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simply to catér for an area previously not catered for, Had -

this matter been dealt with before, some of the problems
that have arisen would not have arisen,

Clause passed. : ‘

Clauses 22 to 24 passed.

Clause 25—“Power to license hide and skin markets,”

Mr. CHAPMAN: This is another classic example of
where an instruction is o be given to a council. Surely.
the Minister realizes that councils are made up of members
who are elected by ratepayers. Therefore, councillors
should be left some right to make their own decisions,
Councils should have the power to license these premises
if they desire to do so., We appreciate that for many years
these premises havée been licensed in’ township areas.
Nevertheless, it should be left to the discretion of the
council whether or not such markets are licensed.

The Hon. G, T. VIRGO: This provision simply gives to
local government a power for which it has asked.

Clause passed,

Clause 26 passed,

Clause 27—“Power to license bazaars.”

Mr. MATHWIN: What is the definition of “bazaar”?

The Hon. G. T. VIRGO: The plain, Bnglish meaning of
the word. The member for Frome has offered the honour-
able member a dictionary, and there are other dictionaries
in the Parliamentary Library.

Mr. MATHWIN: The
“bazaar” as an oriental market., Is that the meaning that
will be given to the word in this legislation?

The Hon, G. T. Virgo:
library, as T suggested,
. Clause passed.

Clause 28 passed,

Clause 29—“Unsightly condition of tand.”

Mr. MATHWIN: Section 666b (5) (a) provides:

.+ - . may be .applied towards defraying the expenses
incurred in defraying the expenses incurred by the cl())uncil
- taking action under subsection (4) of this section;

Pa;agraph‘ (a) of this clause provides:
v striking out from : i
the passage "g‘in defr'ayingp?hlea ggr?gfl:]ns(eg)ingflrgsg’??cmn o
To which “in defraying the expenses incurred” in section
666b (5) (a) does this paragraph apply?
‘ [Midnighf

Clause passed, '

Clauses 30 to 35 passed,

Clause 36—“Particulars of charges upon property,”

Mr. CHAPMAN: Section 875 refers to inquiries by
rsjltfspayers about. rates and other moneys due, This pro-
vision increases the fee for this service from 10c to $2.
As the charge was originally fixed in 1934, the increase
. at first seems reasonable, However, the provi'sion relates to
any person who inquires about these unpaid rates, and “any
Person” includes ratepayers within the area. Therefore,
;f a _ratepayer chooses to inquire of his own council about
unpaid rates on any property in his area, he will be required
?0 pay $2. This is another example of unreasonable dom-
mation of local government bodies by the Minister. If
he wishes to protect local government and bring the princi-
pal Act into line with today’s inflationary irends, surely
it is reasonable to stipulate that a maxinium of $2.be paid.

The Hon. G. T. VIRGO: It the honourable member has
l'eafi section 875 of the principal Act he will realize that,
as it s?ands, the council of which he was a member, whic};
is pa)./mg its staff a considerable salary, recoups 10c¢ for
hagdhng an irlq}:iry which involves an authenticated refurn
stating what rates and other moneys are due and payable
tg the council in respect of a property at the date of
giving the certificate; when they became due and payable;

Oxford dictionary deﬁﬁes._

I think you should go Ato the _

which, if any, of the rates and other moneys are g charge
upon the said property; or stating that no rates or other
moneys are payable. This information must be sent in
writing and, if necessary,
10c?

Mr. Chapman: No-oné is suggesting that,

The Hon. G. T. VIRGO: That is what the Act provides,
Wq are ensuring that councils do not operate at a Jogg
giving them a reasonable return and a fair go, somethiné
the honourable member knows little about,

Clause passed. )

Remaining clanses (37 and 38}, schedule and title passed,

The Hon. G. T, VIRGO (Minister of Local Govern-
ment) moved:

That this Bill be now read a third time.

Mr. MATHWIN {Glenelg): T wish ‘to register my
objection to the method by which' the Bill was introduced
and to the condition in which it has come out of Com-
mittee. It was introduced originally at a late hour
giving members no time— : !

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable member can
speak only to the Bill as it came out of Committee, The
honourable member for Glenelg, '

Mr. MATHWIN: This Bill deals with a principal Act
of 908 sections, plus a schedule of 19 pages. It has been
virtually impossible for members to do their homework
thoroughly and to do their job as they are obligéd to do
as representatives in this Parliament, That is my main
object in speaking to the third reading,

I was laughed at by Government members when I spoke
in Committee on clause 29, which amends section 666b (5)
(a) of the principal Act. In my opinion, the section as
amended by clause 29 is in the same condition as it was
before the Bill was considered, The reference to the words
“in defraying the expenses incurred” appeared twice. The
Minister would not explain the position when I asked in
all seriousness; therefore, T register my objection,

Bill read a third time and passed.

CATTLE COMPENSATION ACT AMENDMENT
BILL
His Excellency the Governor, by message, recommended
to the House of Assembly the appropriation of such
amounts of money as might be required for the. purposes
mentioned in the Bill,

’ Tl:xe Hon. 1. D. CORCORAN (Minister of Works)
obtained leave and introduced a Bill for an Act to amend
the Cattle Compensation Act, 1939-1972. Read a first
lime, :

The Hon. J. D. CORCORAN: I move:

That this Bill be now read a second timc;.
I seek leave to have the second reading explanation inserted
in Hansard without my reading it. '

Leave granted.

EXPLANATION OF Brp

The urgent need for this short Bill has been demonstrated
by the parlous state of the Catile Compensation Fund,
established under the principal Act, the Cattle Compen-
sation Act, 1939-1972." In fact, this fund, in the financial
year, 1972-73, required a Treasury subvention of $110000.
to meet its obligations during the current financial year.
Clearly, two actions are immediately necessary., First, it
is necessary to relieve the fund of its obligations to make
contributions towards the national brucellosis/tubérculosis
campaign. At present these contributions are running at
the maximum . permitted by the principal Act; that is,

in registered form. All thjs for :
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$25000 per annum. 1 hasten to point out that relieving
~the fund of its obligations will in no way prejudice the
éradication campaign, since appropriate funds will be
found from other sources both State and Commonwealth.

The second action, which has been agreed to by the
industry, is to increase from July 1 next the levy under
.the principal Act. At the moment this levy stands at 5S¢
for cattle or carcasses having a sale price of up to $70
and 10c for cattle or carcasses selling at more than that
: figure. At current market. prices this has been an effective
'levy of 10c a head,

It is now proposed to increase this levy to Sc for each
$20 or part thereof of market value up to a maximum of
50c. This will result in a beast or carcass having a market
value of $200 or more attracting the maximum levy, and
this accords with the maximum market value of $200 on
which compensation is payable, Clause 1 is formal. Clause
2 brings the measure into operation on July 1, 1974. Clause

3 relieves the fund of the obligation referred to above.

Clause 4 increases the levy payable under the Act.

Mr. ALLEN Secured the adjournment of the debate.

Later:

Mr. ALLEN .(Frome): This is a short Bill brought
about by the Cattle Compensation Fund having become
short of money. Indeed, in his explanation, the Minister
'said that the urgent need for this Bill was brought about
by the parlous state of the fund, In this House on
September 19, 1972, I issued a warning that this could
happen, Speaking in the debate on the Appropriation
Bill 1 said: ' :

- 1 also issue a note of warning about the Cattle Com-
pensation Fund, The Auditor-General’'s Report sets out
the present position of the fund, and I think ‘that gives
“cause for concern by those interested in the industry,
. The balance in the fund at June 30, 1971, was $277 394.
Receipts in 1971-72 were $67 971. 1 may. add that this

Australia during that year. This amount would have
been much higher had not many cattle been transported
from this State to the REastern States for slanghter.
Payments in 1972 amounted to $198 731, which was about
three times the sum received. The balance at June 30,
1972, was $146 634 and, if the current year's receipts were
added, it would be about $200 000. However, if as many
claims are made this year as were made last year, the
fund will be practically exhausted at the end of the
financial year.

I referred, of course, to the financial year 1972-73. At the
end of June, 1973, the Treasury had to supplement the
fund by $110000. At the commencement of the current
financial year the fund stood at $81 643, and if payments
are the same this year as last {and most indications are
that they will be) the Government will have to supple-
.ment the fund again at the end of this year with a
- further. $100 000. This state of affairs cannot be allowed
to continue, and it is one of the reasons for the introduc-

tion of the Bill.

It is intended that stamp duty, which at present is
about 10c a head of cattle, will be altered; stamp duty in
future will be at the rate of Sc in every $20 up to a
maximuzs of $200 total price for the animal, bringing
cin. 50c a head in stamp dnty. From prices ruling at
- the abattoirs at present, I imagine that the sale of an
animal at an average of $140 would bring in about 35c
a head in stamp duily. and  this should keep the fund
- financial for some time. One reason for the large pay-
ments of compensation in the 1972-73 financial year was
the stepping up of the programme of eradicating
brucellosis and tuberculosis. Tn the Far North of this

“was a result of necord slaughterings of cattle in- South

State we have a serious problem. The smaller cattle

stations in the North appear to be able to have quite a
good muster, and the incidence of disease on those
stations is down to about 1 per cent. On the large cattle
stations, however, it is difficult to get a good muster, with
the resuit that some cattle that miss the muster could be
carriers of these diseases, spreading them through the
whole of the herd. } -

Conditions in the Notth of the State are goed, and so
many water holes are spread over the stations that cattle
move off in groups of 15 or 20 and it is difficult to get
‘a good muster. This problem is accentuated ‘because
fences have been washed away by recent rains. _Many
cattle have become mixed with others, and much of
the eradication work done in the past will be nulli-
fied. The work may be set back to some extent as
a result of the floods. The increased stamp duty
will be hard on owners of cattle in the inner areas.
Primary producers who run cattle in smaller paddocks are
able to watch diseases closely, and only a few cases are
reported. Unless the diseases are brought under control,
we stand every chance of losing some of our valuable
oversea markets. It behoves all, everyone, whether in the
inner country or in the outer areas, to continue to con-
‘cenfrate and try to rid the State of the diseases. 1
feel sure that cattle owners in the inner country will not
cbject to the increased stamp duty in order to supplement
the sum in the Cattle Compensation Fund. I support the
Biil. ’ :

Bill read a second time,

In Committee,

Clauses 1 and 2 passed. )
. Clause 3—“Establishment of Cattle Compensation
Fund.” . i

Dr. EASTICK (Leader of the Opposition): I point out
that there is a variation and that we are amending section
11 of the principal Act by striking out paragraph (5) of
subsection (3), not subsection (2) as stated earlier.
Indeed, the Minister’s second reading explanation refers to
-the substance of subclause (3), and it is only by striking out
paragraph (b) of that subsection that we can hope to achieve
what is intended by the Bill. ' T

The Hon. J. D. CORCORAN " (Minister of Works):.
The Leader drew my attention to this maiter, which has
been corrected. -

Clause passed.

Clause 4 and title passed.

Bill read a third time and passed,

LOCAL AND DISTRICT CRIMINAL COURTS
AMENDMENT BILL
The Hon. L. I. KING (Attorney-General} moved:

. That Standing Orders be so far suspended as to enable
him to introduce a Bill forthwith,

The SPEAKER: I have counted the House and, there
being present an absolute majority of the whole number
of membets of the Fouse, I accept the motion for
suspension, Is the motion seconded?

The Hon, J. D, Corcoran: Yes.

The SPEAKER: For the question say “Aye”. Against
say “No”, There being a dissentient voice, it is necessary
to ring the bells.

The House divided on the ‘miotion:

Ayes (24)—Messrs. 'Broomhill, Max Brown, and
Burdon, Mrs. Byrne, Messrs. Corcoran, Crimes, Duncan,
Dunstan, Groth, Harrison, Hopgood, Hudson, Jennings,
Keneally, King (teller), McKee, McRae, Olson, Payne,
Simmons, Slater, Virgo, Wells, and Wright.




