped; and that is
when we get the-if I may use the
term-trasnationalist and monopolistic and
oligopolistic situation in the economy because
companies and corporations are faced with the
fact that profits are falling, so in order to
maintain profitability prices are pushed up.
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It is very odd that companies could remain
profitable for 23-odd years before the onset of this
present recession, and that during that period
wages continued to rise. Then suddenly the
system went wrong, and so wages, the arbitration
court, and everyone except the people controlling
the economy were blamed for it; and the people
controlling the economy did not understand how
their own system worked.

I might be wrong in this analysis, because I
have not pursued it very far; but I think it is one
which is worth discussing, and I think it would be
worth while for the Government to see if it is
indeed following the right policy. Certainly I
think some of the people supporting the
Government should change their attitudes and
realise that people who are not in employment are
not in employment because employment is not
available. They should realise that the
unemployed do not create unemployment, and
that strikes do not create, unemployment. They
should realise that more man-days are lost from
unemployment than from industrial accidents and
strikes in this State. They should also realise that
when there is industrial unrest it occurs in
conditions of economic recession when workers
and unionists find their conditions and their
livelihoods are being threatened. Of course, on the
other side we have people who find their profits
are being threatened-and I do not blame them
for worrying about that-and so they look around
for a scapegoat. They want to take repressive
measures and talk unduly about law and order
and about putting the thumb on strikers and
saying that if we winkle out the people from
Moscow we will get rid of strikes;

I am glad to see the State Government and the
present Premier have shown some signs of being
prepared to come to some agreement with the
-TLC in respect of one area-the building
industry. I hope this might be the beginning of
something which will grow and develop further,
because if it does we may be able to solve our
problems. However, if it does not, and if the
people in charge of the Government of this State
and of this country are determined to find
scapegoats and to find them in the trade union
movement and are not prepared to consider that
there are serious problems that have to be thought
out and discussed, then we may indeed get into a
worse depression than the recession we are in
now.

One of the things I was surprised to find, and
which worries me considerably, is that although
the official figures say only 5.4 per cent of the
work force or 337 000 people are unemployed,
during the great depression when we had 28 per

cent of the work force unemployed, it represented
480 000 people. So we have nearly three-quarters
of the number of people who were unemployed at
the time of the depression. That is far too many.
This is a serious problem, and it is time the
Governments-and I mean the Federal
Government as well as the State Government,
because Sir Charles Court has shown a great deal
of "me-tooism" on this question-started to look
at their order of priorities in the matter of
unemployment. They should consider the problem
of unemployment first, and then they may ind
they have solved the inflation problem that is with
us at the present time.

I Support the amendment.
THE HON. R. F. CLAUGHTON (North

Metropolitan) [12.43 am.]: I support the
amendment which asks us to register our disgust
at the callous disregard for working people
evident in the policies of the State and Federal
Liberal-Country Party Governments. An
examination of the statistics and the state of
business activity would demonstrate to any person
who is not wearing political blinkers that there is
indeed an extremnely serious situation which has
deteriorated quite rapidly over the past 12
months.

Mr Masters, by way of interjection, likes to
think only of the gross increase in employment
and to forget all about the much grosser increase
in the numbers of unemployed. If he cares to
examine the statistics put out by the Department
of Employment and Industrial Relations-the
figures I intend to quote are from the "Monthly
Review of the Employment Situation" issued by
the department and dated June, 1977-he will see
a statistical illustration of the situation as it
actually exists, and not as he would like to believe
it exists.

To take just a few of these statistics, the
proportion of the labour force unemployed in
June, 1974, was 1.64 per cent, and in June of this
year it was 4.75 per cent. There is no denying that
is a serious deterioration. I will not dwell on the
matter, because these figures have been quoted
previously. When we look at the number of
unfilled vacancies, we find a similarly
deteriorating situation.

In June. 1974, shortly after the Court
Government came to office, there were 3 102
unfilled vacancies, which is not a bad situation, I
believe, for a Governmient to inherit. Yet we have
heard endless tirades of abuse against the Tonkin
Government and the supposedly serious situation
in which the State was left. If 3 302 unfilled
vacancies in June, 1974, were serious, how must

883



884 [COUNCIL]

one regard the figures for June of this year when
there are 1 760 unfilled vacancies-half the
number? They are the situations on which people
seeking jobs have to rely. They cannot gain
employment and the jobs are not there, despite
the remarks of people such as Mr Masters.

The Federal Labor Opposition, through Mr
Whitlam and Mr Hayden, recently put forward
an economic package designed to set the country
on the path to recovery. I wish to quote a few
remarks made by the current occupant of the
Treasury (Mr Lynch) to indicate the lack of
serious consideration that he gave to the
suggestions. They are contained in Press release
No. 83 from the Treasury, dated the 12th August.
It states-

The Treasurer, Mr Phillip Lynch, said
today that the Australian Labor Party
economic proposals, released
Sydney, would trigger off a
inflation and were-

yesterday in
new wave of

the economy back into the depression
created by the Labor Government.

I shall quote a few more figures shortly to show
whether it would be going back. To continue-

As usual, Labor's proposals called for
massive increases in the Government deficit.
The inevitable result would be higher not
lower interest rates.

I shall look at the actual figures in that regard,
but his concluding remarks were-

Next week's Budget would be a positive
and constructive step towards economic
stability and towards increasing living
standards for the nation as a whole.

We have already had some indication of the
veracity of that statement; very few people ind
they are able to agree with him. If we look at a
comparison with what the situation was 12
months ago, just after the present Government
came to power, we will see just how far things
have gone back with its brand of economic
management. The figures were published in The
Australian on Saturday, the 20th August. It is an
analysis of the domestic economy. The Consumer
Price Index as at the June quarter in 1976 was an
increase of 12.3 per cent on the previous year.
This June it has increased by 13.4 per cent. That
hardly shows that the management of the present
Government is improving matters; it is quite
obviously a deterioration. The labour force for the
month of June, 1976, was 3 300 000. This year it
is 3 254 000-a net fall in employment. Those
figures relate to private industry but the figures
for the Government sector show much the same.

There was actually an increase in retail sales
from $1 675 million in June, 1976, to $1 876
million in June of this year, but that is one of the
few areas where there has been any sort of
improvement. If we look at white goods we find
that 24 800 domestic refrigerators were produced
in 1976 and 25 000 were produced in 1977. Total
new capital spent was $1 391 million in 1976 and
SI 461 million in 1977. The production of raw
steel, which is one of the chief indicators of
business activity, was 834 000 tonnes in 1976 and
665 000 tonnes in 1977. There were 38 700 motor
vehicles produced in 1976 and 32 400 in 1977.
Those figures, which indicate the real state of
business activity, show that there has been a
dramatic downturn. The two-year Government
bond yield was 8.48 per cent in 1976 and a full I
per cent higher at 9.86 per cent in 1977.

So the Government is in no position to make
disparaging remarks about Labor policies because
its own policies have quite clearly brought about a
deteriorating situation in this country. I shall not
repeat the Figures with regard to unemployment
because they have already been well quoted, but I
suggest that the Government needs to take off its
blinkers and to see the world as it really is. When
it starts to do that we may find that the
Government is starting to adopt realistic policies
and forgetting about its ideological standpoints
which have really been the cause of leading us
into the most serious state of depression that has
been experienced in this country for many years.

THE HON. D. K. DANS (South
Metropolitan-Leader of the Opposition) [12.55
am.]: I support the amendment because it is a
very serious matter, and I am a little surprised at
the cavalier fashion with which some members of
the Government seem to be treating this matter.
When we talk about unemployment we are
talking about human beings-people who are
looking for jobs, many of them with wives and
families.

I have not had time to read today's The West
Australian properly but it is evident that there has
been a downturn in the world metal market
because 600 people are going to lose their jobs in
Kambalda-! hope that is not correct-and
another I80 in Kalgoorlie, which makes 780 men
in all. If one adds to those people their
dependants-wives and children-the effect
becomes catastrophic. If one adds to those people
the people in the various service industries who
will also be made redundant the situation gets
worse and worse in terms of human misery.

It also suggests to me what the Press of Europe
is saying right now-that the economic recovery
that appeared to be under way in the United
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States is starting to peter out. If we take the
figure of 337 391 people unemployed at the end of
July, according to the Minister for Employment
and Industrial Relations, with 26 588 of those
being in Western Australia, and we add 1 000 to
that number overnight, if the reports are correct,
then no-one in this Chamber should grin when we
talk about unemployment because it is extremely
difficult for the people to cope with and, above
all, it seems to represent to me that we are
heading for another depression.

The Ministers of the European Economic
Community have warned that by the end of this
year there will be 19 million people between the
ages of 15 and 25 _unemployed in countries
belonging to the EEC. Will anyone here suggest
to me that because of Australia's geographica
position at the bottom end of Asia we are not
going to be affected by that? If the slight
economic recovery in America falters the effect
on Japan will be monstrous and the effect upon
this country will be worse still.

We will not be talking about strikers; we will
not be talking about nickel miners. We will be
talking about the people about whom Mr Tozer
was talking yesterday; that is to say, there will be
chaos in the iron ore industry. It will be caused
not by strikes but simply because Japan will not
have a need for our iron ore to manufacture the
goods she sells abroad because there will simply
be no markets.

While I am on the subject of unemployment in
this country, it must be remembered that unless
we change our attitude to the high tariffs on
nations exporting into Australia-whichever
Government may be in power-we will never get
out of the recession. We will never be able to sell
our beef if Japan cannot take our iron ore and
turn it into manufactured goods and then try to
sell them back to Australia. The situation with
regard to beef and other commodities in this
country will get progressively worse; and with it
we wilt get more and more unemployed people.
These are the things that have to be borne in
mind.

What does it all really mean? We can quote
statistic after statistic. We can instance the
inefficiencies of Government and we can quote
the policies of Governmtent but the real problem ISthe problem that has been with us all the time;
that is, the capitalist economic system in the
world is in a deep crisis and does not know how to
get out of it. Dr Mandel from the University of
Brussels, a Marxist scholar and an anti-
Communist, estimates that in America and
Europe by the end of this year there will be 50
million unemployed people, and nobody has

sought to challenge this figure. But we are sitting
here thinking that everything in the garden is
rosy. It is very far from rosy. Let us not disguise
the fact that in an inflationary situation one of the
effects of the modern capitalist State-and it
occurred before the Fraser Government came to
power-is that unemployment is used as a weapon
to try to cure inflation.

There is no economist in this country who
would deny that this is not the case, and the more
unemployment we create the more we are
astounded because inflation does not stop.
Previously, this was the standard weapon for
controlling inflation and after all, the economists
do not practise an exact science, and so inflation
continues to rise.

I think when we get into a situation like this it
demands very urgent measures. I would agree
with what Mr Masters said a little while ago, that

the RED scheme was only temporary, but
temporary or not there needs to be some rapid-
fire thinking on the part of the Federal
Government. The State Government does not
have the necessary resources to put into operation
a scheme to make people gainfully employed in
order that money can be put back into industry
within the borders of Australia and thus create
security for some of these unemployed people.

Not only that, but the Federal Government
should be reminded by the State Government that
its policy of starving the public sector has to
cease. These are the economic theories of 100
years ago and they did not work. In a modern
industrial State such as ours the public sector has
a very vital role to play. Every day that the
private sector is starved the Federal Government
creates more and more unemployment. Inflation
is a sad thing, and we are still locked in a bad
mess of inflation.

In America, President Carter has said that
inflation is not the problem; and that
unemployment is the problem. Even with the best
intentions in the world of curbing unemployment
it often starts to roll like a tyre running down a
hill. If the people in Kambalda are out of work
the shopkeepers also are affected. One cannot
stop its progress and this generates fear in the
consumer. People stop consuming and they
become frightened and worried.

I certainly do not think the question of
unemployment should be a political question. It is
a question to which every man, woman, and
child-no matter what his politics-should be
looking for a solution. Come what may, the
statistics are screaming out at us. No-one denies
there will be perhaps 450 000 to 500 000
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unemployed in Australia; it means that number of
people will not be earning income, but it is
imperative that money in our kind of society must
be circulated in the community. Even with the
introduction of the RED scheme we must still get
the money to flow, because otherwise we will be in
big trouble.

We cannot do anything about the international
situation. We live in Australia and Australia is an
exporting and importing nation. We export
commodities such as minerals and, more
importantly, primary products. The amount of
money we receive for these products is important,
but we cannot determine what kind of demand
there will be for them.

Mr Tozer and I attended a seminar and heard
comments on the cost structure of our primary
industries. Tonight we are talking about people
and not industries. Unemployment is a tragedy,
not only in terms of the young but also of the old.
Whilst we may be a little fortunate in Western
Australia, those of us who have travelled to the
Eastern States and have seen the industrial areas
of Newcastle and Port Kembla realise they are in
a disastrous state and there is great misery and
poverty.

In our State the Figures do not lie and no-one
would say they do. There are some 28 000 people
unemployed if we add all those figures mentioned
tonight; and in a State of this size 28 000
unemployed in simple economics means that those
wages are not being circulated in our community.

To return to the question of. the young people,
the very fact that they cannot obtain jobs is just
one aspect. The effect on the rest of their lives
may be tragic and they may drift into bad habits.
There is an old saying that Satan finds work for
idle hands. I would not want to go into all the cost
to this community that might follow.

The very fact that reports appear in the paper
about impending . sackings-not
retrench ments-seems to suggest that something
is radically wrong in the international metal
market. It suggests to me, and I read a lot of
international papers, that the upturn in America
is slowing down and coming to a halt, and this
will have a bad effect on us.

Instead of debating back and forth in this
Chamber we should be looking at ways to
generate employment in the public sector of this
State. I am sure Sir Charles Court would agree
with me on that. No-one wants to see
unemployment growing because it will bring us a
tot of social ills. We have a wonderful country and
if we play our cards right we may miss the worst
effects.

Many people in Europe believe there is an
impending recession which will bring about the
greatest social change the world has seen. If that
is so this country- will not be uhtouched. In a
modern community, helped by the role played by
the modern media, the people are no longer
prepared to accept the fact that they have to be
poor and not gain fully employed while there is
work about. People want to work. I agree with the
comment made by Mr Medcalf some time ago
that people do not like charity; they want to work.
Boys and girls are educated at high school or go
on to university, and they expect to come out of
those schools and institutions of higher learning to
find suitable employment. When they cannot get
the jobs they want they are crushed and they are
'Frightened when they cannot obtain employment.

One of the tragedies of unemployment is that
one never worries about the unemployed u ntil
oneself is unemployed. I can never recall a strike
taking place in support of the unemployed. In that
kind of situation we withdraw' into ourselves.
People never see themselves as having to line up
at 7 o'clock in the morning to look for work, but
the tragedy is that it can happen overnight.

I commend the amendment to the House and
hope that even if members opposite do not support
it they will take it seriously.

THE HON. C. C. MacKINNON (South-
West-Leader of the House) tl.06 a.m.]: I
always enjoy the comments of Mr Dans when he
speaks on subjects such as this and may I say to
him that all of us would agree that in his present
position he is in no danger. What surprises me is
the number of experts around, among whom I do
not number myself. From what I read about Mr
Whitlamn I am one of his type in that I am no
expert in economics. I do not have an instant
solution.

The H-on. D. K. Dans: Neither have I.
The Hon. G. C. MacKIN NON: I speak on this

subject with no certainty. I can say this, however:
from the last conference I attended as Minister
for Education dealing with youth, I' found the
brand new phenomenon-not the old first-off-the-
rank situation-that unemployment among the

'ery young had got everyone bugged from one end
of the world to the other. The experts do not know
what to do about it. We even had a fellow from
New Zealand tackling the matter. I struck it in
Canada also.

The Federal Government has instituted a
couple of schemes to try to bridge the gap in the
transition from school to work. Who on God's
earth would fail to agree with these words-

However, we members of the Legislative
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Council desire to express our deep concern at
the high level of unemployment in this State.

We might argue about whether it is high or low;
and I have a shear of notes here to prove the level
of unemployment is no higher in th'is State than in
any other State and that it is better than in any
other State. I will not use the notes. I agree with
Mr Dans that the great disgrace about this
motion is that it is here at all, making political
capital of the absolute tragedy in our midst.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I did not say that.
The Hon. R. F. Claughton: Do you say it

should not be discussed in this Parliament?
The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Of course it

should be discussed. But what has been the
burden of the discussion? It has been that we as
Liberals have no concern or consideration and
that the National Country Party has no
compassion. That has been the burden of the
discussion tonight.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: That is not so. You
know it is not so.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: The
honourable member shiould read the speeches.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: I have heard the
speeches.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Perhaps not
Mr Hetherington's speech, and certainly not that
of Mr Dans; but many of the others were in that
vein.

The Hon. R. F. Claughton: You are the First
speaker we have heard from your side. Your
members are not interested.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: Certainly we
are interested. As I have said before in this place,
members on my side of the House are almost
always more knowledgeable and more experienced
in employment than anyone on the opposite side
because many of them have been both employees
and employers.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: Do you think we
have not?

The Hon. 0. C. MacKlNNON: I have been
both.

The Hion. R. F. Claughton: This is a serious
discussion.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: Some
members of the Opposition have been in the
situation of union chief.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: I was not always a union
chief.

The lion. Grace Vaughan: You have
preconceived ideas about people's backgrounds
without any evidence at all. It is bluster.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Of course it is
not bluster. I become upset wh& I sit here and
listen to speech after speech accusing us of things
which are not true. If the intention was to speak
about employment-which Mr Dans did, very
sensibly I thought, when he deplored the fact that
it was being made a political issue-

The H-on. D. K. Dans: You are not bad.
The IHon. Grace Vaughan: Where is the

handkerchief?
The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: What amazes

me about the whole debate this evening is that
practically everyone on that side of the House
regards himself as an economic expert who can
solve the problems of the State. The only member
who spoke in favour of the motion and who had
the humility to doubt his ability to wave a magic
wyand was the Hon. Robert Hetherington who
said, "Of course, I may be wrong."

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You are a master of the
art of assassination by flattery.

The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: I do become
upset about the young people. It is a tremendous
worry. The Hon. Grace Vaughan devoted a great
deal of time to this aspect, and it is a matter
which we discussed at length during the
conference of Education Ministers when Mr
Carrick announced a $2 million pilot scheme. The
representative from New Zealand was able to add
to the discussion because New Zealand had run a
pilot scheme in a couple of places which was
immensely valuable. The phenomenon which has
come up is that unemployment is not spread
across the board on this occasion but is
concentrated in a small sector: the young!

I was a little intrigued by Mr Claughton's
asking us no longer to pursue our ideological
beliefs. We have heard about nothing but
ideological beliefs all night. Why should we give
up ours? There seems to be no foundation in fact
for the statement that one ideology is likely to
succeed more than the other. If we believe the
speaker who sounded most authoritative
tonight-that is, Mr Dens, perhaps because he
spoke loudest-we will get the idea that there
simply is no solution. That is an extremely
depressing situation.

I had a great many notes because I thought it
would be beyond the power of the Opposition to
miss the opportunity to make political capital out
of the sadness of the unemployment situation. I
do not intend to use the notes because I do not
believe it will give any' great satisfaction to
anyone who is unemployed to know we have
increased our total work force by 5 or 6 per cent
when the work force in New South Wales has
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actually dropped by about 2 per cent. It does not
help unemployed people. It does not make them
feel happier in their disappointment at missing a
job. All they want is a job. I have in fact been in
the situation where I wanted a job and I know
what it is like.

The H-on. D. W. Cooley: You are no orphan in
that respect.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I know I am
not. I am 60 years of age, so the honourable
member can make the calculation himself. I
remember standing in the street in Bridgetown,
when I had a job bringing in losi7d. a week, and
watching the unemployed. Down that way was a
man I did not know but whom. my father knew-a
man very famous in Opposition circles. His name
was Joe Chamberlain. I have seen it.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: You took the wrong
road.

The Hon. G. C. MacKIN NON: No I did not. I
took the road which led me and my family from
being crofters in a peasant situation in Scotland to
being reasonably satisfied. I came into this
position throught the much maligned system of
capitalism, not through socialism. So I like
capitalism.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It is not doing very well
at the moment.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: I know it is not
but even that is not making the unemployed
happy.

The Hon. D. K. Darts: I said that. We must
find them jobs.

The H-on. 6. C. MacKTNNON: There is no
way anyone could take this motion to the
Governor. In no way whatsoever would I agree to
take it to the Governor. I believe with all my
heart and soul there is no member in this House
or in the other Chamber who does not worry
about the unemployed. I believe nobody who feels
that way would use the phrase which was used a
couple of times tonight-"using unemployment as
a tool". I know nothing about economies,
particularly international economics, but I do not
believe any section of the community can prosper
at the expense or the misery of any other section
of the community. I accept that as a fact of lire,
as an axiom of a happy and healthy capitalist
society in which I believe:-

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: But your party is in
power in Canberra and refuses to do anything
about it.

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON: Miss Elliott
had her shot earlier and I listened patiently.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: You cannot answer it,
that is the trouble.

The Hon. 6. C. MacKINNON: I sincerely
hope that although we deplore from the depths of
our hearts the fact that an individual who wants a
job is without one, we will still defeat this
amendment.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central) tt.20
a.mn.J: Mr President, 1, like the Leader of the
House, am one who takes the view that everybody
is concerned about the unemployment situation.
But this motion, from what we have heard from
members opposite, shows that all they are
prepared to put into the unemployment question
is lip service. There is not one glimmer of a worth-
while suggestion or solution.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Are you going to suggest
that regenerating the public sector will not help?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: As a matter of fact,
the actions of members opposite were against
trying to solve the problem of' unemployment. I
say this advisedly because when it was proposed
that there be a price and wages freeze at the
beginning of this year, what action did members
opposite take?

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Let me remind you that
we put this question to the Australian public by
way of referendum. Do not be so hypocritical.

The l-ion. N. E. BAXTER: The suggestion was
made by the State Government that members of
Parliament should forgo an increase in salaries
and expenses for a period of three months. What
happened as a result of that? Members opposite
refused to accept the suggestion.

The Hion. D. K. Bans: Do not be so stupid!
The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: What have the

unions been doing to assist the economic
situation? As a matter of fact, they have
continually presented themselves to the
Arbitration Court for increases in wages and
everybody knows as well as I-

The Hon. D. K. Vans: I will claim the right to
speak again on your speech in a minute, because
you are not speaking to the amendment.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: When wages and
salaries are increased we have the situation of a
dog chasing its tail. When wages go up the prices
go up. It is a never-ending cycle.

We have heard about the depression years
tonight from some members of this Chamnber. I
would say that there would not be more than five
members in the Legislative Council today who
had to earn a living in the depression years.

The H-on. D. K. Dans: I think we were lucky
that we did not have to.
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The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The Hon. Grace
Vaughan was not old enough to earn a living then.
She says she remembers how people were out of
work during the depression. How could she
possibly remember, when she would have been
only six or seven years old at that time?

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: Your arithmetic is
pretty lousy.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: And yet she says
she remembers all that.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: I was seven in 1930
and she is older than 1.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I do not believe she
has been without a job as I and the Leader of the
House have been. In those days when there were
no unemployment benefits if one was out of a job,
if one was not receiving a wage one was without
something to eat unless one received help from
someone else. That is nothing to be proud of. I
would hate to see it happen again. The point is
that when one looks at the motion and sees what
it does one will see that it does nothing at all but
use the whole question of unemployment for party
political purposes to gain some kudos.

The Hon. D. K. Bans: You never used it when
the Tonkin Government was in power.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: I wonder why the
mover of the motion did not use the word
"'aggravating", but went to the extent of using the
word "exacerbating".

The Hon. R. Hetherington: That is quite a good
word. What is wrong with it?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: It is such
extraordinary language. "Exacerbating" is not a
word one would normally use in a motion such as
this. The word "aggravating" would be muck
more common.

The Hon. D. K. Bans: Don't talk such
nonsense.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: There is a trend
these days towards using this sort of language.
One does not see this type of language in
everyday life.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: You should carry a
pocket dictionary.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: The honourable
member always uses these sorts of words. She
likes to use these highfalutin words to make out
she is very important.

The Mon. D. K. Dans: Where is that in the
amendment?

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: Mr President, I
shall go back to the amendment.

The Hon. Grace Vaughan: You are
exacerbating the situation at 1.20 in the morning.

The Hon. N. E. BAXTER: This amendment
does not do anything for anyone. It does not help
the unemployment problem and it does not
provide one job. I would say that during a very
traumatic period of time in world affairs this
Government has done a terrifically good job in
trying to create employment. During the last
three years in this State we have started one of
the biggest hospital programmes in its history. In
the education Field and many other fields jobs
have been created. The expenditure on hospital
development during the last financial year was in
the vicinity of $38 million. The proposed
expenditure in this current financial year is some
140 million and I believe we shalt be very close to
that target. If this is not doing something to try to
relieve the unemployment situation just in that
one example alone, I do not know what will.

Let us get back to tin tacks and do something
about the situation. In the depression years
legislation was introduced whereby people had to
forgo part of their salaries; they dropped back a
percentage to try to solve the problem. The people
worked together in those days, but one does not
find that situation today. The Opposition is
against that. All they want is a social welfare
State which throws money around like a man with
10 arms, and if we continue in this manner we
will end up with the worst depression that this
country has ever known. I oppose the amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Hon. D, W, Cooley
Hon. D. K. Dons
Hon. Lyla Elliott
Hon. R. I-letheringte
Hon. R. T. Leeson

Hon. N. E. Baxter
Hon. G. W. Berry
Hon. V. J. Ferry
Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. T. Knight
Hon. A. A. Lewis
Hon. G. C. MacKimn
Hon. M. McAleer
Hon. T. T. McNeil
Hon. Neil McNeill

Ayes 9
Hon. F. E. McKenzie
Hon. Rt. Thompson
Hon. Grace Vaughan

n Hon. ft. F. Claughton
(Tell"r)

Noes 19
Hon. N. F. Moore
Hon. 0. N. B. Oliver
Hon. W. M. Piesse
Hon. 1.6., Pratt
Hon. J. C. Tozer
Hon. R. J1. L. Williamirs

ton Hon. W. Rt. Withers
H4on. D. J1. Wordsworth
Hon. G. E. Masters

(Teller)
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mon. R. H. C. Stubbs Hon. 1.0G. Medcalf
Amendment thus negatived.

Debate Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon. N. E.

Baxter.

House adjourned at 1.30 am. (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Factory Production

97. The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Industrial Development:

What was the net value of factory
production in Western Australia for the
financial years-

(a) 1974-75;
(b) 1975-76; and
(c) 1976-77?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
The Australian Bureau of Statistics
discontinued the publication of figures
for net value of factory production in
1968-69.
The bureau's figures for the value a dded
in manufacturing establishments in
Western Australia, which arc broadly
comparable, are:

(a) 1974-75: $779.8 million;
(b) 1975-76: $911.0

(preliminary);
(c) 1976-77; not yet available.

million

RAPE VICTIM

Description

98. The Hon. N. F. Moore (for the H-on. R. G.
PIKE), to the Minister for Transport
representing the Minister for Health:

(I) Is the Minister aware of the reports in
the Weedend News dated Saturday, the
20th August, I1977, and The West
Australian dated Monday, the 22nd
August, 1977, under the headings
"Deaf, dumb girl raped" and "Man on
rape count" respectively

(2) If he is aware of these reports, does he
agree that it is undesirable for the
alleged victim to be referred to as
"deaf' and dumb" in both articles,
particularly as the Australian Deafness
Council has an official policy that these
people should be referred to as being
"deaf or as having "hearing
impairment", the word "dumb", of
course, having a more commonly
accepted meaning of "stupid and
ignorant"?

(3) If the Minister agrees with question (2),
will he please take steps to contact the
media in this State on a basis of
communication and consultation, and
ask them in future to use the terms as
requested by the Australian Deafness
Council?

(4) Does the Minister agree that, since it is
the Government's policy not to publicly
identify the alleged rape victim, in this
instance, by reference to a 17-year-old,
deaf and dumb girl, and Mandurah, the
Press would seem to have given very
positive indication as to the identity of
the rape victim?

The H-on. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) I will obtain the recom mendat ions of the

Australian Deafness Council and then
consider what action is possible.

(4) Yes.

EDUCATION

Federal Funds
99. The Hon. R. HETH-ERINGTON, to the

Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Education:
(1) What funds were allocated to the State

Government by the Commonwealth
Government, in 1976-77, for education,
and in what categories?

(2) How much of the funds so allocated
were spent in 1976-77?

(3) Were all the funds allocated to Western
Australia by the Commonwealth
Government in 1976-77 remitted to the
State Government in 1976-77?

(4) If the reply to (3) is "No"-
(a) how much was not remitted;, and
(b) why not?

(5) If the reply to (3) is "No", can the
Government still obtain the balance of
the funds?

(6) If the reply to (5) is "Yes"-
(a) when; and
(b) how?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

(1) to (6) Commonwealth funding for
education purposes is provided by
calendar years. For I1976, funds totalling
£19 228 316 were allocated for technical
and further education and for School
Commission funded projects. Funds are
remitted by quarterly advances when
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requested by the State Treasury, and
where capital works are concerned,
details have already been published
regarding funds being drawn for projects
in various stages of construction. All
funding allocated by the
Commomwealth to the State in the
various categories has been utilised or is
still available.

BEEF INDUSTRY

Kimberley

100. The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Agriculture:

What has been the total number or
cattle so ' d from pastoral stations in the
Kimberley region for each of the years
1973 to 1976 inclusive?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
1973 118804
1974 60278
1975 47 249
1976 70 177
These totals are made up of-

cattle slaughtered at the three
Kimberley abattoirs; cattle moved
interstate' and intrastate; live cattle
exports.

WATER SUPPLIES

North-south Pipeline

101. The Hon. H. W. GAYFER, to the Minister
for Transport representing the Minister for
Works:
(1) Has a feasibility study been carried out

into the possibility of piping water either
from the Ord River and/or the Fitzroy
to supplement southern agriculture and
metroplitan water supplies?

(2) if not, why not?
(3) If the answer to (1) is "Yes"-

(a). what are the findings; and
(b) what was the estimated cost of such

a project at the time of the study?
The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
(1) A desk study has been carried out to

establish the order of costs to bring
water from the Kimberleys to the south-
west.

(2) Answered by (1).

(3) The order of cost study was based on a
pipeline capable of supplying 60 million
cubic metres per annum, which is
approximately one-third of the current
consumption in the metropolitan area.
The calculated cost was $2 500 million.

HEALTH

Country Medical Services

102. The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) How many shire councils in country

areas are seeking the services of a
medical practitioner through the
Medical Department?

(2) How many country towns with hospitals
are without doctors?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
(1) None notified to the department as of

Wednesday, the 24th August, 1977.
(2) Two. Dumbleyung has a visiting

practitioner from Wagin. Coolgardie has
a visiting practitioner from Kalgoorlie.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL MEMBERS

"Honourable" Prefix

103. The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON, to the
Leader of the House representing the
Attorney-General;

Referring to part (2) of the Minister's
answer to my question No. 3 5 on the 3 rd
August, 1977, and accepting his
comment that parliamentary etiquette
requires that a member accord to fellow
members the prefix "honourable", can
the Minister please advise whether it is
in fact mandatory for a member of the
Legislative Council to use the prefix
himself, and what parliamentary
.-tiquette requires of other members
should he decide not to do so?

The lion. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
In law there is no obligation on persons
to make use of the prefix "honourable".
As to the etiquette of its use or nonuse,
this'is a matter for the House to decide.

COURTHOUSE
Wa nneroo

104. The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Leader of the House representing the
Attorney-General:
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(1) Has a site been obtained for the
construction of courthouse facilities in
the Shire of Wanneroo?

(2) I f so, what is the location of the site?
(3) Has a decision been taken to locate

courthouse facilities in the Shire of
Wannerco in temporary premises?

(4) Have temporary premised for this
purpose been obtained?

(5) What investigations have been made on
the availability of temporary premises
for the above purpose?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not Applicable.
(3) No.
(4) No.
(5) Property and valuation officers of the

Public Works Department have
investigated the possibility of acquiring
temporary premises for court purposes.
None was found to be suitable.

ART GALLERY

staff

105. The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON, to the
Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Cultural Affairs:

Further to my question No. 27 on the
4th August, 1977-
(1) Why was it decided to appoint an

administrator from outside the Art
Gallery instead of an acting
director from amongst the gallery
staff?

(2) As section 10 of the Art Gallery
Act mentioned in part (2) of the
Minister's answer does not seem to
refer to the appointment -of
members of the Art Gallery Board,
which section was the Minister
referring to?

(3) As nowhere in the Act do there
seem to be criteria for the
appointment of members of the
board, can the Minister state what
criteria are used by the Minister or
the Cabinet in making
recommendations to. the Governor
for such appointments?

(4) What qualifications or special
capabilities do the present members
of the board have to fill their
positions on the board?

The Hon. D. J1. WORDSWORTH replied:

(1) to (4) It is assumed the honourable
member refers to the question he asked
on Wednesday, the 3rd August. An
administrator was temporarily appointed
because of the administrative
requirements of the gallery at the
present time, pending the appointment
of a professional director.
Trustees are appointed by the Governor
in accordance with the Act, and having
regard to exercising the powers of the
board as defined in section l8 of the Art
Gallery Act, 1959-1974. The present
trustees reflect that general
requirement.

ORD RIVER IRRIGATION SCHEME
Sugar Production

106. The Hon. R, F. CLAUGHTON, to the
Minister for Transport representing the
Minister for Agriculture:
(1) What funds were allocated for research

into sugar cane production on the Ord
for the financial year 1976-77?

(2) What is the expected cost of the
research in the current financial year?

(3) What cane varieties are being
investigated?

(4) What area has been planted with sugar
cane for experimental purposes?

(5) What is the planned increase, if any, in
the area to be planted for experimental
purposes?

(6) Is it the Government's intention to
proceed with the research in view of the
substantial drop in World market prices
for sugar?

The Hon. D. J1. WORDSWORTH replied:
(1) It is not possible to accurately segregate

the cost of sugar research on the
research station, but the total sugar
programme embracing the pilot farm
and research station is estimated to have
cost $240 000 for 1976-77.

(2) $220 000.
(3) Cane varieties being investigated-

Q80 Q90 Q99
Q82 Q95 QIOO
Q83 Q96 Q1OI
Q85 Q97 Ragnar
Q87 Q98 NCO 310

Trojan
Q = denotes bred by Bureau of Sugar
Experiment Stations.

(4)
(5)
(6)

66 hectares.
4l hectares.
Yes.
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