
3048 [ASSEMBLY]

?flegilatint Aeaembtg
Wednesday, 5 November 1980

The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took the
Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

EDUCATION: PRE-PRIMARY CENTRE
AND SCHOOL

Samson-S oni rville Area: Petition
MR HODGE (Melville) [2.17 p.m.]: I present

the following petition from 494 citizens of this
State-

TO THlE HONOURABLE THE
SPEAKER AND MEMBERS OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY OF THE
PARLIAMENT OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA IN PARLIAMENT
ASSEMBLED:

We, the undersigned residents of Samson
and Somerville districts in the State of
Western Australia do herewith pray that Her
Majesty's Government of.Western Australia
will urgently make provision for a Pre-
primary and Primary School on the land
allocated for this purpose in the district of
Samson, due to the fact that there are at
least one hundred and twenty Primary
School aged children in the area who are
currently required to travel out of the district
to attend Primary School.

While current enrolment numbers of
Samson and Somerville children are low at
existing Pre-primary Centres out of the
Samson/Somerville districts, the residents
state this to be due to the distance to be
travelled to these centres.

Your Petitioners' therefore, humbly pray
that your Honourable House will give this
matter earnest consideration and your
Petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition conforms with the Standing Orders
of this House, and I have certified accordingly.

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

(See petition No. 32.)

BILLS (6): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Stamp Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles

Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.

2. Skeleton Weed (Eradication Fund)
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old
(Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time.

3. Government Railways Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Rushton

(Minister for Transport), and read a
first time.

4. Industry (Advances) Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

MacKinnon (Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce), and read
a first time.

5.
6.

Hospitals Amendment Bill.
Dental Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Young

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

BILLS (2): THIRD READING
1.Acts Amendment (Transport) Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
Rushton (Minister for Transport), and
transmitted to the Council.

2. Pharmacy Amendment Bill.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Young (Minister for Health), and
transmitted to the Council.

NURSES AMENDMENT BILL
Third Reading

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister
Health) [2.25 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

for

I want to give the House some information which
was sought last night. It concerns two matters, the
first of' which is the selection of' nursing aides, as
they are known at the present time, and who will
be known as State enrolled nurses when this
legislation has been passed.

I have been able to ascertain what the member
for Melville told the House was quite correct; that
is, the State enrolled nurses are selected by the
directors of nursing of the teaching hospitals and,
as I said in the Committee stage of the Bill and
also during the debate on the second reading, I
give an undertaking to examine the situation
further.

I doubt there would bie enough time for proper
consultations to take place and for the
amendments to be drafted and dealt with during
the passage of this Bill through the House, if
indeed such amendments need to be made.
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However, if such amendments must be made and
can be made, 1 give the member the undertaking I
will attempt to do so.

The members for Melville and Mt. Hawthorn
raised the question of gross negligence. I had
hoped to be able to advise the House of all the
Acts in which the words "gross negligence"
appear. However, to do that it would be necessary
for the Crown Law Department to go through all
its Statutes virtually word by word and that
cannot be done at this stage.

However, I should like to point out the words
-gross negligence" are not used in the Medical
Act, but the words "gross carelessness" are
contained therein. If it is of any consolation to the
member for Mt. Hawthorn, I will discuss with the
Medical Board that wording in the light of the
proposition contained in this Bill. I shall also take
note of the comments made and will ensure
consultation takes place with the Australian
Nursing Federation in regard to the wording.

I understand the aim of the Nurses
Registration Board and the nursing profession
generally is to broaden the areas of responsibility
and competence-I believe they were the words
used-in respect of nursing and it was felt this
particular measure would be of assistance in that
regard.

I understand the actual use of the definition
.,gross negligence" is rather outmoded and
unusual in OUr legislation.

I believe' I have dealt with the questions I had
undertaken to answer. I assure the member for
Mt. Hawthorn I will discuss further with the
Australian Nursing Federation the matter to
which he referred.

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

Council.

HEALTH: CHIROPRACTORS
REGISTRATION BOARD

Amendment of Rules: Motion
MR HODGE (Melville) [2.29 pm.]: I move-

That the Chiropractors Registration Board
Rules made by the Chiropractors
Registration Board pursuant to section 18 of
the Chiropractors Act 1964, and published in
the Government Gazette on 6 June 1980 and
laid on thy Table of the House in the
Legislative Assembly on 5 August 1980, be
and are hereby amended by deleting Rule 2
and substituting the following rule-

2. Rule 7 of the principal rules is
amended by deleting paragraph (a) and
substituting a new paragraph as
follows-

(a) the successful completion of
the full course of chiropractic at,
and the holding of a final diploma
or 'degree of, the International
College of Chiropractic,
Melbourne, Victoria, or of the
Sydney College of Chiropractic
Ltd. (formerly called Sydney
College of Chiropractic) of
Ashfleld, Sydney, New South
Wales; or.

On 5 August 1980, the Minister for Health tabled
in the House an amendment to the rules of the
Chiropractors Registration Board. That
amendment changed the rules in two major ways.

Firstly, an amendment deleted the names of the
three overseas chiropractic colleges used for many
years as the Western Australian standard for
registration, and substituted the name of the
International College of Chiropractic which is
located on the grounds of the present Institute of
Technology in Melbourne. The other amendment
to the rules sought to increase the amount of fees
to be paid by a chiropractor to obtain a licence to
practice. The Opposition does not take issue with
the Government over the aspect of 'fees, but it is
concerned about and today wishes to debate the
other issue and, hopefully, persuade the House to
make an amendment to the rules where they refer
to the colleges which will be recognised as the
standards for recognition in this State.

Since 1964 when the Act established the
Chiropractors Registration Board, the rules
proclaimed pursuant to that Act named two
American colleges and one Canadian college as
offering an acceptable standard, and graduates
from those colleges or colleges of an equivalent
standard were eligible for registration in this
State.

I think that over the past few years it has
become an embarrassment to the Government and
to the board that we were relying so heavily on
overseas colleges. With that in mind, earlier this
year the Minister brought in an amendment to
those rules which deleted the overseas colleges'
names and substituted the name of a college
located in Australia-the International College of
Chiropractic. The Opposition welcomed that
move-though it was long overdue--and had no
argument with it in so far as it went, but, of
course, it did not go far enough.
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The problem was that the amendment named
only one Australian college. Anyone who has any
sort of interest in chiropractic in Australia knows
that two major chiropractic colleges exist here. It
seemed a significant oversight that the other
major college, the longest established chiropractic
college in Australia which is located in Sydney
and which is called the Sydney Chiropractic
College, was completely overlooked. I do not
believe that was accidental; it was a deliberate
act. The Minister took that action at the request
of the board. I hope today that I will be able to
put an argument to the Minister, and that he still
has his mind open enough to listen to my
argument and be persuaded that the advice he
received from the board did not result in a fair
and equitable situation in the best interests of the
chiropractic profession or the people of this State.
I hope he will be persuaded to make a small
amendment to the rules, which is the amendment
appearing on the notice paper and merely seeks to
name the Sydney College of Chiropractic with the
International College of Chiropractic. That is all I
am seeking to do; the amendment is not
substantial. However, it will make a huge
difference to the chiropractic profession in
Western Australia and, I think, in the rest of
A ustralia.

I will tell the members of the House a little bit
about the Sydney College of Chiropractic because
I am asking them to include the name of that
college in the Chiropractic rules. It is only fair
that I do that because I have an obligation to
justify what I am asking them to do.

The Sydney college was established in 1959
and, apparently, has been operating continuously
in a successful manner since that time. At the
moment it has a very high standard of tuition and
has been recognised by mast chiropractors
registration boards. The Western Australian
board is one of the few to refuse completely to
acknowledge graduates of the Sydney college. I
do not make the claim lightly that the Sydney
college is a college of such a standard that it
should be recognised; I rely on the advice of
experts for that claim.

I inspected the college, spoke with its board of
management and had talks with other members of
the college. I am not an expert in this field and I
do not think I am qualified on my own say-so to
recommend to the House that the Sydney college
be included in the rules. However, I do give that
recommendation because I can quote to the
House the learned authorities in Australia which
have spoken about the Sydney college. Or course,
the one I would like to quote first is the Webb
report. The Webb report was the most

authoritative chiropractic study conducted in this
country. At page 131 of the report the members
of the committee of inquiry make it quite clear
what their view is about the recognition of the
Sydney College of Chiropractic. The report
states-

Chiropractors with qualifications from the
major overseas institutions, particularly in
North America, and the two better
institutions in Australia (the Sydney College
of Chiropractic and the Chiropractic College
of Australasia) will probably be found
acceptable for initial unconditional
registration.

I emphasise that those words were taken from the
Webb report from which I could recount many
other quotations to the House. but I think that
which I have just read is probably the most direct.
It indicates the blessing and endorsement directed
to the colleges by the Webb committee of inquiry
into chiropractic in Australia.

The committee headed by Professor Edwin
Webb clearly recommended that graduates of the
Sydney college were suitable for unconditional
registration in Australia. On its own I think that
evidence is sufficient and should be sufficient to
persuade the Minister to give favourable
consideration to the motion before the House.
However, further evidence exists and I will
proceed to give it to the House.

Sir Robert Askin, when Premier of New South
Wales in 1973, commissioned a committee of
inquiry in New South Wales into the question of
the registration of chiropractors. He
commissioned Mr Justice Teece as the chairman
of that committee which made a thorough inquiry
into chiropractic. The Teece report, as it became
known, was tabled in October 1974 in the New
South Wales Parliament. The report made some
very interesting comments. I will quote from one
of the most important recommendations of it. It
states-

The committee is of the opinion that, in
general, persons applying for registration as
chiropractors should have completed a
tertiary course of at least 4 years considered
to be the equivalent of the diploma course
offered by the Sydney College of
Chiropractic (Ashield).

That commission after its exhaustive
investigations came down quite clearly with the
recommendation that the Sydney college should
become the New South Wales standard for
registration. I will quote further from page 24 of
the report when the chairman spoke about the
standards of the Sydney college. He states-
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Their standards are criticized by
American-trained chiropractors but the
Committee is dot satisfied that the criticism
is, in general, objective or justified. Indeed,
the Committee has been impressed by recent
changes aimed at improving standards and
facilities at the Sydney and Melbourne
colleges. American colleges have been
criticized but have been accepted.

That sets out clearly what an expert committee of
inquiry, commissioned by Sir Robert Askin in
New South Wales, had to say about the Sydney
College or Chiropractic.

Acting on the Teece report, the incoming Labor
Government accepted its recommendations and
legislated to bring in a registration board. So, we
have a Liberal Government commissioning a
report and accepting its findings and a Labor
Government which followed, implementing the
legislation. Perhaps some members of the House
may feel there is a political motive behind my
plea for the Sydney college to be given a fair go in
this State. I point out that the Sydney college has
been recognised and accepted by a Liberal
Government and Labor Government in New
South Wales.

In 1978, the Government of New South Wales
established a registration board which had equal
representation of the major chiropractic groups in
that State. The New South Wales registration
board is chaired by a Commissioner of the New
South Wales Health Commission (Dr John
Harley).

The board is a responsible body and after
studying- the question of qualifications and
colleges, produced its regulations. I have a copy or
the regulations issued by the New South Wales
registration board and I am pleased to advise that
the Sydney college is named in the registration
board's rules, along with a number of other
colleges, as being a college of acceptable standard
for registration.

So, we have the New South Wales Government
registration board accepting the Sydney college,
we have a committee of inquiry headed by Mr
Justice Teece of New South Wales recommending
recognition of the Sydney college and we have the
committee of inquiry headed by Professor Edwin
Webb recognising and recommending graduates
of the Sydney College of Chiropractic.

In my opinion, that surely is evidence that the
Minister should consider and evidence that the
Sydney College of Chiropractic should be given
some consideration and recognition in this State. I
have spoken to Dr Harley, the chairman of the
New South Wales registration board, about the

Sydney college and the registration board. I have
had talks with the New South Wales Minister for
Health and the Queensland Minister for Health
about the chiropractic situation. I would like to
quote from a speech which was delivered by Mr
Kevin Stuart, the New South Wales Minister for
Health, at a chiropractic convention held in
August 1979. It reads as follows-

Last year I had the honour and great
pleasure of introducing legislation in the
New South Wales Parliament which
provided for the establishment of the New
South Wales Chiropractors Registration
Board, under the Chiropractic Act.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane):
Order! There is too much audible conversation in
the Chamber and it is difficult to hear the speech
of the honourable member who is on his feet. I
ask that conversation be kept to a low level, but
preferably be non-existent.

Mr HODGE: To continue-
Since the N.S.W. Board's

establishment-on which chiropractors have
a majority representation-it has met on
several occasions and has achieved a great
deal.

Public reaction to the legislation in
N.S.W. was good, and the media in that
State warmly supported the establishment of
the Chiropractors' Registration Board.

I have every reason to believe that the
Board will continue to maintain the high
standards of Chiropractic in N.S.W., and
contribute generally to the State's health
system ...

...we have with us, some 30 chiropractors
from Queensland-from as far north as
Townsville-South Australia and Western
Australia, who have submitted themselves to
further training at the Sydney College of
Chiropractic, in order to complete the
standardisation programme, and to undergo
examination by the college to qualify for
"certification".

The Sydney College of Chiropractic was
established in 1959, and in the past 20-years
some 194 graduates and 106 certificate
persons have completed training there.

It is worthy of noting also that those 300
chiropractors have come to the college from
every Australian State.

In 1973, the previous Government in
N.S.W. set up a committee of enquiry, under
Mr. Justice Teece, to enquire into aspects of
registration of chiropractors, and to make
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recommendations regarding chiropractors'
education.

It was majority recommendation in the
Teece report, that the standard for
registration should be equivalent to the 4-
year course available at the Sydney College
of Chiropractic.

My Government's policy is that the
standard suggested in the Teece report be
maintained.

They are the views of the New South Wales
Minister for Health and I would hope that our
Minister for Health may have some respect for
the judgment of his opposite number. The
Minister in New South Wales has certainly made
it quite clear that in his opinion there should be
support for the Sydney College of Chiropractic.
He has stated that the college is of such a
standard that it could achieve international
recognition.

Over the years the Sydney college has striven to
improve its standards. The college has entered
into an arrangement with the University of New
South Wales so that graduate students who wish
to become chiropractors through the Sydney
college have to undertake a course at the New
South Wales university. The course is a Bachelor
of Science degree with a major in anatomy. It is a
three-year course and any student who wishes to
continue to study chiropractic at the Sydney
college is required to achieve that Bachelor of
Science degree with a major in anatomy.

Mr Young: When was that changed from two
years to three?

Mr HODGE: I cannot tell the Minister that
but I understood it was three years.

Mr Young: I thought it was for two years at
one stage.

Mr HODGE: As far as I understand it, the
whole course is for five years. It takes three years
for the Bachelor of Science degree, followed by
two years at the Sydney College of Chiropractic.

Mr Young: I thought you said the Bachelor of
Science degree plus three years.

Mr HODGE: No. Three years at the university
followed by two years at the Sydney college.

I have a document issued on 20 March 1980 by
the New South Wales Higher Education Board.
The document reads in part as follows-

the Board has noted that the students
entering the existing course must have
successfully completed the B.Sc. course
(major in Anatomy) at the University of
New South Wales prior to undertaking 2

years of training at the Sydney College of
Chiropractic.

I have quoted from that document to verify, for
the House and the Minister, the claim I have
made. I would now like to tackle the argument
from a different angle. Recently, during the
debate on the Chiropractors Amendment Bill in
the Legislative Council, a letter from the Western
Australian Chiropractors Registration Board was
tabled. The letter was written by the registrar of
the board to the Federal Minister for Education.
The registrar took it upon himself to write to the
Federal Minister for Education to make a plea for
funding for the International College of
Chiropractic in Victoria.

The registrar of the board, I think, has in part
confirmed my own view; that is, that it is
dangerous to name one college only in our
regulations in this State. There was some danger
recently of the international college closing down
because of a lack of funds. I can see this State
being placed in a particularly embarrassing
position if only one college is named in our rules.
If for some reason-financial or otherwise-that
college is closed down and goes out of existence,
we would be left in an embarrassing position of
having all our eggs in one basket. That point is
made by the registrar of the board in his letter to
the Federal Minister for Education. I will quote
from that letter as follows-

Therefore, if the I.C.C. Victorian course
should cease to be available for students, any
graduate from any college of chiropractic
anywhere in the world, could pursue an
application for registration here as a
chiropractor. This could result as a real
embarrassment for this Board and could even
drastically reduce the standards of the
chiropractic profession.

Another extract from the letter reads-
I understand that the I.C.C. course will

have to cease if funding is not provided by
the Tertiary Education Commission. Because
it could be some weeks before this Board is
able to hold a meeting for the consideration
of this information. I feel it to be my duty to
immediately inform you of the likely result
that a cessation of the chiropractic degree
programme at the I.C.C. could have upon the
future registration of chiropractors in
Western Australia.

The registrar of the local board can see the
potential danger if the college closes down.
Certainly, from what I can gather the college
came very close to closing down. The Federal
Government provided some temporary funding.
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Apparently all that the international college
required was sufficient funding to save it from
closing down, and the Federal Government
stepped in.

Two recent newspaper articles support my view.
One appeared in the Daily News on Tuesday, 12
August and, in part, stated-

WA chiropractic students were in a group
of 200 who demonstrated near Melbourne a
few days ago because their course is under
threat From lack of government funding.

If funding is not approved this month,
more than 200 students will be dismissed at
the end of the year.

PIT has indicated that unless funding
approval comes through within the next few
weeks, they will not he able to continue with
the programme.

Another article appeared in The Australian on
Wednesday, 10 September which, in part,
stated-

FEDERAL authorities have some
reservations about funding the chiropractic
course at the Preston Institute of
Technology, according to the Victorian Post-
Secondary Education Commission.

The article goes on-
Its future is threatened beyond this year if

Government funding is not forthcoming.
The last paragraph reads-

A split in the profession's ranks has also
complicated the funding issue.

That last paragraph considerably understates the
gulf which exists between the two wings of the
chiropractic profession.

TO pursue that matter to its conclusion, the
point I am making to the Minister is that I do not
think it is wise for the Government to name only
one college in its rules. As the Minister is aware,
that one college came very close to going out of
existence because of a lack of financial support. It
is always possible for a crisis to arise in the
future, and if the college does go out of existence
the State will be left in a very embarrassing
position. That is another aspect which the
Minister has to consider;, the acceptance of this
amendment to the rules will allow two reputable
colleges to be named in the legislation. That
would not leave us with a crisis on our hands if
one college closes down.

I will refer back to the letter from the registrar
of the Western Australian Chiropractors
Registration Board because I believe it tells some
of the story as to why the Minister was motivated

to bring in an amendment to name one college
only. The information and advice he received has
been responsible for the n 'aming of one college
only. That is fairly obvious. Those members who
have taken any interest in the debate relating to
chiropractors which has taken place over the
years will know that the Western Australian
board is pro the overseas-trained chiropractors
and pro the ACA. Of course, the college that is
operating is Victoria is run by dhe ACA. So, it is
not very strange that the Western Australian
board should recommend that college. I will quote
from the letter as follows-

After closely observing the conduct and
standard of the I.C.C. training course over
the previous five years, this Board in 1979,
had its Rules amended by the State
Government so that the names of overseas
chiropractic colleges were deleted from our
Rules relative to qualification requirements.

Apart from the inaccuracy in that statement-the
rules were not amended in 1979, they were
amended in about mid-1980-that paragraph
really tells the story. That paragraph puts in a
very heavy plug for the international college and
completely ignores the Sydney college. I quote
again, as follows-

Apart from the knowledge gained by most
members of this Board when they have
separately visited the International College
of Chiropractic, the Board was guided in its
decision to have the name of that college only
incorporated in the Chiropractors
Registration Board Rules for Western
Australia. This guidance came largely from
the "Report of the Committee of Inquiry into
Chiropractic, Osteopathy, Homoeopathy and
Naturopathy", Australian Government
Publishing Service, Canberra 1977. This
Report is often referred to as the Webb
Report, which I have mentioned above.

So we have there the registrar of the board
claiming to use the Webb report as one of the
reasons the international college should be the
only one named. He also mentioned that the
international college happened to be the one
visited by members of the board.

In his letter the registrar also referred to a New
Zealand committee of inquiry, and pointed out
that that inquiry stated the international college
was one of high standard. Of course, the New
Zealand committee of inquiry was a rather 101)-
sided affair in so far as it did not even invite
submissions from the United Chiropractors'
Association nor did it examine the Sydney college
or have anything to do with it. So, that inquiry
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recommended only one college when it may not
have been aware of the existence of the other
college.

It is very important that members in this House
give serious consideration to accepting my
proposed amendment to the rules because
virtually it will be impossible ever to change the
rules unless this House agrees.

The changes made to the Chiropractors Act
recently require the registration board to consult
with a company incorportated in Victoria. The
company is known as the Australasian Council on
Chiropractic Education Limited. The company is
owned and operated by the Australian
Chiropractors' Association. Our Western
Australian Government board is required to
consult with that company before it amends the
rules relating to qualifications in this State.

Members would not need a very fertile
imagination to realise that it will be a long time
before that company, the Australasian Council on
Chiropractic Education Ltd., recommended to the
Western Australian Chiropractors Registration
Board that it should include the name of the
Sydney College of Chiropractic.

Obviously the rivalry and antagonism that has
existed over the years between the two groups is
so strong that that just will not happen. I am very
keen, and I hope the Minister and other members
of this Chamber are similarly keen, to see an end
to the rivalry and antagonism that exists between
the associations and the colleges.

I do not believe the rule amendment the
Minister introduced and which provides for the
naming of one college only is a recipe to lay the
groundwork for peace and harmony in the
profession. It will only add to the bitterness and
the feelings of injustice when the members of the
United Chiropractors' Association see that
graduates of that one college will be recognised in
this State.

It would go a long way towards restoring peace
and harmony and it would perhaps unify the two
factions if they felt that they were receiving
justice and a fair go in this State. I cannot really
see any reason the Minister could have for not
agreeing to the amendment I am putting forward
today. I am sure that he could not dispute the
Findings of the Webb report, and I am sure he
could not dispute the findings of the Teece report.
I am sure the Minister would not say that the
New South Wales registration board does not
know what it is doing, and I am sure he will not
say that the New South Wales Minister for
Health, the Chairman of the New South Wales
Chiropractors Registration Board (Dr Harley) Or

the Queensland Minister for Health (Sir William
Knox) are all wrong, and that their support of and
faith in the Sydney college are misplaced.

All these people cannot be wrong. All these
people have looked into this matter in some depth,
and they have all recognised the worth of the
Sydney college. So surely the Minister can have
nio doubt about the standard of the Sydney
College of Chiropractic. If the Minister is to
reject my amendment, surely it cannot be on the
grounds that graduates of the Sydney college are
of an unacceptable standard. If it is not on those
grounds, I really cannot see what other objection
there can be.

Obviously the Sydney college is a good one, and
obviously it should be named in our rules. We do
not argue with the Minister when he says that it
was long overdue to remove the names of the
American colleges and to substitute the name of
the Australian college. My argument with the
Minister is that he did not go far enough and
name the other college.

The Minister must be big enough to accept
advice from people other than his advisers in the
department or from the Chiropractors
Registration Board. I think even the Minister
would concede that the registration board is prone
to give him slanted advice. He knows the
composition of the board and its track record over
the past 16 years, and he must be prepared to
discount some of the advice it has given him about
the Sydney college. IHe should bear in mind that
no member of the registration board has ever
visited the Sydney college, discussed its
curriculum, or made a serious attempt to
investigate it. I know that two members of the
Western Australian board made an abortive
attempt a few weeks ago to inspect the college,
but we debated that matter at some length when
the Bill was before the House recently so I do not
propose to traverse that ground again.

There has never been a genuine or thorough
examination of the Sydney college by any
member of the Western Australian board, as far
as I know. It is worth noting that the board is
composed of five members, and the only two
members who did attempt recently to visit the
Sydney college were the two Australian
Chiropractors' Association representatives who, of
course, are not known for their support of the
Sydney college.

I believe I have outlined a reasonable case in
support of the minor amendment to the rules
which I have moved. What I am proposing is a
reasonable amendment that would mean a long-
established and reputable college which is
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recognised by most major authorities in this field
*of health would be recognised in this State. It is
ridiculous that the hundreds of graduates from
the Sydney college over the last 20 years are free
to practise in other parts of Australia and are held
in high regard by the health commissions, various
registration boards, and many other people in
authority, and yet when these graduates come to
this State, they are regarded as quacks and not
suitable for registration. These graduates are told
by the Chiropractors Registration Board that it
would be dangerous to let them loose on the
public, and that their registration would mean a
lowering of the standards in this State.

We have heard a great deal of rhetoric and
jargon on this subject. There has been a great
deal of bitterness between the two
associations-they have both been involved in
some mud slinging and derision over the years. It
is time we tried to put a stop to that attitude, and
a constructive way of dealing with the problem is
to endeavour to treat the two groups even-
handedly. We must try to stop the rivalry by
ensuring that we are scrupulously fair to both
organisations and that they both get a fair go.

If both colleges are named in the regulations, it
will mean that the graduates of both would be
eligible for recognition and registration in this
State. Perhaps after that the Government can
take some positive measures to try to eradicate
the unqualified people; the people who really are a
danger to the public. Some of these people have
not been trained properly, but at the moment, as
far as the registration board is concerned, anyone
who is a member of the United Chiropractors'
Association or who was trained at the Sydney
college is an unqualified person. That is just not
true.

I believe the Minister can do a service to the
chiropractic profession by setting these group on
the road to reconciliation and by helping to do
away with one area of bitterness between the two
associations; that is, by recognising the graduates
of the Sydney college. It would mean also a better
deal for the Western Australian public who would
then be able to choose between the two different
groups of chiropractors, and there is a significant.
difference in the training, the outlook, the method
of treatment, and the scale of charges adopted by
graduates from the different colleges. So my
amendment will Live the Western Australian
public a greater degree of freedom of choice and
they will benefit. The public will be able to
evaluate which chiropractors they believe give the
best treatment for the best price.

Mr Harman: You are being very optimistic but
the Minister will do nothing.

Mr HODGE: I live in hope that he will. I have
tried to put up a reasonable argument-I have
quoted authorities and facts. I am hoping the
Minister has an open mind and that he is
prepared to listen to my arguments. The
authorities I have quoted cannot be disputed.

Mr Harman: The arguments are good.
Mr HODGE: I am pleased that I have

persuaded at least one member of the House.
Mr Skidmore: You have persuaded me also.
Mr HODGE: Perhaps I am persuading the

members on the wrong side. However, I hope
some Government members have listened and will
give my motion the support I believe it deserves.

Mr TON KIN: I formally second the motion.
MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for

Health) [3.10 p.mn.J: We have had a certain
amount of criticism and allegations made by the
Opposition, certainly in the last week and perhaps
in the week before, that Ministers are taking too
long to answer motions on private members' day,
so I think it will come as a blessed relief to
members opposite to hear that I will not take long
to answer the member for Melville.

Mr Harmnan: It suits your argument, doesn't it?
Mr YOUNG: It does not matter what one does!

That is incredible!
Mr Harman: It does suit your argument.
Mr YOUNG: Do not tempt me.
Mr Harman: I don't have to, tempt you, I know

what you are going to say.
Mr YOUNG: Notwithstanding the

interjections of the member for Maylands, I will
try to answer the member for Melville briefly. I
will not be sidetracked by the interjections.

Mr Harman: Are you not going to emulate the
Minister for Education?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane); Order!
The member for Melville was able to deliver his
speech without any interruption from the
Government side and I hope the same courtesy
will be accorded to the Minister.

Mr YOUNG: I do not want to get to the stage
of-

Mr Barnett interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr YOUNG: The natives are fractious today.
Mr B. T. Burke: Racist!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Balcatta. will not interject while he is not
sitting in his seat.
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Mr YOUNG: I do not want this matter to get
to the stage where the member for Melville and I
trade verbal blows across the Chamber in respect
of the values of the two colleges of chiropractic. If
we did that there would be a tendency for each of
us to suggest that the standards of one or other of
the colleges are not up to scratch. The member
for Melville has not suggested that in respect of
the International College of Chiropractic; and I
would hope that what I say in respect of the
Sydney College of Chiropractic will not be taken
as a reflection on its graduates, but will be
accepted simply as the facts which led the
Government to choose to include only the
International College of Chiropractic at this
stage. There is the possibility of the second
college, along with any other college which can
prove its standards, being accepted by the
registration board in Western Australia ini due
course.

In 1978 the Liberal Party sub-committee on the
matter of chiropractic spoke with the
representatives of the Sydney College of
Chiropractic in Western Australia. I spoke to Mr
Devereaux and Mr Renouf, who were invited by
the subcommittee to speak with it about the
college and its background, and they accepted the
invitation. Although I do not know for certain, I
understand that until at least a month ago the
various curricula at the Sydney college had not
been changed. The Sydney College of
Chiropractic has a number of curricula; andI
understand it became a college of chiropractic
only at about the time of the Webb report, and
prior to that it was a college of osteopathy and-

Mr Hodge: It was the college of chiropractic
and osteopathy. It changed its name, but the
course did not alter materially.

Mr YOUNG: I was under the impression the
course had altered considerably.

At that time in 1978 the college had various
curricula. The first was mentioned by the member
for Melville; that is, graduates in science could do
a further two years aftertheir three-year science
course to graduate from the college. In the second
course a matriculant could do a four-year course
full time at the college and then graduate. In the
third course a high school certificated student
could do a four-year training period. It is possible
there were various levels of graduation, and
graduates may have received diplomas for various
forms of recognition of their graduation, but they
were still chiropractors who were and, I
understand, still are, acceptable for registration
by the Sydney board.

In addition, there was a fourth course for which
no matriculation or high school certificate was
required. The student did ive years' part-time
study before graduating.

This information was received with some
surprise by the members of the committee to
which 1 have referred, and they questioned the
members of the Sydney college on the, value of the
various qualifications. They were advised those
curricula would be amended shortly. The
committee-which obviously was a committee
wvhich would have some influence on the thinking
of the Government of this State and, therefore,
some influence on future legislation-was to be
provided with the information in the near future
when the curricula were amended.

Apparently, quite a number of months after
that visit the information still had not been
received by the committee of inquiry. The
committee was told that no alterations had been
made to the curricula. I understand-and I am
open to correction on the matter-that no
alterations have been made since then. Therefore
an opportunity which could clearly be seen to be
an opportunity available to that body to prove its
worth to an influential committee in this State,
was missed by the Sydney college. It missed the
opportunity to prove its potential in regard to our
State legislation. Naturally, there was some
concern in the minds of members of the
committee in respect of the various levels of
qualification arising from the curricula to which I
have referred.

The member for Melville quoted from the
Webb report, as he has done on a number of
occasions. However, following the unfortunate
practice in which we in politics all indulge,
particularly when trying to make a point, he chose
only those parts of the Webb report which suited
him best. I do not blame him for that, but I am
sure he will not blame me for quoting those parts
which suggest that the registration of graduates of
the Sydney college, who have been accepted only
in New South Wales, was certainly not totally
supported in the report. Incidentally, I make the
point that the member for Melville mentioned the
Higher Education Board of New South Wales,
which he quoted in respect of education because it
suited him to do so. I say the Higher Education
Board appears to be in conflict with the Webb
report which, in part, says-

Government funds should be made
available to support the development of one
such course in an existing tertiary institution;
preference should be given to an institution
within the Victoria Institute of Colleges
system.
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The Institute of Colleges system in Victoria
embraces the Preston Institute of Technology,
where this college happens to be situated. The
committee of inquiry recommended strongly that
if a new course were to be developed and given
support, it should be a complete, professional
course conducted entirely within a normal tertiary
education institution, and the ICC fits that bill.

A number of other things must be taken into
account. Notwithstanding the lengthy submission
made by the member for Melville both in respect
of the Bill which went through this House
recently, and in respect of this motion, I believe it
is fair that I simply make some points in answer
to his arguments.

Firstly, as I have pointed out, the New South
Wales Higher Education Hoard does not embrace
a very important aspect of the Webb report.
Secondly, the New South Wales college, to which
the member for Melville has been referring, is not
accepted anywhere in the world outside New
South Wales as providing qualifications to enable
automatic registration for chiropractic to take
place. Thirdly, to the best of my knowledge, no
graduate of the New South Wales college has
ever been refused registration by the Western
Australian board.

Mr Hodge: But you know they actively
discourage people. I can give you copies of letters
where the board has written to applicants from
the New South Wales college saying, "We do not
register graduates from that college."

Mr YOUNG: I believe that at the moment, the
Western Australian registration board, rather
than discouraging graduates, is actively trying to
encourage the Sydney college to become
accredited.

Mir [lodge: Accredited by whom?
Mr YOUNG: By the Western Australian

board. The board is trying to assess the New
South Wales college. The member for Melville
has already referred to members of the Western
Australian registration board visiting the college.
I would have thought their visit indicated at least
a willingness on their part to see the college
become accredited.

Mr Hodge; They visited the college on one
occasion.

Mr YOUNG: Two written approaches and one
visit were made.

Fourthly, the member for Melville brushed off
the fact that the New Zealand inquiry found for
the standards of the International College of
Chiropractic in Melbourne. He may have argued
against that point; however, I remind him and the

House that the New Zealand inquiry was very
comprehensive. I am sure the member for
Melville would not mind my reminding the House
that that inquiry found for the Melbourne college,
and recommended that graduates from that
college receive automatic registration in New
Zealand.

Mr Hedge: You are creating the wrong
impression. The New Zealand inquiry was not
into the various colleges, or their standards; it was
into the matter of whether chiropractic itself was
a legitimate form of health care.

Mr YOUNG: Yes;, however, the report
specifically stated that the International College
of Chiropractic educated graduates to a standard
considered acceptable for automatic registration.

Mr Hedge: I realise that; however, that was a
fairly obvious conclusion to reach, considering it
was the only college the committee examined, and
the only one from which it received a submission.
The committee probably did not realise the other
college even existed. If it did realise it existed, it
certainly did not receive any overtures from that
college.,

Mr YOUNG: If the member for Melville does
not care for that report, perhaps I could come
back to a report to which he has made constant
reference; namely, the Webb report. It is probably
fair to say it would have been improper for the
Webb committee to recommend the Preston
Institute of Technology over other institutions
within the Victorian system; namely, the Royal
Melbourne Institute and the Lincoln Institute.
However, it is a fact that the final report of the
committee recommended that one of the colleges
within the Victorian tertiary college system
should be the college in which any new course was
developed.

Apparently-I have had notification of this in
writing, so I have no reason to disbelieve
it-Professor Webb has made it known that the
colleges listed as being within that system were
listed in order of preference, and the first college
listed in that report was the Preston Institute of
Technology, with the Royal Melbourne Institute
of Technology next and the Lincoln Institute next.

Mr Hedge: You are missing the main point of
my argument. I am not arguing whether the
decision of Professor Karmel and the Tertiary
Education Commission to recognise the Preston
college was right or wrong. I am anxious to hear
from you why the Sydney college should not be
included, It is not up to this State Parliament or
to you as to whether or not the Preston college
receives funding.
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Mr YOUNG: I am making the point that the
one college that has been consistently recognised
by all the reports in fact is the International
College of Chiropractic at the Preston Institute.
From inquiries made by the committee to which I
referred, sufficient doubt exists about the Sydney
college to prevent it from being included in our
legislation.

Mr Hodge: That committee did not visit the
Sydney college; you admitted that.

Mr YOUNG: I know it did not; however, it
invited them here. The registration board made
an attempt to see the college, and was not
successful.

Mr Hodge: It made only one attempt.
Mr YOUNG: I am not trying to shut the door,

I am simply making the point that the
Government believes, after taking all factors into
consideration, that the Sydney college has not yet
got its act together and it is not in a position to be
accredited in Western Australia. However, it may
well be in such a position, perhaps even in the
very near future.

Mr Skidmore: Are you suggesting the standard
of chiropractic in New South Wales is less
professional than in Western Australia?

Mr YOUNG: No.
Mr Skidmore: You must be, according to your

present argument.
Mr YOUNG: What I am saying is that I am

not yet convinced the college is up to standard.
Mr Skidmore: If you are not convinced the

college is up to our standard, it follows you must
be convinced the standard of chiropractic in New
South Wales is not as high as that in Western
Australia.

Mr YOUNG: That is not what I said. The
member for Swan would well know there is quite
a difference between my not being convinced the
New South Wales college is up to standard, and
my being convinced that the standard of
chiropractic offered in New South Wales is less
than that which is acceptable in Western
Australia.

Mr B. T. Burke: What would convince you?
Mr YOUNG: I was about to make that point.

When the college gets its act together and
convinces the registration board it is worthy of
accreditation, it will be accredited. That may be
in the very near future. I would be convinced that
the New South Wales college was up to standard
if it submitted to the Australian Council on
Chiropractic Education Ltd.-which the member
for Melville suggests is really a tool of the ACA-

Mr Hodge: You are not denying that, surely?
Mr YOUNG: -which I do not accept. If there

is any bias in that organisation, it is only towards
academia.

Mr Hodge: That is like waving a red flag to a
bull.' There is no Way they are going to submit any
sort of information to that body, which is owned,
established and operated by their competitors.
What about giving an undertaking that you will
have some sort of independent inquiry made into
the Sydney college?

Mr YOUNG: To complete my answer to the
member for Balcatta, I would wish to see the
Sydney college showing a little more willingness
to prove its various curricula had some logical
sequence on which to base a sound education in
chiropractic, rather than the present situation
where, apparently, under a number of different
starting points, people can take courses ranging
from two to five years either part-time or full-
time whereby they can become chiropractors.

The Sydney college must show that its system
has some sense. It must be a little more willing
than in the opinion of the Western Australian
registration board it has been in the past to allow
its college to be physically reviewed.

I received on Monday a letter from the Sydney
college complaining of the circumstances which
have been described in the course of debates in
this place. The letter complained also about the
method by which the members of the Western
Australian board tried to make the inspection. I
will have those matters investigated to see what is
going on.

Just as an offshoot, the member for Melville
made the point rather forcefully, as if it had a
degree of meaning about it, that only the two
ACA members of the Western Australian board
physically attended at that college. That is simply
not true. Not only did the two ACA
members-Todd and Scott-attend at the

-college, but the only UCA member on the board,
and in fact the only UCA member registered in
Western Australia, also attended and visited the
Sydney college on that day. I do not say that that
has a great deal of significance; but the member
for Melville thought it did; and it is best to correct
him on that.

Mr Hodge: Would you like to comment on the
findings of Mr Justice Tecce of the New South
Wales committee of inquiry? You have not
mentioned that.

Mr YOUNG: What I have been trying to tell
the House is that we can produce any reports we
like. The Webb report and the New Zealand
report produced good enough evidence that one
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college was acceptable. If the Teece report
unequivocally accepted the New South Wales
college as totally acceptable, it is, at least in part,
in conflict with the Webb report. I do not mind
that-

Mr Hodge: The Webb report said two colleges.
One of them was the Sydney college, which was
acceptable for unconditional registration. I read
that out; so it is not correct.

Mr YOUNG: We could go on about which
report said what; but this House is more
interested in finding out what stage we have
reached after this rather lengthy journey.

I suggest to the member for Melville that we
wait to see how the amended Act goes. Why do
we not see how the Sydney college shapes up, and
how it is held in the esteem of' the newly-
constituted registration board of Western
Australia? Let us see whether the member for
Melville can return to the House in all seriousness
in the near future, or within 12 months, and say,
"Okay, the Act is not working because bias is still
being shown to the Sydney college and its
graduates." Then we can reconsider the matter.

Mr B. T. Burke: Could you be a little more
concrete? Accepting what you are saying, what
sort of inquiry or what sort of objective criteria?
It is all very well to say it is up to them to do this
and that; but would you envisage appointing three
representatives to make inquiries that would
satisfy you? Should they make a submission to
you?

Mr YOUNG: The Australasian Council on
Chiropractic Education Ltd. is now the body with
which I would consult, statutorily. The member
for Melville does not accept that, because he says
it shows bias to the Sydney college and the
Sydney college would not give information to the
council. If that becomes a stalemate situation, the
next thing I would like to see is whether or not the
Sydney college would accept a visit from
representatives of the State registration board,
who would visit the college and examine its
operations and curricula.

Mr B. T. Burke: Would you be prepared to go
yourself?

Mr YOUNG: I have nothing against going; but
I may find it difficult to fit in with three or four
other people who are experts. I am not an expert;
but I would have no objection to going.

Mr B. T. Burke: You may well be an expert on
what seems to be the most important side of
things, and that is an inability for people just to
get on.

Mr YOUNG: I would be prepared to have a
look at it, anyway.

I know the Bill does not go as far as the
member for Melville would have liked it to go; but
he would agree it has gone further than the
legislation in this State has gone for a long time. I
would like the situation to settle down, so that the
points I have made can be considered. I would
like the opportunity to find out the relationship
between the Sydney college and other Australian-
trained graduates in the next six months or so. At
this stage, I do not believe there is any need to
amend the regulation that the member for
Melville seeks to amend.

I make it very clear that I have nothing against
the Sydney college other than that it has not yet
proved itself to anyone outside New South Wales,
whether it be the board, an inquiry, the Teece
committee, or others. Therefore, I reject the
motion moved by the member for Melville.

Adjournment of Debate
MR B. T. BURKE (Balcatta) [3.36 p.m.]:

move-
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remarks during Division

Mr Young: What is going on?
Mr B. T. Burke: This is private members' day.
Mr Young: It is a bit rough.
Mr B. T. Burke: What about the water supply

motion? It was adjourned.
Mr Young: You know you made an

arrangement in one second over the back of the
bench.

Mr B. T. Burke: What is the point of having
private members' day? You would think it was a
censure motion. That is what the Minister's
action indicates. On private members' day, it is
traditional for the Opposition to move to adjourn
motions other than censure motions.

Mr Young: Are you trying to convince yourself
or your colleagues?

Mr B. T. Burke: I am just wondering why. You
are bereft of any sense.

Mr Pearce: You wait until 6.15 p.m. comes
around.

Mr Young: We do not mind if you do not have
questions without notice.

Mr B. T. Burke: The debate had been carried
on in a sensible, intelligent, and logical way.

Mr Young: I know it was; but the member for
Melville gave no notice of anything.
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Mr Pearce: We do not have to give notice for
our business. That is rubbish.

Mr B. T. Burke: The truth is that you were not
expecting it to be adjourned, and you were not
sure what to do.

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Ayes 22
Mr Barnett MriJamieson
Mr Bertram Mr T. H. Jones
Mr B. T. Burke Mr Mclver
M rT. i.-Burke Mr MePharlin
MrCarr Mr Parker
Mr Cowan Mr Pearce
Mr Davies Mr Skidmore
Mr E. T. Evans Mr Stephens
Mr H. D. Evans Mr Tonkin
Mr Harman Mr Wilson
Mr Hodge Mr Bateman

Mr Blaikie
M r Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr Bridge
Mr Grill
Mr Taylor

Noes 25
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
M r O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

M r Sibson
Mr Wait
Mr Coyne

Motion thus negatived.
Debate Resumed

MR HODGE (Melville) [3.40 p.m.]: I am very
disappointed that the Minister has adopted such
an uncharitable view and has refused us the
opportunity to adjourn the debate.

Mr Pearce: A flt of pique.
Mr HODGE: Right from the start I had not

planned to adjourn the debate, but I listened with
great interest to the reply by the Minister and I
then decided the sensible thing to do was to
adjourn the debate. Surely that is what this
House is all about.

The Minister made a reasonably logical and
sensible reply. I did not agree with all he said, but
at least he seemed to be prepared to make some
concessions and he seemed to be inviting further
submissions from the Sydney college and other
interested people for him to consider. It seemed to
me to be logical that the debate be adjourned on
this occasion and to allow for overtures to be
made to the Sydney college for further
information, as the Minister suggested.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is too much
casual, background conversation.

Mr HODGE: 1 think now that perhaps the
Minister was not sincere in those offers, although
at the time he appeared to be making concessions.
He seemed to be sincere in his suggestions that he
would be apert to an approach from the Sydney
college, but when 1 asked the member for
Balcatta to move for the adjournment of the
debate, for some obscure reason the Minister
chose to refuse our adjournment. I wonder now
about the Minister's motives.

To a large extent the argument the Minister
gave was based on the false assumption that 1 was
challenging the right of the International College
of Chiropractic in Victoria to receive funding
from the Federal Government. I am not
challenging that at all. That is not our business;
that is not our arena; and that is not what the
argument is about. The Minister is working from
the assumption that the International College of
Chiropractic is automatically acceptable and that
the other college is not. I think that is a very
unjust position.

I believe the Sydney College of Chiropractic is
equal to if not better than the other with its
standard of training and with the standard of
graduate it turns out. The two colleges should be
of equal status and should both be mentioned in
the regulation.

The Minister was unable to disprove anything I
said. He completely disregarded the New South
Wales committee of inquiry headed by Mr Justice
Teece. The Minister has not disputed the
accuracy of the quote I made from the Webb
report; he has not disputed the fact that the New
South Wales Government's registration board has
accepted the Sydney college. The Minister made
no effort to disprove those things. I still maintain
that the Sydney college is at least equal to and, in
my opinion, better than any other chiropractic
college of which I am aware.

I do not know where we go from here. The
Minister has shown himself, by his latest action,
to be unreasonable on this issue. I hoped that by
giving him detailed, reasoned, and factual
argument he would have kept an open mind and
be prepared to consider the argument I put
forward. 1 am very disappointed at the attitude he
has adopted. I cannot see where we go from here.
I was hoping a conciliatory approach could be
adopted and that we would see today the
begirnning of the end of the hostility between these
two rival colleges.

Mr Young: I do not see why not. As far as I am
concerned, everything 1 said which you seemed to
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think was reasonable until such time as a
procedural motion which had not been discussed
with the Deputy Premier or anyone else was
moved and refused, still stands. In the course of
the next debate we will establish what you want to
do; but that does not alter anything I said to you
during the course of my speech. The conciliatory
attitude to which you referred is still in existence.

Mr B. T. Burke: The adjournment was based
on your good offers to investigate the matters in
the hope the member could come back and show
the Australian college's reciprocal good faith.

Mr HODGE: The interjection by the member
for Balcatta is very pertinent and does sum up the
situation. That was the reason I requested the
member to move the adjournment. The Minister
did seem to be sincere in his wish for some
representations to be made to him by the Sydney
College of Chiropractic, and the adjournment of
the debate seemed to be the sensible way of
allowing that to happen. Ultimately, this motion
could be put to the vote and perhaps be
successful. Obviously, from the Minister's actions,
it would seem the motion will be thrown out.

That would have an effect on the Sydney
college, which is waiting with a great deal of
interest on the outcome of today's debate. It
would have been seen as a conciliatory move on
the part of the Government. but this will not be
the case if the motion is thrown out. It would not
seem very reasonable and sensible for an
amendment to name the Sydney college in the
rules along with the other college to be seen by
the Legislative Assembly not to be a worthy
amendment and one which should be thrown out.

It was appropriate for this matter to be
adjourned with no final decision being made in
the hope that overtures could be made and some
common ground round and, hopefully, when the
motion was put to the vote, it could be carried . So
I am very disappointed with the Minister's
attitude.

I was not aware that on private members' day I
was under any obligation to inform the Minister,
the Premier, or the Leader of the Government,
what we wished to do.

Mr Young: That presupposes the Government
has no obligation in any way to advise the
Opposition of its intentions with respect to
Government business. That is not the situation,
though.

Mr HODGE: I do not believe the Government
is under any obligation to do that-it frequently
does not.

The last point I wish to mention was that the
Minister suggested the Sydney college should
make submissions to the Australasian Council on
Chiropractic Education Ltd. The Minister should
known that such a thing is not on. That would be
like waving a red flag in front of a bull. The two
groups are very hostile to one another; there are
deep divisions between them. The Australian
Chiropractic Council is by no means an impartial
body. It is not a statutory or Government body; it
is a company owned and operated by the
Australian Chiropractors' Association. The
Minister is virtually asking one group to submit
itself to the scrutiny Of its rival, and this is just
not on. If the Minister understood the position he
would realise that if there is to be any Scrutiny it
has to be by an independent, impartial body.

Already there has been a great deal of scrutiny
of the Sydney college. We have had the Webb
report and the Teece report; it has been looked at
by the registration board and the Higher
Education Board. The college has been gone over
with a fine tooth comb.

If it is felt by this Government that it has to be
scrutinised again. I think the college would be
prepared to accept that if this scrutiny was
undertaken by an independent and impartial
body, and not by a body made up of its rivals. I do
not think this should be so difficult for the
Minister or any other member to understand. I
think some members of the Chamber would be
prepared to consider the facts, the arguments, and
the authorities I have quoted today and give some
consideration to supporting my motion.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
M r B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr HI. D. Evans
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Ayes 19
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
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Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr. Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr Bridge
Mr Grill
M r Taylor

Noes 2S
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wiliams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs

Mr Sibson
Mr Watt
Mr Craig

Noes

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

NOISE ABATEMENT ACT
Disallowance of Exemption Order: Motion

MR WILSON (Dianella) [3.54 p.m.]: I move-
That the Noise Abatement (Morley Bus

Depot) Exemption Order 1980 issued under
section 6 of the Noise Abatement Act 1972
and published in the Government Gazette on
22 August 1980, and laid on the Table of the
House in the Legislative Assembly on 2
September 1980, be and is hereby disallowed.

I make no apology and I do not believe I should
be required to make an apology for taking up this
matter which is of concern to constituents in the
electorate of Dianella, albeit that only nine
constituents are affected directly. However, I
believe the implications of the exemption order
present a more serious and broadly concerning
aspect of government and style of government
than that which might be evident in a matter
pertaining to an individual electorate and a smiall
number of constituents. I

It is clear the order was made rather hurriedly
and that is evident from the fact that it took
effect three days before the date which had been
set for a court hearing in respect of the noise
problem emanating from the Morley bus depot.

The exemption order was published in the
Government Gazette on 22 August and the court
hearing was to have taken place on Monday, 25
August. In other words, the Minister and the
Government took this very unusual and Final
action in preference to allowing the law to take its
course and in preference to allowing a magistrate
to determine the case in a court of law.

It was hurried action, because although the
exemption order was not issued until 22 August,
which was three days prior to the court hearing,
the Shire of Bayswater had made the decision in
February this year to proceed with the court
action. So there had been plenty of notice of the
shire's intention to proceed on behalf of people in
its area, in accordance with the provisions of the
Noise Abatement Act and in protection of the
interests and health of the people concerned.
Notice was given months in advance, but the
order was not issued until three days prior to the
court hearing.

When I began to speak I referred to the fact
that there were wider conclusions to be drawn and
concerns to examine in relation to the action other
than those which impinge immediately, as far as a
particular electorate or particular consituents in
that electorate are concerned. Indeed, the only
conclusion which can be drawn from the action
taken by the Minister is that there is one law for
the private citizen or group of private citizens and
another for the Government and its various
instrumentalities. It is clear the Government
believes it can amend or adapt laws to suit its own
purpose, in this case by issuing an exemption
order. It is very strange that this dual standard
should be adopted by a Government which not
infrequently holds itself up as a Government of
law and order and one which always insists that
individuals or groups in the community must
abide by the law. The Government maintains it is
intolerable for it to accept individuals or groups
within the community failing to abide by the law
of the land. However, in the situation which has
arisen here, the Government has been prepared to
consider itself able to stand aside from the law or
to stand outside the law in the normal sense.

In case it should be said that the Noise
Abatement Act provides for the Government to
exempt situations from the provisions of the Act,
it needs to be understood that the provision for an
exemption order is a provision which has been
invoked very rarely. In fact, in answer to a
question which I put to the Minister on 2
September of this year with regard to exemptions
from provisions of the Act, he was able to tell me
the exemption provision has been exeriesed only
twice since the Act came into force.

The first occasion was in 1974 when an
exemption was granted for pile driving whenever
and wherever such operations were performed,
which is a current exemption. The second
occasion was in August of this year when this
exemption was granted for the Morley MTT bus
depot, which is only the second occasion since the
Act came into force on which the exemption
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provision has been exercised. Therefore we must
consider that this proposal constitutes a rare
exception. It is a rare exception in the sense that
an individual or a group of people is Dot
complaining about a dog barking, a noisy air-
conditioner or anything like that, but a group of
ordinary people who have been affected by a
definite noise nuisance and who have come up
against a Government instrumentality.

Mr O'Connor: How long after the units were
built there did the noise commence?

Mr WILSON: I know the Deputy Premier and
the Minister for Health want to make a point, as
the Minister for Health did when he made
statements which were reported in the Press to the
effect that the depot was in existence well before
the affected units were built, and that it was not a
case of the problem coming to the residents but,
rather, of the residents coming to the problem.

Mr O'Connor: Would I be right in saying the
problem became apparent well before the council
gazetted the land as it did?

Mr WILSON: I would say the Deputy Premier
is right in saying that. I am not denying that the
Minister's statement which was reported in the
Press was correct when he stated that the depot
was in existence well before the units were built. I
am not denying that the Bayswater Shire Council
when it zoned the land for these units was wrong
in doing so. I am not denying that when the
developers built the units they were not wrong in
doing so whereby some people possibly were
misled into buying the units and living in that
area when there was some strong suggestion that
a noise problem pre-existed their being there.

In response to that very point I want to Say that
irrespective of those factors, the bus depot is
there; the units are now there; and a problem now
exists. The problem involves a noise nuisance,' and
because it involves that nuisance it has been
investigaged by officers of the Department of
Health and Medical Services who have confirmed
that a noise nuisance exists under the provisions
of the Act and is affecting the health and welfare
of people in that area. Now, whatever the history
of the situation is, the fact remains that the
situation exists, which under the normal
provisions of the Noise Abatement Act,
constitutes a noise nuisance whereby the health of
people is affected.

The Minister indicated that the exemptioi.
order is to take effect for 12 months only. He
indicated by way of statements and, I think,
answers to questions, that the reason for the 12-
month period is to allow an opportunity for
discussions to be held between the Bayswater

Shire Council acting on behalf of the residents
and the MTT and the officers of the noise
abatement section of the Department of Health
and Medical Services to try to see whether the
problems being experienced by those people can
be overcome. However, the problem with that is
that to date the history of the situation has not
shown much give and take on the part of the
MTT. One might say. "Well, that is
understandable in view of the fact the MIT was
there first and it offers a service to the public",
and so on, but certain undertakings were given.

From all reports those undertakings in many
respects have not been kept by the MTi'. For
instance, after initial complaints were made to the
Bayswater Shire Council at the end of 1978 and
at the beginning of 1979 it seemed that it was
unlikely any action could be taken, and the matter
was then taken to the Ombudsman who at that
time was Mr Dixon. He visited the site and
expressed concern about the noise problem faced
by the concerned residents. As a result of
representations, the MTT undertook to bring
about some changes. For instance, it undertook to
introduce speed limits within the depot, and to
take certain measures to have noise from the
refuelling bay restricted to certain periods. It said
refuelling would cease at 11.00 p.m. instead of at
1 .00 a.m., and buses would not move about the
depot prior to 6.00 a.m. However, further
complaints were received from the residents to the
effect that the MTT was not keeping to its
undertakings. Subsequent claims by residents
since then have underlined these factors.

The MIT undertook that refuelling would
cease at 11.00 p.m. instead of at 1 .00 a.m., but
long after that time on many occasions the idling
engines of buses could be heard at much later
times, even up till 2.00 a.m. The Mfl' seemed to
be reluctant to take any effective measures to
overcome the problem and problems were still
being experienced as a result of the level of noise
from the public address system and the speed at
which buses were moving around the depot.

I understand that the day before the exemption
order was issued officers of the noise abatement
section of the Department of Health and Medical
Services tested the noise levels in the units
adjacent to the flats and found that the level of
noise had not abated. In fact, if anything, it had
increased.

In explaining the reasons for the measures it
had to take, the Government stated that it had to
take into consideration its obligation to protect
the MTT's assets. That is understandable and
while we can only assume that that implies
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the only solution possible is for the bus station to
be relocated, that is not the only solution.

In the report prepared by the officers of the
noise abatement section of the Department of
Health and Medical Services, there were many
recommendations made which suggested possible
ways to overcome the problem. Of those
recommendations, the consideration that the bus
depot be relocated was only one. As a result of the
tests undertaken by the officers of that
department, many recommendations were made
in an effort to overcome the noise nuisance which
had been clearly established.

Some of the recommendations were:
adjustments to the operation of the public address
system; the lowering of the level of the compressor
and workshop noises;, the lowering or the level of
bus idling noise at the refueling bay; the lowering
of bus engine and exhaust noise during the
turning-around Operation and the entering and
exiting from the refueling bay. There were also
suggestions made for the relocation of the
refueling bay and the provision of a silent
conveyor system for the buses while they were in
the depot. This would prevent noise when the
buses were in the depot and the engines could be
turned off. There was also a suggestion to provide
a barrier wall at the boundary between the depot
and the home units plus increased sound
installations and artificial ventilation in the units.

Quite a range of suggestions were made apart
from the one for the relocation of the bus station.
So, a wide range of options was presented, which
had been taken up prior to the issue of the
exemption order, and one would logically assume
that any of them could have been recommended
as a result of a court hearing.

In that sense, it is hard to understand the
reason the Government has not been prepared to
allow the matter to be dealt with within the
proper. ambit of the Noise Abatement Act and not
to proceed with a court hearing. If it had been
dealt with within the amibit of the law, the court
could have made a decision.

The residents of the units find it hard to
understand, as others do, whether or not the
Minister is really addressing himself to the
question of people's health. As the Minister for
Health, one would presume that to be his
commission in the first instance. In this case it
seems that he is more concerned adequately to
protect the interests of the MTT than he is to
protect the health requirements of the people in
the community. Is it not the health of the people
which is the primary concern of the Minister for
Health?

There is no doubt that health was a major
factor in the action taken by the Shire of
Bayswater when it attempted to take legal action
against the MiT. The matter of health would
have been one of the major points brought
forward in a court case; that is, if it had been
allowed to proceed as the Act prescribes.

The action taken by the Shire of Bayswater was
only as a last resort. That action was taken after
all avenues for resolving the problem had been
exhausted, and every other resource open to the
people concerned had been taken.

It is interesting to note that although the
exemption order was gazetted on 22 August, some
assurance had been given by the Minister that in
the 12 months following attempts would be made
to resolve the problem. However, when I asked
the Minister a question on 14 October with
regard to what action had been taken to promote
such discussions between the MTT and the Shire
of Bayswater in an attempt to overcome the
problem, he told me--and it was two months after
the issue of the exemption order-that a copy of
the report together with recommendations
prepared by the noise abatement branch were
provided for the Metropolitan Transport Trust.
He said that no discussions had been held with
the Shire of Rayswater to that date. He went on
to say that a combined meeting between the
MiT, the Shire of Bayswater, and officers of the
noise abatement branch would be arranged as
scon as possible.

That meeting has taken place and I understand
it was held last Thursday. As a result of that
meeting certain officers have been given tasks to
follow up in an effort to find possible solutions to
the problem. However, my information is that the
attitude of the MT' continued to be not all that
promising in terms of the possibility of its coming
to grips with the situation; apart from some
radical developments.

In other words, if at the end of this 12-month
period the bus station is still to remain and the
solution is to be one which requires some
amelioratory measures on the part of the MTT to
lower the level of noise, then the residents or
anyone else who has had extended contact with
the situation could not have very great confidence
that the MTT will act in a way which will provide
any real satisfaction.

I understand the MTT is disputing the points
made by the shire with respect to the fact that
satisfactory adjustments have not been made to
this day. It has been claimed that adjustments
have been made which the residents themselves
claim are far from obvious and far from having
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provided the satisfaction which might have been
expected. I must say I am pleased to hear that
further investigation will be made into the
original recommendations of the report from the
noise abatement branch concerning the possibility
of the erection of a barrier wall. Apparently, some
consideration will be given even to the
possibility-the ultimate possibility I suppose-of
the relocation of the site. Just how that might be
effected in terms of an alternative site, and in
terms of the possibility of developers being
interested in the present depot site, we can only
consider as being at a preliminary stage of
investigation.

The fact remains that the exemption order is to
be effective, in the first place, for 12 months. We
do not know what will happen if the problem is
not resolved or cannot be resolved in a way
satisfactory to the MTT and the other parties
concerned within that period of time. We do not
know whether the Government will act to extend
the period of the exemption order if, after 12
months, the matter has not been resolved.

It is a very unsatisfactory situation as far as the
residents who are affected are concerned, and it is
a very unsatisfactory situation with regard to
what the community should be able to expect in
terms of their rights under the provisions of the
Noise Abatement Act. It is a very unsatisfactory
situation in terms of what the community should
be able to expect regarding the protection of the
health of the community against noise pollution
under the provisions of the Noise Abatement Act.
It has to be remembered we are not talking about
a very big deal when we look at the Act and its
provisions. It contains many shortcomings as it
stands. The Act does not cover many situations
which affect the health of the people, and the
op inion in the community is that the effect of the
Act, at its best, is minimal.

Finally, we have to come back to the point I
made at the beginning of my remarks. What
assurance can be given and what trust can the
people have in a Government which, on the one
hand, makes its stand on issues of law and order
when it affects individuals and small groups in the
community but, on the other hand, when it comes
to a situation such as the one I have outlined
where individuals and small groups attempt to
uphold their case legitimately within the
provisions of the law find that the
Government-big Government, we hear so much
about-is prepared to put aside their rights in the
interests of Government and in the interests of
those who have the ultimate power and say. The
Government has said the action was taken
reluctantly, but whether the Government takes

that action reluctantly or otherwise is of little
consolation to those affected.

We need to have some better measure of the
Government's standard of operation than that
which is evidenced in this situation. We should
have some better assurance from the Minister of
his concern for the health of the community,
whether it is the health of a large section of the
community or nine occupants of a group of home
units. After all, in a democracy we should not
distinguish the mass from a small number, or the
mass from one individual. If a law exists to secure
the health or the welfare of the people, and the
health or welfare of individuals, as much as it
does-the mass of the community or large
sections of the community-then we should be
able to see that law applied in an even-handed
way. A law which is applied in an even-handed
manner will win respect from the people, and will
be viewed with some faith when it comes to the
health and welfare, or any other matter affecting
the, people. They will know they can depend on
the provisions of the law passed by Parliament to
uphold their situation as much as it upholds the
situation of the Government or Government
instrumentalities.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [4.28 p.m.]: It may sound a little
paradoxical to hear me thank the member for
Dianella for giving me an opportunity to set the
record straight.

Point of Order
Mr HODGE: On a point of order, Mr Acting

Speaker, the motion has not been formally
seconded.

I formally second the motion.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Thank

you.

Debate Resumed
Mr YOUNG: It is quite proper that I put the

record straight because the Opposition, obviously,
has a distinct duty to call on a Minister exercising
a discretion such as this to justify his action to the
Parliament. I am quite happy to do that, and the
Parliament and the people can then judge whether
the exercise of discretion was sound.

The exercise of discretion in this situation can
be challenged in two ways and, I guess, by anyone
for that matter. Firstly, there is no discretion at
all to excercise, but I do not think the Opposition
would claim that because the Act was put forward
by a Labor Government. It is obvious, also, no
objection was raised on those grounds.
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The second challenge could be 10 the exercise of
discretion in any given set of circumstances, and I
do not object in any way whatsoever to scrutiny
on that basis.

In the matter of the exercise of this discretion,
we have two propositions. The first is that
although we do not have the separation of duties
and powers under the British system, which exists
under the American system, it still should be a
matter of very special circumstance indeed for the
Legislature or the Executive to take any -action
inclined to interfere with the actions of the courts
and, in particular, regarding the proceedings
which might already be under way in those
courts.

Secondly, notwithstanding that previous point,
the Noise Abatement Act gives the Minister
power to do just that, as has been stated already
by the member for Dianella. The Act imposes a
very heavy burden on the Minister, who must
card'ully weigh up all the evidence on the matter
and be most certain that when a decision is made
using that discretion, all matters have been
considered thoroughly. In this case, the
Government weighed up the factors very carefully
indeed. One of the things it took into account
most seriously was the part played by the plaintiff
who in these circumstances could be described to
some extent as being the architect of its own
misfortune by proceeding to allow this
development in very close proximity to a bus
depot which had been there for many, many
years. The flats or units were developed in an area
which obviously at all times must have been
considered to have a very noisy environment.

We weighed up the cost to the MTT and,
therefore, eventually to the taxpayer should
drastic changes have to be made to the depot. We
considered those matters and weighed them
against the natural concern of the neighbours. I
want to assure the member for Dianella that, as
Minister for Health, concern for the health of the
neighbours. was, and will continue to be,
uppermost in my mind. However, we must also
take into consideration the fact that people have
an obligation to ensure their own health, and
those people who purchased the units also must
surely be architects of their own misfortune to
some extent for having chosen to live in an area
which at all times was obviously situated next to
something which was a noise nuisance. In other
words, they went to the problem rather than the
problem going to them.

The Government had to take into account all
those factors, and it did. We are concerned about
the circumstances of the residents as a result of
our decision, and I should point out that the

exemption is for a period of 12 months only. I
would hope during that period some of the
concern might be allayed. The Government is
concerned about the finances of the State; and
had we not taken the action that we took the
effect on the State's finances could have been
significant. The Government is concerned also
that the functioning of the courts has been
interfered with.

As the member for Dianella said, a number of
propositions have been made and have been
considered, but in the final analysis the
Government took the opinion that they could
continue to be considered. I give an assurance to
the House that they will be most seriously
considered during the 12 months. I am hoping
satisfaction will be achieved at the end of the
assessment period; but we must take into
consideration the fact that the court could order
action which would be unfair to the taxpayer,
given all the circumstances of the shire having
made its decision many years ago to allow the
subdivision and the development to occur, and of
the residents moving into the flats which are next
door to a bus depot which was established in
1965. In addition, when the depot was established
there was only a bakery and, I think, a poultry
establishment within a half-mile radius of it.

I consider the discretion exercised in this
decision of the Government is one which should
be exercised as a rarity; and it is a decision which
should be taken only in the most serious of
circumstances and for the most substantial
reasons. But at all times we must acknowledge the
fact that the Minister's power in that regard
should be in the Act. I do not think anyone denies
that, nor would he deny that it should be
exercised only in proper cases and where
conflicting interests must be weighed one against
the other. We will always have differences of
opinion in respect of such exemptions.

I respect the opposite view because matters like
this are arguable and always will be, and I
support the right of the Opposition to express its
view.

I suggest we see how the matter develops over
the next 12 months. I assure the House the
discussions between the MTT, the local authority,
and my department will continue with a good deal
of application on my part.

For those reasons, I oppose the motion.
MR HODGE (Melville) [4.36 p.m.]: I wish to

comment briefly on this motion. Most members
probably would realise that I have taken an
interest in matters concerned with noise pollution
since I have been in this Parliament. I have a

3066



[Wednesday, 5 November 19801 06

serious traffic noise pollution problem in my
electorate, so I have sympathy with the
sentiments expressed by the member for Dianella.

The Minister, in his defence of his action,
which in my opinion is almost indefensible, said
the discretionary power contained in the Act
should be used only in extraordinary
circumstances. The Opposition does not believe
the circumstances which exist at this MTT bus
depot are extraordinary circumstances which
would warrant such extreme action by the
Minister.

The Minister gave only one reason for
exercising this discretionary power which he said
should be used only in extraordinary
circumstances; and that was it would require the
expenditure of money for the MTT to make the
changes to the depot necessary to comply with the
Noise Abatement Act. Therefore, it was found
preferable by the Government to save money for
the MTT rather than put the health of the
residents of the units first.

Mr O'Connor: Hasn't the shire done that?
Mr HODGE: That is the sort of priority this

Government accords noise pollution. It does not
believe that noise pollution should be fought, if
Fighting it will cost money; in that case people just
have to put up with the noise.

The Minister has placed a stay on the
proceedings for 12 months at this stage, but he
has given no guarantee the time will not be
further extended at the end of that period. He had
a splendid opportunity to give the House a
guarantee that the exemption order will not be
extended, but he did not do that. I suggest it was
a deliberate omission on his part.

.1 suggest the residents will have to put up with
the noise for as long as it suits the Government,
and until the Government decides to reassess its
priorities and, if necessary, spend a few dollars to
do something about a form of pollution which is
growing daily in Perth. The Minister has
exempted the MiT from all the provisions of the
Noise Abatement Act; not just from one or two
crucial provisions, but from all provisions. It is
fully exempted for a period of at least 12 months.
I do not believe that action was warranted.

Both the Minister and, by way of interjection.
the Deputy Premier seem to imply that because
the depot was built first, the residents must put up
with the noise, and it is on their own heads
because they knew what they were letting
themselves in for.

Mr O'Connor: I didn't say that. I asked you
whether the shire did that.

Mr HODGE: The Deputy Premier by
implication in an interjection suggested that the
depot was there first and the people were silly to
move into the flats because they knew the depot
was there and it would be noisy.

Mr O'Connor: I didn't say that at all. I said the
shire was silly for putting people to this
inconvenience by letting them build next door to a
depot which had been there for some time.

Mr HODGE: The shire may have been silly-
Mr O'Connor: May have been, or was?
Mr HODGE: -may have been-because it, as

well as the residents, has a right to expect that the
Mrr, along with every other Organisation and
citizen in this State, must comply with the laws of
the land. That is what the residents are asking.
They are not asking for special laws or special
consideration. They are asking only that the MiT
comply with the existing law.

Mr O'Connor: How many there are owner-
residents?

Mr HODGE: I do not know. It is not in my
electorate. I do not claim to be an expert on that
block of home units.

Mr O'Connor: Have you been out there?
Mr HODGE: No, I have not.
Mr Davies: Is that relevant?
Mr HODGE: No. it is not relevant. I am

speaking about the principles and the order of
priorities of this Government. I can speak at first
hand and at great length about my experiences
with this Government and its interest in noise
pollution in my own electorate. If members would
like it, I could speak at great length. I would be
happy to oblige.

Mr O'Connor: Go ahead.
Mr HODGE: No matter where they live in this

State, people have the right to expect that the law
will be enforced and abided by. Surely the
Government should be setting an example by
upholding the law in this respect. What hope is
there of convincing private citizens that they
should do their best to reduce noise pollution
when the Government itself, and a Government
agency, are breaking the law? Instead of doing
something about rectifying the breach of the law,
the Government steps in and legitimises it. That is
an extraordinary action, and it should not be
condoned by this House.

*The Minister is hopeful that some solution will
be found in the next 12 months. Ilam pleased that
he is hopeful. I am not very hopeful, because no
solution was found in the last 12 months. In fact,
the MTT was not terribly interested or co-
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operative; so I hope the Government contacts the
MTT to ensure that it displays a little more
interest in resolving the problem in the next 12
months.

The Minister made the admission that the
courts may have ordered an action that would be
unfair. That is a great vote of confidence in the
judicial system! The Minister says he cannot
allow the matter to go to the court because it may
do something that is unfair. He did not say to
whom it would be unfair.

Mr Young: Did I say "unfair"?
Mr HODGE: The Minister did. I wrote it down

as he said it. He said that the courts may have
ordered action that was unfair. He did not say to
whom it would be unfair, of course. I presume he
meant it would be unfair to the Government. I am
worrying about unfairness to the residents who
have been inconvenienced by breaches of the law.
The Minister's comments are very strange for a
Government that is so strong on law and order.
They show a lack of confidence in the judicial
system and in the courts. His comments are
virtually an admission that the MTT was in the
wrong. If the Government did not think it was in
the wrong, there would be no danger in going to
court. In fact, the Government would be pleased
to go to court. That is an admission from the
Government that it knows it is in the wrong. It
knows if it had gone to court, the residents and
the shire would have won the case, and the
Government would have been required to comply
with the law.

This Government has a very sorry record in the
field of noise abatement. We still have no laws
whatsoever in respect of traffic noise. We have to
rely on a couple of vague and outdated
regulations under the Road Traffic Act.

We still have no legislation in respect of noise
in industry. Workers are still suffering from
deafness caused by working in noisy factories and
workshops. There is no legislation to protect
them.

What a sorry record that Government has! We
have one piece of legislation, the Noise
Abatement Act, which needs updating drastically.
When it was introduced, it was trend-setting
legislation. It was probably the best of its time. I
am pleased it was a Labor Government which
introduced that legislation.

The Noise Abatement Act is outdated, and it
needs revision. However, we cannot even have the
Government enforce the one noise pollution Act
we have. The only action the Government has
taken in respect of noise is to exempt the M7T

from the provisions of the Noise Abatement Act.
Is not that a brilliant record?

Mr Young: I hate to disappoint you; but I am
introducing amendments to the Act shortly. I
know you will not like them. I know you will say
they do not do anything, and you will probably
even vote against them; but nonetheless I am
introducing the Bill in the next couple of days.

Mr HODGE: The Minister is quite wrong. I
am pleased to learn that he is doing something
finally. 1 have been urging him and his
predecessor since 1977. I am pleased that he has
taken my advice finally.

Mr Young: The member for Melville has two
lines of attack. One: "I don't like it"; and with the
second, he says, "It's all my own work."

Mr B. T. Burke: The member for Melville has
got you on the run. On the last three issues you
have been fronting on, you have not looked so
strong, brother.

Mr HODGE: I will be pleased to consider the
amendments the Minister brings in. I will
examine them with a critical eye, as is my job;
and if I think they deserve support, I will be
pleased to support them. If I think they deserve
criticism, that is what I will give. Unlike the
Minister for Health, I do not have a closed mind.
I have an open mind. I am very interested in
seeing the Government doing something about
noise abatement.

The first action I took after being elected as a
member of Parliament was to write to Dr
McNulty, the Chairman of the Noise and
Vibration Control Council. I write regularly to
him, every few months; but unfortunately, to date,
I have received the same sort of standard reply:
"It is a very difficult situation, and don't expect
an easy or early solution." Of course, that is a
very negative reply, because I have studied the
question closely.

I know what measures Governments in other
parts of Australia and other parts of the world
have taken. Certainly there are all kinds of things
that can be done to alleviate and reduce most
forms of noise pollution. If there is a will, there is
a way; but this Government does not have the
will. That is demonstrated amply. The
Government should be thoroughly ashamed of
this measure-

Mr Young: What would you do about Leach
Highway?

Mr HODGE: I will send the Minister a copy of
the speech I made on it. I gave a list of nine
suggestions about two years ago.

Mr Young: What was the total cost of all that?
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Mr HODGE: I do not have access to the
costing procedures. I would be pleased to send the
Minister a copy of the speech. I put nine points
forward as a basis for discussion. I am not saying
that was the be-all and end-all, and that it would
put an automatic stop to the traffic noise.
However, all of the suggestions have been tried in
other parts of Australia, and other parts of the
world. I am not claiming the credit for them. I did
not invent them. They are suggestions I have
come across while doing research into this matter.
If the Minister would like to consider them and
have them costed, I would be delighted to have
him do so. I made that speech to the Parliament
in 1978; and to the best of my knowledge no
action has been taken, and the matter has not
received any serious consideration.

Mr Bertram: He probably has not read it.

Mr HODGE: The suggestions have been tried
in other parts of the world; and they have been
found to be successful. This Government has
ignored them.

As I said, I support the concern expressed by
the member for Dianella. It is a disgrace that the
Government has taken this action. The people
living in the home units have a right to know that
the laws of the land will be enforced and will be
complied with by the Government, as well as by
every other citizen. That is all the people are
asking. They are not asking for special
consideration.

Perhaps the people in the units should be asking
for special consideration. The Noise Abatement
Act is deficient; and the people would not be
unfair if they asked that the law be strengthened.
I am asking that the present law be upheld.

I support the motion moved by the member for
Dianella. I hope other members of the House who
have traffic noise pollution and noise pollution
problems in their electorates will also see fit to
support this motion.

Question put, and
following result-

Mr Barnctt
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
M rT. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

a division taken with the

Ayes 20
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pea rce
Mr Skid more
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin

Ayes
Mr Bridge
Mr Grill
Mr Bryce

Noes 28
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
M r Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr Sibson
Mr Grewar
Mrs Craig

(Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Motion defeated.

RAILWAYS: SUBURBAN PASSENGER
SERVICES

Elect riflca lion and Extension: Motion
MR CRANE (Moore) [4.52 p.m.]: I move-

That in the opinion of this House-

The Government should arrange for the
Director General of Transport, in
conjunction with Westrail to conduct a
comprehensive study of the feasibility of
the extension of the suburban passenger
rail services progressively from Perth to
Yanchep-Two Rocks and possibly
Moore River.

2. The study should have access to the
advice and services of such other
departments as are necessary such as
M.T.T., Main Roads Department, Local
Government, Urban Development and
Town Planning, Works and, if
necessary, some professional
consultative services in specialist fields.

3. The study should indicate the
practicability of electrification of the
service and it should also study any
alternative means of mass public
transportation systems which are
adaptations or modern substitutions for
conventional rail or tram track type
systems.
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4. Coincidental with the studies should be
a re-examination of the costs and
practicabilities of electrification of the
metropolitan rail passenger transport
system-both existing and
potential-either separately or as part of
the other studies which are currently
being undertaken for the electrification
of major parts of the Westrail system
where heavy freight haulage is the
dominant factor.

This House is also of the opinion that the
report should be available, if practicable,
during the 1981 Parliamentary session.

Members will notice the motion is in four parts
and I shall direct my initial comments to the first
part of it.

Whilst Warneroc was not mentioned in the
wording of the motion, if one proceeds to
Yanchep-Two Rocks, one must pass through
Wanneroo. The area referred to in the motion is
the fastest growing area in Western Australia. It
has grown to a great extent in the last I0 years
and I understand the Shire of Wanneroo now has
a population of 90000. The fact that people are
flocking to the area and taking up residence there
will be borne out if one consults the electoral roll.
There has been a dramatic increase in the
population in my electorate over the last 12
months.

Shortage of employment is a problem in this
area. I have attended a couple of conferences, with
the Shire of Wanneroo at which ways and means
of encouraging employment in the area were
studied.

It is clear a train service 10 this area would
serve it in two ways. Firstly, it would transport
people from other areas to take up the
employment we hope to encourage there and,
secondly, it would take people from the areas
north of Perth to employment in the metropolitan
region and to areas south of Perth, particularly
Fremantle and Kwinana.

Mr Pearce: I would not raise the question of
Fremantle too loudily, if I were you. It is still a
sore point on this side of the House.

Mr CRANE: The member for Gosnells will
have an opportunity to make his speech at a later
stage. I do not usually interject when other
members are on their feet and I hope the member
for Gosnells will extend that courtesy to me whilst
I am making my speech.

Mr Pearce: I will accord you the courtesy I
accord other members on that side of the House.

Mr Old: Which is none.

Mr CRANE: Obviously the intelligence of the
member opposite is not sufficient to enable him to
be capable of appreciating the need for other
people to be able to express their points of view.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr CRANE: There is a good reason for setting

up an in-depth inquiry to establish the means by
which the needs of the metropolitan area can best
be served by an adequate transport system.

Mr Jamieson: Has the member read the
Wilbur-Smith report?

Mr CRANE: I hope I do not have to speak
more loudly than I am, but I can assure the
member for Welshpool that, if necessary I will
drown him out.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I Suggest the

member continue his speech and ignore the
interjections.

Mr Jamieson: If you have not read the Wilbur-
Smith report, you should do so.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: Where ignorance is bliss, 'tis folly

to be wise.
Among the many reasons for the development

of an adequate transport system north of Perth is
the growing tendency for people to establish
themselves in the northern corridor. We have seen
tremendous growth at Quinns Rocks, and
Yanchep-Two Rocks. It is expected that, in the
next 20 to 30 years, such growth tendencies will
extend to Moore River.

Two or three years ago a suggestion was made
that a jumbo steel mill be established in the
Moore River area. This type of development
would provide employment, but I do not know
whether it is still in the pipeline.

Mr H. D. Evans: How are you off for a nuclear
power plant up there?

Mr CRANE: If a jumbo steel mill were
constructed there, it would need to be served by
an adequate transport system. That is another
reason we should be looking at the possiblity of
extending the rail service from the metropolitan
area to north of Wanneroo.

Mr H-. D. Evans: To carry the nuclear waste!
Mr CRANE: Another reason for the extension

of the service is the problems we experience these
days in regard to rubbish disposal.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: I can think of a number of people

who produce little more than rubbish in this place
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and it would be most enjoyable to dispose of
them. However, it is becoming increasingly
important that suitable rubbish disposal methods
be used. It is possible we could give consideration
to the establishment of a rubbish disposal plant in
the undeveloped areas north of Wanneroo.

I understand there is a very good Italian
method called the Serran Ciccini system. This
system recycles waste and not only does it create
a great deal of employment, but also it serves a
very useful purpose by recycling rubbish which
would otherwise cause problems. At the same
time, it develops its own energy source and this
can be tapped and used by other industries. I
believe an inquiry along these lines into various
methods of rubbish disposal, would complement
an inquiry into the extension of the rail service. It
is another reason that we should consider the
proposition I am putting forward.

It has been said that the costs of extending the
rail system north to Wanneroo would be
prohibitive. Some time ago I believe the cost of
providing a line to Wanneroo was estimated at
$100 million. As far as I can recall, that figure
was referred to in the urban public transport:
Perth rail and bus policy of April 1979.

I say to the Minister for Transport that the
figures provided to him may not have been the
correct ones, so there may be some misleading
(actors involved in this matter.

An article published in The West Australian on
Saturday. 4 October 1980 stated that the
Tarcoola to Alice Springs line, which is a distance
of 831 kilometres, was built at a cost of $145
million. When we break down these figures we
find that this works out to approximately $0.175
million per kilomnetre. A double track to
Wanneroo of 25 kilometres would therefore cost,
on those figures, $8.75 million. That is qui te a
considerable difference from the figure of $100
million I quoted previously.

Therefore, I believe those figures are worthy of
consideration and I am sure the Minister for
Transport has jotted down the figure 1 have just
quoted.

Mr Jamieson: I hope he does more with them
than he has with my figures in the past.

Mr CRANE: I do not think it will take the
Minister too long to give me a satisfactory
answer. I refer to the second part of my motion
which states-

2. The study should have access to the
advice and services of such other
departments as are necessary such as
M.T.T., Main Roads Department. Local
Government, Urban Development and
Town Planning, Works and, if
necessary, some professional
consultative services in specialist fields.

The Elrail company conducted a study on the
electrification of railway systems and its findings
could be augmented by such other departments as
I have mentioned in part 2 of my motion.

There is no doubt there would be other
interested parties including the Shire of
Wanneroo, which is a progressive shire and most
interested in serving the needs of the community
and the State.

Mr Jamieson: That is already in the Wilbur-
Smith report, if you would only read it!

Mr CRANE: To continue-
3. The study should indicate the

practicability of electrification of the
service and it should also study any
alternative means of mass public
transportation systems which are
adaptations or modern substitutions for
conventional rail or tram track type
systems.

I have mentioned one other such system before
and that was the linear induction system. Today I
met in this House a person from Two Rocks and
she said to me "When you do talk on the railway
system, I hope you will mention the need for a
monorail at Yanchep." That may be looking
ahead way into the future but perhaps it is worth
while taking note of such opinions.

Linear induction is a modern form of
propulsion. Instead of the field coils being around
the motors as is usual with the normal type of
motor, the coils are laid out and that is where the
name linear comes from. They are laid out along
the centre of the track. The rotors may be the
wheels and they drive the railway car or whatever
it happens to be and shoes or pads may be used
instead of wheels.

Mr Pearce: That is technically wrong.
Mr CRANE: This is a highly technical form of

propulsion and I have explained it in the simplest
of terms so that even the member for Gosnells
could understand it.

Mr Pearce: That is wrong.
Mr CRANE: That is an easy way of describing

linear induction.
Mr Pearce: It is also the wrong way.
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Mr CRANE: A committee formed to carry out
such an investigation as I have envisaged would
cover all the aspects of such systems. To continue
my motion-

4. Coincidental with the studies should be
a re-examination of the costs and
practicabilities of electrification of the
metropolitan rail passenger transport
system-both existing and
potential-either separately or as part of
the other studies which are currently
being undertaken for the electrification
of major parts of the Westrail system
where heavy freight haulage is the
dominant factor.

The Opposition will be pleased to hear that this
would provide an opportunity to look further at
potential rail services and could include those
which may have been temporarily suspended.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: I understand that the Flrail

company in its study of the electrification system
recommended a 25 kV system which is the system
being used in Brisbane. In its report it said the
I 500 volt DC system suffered load limits and was
best applied to a system which did not require
high loads. There is a loss of power with the low
voltage system. In simple terms, there is a voltage
drop; therefore many more transformers are
required. I understand that transformers need to
be four or five miles apart in such a system.
Therefore, the high voltage or the 25 kV system
as is used in Brisbane would be cheaper to
operate. Its equipment is cheaper to install and
therefore would be of great benefit to any future
transport system.

We are all aware of the problems of today with
high fuel costs and fuel sh6rtages. Therefore,
public transport is of great importance to us all.
We ought to look at the electrification of our
systems. We should look not only at an electrified
system for the metropolitan area but also for
services which run outside the metropolitan area.

Perhaps one day we will see the elctrification of
the line to Northanm.

Mr Pearce: What about to Fremantle?
Mr CRANE: I have already covered that line.

If a study is carried out, as I have suggested, we
will be able to look at the practicality of restoring
the line to Fremantle as well.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: If one reads the newspapers one

may believe that there is a possibility that the
rails between Fremantle and Perth may have to
be realigned, especially when we note that

Servetus Street may be required for a highway. If
it is considered that there is a need for the service
to be reinstated, it would possibly be one on a
standard gauge rail. It is envisaged that the line
from Wanneroo will be on a standard gauge and
it is also possible that a line will be provided from
Midland to link up through Bullsbrook and the
airbase at Pearce through Muchea to Yanchep.
That would form a proper loop which would
encompass Muchea also, which is an area of
potential development.

I am not looking to tomorrow or the day after; I
am looking 20 to 30 years ahead. We in this
Parliament should be looking that far ahead.

As I said earlier, there could be the possibility
of a rail service from Wanneroo to thd Fremantle
area or even to Kwinana. One could then expect
an extension to be made from Armadale to
Mundijong.

Mr E. T. Evans: That would be an extension of
a passenger service which does not exist.

Mr Pearce: With a decent vote we could have
extended that a month or so ago.

Mr Jamieson: How can you extend something
which does not exist?

Mr CRANE: It does exist; it already runs part
of the way. I am surprised the member for
Kalgoorlie should show his lack of intelligence by
asking that question.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: My motion concludes as

follows-
This House is also of the opinion that the

report should be available, if practicable,
during the 1981 Parliamentary session.

I believe this is a very important subject and it is
practicable to make the report available during
the 1981 parliamentary session. There has been a
great deal of comment in the newspapers about
public transport and I know the Minister for
Transport has had many questions asked of him
about the system. I believe the time is right to
have a look at all the public transport systems in
Western Australia.

This motion will give us an opportunity to do
just this. It will provide an opportunity to look at
the systems professionally and properly. We
would have 12 months in which to set up a study
and report back to this Parliament. All members
in this House know the intent of my motion and
the importance of it.

Mr Pearce: You didn't have the guts to vote for
the Fremantle extension.

Several members interjected.
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Mr CRANE: I explained that the other day. I
said I did not intend to be fooled by the political
exercise engineered by the Opposition. My
feelings do not alter and they have not altered.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: Whatever Opposition members

may say it will not make any difference to me. I
have had the guts to stand up and say what I
believe.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: The very important point I wish

to make-
SevernaI members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr H-. D. Evans: It's not guts, its hide.
Mr CRANE: I am very disappointed-
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The House

will come to order! There have been far too many
interjections.

Mr CRANE: I will give the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition the benefit of the doubt and say
that his comment was a slip of the tongue,
because we have been friends for too long.

Several members interjected.
Mr CRANE: I think that is fair Comment. I

believe I have canvassed the motion sufficiently.
Mr Davies: Cut it out! When are you going to

start?
Mr CRANE: I know my motion will be

supported and I hope a study will be made of the
railway system. If it is made, I am confident that
the railway will provide a tremendously improved
transport system in Western Australia. It will
serve not only our present needs but also our
needs in the future and the needs of the area I
represent. It will also serve the needs of those yet
to be born.

MR NANOVJCH (Whitford) [5.14 p.m.J: I
formally second the motion. In doing so, I believe
we are carrying out the responsibility of the
Government which is to ensure that there is
maximum utilisation and feasibility in the
provision of road, rail and other means of
transport.

It is for that reason I supported the legislation
to discontinue the rail service between Fremantle
and Perth. The Government should use its
finances in areas of greater need and importance.
In making that statement, I am not casting any
reflection on those who live within the Fremantle
to Perth region where the railway operated.

Mr Parker: It is a bit late to say that now.
497)

Mr NANOVICH: It was in 1969 that the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority resolved
to prepare a conceptual corridor plan. That is
where the idea started, although many years ago
it had been stated that the corridor development
would be the preferred type. People have sought
to reside in these areas, and Governments have
supported that move. That is how the northern
corridor commenced.

In 1970 we had the Perth Regional Transport
Study -hown as PERTS-which recommended
that the bus and railway systems should be
integrated.

This resolution is a positive and constructive
one, and I am sure it will be welcomed by the
local authorities involved. I want to make the
point now that when the study is completed we
will abide by its recommendations.

Although it has been recommended or stated
that land will be set aside within that freeway
reserve to accommodate some rapid transport
system at a later stage, at the moment south of
McDonald Road-of the Mitchell freeway-all of
a sudden this reserve disappears.

The study should assure everyone that a reserve
will be retained, and that it will not be diminished
or restricted at some future time. We are aware
that our methods of transport are changing, and
indeed, our whole way of life is changing. We are
faced with the problem of fuel prices increasing
continually, and the growth of the northern
corridor will continue also.

The motion seeks a study into the setting aside
of a north-west reserve, and the possibility of
future rail transport eventually, but we must also
consider a rail reserve east and west; that is, from
the coast directly east.

It may be possible to link up such a reserve
with the Midland area, and eventually, with the
standard gauge line. However, the Matter must be
looked at immediately before the areas are
developed to any greater extent. A route may be
possible to link with Bassendean or Bayswater, to
cater for their industrial areas.

Mr Pearce: Are there any industrial areas at
Fremnantle?

Mr NANOVICH: There are, but I want to
assure the member for Gosnells that there is other
access by rail to Freman tle. The northern corridor
is stuck out on a lonely beam Without any rail
access at the moment. In support of the motion I
am saying that this study should look at the
setting aside of reserves.

3073



3074 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Pearce: Can you see some problem for me
in voting for the motion? I come from an area
where the rail link is very important.

Mr NANOVICH: I hope the member for
Gosnells will vote for the motion, because it would
be a positive move. I want to repeat: It is vital to
look also at the idea of an east-west rail spur or
link. Eventually the northern corridor will have a
population of 400 000-odd, and this will create
industry and employment in the area. A railway
service line will be of the utmost importance, and
is will encourage industry. The results of the study
will give us an opportunity to plan for industry
that will provide employment for the population
that will reside within that corridor.

I would like to refer to the projected population
for certain areas to make members aware of the
necessity to plan for the future. I am referring
only to the area north of Beach Road to the
Yanchep-Two Rocks region, The member for
Moore has indicated the importance of a rail
service north of Yanchep into the Moore River
region.

The population projection for 1990 for the
areas of Marangaroo, Alinjarra, Girrawbeen, and
Koondoola is 24000. Perhaps members will say
that those suburbs do not come within the strip
we are referring to. However, we cannot ignore
these areas. It is approximately four miles from
Wanneroc Road to the beach, and the extension
of the Mitchell Freeway is in the middle of that,
or a little closer to the ocean side. The areas to
which I have referred may not gain the full
benefits of a rail system.

By 1990 it is estimated that 44 000 people will
live in the suburbs of Greenwood, Warwick,
Duncraig, and Marmion. By 1990 it i projected
that 37 500 will live in Mullaloo, Beldon, Craigie,
Kallaroo, Padbury, and Hillarys. Kingsley and
Woodvale will have a population of approximately
16 000, and Heathridge, Ocean Reef, Edgewater,
Burns, and Joondalup, will have a population of
approximately 24 000.

It is estimated that by 1990 there will be 3 000
people residing in the rural areas, and In
Wanneroo itself there will be 8 000. Members will
be aware that the Wanneroo townsite is rather
restricted. So it is expected that 170 000 people
will live within that corridor structure by 1990.

Mr Barnets: Will the nuclear power station
have any effect on that, do you think, in terms of
reducing the numbers?

Mr NANOVICH: Nobody has said that a
nuclear power plant will be built in the area. I
believe that research and study is to be
undertaken into all forms Of energy. The

Opposition sought publicity only with its objection
to nuclear energy.

Mr Davies: And very successfully.
Mr NANOVICH: The Opposition tried to

scare the public by selling them how bad the
Liberal Party is and that we wanted to destroy the
whole population of Western Australia. The
Opposition told untruths and misled the public,
but its members have never had the gumption to
tell the people that it was the Labor Party which
instituted the study into nuclear energy.

Mr T. H. Jones: Do you think the public want
nuclear energy?

Mr NANOVICH: I do not say that. We have
not said that we want nuclear energy yet.

Mr T. H. Jones: Would you support a
referendum?

Mr NANOVJCH: Let us see about that when
the whole of the material is presented.

Mr Pearce: You are the appropriate person to
second the member for Moore's motion.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I would

suggest to the member for Whitford that he
should direct his remarks to the motion.

Mr NANOVICH: I will try do that, Sir.
Members opposite are trying to create a false
impression, and they will regret the day they did
so.

I would like to reiterate that I support the
motion.

Mr Barnett: Could I just say this: You, as the
seconder of the motion, might be the only person
to vote for it.

Mr Pearce: Particularly if it is adjourned for a
week.

Mr NANOVICH: With the eventual
population that the northern corridor will attract,
it may be that the rail service will be she preferred
method of transport not only for the purpose of
passenger services, but also for industry. There
will need to be a strong build-up of industry to
support the population. It is clearly stated in the
motion that all alternatives should be investigated
before any recommendation ' is made. Even if the
eventual recommendation is not in favour of a rail
service, we must ensure that the reserve is
retained and not permitted so diminish. We
cannot ignore the future when it may be proved
that rail is the preferred transport means for the
northern corridor. Let us keep our options open
by not interfering with the reserve.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [5.27 p.m.]: I wish
to pus some points of view about this motion to
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the House. Let me say firstly that I am astonished
at the effrontery and gall of the member for
Moore and the member for Whitford in putting
forward this motion, and in some of the comments
they have made. It is astounding to me that the
member for Moore particularly could take the
attitude he has taken-

Mr Pearce: Attitudes.
Mr PARKER: The member for Gosnells has

properly corrected me. I am astounded at the
attitudes the member for Moore has taken in
regard to the Fremantle-Perth railway line as
recently as a couple of weeks ago, and yet he still
has the gall to move a motion such as the one we
are discussing which does not refer to the
Fremantle-Perth railway line at all.

The member for Moore made great play of the
fact last year that he was a person who supported
the retention of the passenger service on the
Fremantle-Perth line. HeI said that on a number
of occasions, both publicly and in this House.
However, on each occasion he was called on to
show his opposition in relation to that service, he
did not do so. Either he discovered late in the
piece he had a meeting to attend at Badgingarra,
or he found-

Mr Crane: If you care to check the books with
your Whip, you will find that I stated three weeks
beforehand-

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: It was not-
Mr Crane: I have $10 000 to tell you what I

have just said is right. Would you care to cover
it?

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

The member will resume his seat. There has been
far too much cross-Chamber conversation and too
many interjections, and we will make no progress
at all if that is allowed to continue. I ask members
to allow the member for Fremantle to make his
speech. While all interjections are disorderly, if
we are to have them at least make them
constructively and one at a time.

Mr Crane: Would you care to cover my
$3 000?

Mr PARKER: I have read the statements-

Points of Order
Mr JAMIESON: On a point of order, Mr

Acting Speaker, are you going to persist in
allowing the member for Moore to make illegal
wagers across the Chamber without commenting
or stopping him in any way? I believe such wagers

go beyond the normal purview of debate in this
Chamber.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! There was
so much noise at the time, I was not aware of
anyone making wagers.

Mr JAMIESON: He said he would bet
$10000, and then he said $3 000.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Members
know that when the Acting Speaker is on his feet
trying to call the House to order, they should not
carry on conversations. I have made it quite clear
I did not hear the remark alleged to have been
made by the member for Moore. Unless
somebody wishes to call for a withdrawal, or to
take other action, there is nothing I can do about
it.

Mr JAMIESON: On a further point of order,
the point I make is that this is a vital issue. I
know these words will appear in Hansard, because
they were spoken very loudly and distinctly. They
should be expunged from the record. We should
not have members in this Chamber challenging
other members across the Chamber to make
wagers. It has never been done before; it is not a
normal practice of this place. Therefore, I ask you
to check the Hansard record to ascertain whether
these words have been recorded and, if they have
been recorded, I would ask that they be
withdrawn.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
authority to ask the member for
withdraw any words other than those
considered to be unparliamentary.

I have no
Moore to
which are

Mr E. T. Evans: The member for Moore is
suggesting that he and the member for Fremantle
break the law.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I have
already pointed out that I did not hear the words
alleged to have been spoken by the member for
Moore. I have no authority to ask the honourable
member to withdraw words unless they are
unparliamentary.

Debate Resumed
Mr PARKER: Irrespective of what the member

for Moore did say, I would not join in any wager
with him, partly because it would be illegal as the
member for Welshpooll pointed out and partly
because, on the first occasion the member for
Moore interjected he offered to wager $10 000
and in the very next breath he reduced the wager
to $3 000. That is not surprising, bearing in mind
his performance on the Fremantle-Perth railway
line issue. No doubt by the time I came to collect,
I would not get a cent. For those reasins. I do not
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propose to join in any wagers with the member for
Moore.

Mr Crane: Are you suggesting I am dishonest?
Mr PARKER: I am not suggesting anything of

the sort.

Point of Order
Mr CRANE;, Mr Speaker, 1 believe the

iruplicat:on of the member for Fremantle is that I
am dishonest. 1 remind him and this House that I
pay my bills, and so does my wire.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Moore has taken offence to the expression used by
the member for Fremantle. In the interests of
retaining harmony and decorum in the House, I
ask the honourable member to withdraw the
remark.

Mr PARKER: Which particular expression do
you want me to withdraw, Mr Speaker? I did not
say anything about the member for Moore being
dishonest.

Mr Pearce: The member for Moore himself
used that word.

The SPEAKER: Order! J am unable to say
precisely the words used by the member for
Fremantle. However, I am sure he will agree that
the net result of the exchange of words was that
he implied the member for Moore was less than
honest. If he does not agree with my assessment
of the situation, I will be forced to leave the Chair

until the ringing of the bells to have a close look
at the Hansard record.

Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker, let me assure you
and the member for Moore that it was not my
intention to imply-nor do I believe I
implied-that he was dishonest. It does appear
the member for Moore has inferred I suggested he
was dishonest. To that extent, I indicate it was not
what I intended. Does that meet with your
request, Mr Speaker?

The SPEAKER: It does comply with my
request.

Debate Resumed
Mr PARKER: I am sure the Member for

Moore argues about the quantum of his debts in
the same way he argues about the Fremantle-
Perth railway line. We have seen some fancy
footwork from the honourable member on this
issue, and that was the point I was trying to get
across.

As I was saying when he started to interject, I
have read the statement of the Opposition Whip

to the effect that an application for a pair was
made after the House sat.

Mr Pearce: Yes, after the House sat. The
approach was made after the House sat. I was
Deputy Whip at the time.

Paint of Order

Mr CRANE: That is completely false, and I
am sure the Government Whip could substantiate
what I said.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will
resume his seat. It may be the opinion of the
member for Moore that what is being said by the
member for Fremantle, to which I presume he has
taken offence, is inaccurate as far as the member
for Moore is concerned. However, nothing
unparliamentary has been said and I cannot ask
for a withdrawal. The member for Moore has
moved a motion, in response to which the member
for Fremantle is making a contribution. The
member for Moore, as the mover of the motion,
will be accorded the opportunity to reply to the
debate, which would be the appropriate time to
put the member for Fremantle straight.

Debate Resumed
Mr PARKER: In listening to the member for

Moore and the member for Whitford, it appeared
to me that neither fully understood the motion. I
do not believe the member for Whitford fully read
the motion. Although the member for Moore
wrote the motion-one can only assume that, of
course-he does not appear to understand it. For
example, one of the things the member for Moore
said is that he would like to see the railway line
extend from Fremantle to Kwinana, thereby
allowing people to travel from Kwinana to the
northern suburbs by rail-a sentiment with which
I heartily concur.

However, nowhere in the motion is there any
mention of any proposal which would enable that
portion of the line which links Perth to Fremantle
to exist. We might find ourselves in a situation of
having a railway line from Kwinana to Fremantle,
and a line from Perth to the northern suburbs,
with people having to catch a bus or a taxi
between Perth and Fremantle. Perhaps they could
leave their cars at Perth in the Morning, and on
their return, jump back in their cars and drive
them to Fremantle, and get back on the train.
That is the sort of thing which is implicit in the
suggestion put forward by the member for Moore.

The member for Whitford-unlike the member
for Moore-has always been consistent in stating
his support of the Government's decision to close
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the Fremantle-Perth railway line. The member
for Whitford apparently has not read the motion,
because he talked about the need for a rail service
or a fast transit System to cater for the transport
requirements of the northern suburbs. Again, I
could not agree more.

In this context, let me pay tribute to the
member for Welshpool who, as Minister for
Works in the Tonkin Government, ensured an
adequate reserve ran alongside the Mitchell
Freeway and other northern road reserves,
because without such a provision, this debate
would not be possible.

The member for Whitford appeared to think
the motion referred to rail freight; it does not; it
refers only to suburban passenger rail services.

Mr Nanovich: I realise that; I merely put that
in as an extra argument.

Mr PARKER: The motion moved by the
member for Moore contains some merit. We on
this side would be the first to agree there is a need
to extend and upgrade the suburban passenger
rail services within this metropolis. We believe
that service should be comprehensive; it should be
a service which enables people in most parts of
the metropolitan area to use rail transport. It
should encourage people to use that service to the
detriment of private transport.

I am surprised that the member for Whitford,
being such a strong supporter of the South
Fremantle Football Club, would want to drive his
vehicle-which, by its size, must be a large
consumer of petrol-to Fremantle to watch the
football, rather than travelling there by a modern,
electrified rail system. However, that appears to
be his preference; one can only guess at his
reasons for it.

Mr Pearce: If he supports the South Fremantle
Football Club, there is not much to be said for
him.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is far too much
casual conversation in the Chamber. It is
extremely difficult for me and, I believe, other
members, to hear the member who is on his feet.

Mr PARKER: As I say, the Opposition
believes there is considerable merit in the motion.
The main problem is that it leaves out all
reference to the 'Fremantle- Perth railway line.
When the member for Moore was speaking some
weeks ago in the debate on the Opposition's
motion concerning this issue, he said he believed
his motion was framed in a better way because of
the feasibility study aspect and, therefore, would
cover the situation better than the Opposition's
motion. However, the motion he moved today
contains no reference to any feasibility study or

recommendation relating to the Fremantle-Perth
passenger rail service.

Amendment to Motion

Mr PARKER: To correct that defect in the
motion, I move an amendment-

That at the end of part 1, after the words
"Moore River" the following words be
added-

and the reintreduction of the Perth-
Fremantle passenger service.

The member for Moore has asked for a feasibility
study on a passenger rail system for certain parts
of the metropolis of Perth. Whilst we are quite
happy with that aspect of his motion, and will
support it, we suggest there should also be a
feasibility study into the reintroduction of the
Fremantle-Perth service. In reality, of course,
there is no need for such a feasibility study
because as our motion of a couple of weeks ago
indicated, we believe it is simply a matter of
reopening the Fremantle-Perth service.

However, it is obvious a majority of members in
this Chamber do not believe this to be the case,
and for that reason we have taken the view that at
the very least, a feasibility study should be
conducted.

I appeal to the member for Moore, the member
for Whitford and Government members generally
to support this amendment. All it does is to add
another aspect to the feasibility study which has
already been proposed by the member for Moore.
I assume the motion moved by the member for
Moore will be supported by Government
members, and I hope my amendment will also be
supported. It is an amendment which seeks,
simply, to conduct a feasibility study into the
Fremantle-Perth railway line. Although it does
not go as far as we would like, at least it ensures
the question of the service is kept under review
and, in fact, is reviewed in the integrated way
suggested for the northern extension.

As well as that review, if the amendment is
carried we would have a situation where the
electrification of the entire metropolitan rail
system would be considered, whereas part 4 of the
substantive motion does not envisage a study into
the electrification of the Fremantle-Perth line
because, in fact, it is not an existing passenger rail
transport system. If we were to accept my
amendment, and add the suggested words to part
t of the motion, that matter would be covered.

I hope both my amendment and this motion are
carried. However, we have very little confidence
that either will be carried. We can hope only that
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in the time between now and the next occasion on
which this motion is debated there is not another
Sports day somewhere in the electorate of Moore.
That appears to be a very significant aspect of the
decision-making processes of the member for
Moore.

Last time, we were told the member for Moore
changed his mind at the Wathecroc Sports; he
decided not to vote for an amendment he himself
had drafted and which subsequently was moved
by'the member for Subiaco.

Possibly, by the time the member for Moore
gets to another part of his electorate and attends
another sports day, another constituent will come
up to him and put another point of view, and the
member for Moore will decide not to go ahead
with his proposal.

Mr Tonkin: He is receiving his instructions now
from the Premier.

Mr PARKER: Yes, I notice the Premier is
advising the member for Moore.

Mr Pearce: He is telling him what to do.
Mr PARKER: It is very possible that the

Premier has remembered something in his diary
which involves him attending a sports day in the
Moore electorate. He is delegating that duty to
the member for Moore instead of himself so that
the member for Moore can obtain the advice of
his constituents.

I hope only that the constituents the member
for Moore meets between now and the next time
this motion is debated do not persuade him to
abandon yet another of the principles which, when
he espouses them, he appears to hold very dearly
but which, when it comes to the crunch, he does
nothing in support of.

Mr Crane: Your mind is like the meanderings
of an inebriated insect.

Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker, I seek a
withdrawal of those words.

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Fremantle does not need to seek a withdrawal,
because I intend to ask the member for Moore to
withdraw. I suggest to the member for Moore
that, as a Deputy Chairman of Committees, it is
highly improper for him to use such words. We
cannot expect a high standard of debate and
decorum in this place if the members who are
charged with the responsibility of chairing the
proceedings transgress our Standing Orders.

Mr CRANE: Yes, I am happy to withdraw the
remark. Sometimes we are pushed too far, and I
apologise.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Fremantle.

Leave to continue Speech
Mr PARKER: I move-

That I be given leave to continue my
speech at a later stage.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

BILLS (St ASSENT
Message from the Administrator received and

read notifying assent to the following Bills-
1. Salaries and Allowances Tribunal

Amendment Bill.
2. Firearms Amendment Bill.
3.
4.

Colleges Amendment Bill.
Hire-Purchase Amendment Dill.

5. Chiropractors Amendment Bill.
6. Liquefied Petroleum Gas Subsidy Bill.
7. Western Australian Marine Amendment

Bill.
8. Cemeteries Amendment Bill.

DAIRY INDUSTRY AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

Sitting suspended from 6.1IS to 7.30 p.m.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN OVERSEAS
PROJECIS AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-H-onorary

Minister Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce) [7.30 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Western Australian Overseas Projects
Authority Act was agreed to by Parliament in
1978 and is primarily aimed at assisting the
export of Western Australian goods and
technology overseas.
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The Minister for Industrial Development at the
time explained the object of the authority as
follows-

The object of the authority is to facilitate
the export Of expertise, services, equipment
and capital goods through the participation
on contract basis through private
organisations and to the extent approved by
the Minister, through public authorities or
consortia of private organisations and public
authorities in the development of overseas
projects.

To date the contracts which the authority has
signed have been in the public authorities
category and this resulted largely from
preliminary work which had been undertaken
prior to the formation of the authority.

One contract has been signed for an
agricultural project in Iraq and one for the
examination and development of a collection of
medic varieties with the Libyan Government. The
Iraq contract is the larger and is worth
approximately $A7 million over a four-year
period.

It involves the export of substantial quantities
of agricultural equipment, sheds, fencing, and
houses manufactured in Western Australia,
together with an agricultural development
programme, including research and development
of pasture and pasture cereal rotations. Despite
the current situation in Iraq this contract has
commenced and is proceeding satisfactorily.

Experience has, however, shown that there are
deficiencies in the legislation and the Bill proposes
six amendments to the principal Act to overcome
these deficiencies.

The first amendment is to section 13 which
concerns the membership of the board. It seems
advisable to allow for a widened membership of
the board and Provision has been made for the
appointment of up to two additional members
from private industry. This is effected by
amending the first line of section 13 (1) and also
paragraph (d). Other legislation will cover the
appointment of the person replacing the Co-
ordinator of Industrial Development in 13 (I)(b).

A consequential amendment is required to
section -14 (2) by amending the quorum of the
board from three members out of four to a
majority of the board, which may consist of four
to six members.

A third amendment concerning the board of the
authority is to section 18 subsection (1) of the
principal Act. This subsection currently requires
the board to appoint an advisory committee for
any project under consideration.

It is considered preferable to leave such action
to the discretion of the board. In a project such as
the Iraq project an advisory committee is
desirable but there is no need for an advisory
committee with the Libyan project. The
amendment therefore leaves the appointment of
an advisory committee to the discretion of the
board.

An important amendment has been found
necessary to section 31 of the principal Act which
concerns banking. The existing section requires all
funds to be paid into an account at the Treasury.

However, in receiving money from overseas and
sending money overseas it has been found
necessary to use the services of a commercial
bank in Western Australia. Furthermore, some of
the money received as part of the contract price
from Iraq has to remain and be spent in that
country. It is therefore necessary to maintain a
bank account with a bank in that country.

It is expected that this would occur in other
cases in future. The proposed amendments will
therefore enable the use of banks both within and
outside the State of Western Australia.

A fifth amendment is proposed to section 35 of
the principal Act. This section currently requires
any contract exceeding $100 000 in value to
which the authority is a party to be ratified by the
Governor before it has effect.

This has proved to be awkward in relation to
overseas contracts because it can be necessary to
initiate action in respect of guarantees coincident
with the signing of the contract in an overseas
location.

In practice it is essential in the negotiation of a
final contract for the negotiator to be in a position
to make a firm commitment. In order to overcome
this problem the amendment replaces this
provision with one of prior approval by the
Governor.

The amendment also raises the limit from
$ 100 000 to $500 000 which is considered More
appropriate in proportion to the scale of
operations envisaged.

The final amendment refers to the provisions
for audit in section 36. It is not considered the
amendment will make any material change to the
responsibilities of the Auditor General, but
clarifies his responsibilities in relation to financial
operations undertaken by the authority outside
the State.

It is not considered that many of these six
amendments vary the policy or principals under
which this authority will operate. The authority
has made a successful commencement to its
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operations, and these amendments will assist and
simplify some of its procedures without reducing
the safeguards presently included in the
legislation.

I commend the Dill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bryce.

INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Honorary

Minister Assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce) [7.37 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Government believes it necessary to amend
several provisions of the present Industrial Lands
Development Authority Act, both to reflect
current policy and to facilitate the working of the
existing legislation.

At the same time, the opportunity has been
taken to review the present Act, which has been
amended on a number of occasions since the
original legislation was passed in 1966, and to
restate some of the existing provisions more
clearly.

A major element in the amending Bill is
designed to remedy a weakness which has become
apparent in the existing Act relating to
unauthorised dealings in land subject to the Act,
and unauthorised changes in the use of such land.

The amendments now proposed will put beyond
doubt the power of the Minister to prevent such
dealings by, amongst other things, expressly
rendering them invalid. They will also strengthen
the Minister's ability to prevent unauthorised
changes in use. Penalties for abuse on either score
will be increased.

The new section 70 deals with the restrictions
on dealing in land acquired and subsequently sold
or leased by the authority, matters which were
previously covered in the present section 8.
However, the redrafting also incorporates some
new provisions strengthening the Minister's
control over land to which the Act applies, and
generally clarifies the intention of this part of the
Act.

New Section 70(l) extends the Act's coverage
to land which has not been exempted from its
provisions, but which has been transferred, with
the Minister's consent, to a person other than the
one who originally acquired it from the authority.

The present wording of the Act inadvertently
caused land which was transferred in this way to

be automatically excluded from the provisions of
the Act and therefore from the Minister's control.
This will no longer occur, and such land will now
remain subject to the Act until such time as the
Minister expressly exempts it in the normal way
as provided for in new section 7B(5).

This same subsection increases the penalties for
contravening the Act by' dealing in land or
changing its use without the Minister's consent.
In the existing legislation the penalty was $1 000.
This is bnow increased to $2 000 and a new
ongoing penalty of $100 per day has been
prescribed for continuing defiance of the Minister
after he has required an offender to desist.

New Section '7B(4) makes it clear that the
Minister's control of the land would cease to be
effective if a mortgagee exercised a power of sale
under a mortgage previously contracted by the
purchaser with the Minister's consent. The
provisions of the Act therefore do not impede a
purchaser from using the land as security for
borrowings in the normal commercial way.

Other provisions of section 7B merely re-enact
existing Provisions of the Act.

The new section 7C incorporates the major
provisions strengthening ministerial control of
land subject to the Act, and are new Provisions
which do not have counterparts in the present
Act.

The need fo~r these new provisions stems from
the fact that the present Act, while forbidding a
purchaser to deal in the land, or change its
approved use, without the Minister's prior
consent, does not go on to provide the Minister
with any remedy for non-compliance, other than
to impose a penalty of $1 000.

The offending dealing-that is, sale,
assignment, subdivision etc.--or change of use
would remain effective. Obviously, in view of the
fact that the authority sells land at prices based
on cost of acquisition and development, which are
often below open market prices, it can be an
attractive proposition to purchase land from the
authority and, after transfer of title, sell of
otherwise dispose of it to a third party, whilst still
under-developed, at a considerable profit,
incurring only a once-and-for-all penalty of
$1 000. The latter would be insufficient to deter
such abuse of the Act in many cases.

The amendments proposed in this new section
7C therefore provide that such transactions not
approved by the Minister are simply null and
void.

The section
provisions in
(Resumption of

has
the

Land)

been based on similar
Industrial Development

Act.
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Section 7C(l) therefore provides that dealings
in land without the Minister's prior consent are
null and void.

Sections 7C(2) to (6) make provision to catch
unauthorised dealings which might occur during
the preparation and passage of this Bill through
Parliament, once public attention has been drawn
to this weakness in the present Act.

The new section 7D is a somewhat technical
section which reinforces control of the land
subject to the Act by providing a mechanism-the
memorial system-whereby the Registrar of
Titles notes that the specified land is subject to
the Act, and refuses to register any dealing
relating to it unless the Minister specifically
authorises it.

The memorial system is similar in some
respects to the caveat system, but is considered
superior to the latter in Achieving the aims of this
particular legislation.

Also the new section 8 contains a new provision
enabling the Minister to obtain a Supreme Court
injuction to prevent deliberate abuses of the Act's
prohibition on unauthorised dealings or changes
in the use of land. It offers an alternative to other
remedies now available to him, and would be
more appropriate in some cases, such as continued
unauthorised use of land even after the new $100
a day penalty was invoked.

It is also proposed to enlarge the membership of
the authority by including a representative of the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry. In
addition, the Bill provides measures to facilitate
the development authority's internal workings by
enabling any member of the authority to appoint
a deputy to attend a meeting in his place where he
is unable to do so, and by providing a mechanism
for the resolution of any tie in voting at meetings
of the authority.

Section 8 of the existing Act is repealed and
completely redrafted. Most of the contents of
clause 6 of the Bill merely restate the existing
provisions in a more logical sequence and a
clearer form, but it also enacts a number of new
provisions.

Because of frequent amendments to the existing
section 8 it had become somewhat garbled and
confusing, With the addition of the further
substantive amendments now proposed, this would
have been aggravated.

Importantly, a clause is included in the Bill to
give effect to the concept of sunset legislation, by
providing that the legislation will automatically
terminate, and the development authority be
dissolved, unless positive action is taken by

Parliament to extend their life before the
nominated date.

This amendment is included in clause 8, which
provides that the Act, as amended, will cease to
have effect as from 31 December 1990.

Unless Parliament passes amending legislation
before then, the Act, and the authority, will
automatically expire.

The clause further contains provisions for the
situation which would exist after 1990 if the Act
ceases to apply. In effect, all the authority's rights
and liabilities would devolve upon the Minister,
who would proceed to wind up the affairs of the
authority.

The opportunity has been taken to introduce
some purely technical amendments, and to redraft
and restate some of the provisions already
contained in the existing legislation, to render
them clearer and in a more logical sequence. This
baa been necessitated by an accretion of
amendments over the course of time.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bryce.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 30 October.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [7.45 p.m.J: In

addressing myself to this rather small amendment
to the Electoral Act, I will make a few comments
about the general situation which has caused its
introduction. Most of us would recall the
newspaper articles associated with the nefarious
person at Kununurra who decided to go to Turkey
Creek with a keg of wine to enable the Aborigines
there to indulge to such an extent that they would
be incapable of voting at the election. Thereby he
rendered to the Liberal Party what he felt was a
good service. That action was despicable' in
anyone's thinking; and the person concerned also
had a lot to say about the lack of intelligence of
Aborigines.

If ever anybody showed a lack of intelligence it
was this Kununurra bullcatcher who put on all
this razzmatazz at Kununurra by suggesting that
Aborigines are so poor in intellect that they
should be rendered incapable of voting. When we
examine the personal situation of this gentleman,
we find he saw fit to take a black woman as his
wife, do facto or whatever, and to breed sqveral
children from her whomn he then regarded as
terrible beings who should not be entitled to a
vote. He made some rather caustic references to
his ill-bred sons. All in all, it was a reprehensible
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situation and one we hope will not occur again in
our State.

However, it appears under the Electoral Act
there is one law for Liberal supporters and
another law for Labor supporters. This situation
seems to have been manifesting itself very much
in respect of the interpretation of the Act in
recent years. I daresay that had a Labor
supporter involved himself in such nefarious
conduct, a way would have been found to deal
with him under the present law. The claim of the
Commissioner of Police, the Minister, and others
that no provision is available - under which that
person could be charged is quite ludicrous, and I
will demonstrate that in a moment. This was a
case of running away from responsibility.
Unfortunately, the Minister who is at present in
charge of the Electoral Act has been shown by
questions asked in this House to be negating his
duties as a Minister.

Prior to this Government, never before has any
Minister been so lax in respect of the
administration of the Act. The Minister has a
very clear responsibility under section 5 of the Act
where the Chief Electoral Officer is given
authority, subject to the Minister; and it has
always been thus and is always warranted. Where
stupid actions occur at polling places the
returning officer has certain rights in respect of
calling the police, and if people are making a
nuisance of themselves they can be dealt with.
However, that sort of conduct is outside the scope
of the usual breaches of the Electoral Act in
respect of doing things which might influence the
election. In the latter case such activities right
throughout the history of this State have resulted
in prosecutions with the sanction of the Minister.

In this case the Minister claims it was not the
police who took action. I assume he means the
Commissioner of Police, in which case I would
wonder, because I know the commissioner is very
biased in his political views. However, I do not
think he is so stupid that he would take action
without referring back to the Chief Electoral
Officer and ultimately receiving the sanction of
the Minister. In the final analysis, if we were able
to examine the departmental files, I am sure we
would find the Minister had taken some steps
which sanctioned the actions taken after the last
election.

One has only to examine the history of this
place to know that. A previous Minister told me
he did not sanction certain actions, yet when he
let me examine the files I was able to take them
to him and show where he had initialled an
instruction and authorised action. Sometimes we
wonder whether Ministers really know what is

going on. My investigations to see whether
previous cases have occurred leave me satisfied
that there has not been only one such mistake. A
previous Liberal Minister in charge of the
Electoral Act gave a departmental chief a
roasting because he proceeded with certain action
without the Minister's sanction. That has always
been the case in the past, but now it is to be
changed.

One wonders just how much this small
amendment will be implemented. The previous
Deputy Premier, who handled amendments to the
Electoral Act last year, indicated certain changes
which would occur, and we embraced one of them
mistakenly because we thought it was the only
worth-while provision in the Bill. However, it
turned out to be a frost because as Minister he
had a sanction in respect of what establishments
Electoral Department officers should attend to
take postal votes.

Of course, we know those lovely ladies from the
Liberal Party who always look after these things
went along like ghouls as they usually do and
influenced the votes of people whom they should
not have influenced. We criticised that action at
the time. These are the voters who should be
serviced by the Electoral Department officers.
Those Liberal Party ladies were not sanctioned at
all.

In one instance the Electoral Department
officers visited a hospital at which
appendectomies, tonsilectomies, and quick surgery
of that nature is carried out, and where most of
the people are sensible and able to look after their
own affairs anyway.

Yet the people in "C"-class hospitals who could
not look after their own affairs were prevailed
upon by those ghoulish ladies who go around at
election time not only to fill in applications but
also to assist with postal votes.

Mr Grewar interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: I did not fully hear that

interjection-
Mr Grewar: You can read it in Hansard.
Mr JAMIESON: If it is in Hansard, I will

complain to the Acting Speaker about it.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): I did

not hear the remark.
Mr JAMIESON: Probably the Hansard

reporter did not hear it, but it would be typical of
the member who made it.

The situation is that we have come to suffer a
complete distrust of any amendments to the
Electoral Act brought forward by Liberal
Governments. At one time the Premier said when
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amendments to the Electoral Act were brought
forward it is a natural phenomenon for the
Opposition to mistrust them; but we have found
we have a lot of justification for our distrust of
Electoral Act amendments. We had a classic
example last year when we were misinformed by
the Minister in charge of the Bill in respect of
what would occur, and when we found out what
did occur and informed the Leader of the
Opposition that all the major "C"-class hospitals
with lang-term patients in his territory would not
be serviced, he could not believe it.

Of course, when he phoned the Chief Electoral
Officer he found the Minister had sanctioned only
one hospital, from which probably not more than
five votes were taken; it would be interesting to
know the exact number.

That is why we have developed a mistrust of
these amendments, and that is why we feel the
present amendment does not quite tie in with the
situation which I set out to indicate. Under this
Bill I feel it would not be easy for the
Government of the day, if it so wished, to take
action against a person as the provision is set out
in a clumsy sort of way in the measure. We have
had a few legal men look at this measure and they
say it would be hard to achieve a prosecution
under it. They say we would be far better off
using section 188(l) of the Act, which clearly
indicates that any illegal practice shall be
punished. The first offence relates to bribery or
undue influence. If a person filling up someone
else with grog is not exerting undue influence on
him, then I am not here. The penalty for bribery
or undue influence is a fine not exceeding $400 or
imprisonment not exceeding one year. This Bill,
of course, provides for a penalty under section
188(2), which is far smaller than the one to which
I have just referred.

Without stretching one's imagination or the
law-which is what happened in connection with
the postal voting prosecutions-action could have
been taken against the person involved for
exerting undue influence on those Aborigines.
which the person concerned clearly indicated was
his intention. The Provision to which I have just
referred could have been used in that case.

In addition, several provisions of the Criminal
Code may be used if the police want to use them
and do not wish to use the provision under the
Electoral Act. Of course, in this case it was a
person who was trying to do something to the
advantage of the Liberal Party; and he clearly
indicated it was a lot of nonsense to think that
Aborigines should be entitled to vote for the
Labor candidate. So we see the lesser penalty is
now proposed under section 188(2).

I regret very much-and I think every good
thinking Western Australian would regret-the
circumstances that led to the introduction of this
Bill. I think the commercialisation indulged in by
some people in the north who promoted the
Turkey Creek Wine Festival was a little sick. I
feel the Turkey Creek Wine Festival T-shirts for
February 1980 were sick, and were designed by a
very sick person. Those who commercialised this
aspect, although they might have meant to do it in
fun, indulged in rather sick fun.

While naturally the Opposition agrees with this
amending Bill because we would not want
something like this to happen again, we are
doubtful whether a conviction will be able to be
registered in similar circumstances without facing
extreme problems. It might be used in that way
by an over-zealous police commissioner if a
person was seen with a keg of beer or a bottle of
wine the night before, having a drink with another
person. According to our Previous experience with
the postal voting provisions, he might not be
picked up for trying to influence a person unduly,
but rendering him into a state in which he would
be mentally incapable of voting. In that way, he
would commit an offence.

All these things have to be taken into
consideration. We have learnt not to trust the
Government on electoral reform matters. Every
time we have trusted it, we have put our feet in it
because the Government has pulled a weird one
on us. Under these circumstances, we are afraid
about the way the Minister is neglecting his
responsibilities and saying, "Well, it's the police.
It's somebody else who sanctioned the
prosecution. It's not me."

In an answer, the Minister said that the charges
were laid as a result of the police inquiries. The
charges were not very substantial because the
court indicated there wis not a case. That is the
sort of evidence on which the police base their
prosecutions. Is it not sensible to ensure that the
Minister in charge of the matter would refer it to
the Crown Law Department rather than having
the police make an arrest and taking action
against people because they were voting pro-
Labor?

Do not mention to me the situation that
occurred at Derby, because that fellow was
merely caught up in the spider's web. He was
touting for the Liberal Party, if anything. He was
the secretary of the hospital board; and he
happened to be caught out. He was caught
because of the action taken against other people.
When the police followed up the prosecution, they
had no case.
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The sensible thing is to regard actions taken
under the Electoral Act as political actions,
whether the Minister likes it or not. The only
actions that are not political are like those that
occur when a person is drunk in a booth and has
10 be taken away by the police. All other actions
under sections of the Act are political actions.
They always have been. They have always been
sanctioned or scrubbed by the various Ministers.

I have been associated with such actions. I
consulted with the Attorney General when a
member of the Liberal Party had spent well in
excess of the electoral allowance, and he had
indicated an amount in his return. There was a
limitation on expenditure; and the excess was not
just a few dollars. His accounts were many
thousands of dollars in excess. When the matter
came before the Minister, he noted the file, "No
further action". It was right to do that, because
that man had a fairly large province; and the
spending of the money to achieve his election was
necessary, from his point of view. That man is a
Minister in the present Government. That is the
sort or action that has always been taken.

Any member could obtain the departmental
files and go through them; and he would find
repetitions of such cases all the time. However, we
now find that the Minister has decided that the
police or somebody else will mnake the final
determination on prosecutions. We fear this type
of legislation because it is open to the
interpretation that the police have the final
decision. There should be a final arbiter on the
politically based offences, whether it is desirable
to proceed or not. That is the judgment that the
Minister of the day must make in all fairness to
the people concerned.

Let us consider the strife and problems that
occurred. Let us consider the picture that was
conjured up in the minds of the Aboriginal people
when they were taken away in paddy wagons.
That caused them to run away from voting at the
last Federal election. On the eve of the election,
the cases were withdrawn and no action was taken
against the people concerned. However, many of
them were afraid to work on the election because
that action had been taken against them.

The people did not want to find themselves in
the same sort of situation again. It was only in the
last day or so that some of them, who are
extremely well educated, were prepared to return.
The member for Kimberley could tell of the
reactions that he observed from these people when
they found they were free again, to do what they
wanted to do. They were free to advise their own
people about how they thought things should go.
It is the bounden right of everybody to do that. It

was only then that they were prepared to return
and participate in the Federal election.

Mr Sodeman: The fear you talked about was as
a result of a lot more than that, as you know.

Mr Carr: What utter rubbish.
Mr JIAMIESON: The imagination of the

member for Pilbara amazes me. He conjures up
all sorts of things in his fertile mind. I am afraid
the fertility of my mind has settled down to
growing a decent crop, and not to springing up
weeds. In the circumstances, I find it hard to
follow his reasoning.

Mr Sodeman: That overshadows nothing. The
National Aboriginal Council's representative in
the Pilbara made comments relating to the ALP's
activities in Onslow. I repeated it at a bush
meeting in his presence, and he concurred.

Mr JAMIESON: If the member cares to
obtain the statistics from the library he will find
the times when the people Were manipulated by
the Liberal Party, so they were receiving an
absolute vote in the polling booths in the north.
When the people started to do something on their
own behalf, or the ALP happened to move in, that
was all wrong. That is the difference. It is a
different ball game. When the people realised
they were not receiving anything from the Liberal
Party, they turned to someone else. They received
very little from the Liberal Party.

Mr Sodernan: Go a little further with your
comments where they had been manipulated in
the Pilbara. That was untrue.

Mr JAMIESON: I will tell the member where
they have been manipulated in the Pilbara. Take
one example. Take Mcteod's group.

Mr Sodeman: Manipulated by the Liberal
Party?

Mr JAMIESON: The member for Pilbara did
not say that. He asked me to tell of one occasion
when they had been manipulated.

Mr Sodeman: You said they were manipulated
by the Liberal Party, and that is not all right; but
when it is the ALP, it is all right.

Mr JIAMIESON: Without the statistics here-
Mr Sodeman: You know Don McLeod better

than that. I take that as an insult.
Mr JAMIESON: Without the statistics, I

would not name Roebourne, or any particular
place. However, if the member refers to the old
statistics, he will find out exactly when they were
manipulated. A fair amount of manipulation took
place at Onslow, too; and the member for Pilbara
should not shut his eyes to that. Because he
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dipped out this time and someone else organised
them better, he did not. like it.

Mr Sodeman: That happened nowhere in the
Pilbara.

Mr JAMIESON: Rubbish and nonsense; and
the member knows it. H-e is not all that pure.
There is no whiteness coming out of his mouth.

Mr Sodernan: I repeat: nowhere in the Pilbara.
Mr JAM IESON: The position is very clear.
Mr Sodeman: It does not matter how hard you

try.
Mr JAMIESON: It does not matter how hard

the member for Pilbara tried. He has been
associated with elections for only-

Opposition members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!

The interjections are becoming too frequent.
Mr Sodeman: How many people have been

involved in the Kimberley electorate-
Mr Pearce interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! A moment

ago I said there were too many interjections, 1
had no sooner resumed my seat than the
interjections started again-first the member for
Pilbara, and then the member for Gosnells. I ask
members to desist.

Mr JAM IESON: The member for Pilbara
would have us believe that the Liberal Party,
whether it be in the Pilbara or elsewhere, is as
pure as the driven snow in a storm. We know that
is not the case.

Mr Sodeman: You are having us believe that
you are; and we know that is not the case.

Mr JAMIESON: We are not pure. We are a
political party that aims to obtain as many votes
as we can, by ways and means that are legitimate.
We certainly are not associated with the kinds of
stresses that have been put on people by the
Liberal Party in past elections. The member for
Pilbara has had experience of only about four
elections. He would not remember some of the
earlier efforts, and the complaints that were made
to this House by the then members for the area in
Rodoreda's day, and by the member for the
North Province (the Hon. Harry Strickland). If
the member cares to check, he will find an
abundance of evidence of complaints after
elections. H-e will find that if he reads Mansard.
There is no use his saying it did not happen in the
Pilbara, because it did.

Mr Sodeman: It certainly has not happened in
my time.

Mr JAM IESON. It does not happen in the
larger places like Port Hedland because there are

many eyes open there; but it is where the eyes are
not open that the Liberals are more proficient at
this sort of thing.

While we do support the Bill, we give our
support with a lot of trepidation. We worry about
what is going to come out of it-what the
Government is really aiming at. The Government
has shown a tendency to shunt its responsibilities
to somebody else. In doing that, the matter is put
within our political ambit. Then we fall foul of the
Government, because we are not entitled to take
umbrage.

The Minister administering the Act should be
responsible to the Parliament, and he should be
answerable to the Parliament and the people who
are elected to it, and to nobody else.

With those comments, we support the Dill.
MR COWAN (Merredin) (8.12 p.m.): I have

looked at the principal Act, and 1 have looked at
this amendment; and I cannot agree with the
member who has just resumed his seat. He said
that section 188 of the principal Act covers the
situation related by the Minister in his second
reading speech.

If the member for Welshpool refers to section
188, he will see that it relates to the matter of an
illegal practice, and it deals with the punishment.
There is nothing in the definition of "illegal
practice" which relates to the matter of ' bribery or
the supply of food and drink, or food and more
drink.

Mr Jamieson: There is undue influence; and
you cannot tell me that that is not undue
influence.

Mr COWAN: I agree there is the offence of
undue influence; but if members refer to section
188, they will see that deals with illegal practices
only. There is nothing illegal in a person, no
matter what his intent, supplying or offering as a
gift 200 litres of port.

Mr Jamieson: It is an undue influence.
Mr COWAN: Let us consider the matter of

undue influence, as the member for Welsh pool
says. Sections 183 and 184 deal with the matter
of undue influence. The section immediately
following deals with the penalty for undue
influence. The punishment for the offence of
undue influence relates only to a person who has
been a candidate in an election, It does not relate
to an elector or any person in the community.
That is my understanding of the Act.

I hope the Minister will take some time in reply
to tell me whether I am correct. If I am correct,
then it sets out the reason that members of my
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party and myself in particular support the
measure before the House.

MRt BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [8.16 p.m.]:
The people of the electorate of the North
Metropolitan Province, who number
approximately 85 000 to 90 000, view this Bill on
the one hand as humbug and on the other band as
a very grave and real insult to their intelligence.

To the people who argue the Bill is an insult to
their intelligence, I say, "What is your
justification for that statement?" In part, their
justification is that the purpose of the Bill is to
prevent the theft of an elector's vote. Basically
that is what the Bill is intended to do. It is a
procedure designed to stop one or more persons
stealing the vote of another.

The people of the North Metropolitan
Province-I live in that province also and share
their view-believe that at each election a theft of
a substantial part of their vote takes place.
Indeed, fifteen-sixteenths of the vote of every
constituent of the North Metroplitan Province is
stolen. That is a certainty.

Furthermore, notwithstanding the fact that the
member for Scarborough believes it is a joke and
an acceptable situation, this position would not be
supported by the United Nations. Perhaps it is
pertinent to turn to the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights to ascertain what it has
to say on this matter.

Mr Sodeman: Do you disagree with the
electoral representation in the Kinmberley,
Gascoyne and Murchison-Eyre?

Mr BERTRAM: I will come to that matter
when I am ready to do so. The member for
Pilbara likes to introduce into a debate of this
nature situations which obtained in 1950 or 1955.
1 should like to point out to him that it is 1980 we
are talking about.

Mr Pearce: That is the level of his thinking on
other issues as well.

Mr Sodeman: The Labor Party had members in
those seats long after that, as " Mr Fifteen-
sixteenths" knows. However, that does not serve
his argument.

Mr BERTRAM: The International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights is a legal,
contractual document. It has been signed on
behalf of Australia. I am not sure whether it has
been ratified as yet. That covenant came into
being as a consequence of the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights which was a policy
declaration of the United Nations.

Article 25 of the International Covenant on
Civil and Political Rights reads as follows-

Every citizen shall have the right and the
opportunity, without any of the distinctions
mentioned in article 2 and without
unreasonable restrictions:
(a) To take part in the conduct of public

affairs, directly or through freely chosen
representatives.

I urge those members interested inf decency.
fairness, and justice in electoral laws to listen to
the next paragraph. When translated into the
situation which obtains in the North Metropolitan
Province where my vote is equal to one-sixteenth
of the vote of other Western Australians, it is
clear such a position should not be allowed to
continue. Paragraph (b) reads as follows-

(b) To vote and to be elected at genuine
periodic elections which shall be by
universal and equal suffrage and shall be
held by a secret ballot, guaranteeing the
free expression of the will of the electors;

(c) To have access, on general terms of
equality, to public service in his country.

The terms of that international covenant are
ignored by the electoral laws in this State and the
grossest display of contravention of that article is
found in Western Australia. The situation here is
even worse than that in Queensland.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
I point out to the member he appears, in my
opinion, to be straying a little from the Sill before
the House. I believe he is trying to set out his
opinion of one-vote-one-value. I may be wrong,
but that is the interpretation I place on it and I
ask him to return to the Bill before the House or
to come to the point quickly.

Mr BERTRAM: I would be delighted to do
that, Sir. What I am saying is this: The Bill
currently before us is designed to stop the theft of
votes.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Mr BERTRAM: The provisions of the Dill are

a device designed to preclude a person
intentionally stopping another from having a vote.

Mr Bryce: And yet the Electoral Districts Act
does just that.

Mr BERTRAM: The North Metropolitan
Province is made up of the lower House seats of
Scarborough, Karrinyup, Whitford-

Mr Clarko: They are all well represented.
Mr BERTRAM: -and Mt. Hawthorn. The

people in that province have only one-sixteenth of
the vote accorded other members of the State.
Therefore, it would be clear even to the member
for Scarborough that fifteeni-sixteenths of the vote
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of people in the North Metropolitan Province is
stolen.

Mr Old: When are you going to speak to the
Bill?

Mr BERTRAM: I draw your attention, Sir, to
question 1320 which I asked today, bearing in
mind the wording of the Bill before us. The
question reads as follows-

Excluding the Kimberley election of 1977,
how many electors in this State are known to
have been rendered or encouraged or assisted
to render themselves unable to vote by the
use for that purpose of alcohol or drugs in
the last-
(a) two years;
(b) I5 years;
(c) 30 years;
(d) 90 years?

We have had so-called responsible government
since 1890. The answer reads as follows-

There are no statistics available which
would assist in answering the question.

The situation is that a few months ago a
mischievous person in the north-west of Australia
admitted giving or attempting to give alcohol to
Aborigines in order to ensure they did not vote.
As I recall the situation no-one lost his vote as a
result of the endeavours of the person to whom I
have referred. Somebody intervened and nobody
lost a vote.

However, we are legislating supposedly to
rectify a situation which in fact does not appear to
have occurred over the last 90 years. It does not
appear anybody has been denied a vote in
Western Australia by means of the procedure
which the Bill is designed to stop.

The people in North Metropolitan Province
say. "is not this legislation premature?"

Mr Sodeman: How many of them said that?
Mr BERTRAM: I believe members Of the

Liberal Party tell their constituents that we have
far too many laws and we should not legislate
unless it is essential to do so; but here we have
Government members introducing a Bill to deal
with a situation which, as far as I can ascertain,
has not occurred over the last 90 years. Not one
person in Western Australia has so far been
deprived of' his vote because of the sorts of
activities which will be rendered unlawful under
the provisions of the Bill.

However, if we take the elections which have
occurred between 1965 and 1980 and the fact that
approximately 70 000 to 80 000 people would
have voted in the North Metropolitan Province
during that period and bearing in mind fifteen-

sixteenths Of their votes are stolen, members can
see that an avalanche of votes has been taken
away from the people of this province over that
period.

The people of North Metropolitan Province do
not believe it is necessary to have a Bill such as
this, but they say, "If there must be a Bill of this
nature, there should also be a Bill to rectify the
situation which has resulted in the theft of fifteen-
sixteenths of our votes at each election." I then
explain to them, "From time to time in the
Parliament I have drawn to the attention of the
Government the dilemma in which you are
placed." These people have been staggered when I
have told them the Government does not care
about the situation and does not believe in the
concept of equal votes whiph was also established
by the Supreme Court of the United States a few
years ago. This Government says, "That is no
good at all." Members opposite seem to believe
the Chief Justice of the United States of America
and the judges who supported this concept do not
know what they are talking about.

The people in North Metropolitan Province
then say, "What about the members who
represent our electorates? What about the
members for Karrinyup, Scarborough, and
Whitford? Where do they stand on this matter?"
I answer, "They do not care. They support the
Government and they will leave you where you
are until you make sufficient noise to force the
members to do something about the situation on
your behalf."

Mr Clarko: The United Nations does not have
one-vote-one-value everywhere. You are giving
the same speech you have given 16 times
previously and you can read my interjections on
those other occasions.

Mr BERTRAM: We will return to that aspect
later, because I am by no means certain the
member for Karrinyup is correct.

The ACTING SPEAKER: I believe we should
return to the question before the House.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: This seems to me to be
remarkably releyant to line 2 of subelause (3) of
clause 2.

The ACTING SPEAKER: That may be the
opinion of the member for Gosnells, but it does
not happen to by my opinion. The member has
wandered a little away from the Bill and I ask
him to direct his comments to the question before
the House.
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Debate Resmed
Mr BERTRAM: It was completely beyond the

understanding of the people of the North
Metropolitan Province that members in this place
who were elected by them should defeat attempts
on the part of the Opposition to ensure the votes
of the people of that province are equal to the
votes of other Western Australians. People of the
North Metropolitan Province find that to be an
incredible situation, and so do I.

Mr Clarko: You know they vote Liberal, don't
you?

Mr BERTRAM: They have drawn to my
attention their belief that there has been a theft of
their vote or Fifteen-sixteenths of it. It is a far
more serious offence than a theft of S100 or
S 1 000. It is a clear example of the theft of rights.
It is a theft of a person's vote by the very people
who have been elected to represent them and give
them equal hearing with all other Western
Australians.

Mr Pearce: It is completely incredible.
Mr BERTRAM: This Bill will probably never

succeed; there will probably never be a conviction
under its provisions, because earlier this year a
person admitted attempting to make certain
Aboriginal people drunk; it was freely confessed
that that was his intention and that as a
consequence the people would be unable to vote.
It does not follow that such confessions will be
made in the future.

May I inquire as to the future intention of the
Government or the prosecutor if there is an
offence under this Bill? How will intent be
proved? That will be necessary in order to bring
about a conviction.

Will it be an offence if a publican, after
observing that someone continues to drink even
though it is approaching 8.00 p.m. and it is known
that he has not voted, serves him another drink?
Will the publican be prosecuted under this
legislation? I think it is unlikely.

When speaking to the Nurses Amendment Bill,
the Minister for Health said that it was difficult
to prove gross negligence. That was his
justification when discussing a particular clause in
that Bill last night. He said that gross neligence
could not be proved, therefore a provision in that
regard should not be in that Act.

It will be difficult to prove intent with this Bill,
so I assume the Minister for Health will vote
against it; if he uses the same logic with this
legislation.

This is an unsatisfactory Bill and at the very
least it should have contained legislation to ensure

that the people of the North Metropolitan
Province gained something which resembled a
little justice in respect of the voting laws. If that
had been so then this Bill would have made some
progress rather than wasting our time, the time of
the people who elected us, and wasting the funds
and facilities they must provide in order to allow
us to be in this place.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) f8.35 p.m.]: I
listened to the debate very carefully when the
member for Welsh pool said that the Minister had
many powers under the Electoral Act as it now
stands. He mentioned section 188 and referred to
section 188 (1). The member for Merredin, as I
understand it, doubted whether the power would
allow prosecution for undue influence. That
section states in part as follows--

Any illegal practice shall be punishable as
follows .- .

(1) Bribery or undue influence ...

One could perhaps say we should look at the
Electoral Act to ascertain what an illegal practice
is. If we look at the interpretation clause we will
note that there is no mention of an illegal act.
Section 187 of the Electoral Act states-

In addition to bribery and undue influence,
the following shall be illegal practies...

Section 187 makes it quite clear that undue
influence is an illegal act. If we transpose that
thinking to section 188 (1) of the Electoral Act,
undue influence is illegal and a breach of the Act.

Surely one should not believe that 200 litres of
port-which would make up a 44-gallon-
drum-is not a great amount of liquor for a few
electors. If a person believes that that does not
constitute undue influence, then I do not know
what it could be called. Of course it is recognised
as undue influence, because the Government has
seen fit to introduce this amending legislation.

In essence, undue influence is dealt with
already in the Electoral Act and there is no need
for any amendment to the existing law.

I agree with the comment of the member for
Welshpool when he said the Minister at the time
had many opportunities to puruse the question of
the incident at Turkey Creek. He would have had
no problem in obtaining a conviction under
section 188 (1) of the Act.

Of course, he abbrogated his responsibility and
decided not to proceed with a conviction. I
suggest the Minister should look at section 183 of
the Act where he will note that where any
disadvantage is created or caused to an elector
which would influence that elector's vote then
that person is guilty of undue influence. I will
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paraphrase section 183 which states that any
person who disadvantages any voter shall be
guilty of undue influence.

Again, that is another section which may be
used for the purpose of prosecution. Was any
effort made? Of course not! I wish to make it
quite clear to the member for Merredin that when
he made his statement that he could not see how
any action referred to in section 188(l) could be
construed as being illegal, he was obviously
wrong. Maybe he was a little hasty because it is
clearly defined that undue influence is an illegal
act. Section 183 certainly makes it quite clear and
this section is available to the Minister to
prosecute if disadvantage is accorded to a voter.

I agree with the member for Welshpool in his
comment that if the Government had been less
concerned about the intent of the person
concerned who sought to influence a vote then
there would have been no doubt that it had been
done for the benefit of the Liberal Party. I have
no doubt that that would not have been their
desire if it had been one of the workers who assist
the Labor Party to get Labor votes. The
Government would have been very quick off the
mark if the person concerned had been a Labor
person influencing a grazier with a 44-gallon
drum of port. I have no doubt that the law would
have been brought down very quickly onto that
person who influenced Liberal supporters.

I condemn the Minister for his inaction because
I believe action should have taken place against
that person. There is a provision to cover that
under the present Electoral Act.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Chief Secretary)
18.40 p.m.]: Often, when we have a situation such
as this, and the Opposition supports a Bill, and
uses the time as an opportunity to denigrate,
attack, and slander. There is a temptation to
simply ignore that and accept support of the Bill
and go on with the business of the legislation.

Mr Pearce: I might oppose it, if you are not
careful.

Mr HASSELL; I suggest that if the member
for Gosnells wishes to oppose the Bill and if his
colleagues also wish to oppose it they should do so
and be seen for what they are in relation to the
electoral law.

Mr Bryce: What is that?
Mr HASSELL: If members of the Opposition

wish to oppose the Bill then it is up to them to do
SO.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have a hide to call
yourself a lawyer.

Mr HASSELL: When we consider
statements presented by the member
Welshpool and when they are analysed, they
be seen to be vicious. However, I believe
comments should be answered.

the
for

will
his

Mr Pearce: Do you believe his speech was
framed by one of the officers of the Electoral
Department?

Mr HASSELL: I have just heard three
speeches from Opposition members and one from
the Leader of the National Party. The three
speeches from the Opposition chose to attack and
denigrate members of the Government, including
myself. I did not interject once during those
speeches, despite the fact that the member for
Gosnells interjected. I will answer the comments
made, even if it takes a full 45 minutes.

Mr Bryce: Be our guest.
Mr HASSELL: It would be unreasonable if

those comments were not answered and the
member for Welshpool and the member for Swan
did not face up to their comments. Firstly, the
member for Welshpooll said that there is one law
for Liberal supporters and there is another for
Labor supporters.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear! That is a time-honoured
truth.

Mr HASSELL: The comment made is beyond
what is reasonable even under parliamentary
privilege.

Mr B. T. Burke: Why didn't you object to it?
You are a "goody two shoes". Horrible flea!

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!

The House will come to order!
Mr HASSELL: The concern of the

Government and myself with regard to the
electoral law has been to ensure that we have a
decent, fair, and proper electoral system.

Mr Bryce: Liberal Government! Rigged,
gerrymandered and malapportioned.

Mr HASSELL: This Dill is about a proper
electoral system.

Mr Bryce: Ever heard of a gerrymander?
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The second point I wish to

make relates to the first point I raised. The
member for Welshpool has implied that I should
be responsible for the approving or not of
prosecutions under the Electoral Act. He raised a
point which referred to a section of the Electoral
Act which is common to many Acts.

Mr Jamieson: But not so specifically in others.
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Mr HASSELL: Quite as specific.
Mr Jamieson: Not always.
Mr HASSELL: Has the member read the

Prisons Act?
Mr Jamieson: Yes, but it is not always so.
Mr HASSELL: The member for Welshpool

should take the point-
Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL- -that that provision is

common in many Acts.
Mr B. T. Burke: When he walks be goose steps.
Mr Clarko: The member for Balcatta. is the

rudest thing in this place.
The ACTING SPEAKER: There are far too

many interjections. The Minister who sat in
silence whilst other members spoke should have
the same courtesy extended to him.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Welshpool
was making the point that the Minister in charge
of the Electoral Act should approve or not
approve of prosecutions under that Act. What he
is asking for is to make prosecutions under the
Act political.

Mr Jamieson: Every other Minister has done
SO.

Mr HASSELL: What the member is asking for
is to make Prosecutions under the Electoral Act
political.

Mr B. T. Burke: With everything else you do.
Mr HASSELL- They have not been in the past.
Mr B. T. Burke: You are the only one who

thinks so.
Mr H-ASSELL: The matter of enforcing the

law in this State is, and will remain, a matter for
the law enforcement authority and the courts-

Mr B. T. Burke: What about the Cruttenden
connection?

Mr HASSELL: -and it will not become
political as long as I am the Minister.

Mr Bryce: It helps if you know some members
of the Liberal Party.

Mr HASSELL: Let us just remember what the
member for Welshpool is talking about. He wants
prosecutions under the Electoral Act to be
political.

Mr Jamieson- Listen to the nonsense from this
person appointed as a Minister.

Sir Charles Court; Why don't you listen?
Mr Jamieson: What a nonsense man!
Sir Charles Court: Why don't you listen?

Mr Jamieson: I have listened but he is talking
nonsense.

Sir Charles Court: It is not nonsense at all. He
is talking good sense. If you people listen you
might learn something.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
The House will come to order!

Mr B. T. Burke: Zero strikes again!
Mr Jamieson: You are denigrating your

previous deputy.
Mr HASSELL: Complaints were made under

the Electoral Act to the former Chief Electoral
Officer, now retired, who was attacked publicly
and in correspondence by the Leader of the
Opposition shortly before he retired and when he
was ill. The Leader of the Opposition attacked
this gentleman because he would not do
something the Leader of the Opposition wanted
him to do in relation to the election. Complaints
were made to him about the conduct of certain
people in the State election. Very properly he
referred the complaints to the Commissioner of
Police for investigation.

Mr Jamieson: So far so good.
Mr HASSELL: What is supposed to happen

next?
Mr Jamieson: You are telling the story.
Mr Pearce: You have been telling us all about

ministerial responsibility.
Mr HASSELL: Let me ask the member for

Welshpool a question. Should I sit in judgment on
whether a person apprehended for drunken
driving should be prosecuted?

Mr .Jamieson; Certainly not.
Mr Bryce: I'll bet you'd like to.
Mr B. T. Burke: I am glad you didn't-I would

have got life.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The

Minister will resume his seat. It is absolutely
impossible to conduct a debate under these
conditions with at least five people shouting
interjections at the same time. The Minister.

Mr HASSELL: Does the member for
Welshpool seriously suggest that if a prisoner
escapes from Fremantle gaol-

Mr Pearce: They don't have to escape; you let
them out.

Mr Bryce: If they are Liberal.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: -the police have to come to

ask me whether he would be prosecuted for
escaping?
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Mr JIamieson: No, that is an immediate offence.
It is a different thing and you know it.

Mr H-ASSELL: What is the difference between
that offence, drunken driving, or a breach of the
Electoral Act?

Mr Jamieson: Prosecutions for a breach of the
Electoral Act have to be carried out by inquiry
and subsequent summons.
Mr H-ASSELL: Yes, all prosecutions are

launched after investigation and inquiry. Does the
member think that the police launch prosecutions
without having some facts?

Opposition members: Yes!
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr H-ASSELL: That just shows what the

Opposition is really on about in relation to the
police. Let us go back to what the member for
Welshpool said about the police in relation to
electoral prosecutions.
Mr Jamieson: I have not said anything bad

enough about the commissioner so far. H-e has
been the only commissioner who has been
politically motivated since I have been a member
of Parliament.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Welshpool is
making his view quite clear, and of course, it is on
record. It was not the Commissioner of Police
who investigated the alleged breaches of the
Electoral Act;, it was some senior officers who
were sent to the north of the State to investigate.

Mr Barnett: Under whose direction?
Mr Jamieson: Who would it come back to?
Mr HASSELL: Are they corrupt too?
Mr Jamieson: Of course not, but they would

report back to the commissioner.
Mr HASSELL: They had orders from

Commissioner Leitch.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Will the Minister

resume his seat? I cannot allow the debate to
continue with the present barrage of interjections.
The Minister has been attempting to answer
interjections from the member for Welshpool, and
while he has been attempting that, at least three
other members have been interjecting
simultaneously. I believe that is not a fair
standard, and I ask members to allow the
Minister to make his speech. Certainly
interjections can add to a debate, but not when
they are made at a shouting level, and not when
three members are interjecting simultaneously.
The Minister.

Mr HASSELL: I have already made the point,
although I do not know whether you were here at
the time, Mr Speaker, that I sat in silence
through speeches from three Opposition members.

Mr Pearce: It is not your normal procedure
though, is it?

Mr HASSELL: All these speeches were attacks
on me, on the Electoral Department, on the
Commissioner of Police, on the Liberal Party, and
its supporters. I did not interject once, and that is
my business.

Mr Bryce: You see yourself as a bit of a
Disraeli.

Mr HASSELL: I am trying to reply to all the
interjections, and shouting will not stop me from
replying to the points that have been made.

The member for Welshpool wants electoral
prosecutions to be made political.

Mr .Jamieson: They always have been in the
past, and they always will be in the future.

Mr HASSELL: He wants them to be approved
by the Minister of the day.

Mr B. T. Burke: You should not be in the State
Parliament;, you should be in the United Nations.
You fancy yourself as a statesman.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Welshpool
wants to attack the commissioner because he
caused investigations to be made of complaints.
He wants to attack the police because some
prosecutions were launched, and at the same time
he wants to attack the police because some
prosecutions have not been launched. When is the
member for Welshpool going to take over from
the Commissioner of Police and decide on all the
prosecutions that are to be made?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I must prevail upon the

member for Welshpool not to continue his
interjections while the Minister is trying to make
his points. During a passage there the member for
Welshpool was talking simultaneously with the
Minister, and trying to talk over the top of the
Minister. I appeal to the member for Welshpool
not to do that because it is making it difficult for
people to follow the debate, and certainly it must
make it almost impossible for the Hansard
reporter.

Mr HASSELL: I repeat the point: The member
for Welshpool attacked the police because some
prosecutions were launched, and at the same time
he attacked the police because some prosecutions
were not launched.

Mr Jlamieson: I did not attack the police and
you know it.
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Paints of Order
M r JA MJIESON: I rise on a poin t of order, Sir.

I did not attack the police. I might have remarked
about the commissioner, as I have always done,
and as I have the prerogative to do when he
makes political statements, such as, "It is just the
tip of the iceberg".

The SPEAKER: That is not a point of order.
The Minister.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: On a point of order, Sir, in
the case of an interpretation of this kind being
placed on the member for Welshpool. it attributes
to him improper motives, or, by the virtual
interpretation itself, it puts the Member for
Welshpool in a light that he never intended.

The SPEAKER: I was not in the Chair during
the time the member for Welshpoal made his
speech. I have assumed that the speech now being
made by the Chief Secretary is in direct response
to the points made by the member for Welshpool.
Indeed the Chief Secretary has said that he is
answering points raised specifically by the
member for Welshpool. It may well be that the
member for Welshpool disagrees with the
construction being placed on his speech by the
Minister, but the requirement for me to ask for a
withdrawal depends on the Standing Order
covering unparliamentary language.

With respect to someone implying an improper
motive to a member, I cannot ask for a
withdrawal. I can only draw the attention of the
House to the fact that it is disorderly, because
that is all the Standing Orders say on the matter.
There is no justification for me to ask for such
statements to be withdrawn.

I hope that members have had an opportunity
to cool down a little. I say to the Chief Secretary
that it is obvious the member for Welshpool takes
exception to the construction he has placed on
what the member for Welshpool said in his
speech. I hope the Chief Secretary will bear that
in mind when he is replying.

Debate Resumed

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, it is unfortunate
indeed that you did not hear what the member for
Welshpool said about me in the performance of
my duty.

Mr T. H. Jones: Very unfortunate!
Mr HASSELL: If anyone has cause to

complain about what was said in this Chamber
tonight, it is me and not the member for
Welsbpool. If I have done as the member alleges,
I have misconstrued what he said. However, I
have not attacked him as he attacked me.

Mr Carr: Oh, never mind.
Mr HASSELL: Can I make the point clear:

The member for Welshpool said that the
Commissioner Of Police was motivated politically
in relation to the Electoral Act prosecutions.

Mr iamieson: He said it was only the tip of the
iceberg; he had no right to make political
statements.

Mr KASSELL: That is my construction of the
member's remarks. I go on to point out that it was
not the commissioner himself who investigated the
situation in the north.

Mr B. T. Burke: How do you know?
Mr HASSELL: It was not the commissioner

himself who laid the charges. It was a number of
other senior policemen, each one of whom
separately has sworn an oath of office to uphold
the law. It follows logically from what the
member for Welshpool said that he is attacking
those policemen as well.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish. Who was the
mastermind?

Mr HASSELL: It would not follow-

Point of Order

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: The Minister will resume his

seat. If the Minister Were addressing his remarks
to the Chair, and if he were ignoring the
interjections, he would know what is going on,
and he would resume his seat when a point of
order is taken.

Mr BRYCE: My point of order relates to this
unworthy contribution of the Chief Secretary and
his unbelievable repetition.

Mr Clarko: Didn't you listen to the member for
Mt. Hawthorn?

Mr BRYCE: If he has once referred to the
people who inquired into the offences in Perth,
and if he has once referred to the attitude of the
member for Welshpool to the police, he has done
so at least five or six times in the last 15 Or 20
minutes. I draw your attention, Sir, to the fact
that the Chief Secretary appears to have no
substance to the comments he wishes to make
since he is indulging in this completely
unnecessary repetition.

The SPEAKER: The point Of Order taken by
the member for Ascot is noted. I cannot agree
that the Chief Secretary is indulging in repetition.
He has made the point and reinforced it. I suggest
that he progresses with his speech.

Mr HASSELL: I am not contesting your ruling
in any way, Sir, but I point out, with great
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respect, that we had t 'hree speeches from the
Opposition to this Bill, not one of which dealt
with the Bill.

M r Skidnmore: Fair go!
Mr B. T. Burke: What about the member for

Mt. Hawthorn?
Mr E. T. Evans: Tell the truth.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!

Debate Resumed

Mr HASSELL: So far as repetition is
concerned, and the point raised by the member
for Ascot, on each occasion I have not been able
to complete the point because of the interjections.

M r B. T. Burke: Well, move on.
Mr HASSELL: Despite the attempted

intimidation by the Opposition, I will answer the
points members opposite have made, because of
the scurrilous attacks on certain people; namely,
the Commissioner of Police, officers of the
Electoral Department, me, and ladies of the
Liberal Party.

Mr Bryce: That is the sixth time you have said
that. When are you going to start to make a
speech, and get off this irrelevant rubbish?

Mr Clarko: You will never get in your apology
for the day if you do not let him finish.

Mr Bryce: And you will never make the
position of Speaker if you are not capable of
crawling long and hard enough.

The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest members
desist from involving themselves in across-the-
Chamber accusations.

Mr HASSELL: I move on-
Mr B. T. Burke: I cannot believe it! Do not

rush yourself.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Jamieson: I think the record is stuck.
Mr B. T. Burke: No, it is cracked.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr HASSELL: I move on to deal with another

matter raised by the member for Welshpool. He
referred to supporters of the Liberal Party-I
think he referred to them as "Liberal
ladies"-who assist to vote people who a re ill and
confined to institutions. It is well known that both
sides of this House have a number of supporters
who assist people to vote at election time; they
collect sick and postal votes; this is: part of all
elections. I do not know why the member for
Welshpool used the occasion of this amending Bill

to launch an unjustified attack on some very
worthy people who support our party. I put it on
record that I reject the allegations he made,
because they are inaccurate.

Mr Jamieson: They are not; they are
completely accurate.

Mr HASSELL: Many of these people I know
from my own knowledge put in hours and hours
of work collecting votes, many of which are from
people who would never in their lives vote for us.
Nevertheless, they carry out their voluntary duties
because they are honourable, decent people who
regard themselves as having an obligation.

Government members: Hear, hear!
Mr Jamieson: Many of them are ghouls,

preying on 85-year-olds.
Mr Pearce: Not by persuasion, but by marking

the wrong squares.
Mr HASSELL: The member for Welshpool

referred to the complete distrust the Opposition
holds towards amendments to the Electoral Act.
He said the Opposition's legal men-several of
them, apparently -maintained it would be hard
to succeed with a prosecution under the Proposed
new section 187A.

Mr Jamieson: I think I was dealing with the
Bill then, Mr Speaker.

Mr HASSELL: If that is so, what does the
Opposition have to say that is specifically
deficient in the proposed new section?

Mr B. T. Burke: We are supporting the Bill.
What is the matter with you-can you not hear?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HASSELL: I am at a loss to

understand-this is the very point I am trying to
make-

Mr Bryce: Again.
Mr HASSELL:-why it is that people who

support a Bill at the same time stand and say it
will not work.

Mr B. T. Burke: Will you guarantee that you
will accept an amendment from us?

Mr HASSELL: Of course I would not
guarantee to accept an amendment, because it
might be More of the mumbo jumbo drafted by
the member for Mt. Hawthorn. How could I
possibly guarantee to accept that sort of
amendment?

Mr B. T. Burke: That would leave your
Commissioner of Police free to charge everybody.

Mr HASSELL: The other issue raised was
whether the offences which were committed by
these disreputable characters in the north of the
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State at the last election could have been
prosecuted under the existing legislation. Again,
the member for Welshpool deliberately and
unnecessarily said that the people involved in
these incidents in the north were supporters of the
Liberal Party.

Mr Jamieson: He said he was a supporter of the
Liberal Party; he said it on television.

Mr HASSELL: Those people in the north do
not have and never have had any association with
the Liberal Party. They are not members of the
Liberal Party and in fact, were not even enrolled
to vote in the election.

Mr Jamieson: That does not make any
difference.

Mr HASSELL: Finally, the member for
Welshpool suggested these people could have been
prosecuted under the law, but were not
prosecuted because they were Liberal Party
supporters.

Mr Jamieson: Yes, I did say that.
Mr HASSELL: They were not Liberal Party

people, and they were not not prosecuted because
they were Liberal Party people! That would have
been a political decision, which is exactly the sort
of decision the member for Welshpool wants me
to take. He is condemning me because I did not
make such a decision. Where in the end of the
day do we Aind the logic of such an argument?

Mr Skidmore: No wonder you came up here.
You could not earn your living as a solicitor out in
the jungle.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Several members interjected.
Sir Charles Court: Fair go; three at a time is a

bit much.
Mr Jamieson: Why don't you tie him to your

apron strings?
Mr HASSELL: I have already advised the

House in my second reading speech that the
Turkey Creek incidents were thoroughly
investigated by the police, and that the police
reached the conclusion that the facts which were
established by that investigation would not
support a prosecution under the Electoral Act, or
under other laws.

Mr Jamieson: They reached a contrary
conclusion on other matters, and they were not
right, either; so, that does not help.

Mr HASSELL: Because of our concern at the
events which occurred at Turkey Creek, the
matter was referred to the Attorney General for
the further advice of his officers before any
decision was made in relation to this legislation.

The officers of the Attorney General's
Department, and the Attorney General himself
reached the conclusion that the facts established
in the investigation would not support a
prosecution under the Electoral Act, or any other
legislation. It was on that basis that the Bill now
before the House was prepared and put forward.

I do not intend to attempt to assume the role of
a lawyer in dealing with matters which come
under my responsibility.

Mr E. T. Evans: You would not want to,
because you are not doing too well so far.

Mr HASSELL: Neither do I intend to attempt
to advise the House as to the legal reasons
prosecutions were seen to be not possible under
the Electoral Act.

Mr Skidmore: You do not deny it is possible for
the Act to be used in its present form?

Mr HASSELL: I have already said that the
advice we received-

Mr Skidmore: Yes, on the evidence presented
by the police, it was decided you would not
succeed in a prosecution. We have heard it before.

Mr HASSELL: The point raised by the
member for Merredin related to the application of
certain sections of the Act, and his understanding
was that this section applied only to a candidate.
That is not my interpretation of the sections. I
believe sections 182, 183, 184 and the other
sections relate to electoral offences and can be
applied to anybody who becomes involved in
proscribed activities. However, the fact is that we
proceeded on the basis of carefully considered
advice. Accordingly, it was necessary to introduce
amending legislation which seeks to ensure that
conduct of that kind will not in future be able to
proceed, exempted from the sanction of electoral
law.

I support the Bill.
Mr E. T. Evans: So do we.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees

the Chair; Mr H-assell (Chief
charge of the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.

(Mr Clarko) in
Secretary) in

Clause 2: Section 187A inserted-
Mr SKIDMORE: I take strong exception to

the Minister's suggestion that members on this
side did not refer to the Bill during the second
reading debate. At the commencement of my
remarks I referred specifically to proposed new
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section 18S7A, and I did not stray from the Bill at
any time during my remarks, I just wanted to set
the record straight on that point. The Minister
should not adopt the all-embracing attitude that
everybody on this side is wrong in whatever they
do. I am not allowed to say the Minister did not
tell the truth, so I will not say that.

I refer again specifically to proposed new
section 1 87A. The Minister sat on his high horse
and said, "I do not intend to intend to interpret
whether or not it would be possible for a
prosecution to be sustained under the Electoral
Act." I did not argue the merits or otherwise of
that matter. I simply asked whether the taking of
a 44-gallon drum of port-which, no doubt, was
contaminated, because the drum would not have
been too clean to start with-to a group of people
in order to get them too drunk to vote came under
the heading of "undue influence" and, therefore,
could be the subject of a prosecution under the
Electoral Act and punishable by a fine of $400.

The Minister seems unable to answer my query.
His inability to comprehend the situation boggles
my mind. He stated the police had insufficient
evidence to enable a prosecution to succeed.
However, this person admitted publicly it was his
intention to get people too drunk to vote, I cannot
understand why the police were unable to get this
scurrilous character into court for a breach of the
'.undue influence" provisions of the Electoral Act.

The Minister will not concede this person
admitted he was a Liberal supporter.

Mr Pearce: HeI admitted on television that he
supported the Liberal Party.

Mr SKIDMORE: It does not really matter
whether or not he is a Liberal Party supporter or
whether he handed out how-to-vote cards or
influenced voting at a hospital; the essence of the
contract is that he stated publicly he was a
Liberal Party supporter. Of course, one could not
prosecute him for that. Surely, however, the
police could prosecute him ror publicly admitting
he attempted to use undue influence. If the police
say he cannot be prosecuted on the available
evidence, I do not trust them. The man admitted
publicly he acted in contravention of the Act.

I feel incensed at the lack of action taken by
the Minister. He considered the points [ made to
be of such little consequence that he ignored
everything I said.

When one looks at this amending Bill one
cannot help but feel the Minister is on shaky
ground in a legal sense. I am no legal eagle, and F
do not claim to be. Clause 2(1) ends with a
reference to subsection (2) of section 188 of this
Act. If section 188 is deficient, I do not know how

we could refer to it as being the parent section
which is to be the means of prosecuting someone
for committing the offences contained in this
proposed section 197A in regard to rendering
someone incapable of voting.

If the Minister replies, I would like him to
indicate whether the police were aware that the
person said he had done those things, which I am
sure, if the Minister is a fair-minded person, he
would agree amounted to undue influence. If
someone was meant to be made incapable of
voting, undue influence must be involved. I cannot
understand why the police could not gain the
necessary evidence. Perhaps there is a strong case
to be made against them for dereliction of duty.

Mr HASSELL: I can only say to -the member
that C. P. Snow wrote a novel centred on the issue
of undue influence and his story was turned into a
television film which was shown not so long ago.

Mr Skidmore: Are you suggesting I use the TV
station?

Mr HASSELL: The issue of undue influence is
extremely complex as a matter of law and I do
not intend to attempt to advise the member on it.
The advice we had from people who studied it
carefully is that undue influence in these
situations is difficult to prove.

Mr SKIDMORE: I was not surprised the
Minister was not prepared to say it was not undue
influence, although both he and I know that it
was. He is not prepared to say that because he
would place his officers in an unenviable
situation.

During the course of debate on the Bill it was
suggested we were supporting the Bill when we
should be opposing it. It was suggested we should
oppose it because we thought the present Act was
sufficient for prosecutions to be made. We believe
that to be the case, but this Bill indicates that the
Government does not believe that to be so. There
is no reason for the Government to be ridiculing
our stance. If we believe the Government is
prepared to accept that the present Act is not
favourable for a prosecution, we have to support
this amending legislation if it improves the
matter. I take umbrage at the fact that the
Minister has said the Opposition does not know
where it is going, and that if it does not approve
of the Bill, why is it not opposing it. If the
Government believes it is better to have these
amendments accepted, we are prepared to go
along with it.

Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.
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Report
Dill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.
METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN

PLANNING SCHEME AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 30 October.
MR TAYLOR (Cockburn) [9.21 p.m.]: This is

a machinery Dill which amends the legislationi
which established the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and set out the procedures
under which it would act and the guidelines
establishing what its tasks would be. It is not
really different from other pieces of legislation of
a similar type establishing the Education
Department; the State Energy Commission, and
other instrumnentalities and departments. There is
nothing within the Bill which sets out actions it
must take. For example, there is nothing in the
Bill which refers to Servetus Street, Orrong Road,
the Roe Freeway, or any of those matters the
authority is currently dealing with and which may
well be the'subject of debate in this place. The
Bill merely sets out machinery matters and the
amendments in it are very minor in that they
make some small changes which are said will
assist in making the authority a little better in its
operations.

The first amendment suggested is the insertion
of a new section 17A which refers to the terms Of
office of members appointed to the MRPA and,
more specifically, those appointed to represent
local authorities. In the second reading speech,
the Minister suggested that at least on one
occasion a member of a local authority had
become a member of the MRPA, but within a
month of that appointment had either lost an
election Or failed to nominate and so a vacancy
occurred almost straight away. The proposed
Section Merely seeks to charnge the date of
appointment of such members to the MRPA so
that situation cannot arise again. In other words,
members would be appointed from 1 September
which would give at least nine months before the
next local government elections when there was
li kely to be a change. The Oppositon has no
objection to that at all.

Section 28 of the Act is to be amended. The
Minister is given approval to authorise the
expenditure of certain sums whether for contract
or for the purchase of land. The amendment seeks
to increase the amount from $25 000 to $100 000.
This is the third time this particular provision has
been amended and with inflation it is likely to be
amended again from time to time. Again, it seems

a reasonable amendment and the Opposition has
no objection to it.

The third amendment is to insert a new section
33D which refers to the regional plan itself. The
amendment seeks to delete all previous provisions
and replace them with new provisions which set
out that, in future, the statutory plan will be
drawn in metric scale rather than in the old
British measurement. Again, there is no objection
to this amendment. The amendments deal only
with machinery matters and there is no room for
dissension.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) 19.24 p.m.): I raise
the problem which has been presented to me by
the City of Gosnells, which was one of the local
government authorities which sought the first
amendment referred to by the member for
Cockburn; that is, the change of date for the time
of appointment of members to the MRPA. 1 think
two councillors of the City of Gosnells caused the
problem.

The former Mayor of the City of Gosnells (Mr
Arthur Mills) lost his position following an
election within a month of being reappointed to
the authority and, at a subsequent time,
Councillor Brinsden failed to nominate. So for a
long period the Gosnells City Council was without
representation on the authority.

That council, among others, sought a change
from the April date to some time shortly after the
May election. I wrote to the Minister on behalf of
the Gosnells City Council and the Armadale
Town Council. The proposition which is enshrined
in the Bill nominating I September is acceptable
to the Armadale Town Council, which did not
come back to me on the matter. However, the
Gosnells City Council is still seeking a shorter
time. It made what I believe to be a valid point in
that from the last weekend in May to I
September we still have a fairly long period.

I subsequently wrote back to the Minister and
suggested an alternative date of I July. It seemed
to me that if elections were to be held for councils
at the end of May and for nominations to be given
to the Minister in early June, it ought to be
possible for appointments to be made in the three
weeks or so left in June.

The Minister said this did not leave enough
time and the longer period was required.
Nevertheless, it did occur to me that three months
is longer than is necessary.

I am sorry the Minister is not here to take up
this matter. I do not know how much authority
the Deputy Premier has to accept amendments. I
was wondering whether it was possible for the
Deputy Premier to accept a compromise date of 1
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August. which would meet one of the objections
of the Gosnells council. This would mean it would
be without representation for two months instead
of three months, which would be an acceptable
compromise.

It does seem to me that the Minister's
department ought to be able to process and
approve the nominees of local government
authorities in a shorter period than three months
and so expedite the work of the MRPA. I do not
know how much authority the Deputy Premier
has to deal with my proposition, as it is different
from the proposition I put to the Minister in a
letter I wrote to her.

MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Deputy
Premier) [9.28 p.m.]: I thank the member for
Cockburn for his co-operation and the member
for Gosnells for his contribution. As I understand
it, the compromise which came about was caused
by problems brought to the Government's
attention and which members opposite have
mentioned. The understanding I have is that the
Bill was prepared in accordance with what the
local authorites had generally agreed to. I believe
the Minister had discussions with them in
connection with the matter and so I would not
care at this stage to make any alterations to the
Bill. However, I would be quite happy to refer the
matter to the Minister and then get back to the
member for Gosnells at a later stage. If a
compromise were acceptable, I suggest an
amendment could be made in another place. But
my understanding is that it would be beneficial to
keep the status quo and accept the Bill as it is.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko)

the Chair; Mr O'Connor (Deputy Premier)
charge of the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.
Clause 2: Section 17A inserted-
Mr PEARCE: I move an amendment-

in
in

Page 2, line 13-Delete the word
"August" and substitute the word "July".

That would have the effect of doing what I asked
to be done; that is, bring forward by a month the
period after which the local government elections
may take place and the expiration of the terms of
the Metropolitan Region Planning Authority
members representing local government. It would
extend the processes of the MRPA by a month. It
would still allow for a period of six to eight weeks
between June and July-the last week in May

could make it nine weeks and the few days at the
end of each month could make it 10 weeks-for
the local government authority to nominate its
nominees and the MRPA to go through its
procedures. Given the fact that I have not put this
amendment on the notice paper and that the
Minister in charge of the Bill is not here to deal
with it, I will not put it to a division at this stage
if the Government, as the Deputy Premier said, is
not prepared to accept it at this stage.

I accept the position of the Deputy Premier but
ask him to draw my proposed amendment to the
attention of the Minister for Local Government.

I will attempt to have one of my colleagues in
another place move a similar amendment if the
Deputy Premier is not prepared to have the
amendment moved in another place.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the member for
Gosnells to submit the amendment in writing, but
to expedite. the proceedings of the Committee I
call the member for Cockburn, during which time
the member for Gosnells may prepare his
amendment.

Mr TAYLOR: I Support the amendment
moved by the member for Gosnells. The point was
noted by me but because the Minister was not
here I did not ask why the Act allowed for an
eight months' term when possibly it could have
been 10 or I I months. I do not press the matter at
this stage because probably it has occurred only
once, so far as we can ascertain from the
Minister, and it may not have been considered as
important to press such an amendment. When one
considers this matter, and I take the point from
the member for Gosnells, if the Minister is
concerned to make an amendment to the Bill then
it should be the right amendment at the right
time. From my reading of the second reading
speech it would appear that the Minister supports
such a proposal, although like the member for
Gosnells, I will not push the matter at this time. I
support the contention that has been put forward.

At page 2865 of Hansard for Thursday, 30
October 1980, the Deputy Premier said-

As a consequence, group "C" district
planning committee was without a member
on the authority for several months.

That is the reason put forward for presenting the
amendment. At page 2866 of the same Hansard it
is stated-

In this way members or deputy members
will have at least eight months before the
next local government elections can result in
loss of membership.
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That relates to the amendment presently before
the Chamber. On the one hand the Minister is
saying that for several months the authority was
without a member and therefore we should
change the dates, and on the other hand a few
paragraphs later we are told, "Right, if it happens
again we will still be without a member for four
months." So, on the Minister's argument, the
change will leave a gap of up to four months
before a member can be appointed. Therefore this
clause does not cover the problem in the way the
Minister wants to cover it.

1 support the amendment moved by the
member for Gosnells to amend the date so that if
the problem occurs a longer time will be provided
for a member to be with the authority and a lesser
time before another member can come on to it.

Mr O'CONNOR: I say with respect to the
members who have spoken on this amendment
that my understanding was that the proposed
times for terms were put forward after discussion
with the local authoritities and were thought to be
the best in the circumstances. However, I agree
with the request by members opposite, and I think
the appropriate course would be to pass this Bill
through the third reading, after which time I will
have the Minister for Local Government clarify
the points as to whether the adjustments can be
made.

Mr PEARCE: Again I say to the Deputy
Premier that correspondence has passed in regard
to this subject. It is true the Minister received
representations from local authorities, but they
did not in fact make up the appointment date of I
September. They asked for an earlier date. The
Minister talked with officers of her department
who settled on the date of I September.

I know the date was not set by local
government authority representatives. They had
taken up the matter with the Minister and had
received answers from her. It may well be that the
Minister paid attention to the local government
authority representatives; however, I do not know
of further action on this matter apart from my
suggestion to the Minister-this suggestion came
about after further representations by members of
the Gosnells City Council-that the date should
be advanced from I September to 1 July. The
Minister said I July was impracticable because
the department did not have time to go through
all the necessary procedures, which indicates to
me that the Department of Local Government is
slow; it ought to be able to go through the
procedures in the five weeks available. Given the
fact that five weeks are not enough, it seems that
nine weeks should be enough; therefore I moved
the amendment. The I August proposition

previously had not been put up and I am now
putting it to this Chamber.

This consideration ought to be given, not
because I moved the amendment as an individual,
but because I moved it on behalf of a significant
local government authority.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3 and 4 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the

report adopted.

COAL MINE WORKERS (PENSIONS)
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 30 October.
MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [9.40 p.m.]: This

Bill proposes to amend the Coal Mine Workers
(Pensions) Act. The Minister is aware that the
provisions contained in the Bill were initiated by
the combined mining unions at Collie. As he
explained, the principal Act was f irst introduced
to the Collie field in 1943 following similar
legislation in the Eastern States. Since that date,
the provisions which have been enacted from time
to time under Federal awards in Queensland,
Victoria, and New South Wales generally have
been adopted by the Western Australian Coal
Mining Industry Tribunal for this State. The
principal legislation was initially introduced to
provide a pension for mineworkers when they
retired at 60 years of age, and a provision in the
Act covered incapacitated workers and widows so
they could receive pensions.

About three years ago the mineworkers in the
Eastern States had the provisions of their Act
amended to provide lump-sum payments on
retirement in lieu of fortnightly benefits. When
the Collie mining unions became aware of the
proposed changes to the provisions for the Eastern
States the tribunal, which consists of a chairman
appointed by the Governor and employer and
employee representatives, considered that similar
legislation should be introduced in this State to
give the mineworkers here similar benefits to
those given to their counterparts in Queensland,
New South Wales, and Victoria.

Contained in the Bill is a formula which
represents how the payments should be made and
it is based on the loaderman rate of pay in
Queensland and other States, although no such
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classification exists in our industry. A loaderman
is an underground worker, known as a composite
miner in Western Australia, who is charged with
the responsibility of filling coal on the conveyor
belts Or conveyor chains which are underground.

In making the adjustment, or providing for the
100 per cent formula, the proposed legislation
also provides for other adjustments from time to
time. The formula is to be applied to people in
receipt of pensions as at I August this year, and
that rate will be adjusted from time to time in line
with the movement in the faceman's or a
composite miner's rate of pay. So, the formula is
the composite miner's rate times 12 for one year's
service plus the years of service a particular miner
has had in the industry with a maximum of 40
years' service being allowed to accrue. It means a
person retiring now with 40 years' service would
receive in the vicinity of $40 000 by way of
pension. That payment would provide finance
until he became eligible for an invalid pension, i f
he became incapacitated, or until he reached the
age of 65 when he would be eligible for the old-
age pension.

Agreement was reached with the Minister to
allow for an adjustment of the base rate of 100
because the composite miner's rate may fluctuate
from time to time.

A number of benefits are contained in the Bill.
Provision is made for the situation of a
mineworker dying; his widow can receive a partial
lump-sum payment. Provision also is made in a
situation of there being no widow but the miner
has dependants; lump-sum payments can be made
available to those dependants. One of the main
provisions proposed in the Bill, which is not in line
with provisions in the Eastern States, is a
hardship clause.

At the moment we have the situation of some
mineworkers at Collie receiving the full
fortnightly mineworkers' pension and a partial
service pension which is payable under the Act. It
is felt that a hardship clause should be introduced
so that these pensioners will not be penalised and
the tribunal will have the opportunity to adjust
those rates. No hardship will be suffered by
people receiving the fortnightly coalminers'
pension, but the proposed section will be nullified
when all existing pensioners pass away, and the
lump-sum payment provision will provide for all
miners throughout the industy.

In addition provision is made in the Bill for a
change in the base rate of a miner's pension. At
the moment the Act provides that when a social
security pension is increased the miner's pension
is increased by a similar amount. That provision

will not apply when this Bill becomes law because
the increase rate to be paid to a composite miner
will be applied equally to the coalminer's pension.

The rates have increased some 13 per cent since
August of this year. and will increase the base
rate by that amount. In our view the new system
will be of much more benefit to the pensioners
than the present situation where adjustments take
place when there is a movement in social service
payments. The Bill has the full Support of the
Opposition.

Another point is that when the present
provisions come into Operation there will be no
restrictions on earnings. There are restrictions at
the moment, but the new provisions will be of
benefit to the pensioners. Perhaps those who are
punters will enjoy the change, but if they end up
spending their lump sum the dole could be
available to them!

The change is the result of a request by the
Coal Miners' Union. I thank the coal mining
companies, the tribunal, and the Minister for
agreeing to the amendments we discussed some
months ago. The Opposition fully supports the
measure.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Mines) [9.46 p.m.J: I thank the member for
Collie for his support of the legislation. It comes
forward as a result of some discussions which
have been held over a long period. My
involvement has been very low key. At least, it
was possible to unlock some of the obstacles
which were in the way of reaching agreement.

I join with the member for Collie in his
appreciation of the work done by the tribunal.
One of the proposals necessary to resolve the
problem was a suggestion that the tribunal be
expanded, and that some of its members become
permanent. I think that all things considered, the
present situation is better. The Present
membership will be reflected. It has operated very
satisfactorily, and it would be a pity to disturb it,
as the member for Collie would agree. I thank
him for his support of the Bill.

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.
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COUNTRY AREAS WATER SUPPLY
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 23 October.
MR H. D. EVANS (Warren-Deputy Leader

of the Opposition) [9.49 p.m.]: Members will
recall the manner in which the amendment to the
parent Act was brought before this House in
1978. It was one of the most bumble-footed and
ham-fisted efforts we have seen from this
Government in this Chamber. I will dwell briefly
on the manner of its introduction to remind
members opposite because it is apposite to
indicate the reason for the amendments now
before us; it goes back to the preparation for the
introduction of the previous amendments to
parent Act.

It will be recalled that on that occasion a Bill
was brought before the House to amend the
parent legislation. The barest minimum of
information was presented to the Chamber, and
upon that basis we were expected to deliberate
and cast a vote. I point out, too, that the Bill did
not contain even a bare outline, and when
questions were asked it was indicated its operation
would be similar to the manner in which
regulations had been imposed in the Collie
catchment area. In referring to regulations there
was no indication of how they were to operate.

It finally transpired, after questions had elicited
a one syllable answer of "Yes", that the
guidelines were contained in the departmental
document which had never been within the
precincts of this place. So, members found they
had a principle with which they could not disagree
because it was contained in the Bill, the principle
being that there needs must be protection of
arable areas and rivers against increasing salinity;
an indisputable principle but the details of its
operation and the procedure of administration
were kept well hidden from the members of this
place.

That was one of the most scurrilous approaches
to legislation which ever appeared in this
Parliament. It has been indicated occasionally
that the haste with which the legislation was
rushed through was because bulldozers would
have commenced operating in the catchment
areas, as they had done in the Collie catchment
area in a small way. That was a rather spurious
argument because when speaking last week to one
of the largest bulldozer operators in this State I
was told he had never been so busy because he
was still clearing other catchment areas where the
owners were fearful of the methods and actions
this Government has shown it is prone to adopt.

and which it may repeat. So, no advantage was
gained as a result of the haste and the secrecy
shown by the Government. Clearing has occurred
in places such as the Donnelly and Blackwood
Rivers catchment areas, and others. So much for
the reasoning and rationale behind the actions of
the Government on that occasion.

I point out that the Government was not aware
of the extent of the catchment areas. It did not
know the boundaries, and subsequently they were
redrawn. The catchment areas subsequently were
zoned, after the Sill had been introduced and
after some research had been carried out. While
even that information was not known it was basic
to the requirement of resolving the nature of the
problems. It was known even less who dwelt in the
catchment areas, and what farms were there, and
what problems confronted the farmers who were
affected when the clearing bans were introduced.

With that total lack of research and
understanding of the problems which existed, and
which will exist in the future, we have before us
an amendment which seeks to resolve some of
those difficulties, the answer to which should have
been known three years ago before the parent Act
was amended in 1978. That amendment took in
four additional eatchment areas.

I point out, too, that the ability of the method
of handling land which has been resumed is not
yet resolved-and this amendment does not fully
resolve the problem unless the Minister can
explain how several provisions will operate. We
find, too, that the power to enter farms for
investigation purposes, and for testing and for
restoration work, has not been resolved fully even
under the provisions of this measure. The
adjudication of compensation claims has not been
resolved. The overall problem of compensation
claims has not been resolved either.

It could be that some of these matters will be
rectified; I hope they are. But, they require
further elaboration in a number of specific clauses
which I will indicate to the Minister.

I point out these basic problems which confront
us, and the nature of the problems which have
arisen. First and foremost was the confusion with
regard to communication which has led to delay.
There has been delay in inspections. There is one
instance of a landowner who made an application
in February last and he has not yet received a
reply. This matter was raised at a meeting of
landowners in the Upper Warren area some two
weeks ago, and the name of the landowner was
taken by the Under Secretary for Works with an
undertaking that the problem would be rectified.
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But, that is the nature of the problem and there
have been others, too.

One application Car compensation has extended
over a period of 18 months to my knowledge. The
setting of compensation is still unresolved and this
has been the cause of some very extensive
problems. The very nature of the method of
determining compensation, and the situation
which prevails in the catchment areas, takes it out
of the normal course of the Public Works
Department assessment. Assessments, of course,
are now the responsibility of the Valuer General.

It must be remembered, also, that uncleared
land in the catchment areas now has a very
negligible value. Nobody wants it. If a person has
a piece of land which is an encumbrance, and he
wants to claim compensation, then the value
cannot be compared with recent sales in proximity
to the catchment area.

It can be demonstrated that on one side of
Manjimup where the land is comparatively
infertile-it is lateritic country where many
hilltops are simply gravel outcrops, and where
there are no catchment problems and no clearing
bans-land fetches up to $1 000 per acre. To the
west of Manjimup the land is much more fertile
but it is subject to clearing bans and the value of
the land has fallen considerably. It is in these
circumstances that an assessment for
compensation has to be made. They will defy, to a
large extent, the formula set down by the Valuer
General's Department. I might add, too, that the
Institute of Valuers. has some grave reservations,
and has held a number of meetings with the
Minister and his predecessor.

The question of timber values on uncleared
land, again, has not been resolved successfully.
This is a matter which somehow has to be
incorporated in the manner in which the officers
of the Valuer General's Department will come to
some finality. In one case there was a disparity of
$60 000 in the value of the standing timber. To
check that out a proper grid would have to be
made of the area and an assessment made of the
standing trees. The injurious effect on the farmers
involved, and their resettlement, again is a
contentious and vexing issue and is far from being
allayed up to this time.

I would like first and foremost to point out the
deficiencies in brief; they can be looked at in more
detail later. I suppose with the prosecution of Mr
Henderson of Perillup it could be anticipated that
the department had sufficient powers to resolve
any problem in the area, but this does not appear
to be the case according to the reasoning put

forward by the Minister. Arising from that, some
queries and specific clauses need to be examined.

I refer firstly to deficiencies in this legislation
put forward by the Blackwood Zone of the
Farmers' Union. At present the decision to use
land acquired under the clearing bans rests solely
with the Public Works Department. If land is
acquired as a result of clearing bans, the Public
Works Department will determine to what use
that land will be put. In other words, we will be
confronted with a land use problem and the sole
arbiter at the moment is the Public Works
Department. That department has some of the
finest engineers in the State in its employ, but
that does not mean to say they have the capacity
to resolve political, social, and economic problems
which have stemmed demonstrably from the
clearing bans in catchment areas in my region.

One of the suggestions put forward is that it
would be far More appropriate for an authority of
some kind-an independent authority-to
examine the land that has been acquired to
determine to what best use it should be put. This
is something to which I would ask the Minister to
give consideration when he replies to the debate.
It is suggested that such an authority could
determine what the land use should be. This, of
course, means whether the land should be put to
agricultural use; and there is some land now that
had salt on it before it was ever cleared. It had
salt on it when it was allocated. Who allocated
that land? Of course, it was the million-acres-a-
year Government.

That land should never have been cleared of its
salt flats. Therefore, probably it is appropriate
that a determination in respect of land that can be
used for agriculture should be made by this
Government. At the same time, an authority
would need to have powers to ensure that
recommendations are fulfilled. It would not be
sufficient to say an area should be reforested, or
that another area should be turned over to
agriculture;, there must be a follow up to ensure
that it is done properly, and an authority of this
kind could carry out such a function and a very
useful role. Therefore, the suggestion of the
Blackwood Zone is a good one.

The composition of such an authority would
need to be fairly all-embracing. Naturally the
Public Works Department would need to be fully
represented on it. It has a prime responsibility in
respect of the basis of the engineering problems.
The Department of Agriculture, too, is charged at
the moment with conducting examinations of
individual properties, and so must necessarily
have close involvement in this. The Forests
Department, as a result of the forest nature of

Ll
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some of the areas, and because of the problems
associated with regeneration, could not properly
be left out of such an authority. Local
governments also must be included;, no doubt they
will be having a deal to say on this matter when
they meet tomorrow at Darkan.

Mr Stephens: You are a day out. They met
today.

Mr H-. D. EVANS: I am sorry, it was the fifth.
A number of local governments met at Darkaa
today to examine problems common to them in
respect of rating.

Naturally local government would have to be
represented on the authority because of the
financial problems created in respect of rating,
and also because of its understanding of the
ratepayers. I think it would not be unreasonable
to include also a representative of the farming
community, a producer who has some experience
of the area.

I point out that while the first deficiency is that
there is a need for somebody other than the PWD
to determine the allocation of land resumed, there
is also the question of appeals in respect of the
allocation of land by the Rural Adjustment
Authority, which will be charged with the
disposition of land that has been acquired and
released for agriculture by the Public Works
Department.

I will go on to the relationship of the
department in a minute, and members will
appreciate the complexity which is now becoming
evident.

Where there is compulsion on the Rural
Adjustment Authority to give priority to those
farmers affected by clearing bans and those who
have been disadvantaged, som-e form of directives
should be issued to ensure this is not just a vague
policy extended to the RAA by word of mouth. It
must be a firm directive which needs necessarily
to be followed.

The same directive should apply to the
allocation of land that is suitable for release for
farming in areas in the proximity of the
catchment areas in question. The directives to the
RAA should be something much more firm than
word of mouth; they should have the strength of
Parliament or, at least, the strength of a
ministerial directive behind them.

The problems of compensation have not yet
been fully resolved, and I made a number of
references to that fact. The rating effect on shires
is only part of the compensation problem. I made
reference to the assessment of compensation
where it has been applied, and while the Valuer
General's Department has a formula it adopts in

respect of compensation in these areas, there must
be some compensatory provision for injurious
effect. I think, too, it should be mentioned that if
the community encouraged these farmers to go
out onto this land of dubious quality-and I can
recall the Premier of the day making a bold
statement at Mt. Barker that the Government
would throw open all the land between Mt.
Barker and Manjimup, which is where we have
run into trouble with salinity-then the
community should pay the cost of getting them
off the land.

The Government of the day advertised
extensively in the Eastern States for people to
take up CP land in that area and in qther parts of
the State. If the community saw fit to take that
action at that time, and then changes it mind and
says it has made a mistake and it is calling off all
bets, the community should pick up the tab for
the result of that, and not leave it to the farmers
or shire councils. The community must pick up
the tab for the Cost that has been incurred
through the action taken by its Government,
whether or not it was good for the community,
and whether or not it was done for political
advantage. Those are matters that need not be
debated. Mismanagement occurred, and it should
not be left to individuals to suffer disadvantage in
a financial or any other way.

It is on that basis that compensation must be
regarded. So, too, the rating effects in the shires
where compensation has been paid must be
resolved.

I raise a second query which needs to be
clarified in the interests of shire councils and all
members. Once land has been the subject of
compensation and has been virtually paid off, it
remains the property of the landowner even
though he has accepted compensation for it. It
was stated on two occasions by the under
secretary at the meeting to which I referred at
Upper Warren that the Valuer General would
take into account the fact that the owners of land
in the area had been compensated, and this would
show up in the total valuation of the property,
which would be lower.

I seek some definite clarification on that point
because it then enters the province of shire rating.
If the valuation of a number of properties in the
area is lowered because compensation has been
paid, shire rates will be reduced and the shire will
seek compensation. That means all the
landholders involved in the area will have to meet
the additional revenue which must be raised by
the shire.

That is merely transferring the burden from the
individual landholders to the total landholders in
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order to ensure that the revenue of the shire is not
diminished. The shire should not be called upon to
meet this problem; that money should come from
general revenue. That is the position as I
understand it, and it has been indicated on several
occasions by specific reference. I seek the
Minister's verification of that point.

Although it is not clear whether there are
powers in respect of the planting of pines, any
powers there may be could have been denied at
the moment. I raise a query also in respect of the
clearing of certain areas and the replanting of
salt-affected areas to make up for the area that is
cleared. That is something which can well have an
effect, and it is something that is still clouded.
The policy of the department is not very clear in
this regard.

The depottment has been asked why it is
necessary to extend its powers in all directions,
and in the Committee stage I suggest it will be
proper to look at each of the clauses and to
question some of them in respect of their
necessity.

The change which will preclude farmers from
clearing 10 per cent of their land brings about a
new constraint and a new principle that hitherto
has not been evident or experienced in land
ownership in Western Australia-. Bear in mind
that some craps such as tomatoes and cauliflowers
have a capacity for production of several thousand
dollars an acre. If we remove 10 per cent of land
which is capable of that production capacity,
surely it is necessary to take some action to
compensate the landholder.

The provisions in the Bill are 14 in number and
evidence again in mute testimony the indecent
haste with which the original Bill was drafted. I
have already alluded to that, and so much for that
infamous occasion.

The changes now before the House are fairly
extensive, the first being that the Minister shall
be given powers to lease, sell, or exchange land
acquired through the provision of clearing bans.
That is desirable because at present there is a
state of confusion about whether land can be
purchased. Some very good properties have been
acquired by the Public Works Department;, and
they are being farmed already on a lease
arrangement that is quite unsatisfactory.
Clarification of this point is needed. My
understanding of the complementary legislation
for the Rural Adjustment Authority indicates
that that body will be charged with the dispersal
of the land.

Further amendments are included to ensure
that the obligations and clearing conditions are

transferred to future owners. That is reasonable
enough. Once action has been taken, a future
owner should have indicated clearly the exteit of
his responsiblities. I do not think anybody can
argue that point, in the interests of complete
fairness once the total summation of the Bill is
accepted.

The third amendmient is to authorise approved
officers to enter properties to carry out work
required for the clearing ban control. Whether it
is for testing, for inspection and examination, or
for restoration work, the powers are provided.
While the powers are indicated in the Minister's
second reading speech, there is no indication of
how they are to apply. There is no indication of
any limitations, or whether they are wide open.
There is no indication whether it will be left to the
discretion of the individual officers. That refers to
the sort of secrecy that we saw in the parent Act.
It is something that the farmers who have been
involved ini this are just not prepared to support.
Further explanation is necessary; and the
opportunity will be afforded to the Minister in the
Committee stage.

The next aspect is to allow compensation claims
to be accepted up to 12 months after lodging.
That is sensible. It could be difficult to make a
full assessment in the time provided;, if there are
negotiations with the PWD that could take
several months. The provision is an improvement.
There is also a provision to allow the payment of
interest on outstanding compensation payments
from the date the claim is received. Again, this is
to the benefit and in the interests of the
landholder, and it is accepted fin that light.

A further aspect of the amendments in
connection with compensation is that
compensation claims are to be patterned on the
Public Works Act. This was a provision sought by
the Farmers' Union some 18 months ago. It was
raised at a meeting held at Manjimup at which
the Minister's predecessor was present. So too was
the Minister for Agriculture, but he was not very
vocal on that occasion.

A further amendment is to strengthen the
powers dealing with restoration following the
conviction of an offender, to have that offender
restore the land to the requirements determined
under the Act and the regulations. This is one
area on which we need more clarification. It has
some points which are found in an infringement of
rights. The amendment places excessive powers in
the hands of a department. After looking at those
powers in some depth, the Minister might like to
tell us more about them.
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There is provision to enforce restoration in the
event of the offender not being an owner. It is
quite conceivable that this could happen when a
zealous bulldozer driver exceeds the terms of his
agreement with the owner. It would be unfair and
improper to require the owner to meet the
consequences of the actions of another party when
it could be shown that he is not involved, and it
was done without his knowledge and consent or
concurrence. That is reasonable and just.

Mr Stephens: If I had a bulldozer driver on my
property, I would make sure he did what I wanted
him to do.

Mr H. D. EVANS: If one were not there the
whole time, a bulldozer driver could mistake a
particular area of land. One should not be
penalised, even though one has the attitude-

Mr Stephens: When you pay him, you make
sure you get what you want.

Mr H. D. EVANS: My only comment to the
member for Stirling is that accidents have
occurred in better families than his. He does not
have papal infallibility. For those people with less
fortune than he has, the provision is a desirable
one.

The Minister will be empowered to lodge
memorials with the Registrar of Titles. This has
an element of unreasonableness in it, for reasons
which I will explain later.

There is power to obtain a Supreme Court
injunction where it can be shown that a
landholder is determined to proceed-and some
have stated publicly that they will proceed with
illegal action. In a case such as that, an injunction
is a quite reasonable way of dealing with the
situation.

Another amendment provides that land which
has been acquired and is later disposed of is still
to be subject to restoration, to restrictions, and to
covenants that have been placed on the land as a
consequence of an application by the owner.

The penalties for persons making misleading
statements are an area in question. The Minister
might like to give explanations about them.

The removal of licences for minor essential
clearing is one of the abrasive little areas. That
could deal with the clearing of an area for a yard
or a fence, or for some other reason that is
perfectly legitimate. The owner would have to go
and obtain a licence for a trivial matter of this
nature; and that is irksome. It is probably more
abrasive than a major confrontation on the
clearing of a large area. Where 90 per cent is
acquired to allow the authority to approve, in
part, applications to clear, this could be a

problem. This could happen in a number of
anomalous situations that have been brought to
light where several properties have been
aggregated and essential clearing is required. The
10 per cent is required by Statute to remain
uncleared.

Finally, there is the provision to clarify details
relating to appeal provisions.

In outline, those are the Provisions contained in
this amendment. The Minister gave a
comprehensive list of these. The problem arises in
what was not said in terms of how these matters
are to apply. In touching briefly on these, I will
refer to the clauses of the Bill. That will put the
matters into greater perspective.

The first one deals with clause 4, the
amendment to section 12B on page 3. The word
"shall" is the one about which there is some
concern, and about which some worry has been
expressed. Part of the proposed new section reads
as follows-

..the court before which a person is
convicted shall, unless the court thinks that
having regard to the special circumstances of
the case it would be inappropriate to do so,
by order direct-
(a) that either-

(ii) such other
ownership
between the

land in the same
as may be agreed
Department,

The word "shall" is used; and it is suggested that
,.may" would give the court a degree of flexibility
that it lacks at the moment. I query the
mandatory compulsion of the word "shall" in that
clause. I do not know whether that has been
raised with the Minister; but concern has been
expressed. Upon reflection, there is a connotation
that takes away any manoeuvrability that the
court may have or thinks it has.

The second point deals with page 4, proposed
new section 128A. In part it reads-

the Minister may deliver a memorial in the
prescribed form to the Registrar of Titles,
the Registrar of Deeds, or the Minister for
the time being administering the Land Act.

Here the problem is that there is no finite limit
for the memorial. The memorial is placed, and
two years can elapse before the complaint or the
action is taken. That is unreasonable. A lot can
happen in two years, especially in the farming
world. There is always the possiblity of a sale.
That is probably the main concern. It seems
reasonable that, if the department cannot move
within a period of some months, it should not
move at all without going back to the court and
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making an explanation, whether satisfactory or
otherwise. If it is a satisfactory explanation, the
court would have no hesitation in renewing or
extending that memorial; but if the department
could not show it was reasonable to extend
beyond a period of, say, three or four months, it
should have no right to continue for a period of
two years without lodging a complaint. It is up to
the Minister. If the department has not moved in
three months, it should he obliged to seek the
removal of the memorial.

The ne 'xt matter of concern is proposed new
section 1 2BD (b). This is something that is
unreasonable. I am niot sure whether the Minister,
his advisers, or Crown Law have thought this one
through effectively. Proposed new section I2RD
says that an order can be made; and proposed new
paragraph (b) provides-

(b) the order is complied with but the tree
cover is subsequently destroyed, or is not
maintained to the satisfaction of the
Minister,

That is all right when the farmer has let his sheep
in on the trees and they have destroyed the trees.
If he has, through negligence, wilful or otherwise,
created a Situation in which the restored land dies,
certainly he is culpable.

He is not master over floods and pestilence. If a
fire occurred, or if diebacc or leaf miner attacked
the stand which had been restored, it is difficult
to see how he could be held responsible for such a
natural disaster.

Mr Stephens: They will find a way to miake him
responsible; that is the whole idea of tightening up
the legislation.

Mr H. D. EVANS: You, Sir, are a reasonable
man and I am sure you can see in a situation in
which a man has conscientiously tried to make
sure the restoration is completed successfully, it
would hardly be reasonable to expect him to
effect restoration if the stand is destroyed by a
natural disaster.

The SPEAKER: I hope what I am seeing is not
leading up to a Committee-style debate at this
stage.

Mr H. D. EVANS: No, that is not the case,
Sir. I am sure the Minister will be glad to be
directed to the specific points, because 1 referred
to some matters to which he can direct his
attention when he replies and it will assist him
when he endeavours to do so. Certainly this is not
leading into a Committee-style debate, but it may
foreshadow that same of these matters will come
up in Committee.
(98)

A further point arises in regard to powers. I
could in fact quote the page number-

Mr Stephens: You will leave that to the
Committee stage, won't you?

Mr H. D. EVANS: I shall leave it to the
Committee stage. The question I wish to raise
relates to page 12 and I should like to point out it
is not reasonable that the Minister should have
the power to remove a licence when an individual
has been before the court for a misdemeanour. He
could have been prosecuted successfully and yet,
after being dealt with by the court, the Minister
can still revoke the licence. I do not know whether
such a situation exists in any other Statute, but if
a person is convicted of a minor offence and the
magistrate hearing the case is prepared to issue a
caution only, the under secretary can still remove
the licence held by the owner.

That power should not exist in any legislation,
because it is Far from democratic.

Mr Mensaros: To which page were you
referring?

Mr H. D. EVANS: Page 12 was the one to
which I referred. You, Sir, will appreciate it is of
assistance to the Minister when he can put his
finger on the specific points in this way, even
though it may appear to be Committee-style
debating. The Minister does appreciate this.

Clause 4 raises the question as to whether the
word "shall" should be inserted in place of the
word "may". In a situation where a licence has
lapsed, the under secretary may notify the owner.
However, I believe he should be obliged to do so.
Therefore, the Act should not stand as printed.

Mr Cowan: Hear, hear!
Mr H. D. EVANS: I am pleased to see I at

least have some support on the other side. If the
Act is amended in this way, further disharmony
will be created. It is something we could well do
without, bearing in mind the long and painful
history of this legislation.

I should like to raise also the requirement in
regard to entry onto land for particular purposes.
It is clear in these sorts of cases guidelines should
be laid down as to responsibilities of the officers
who move onto the land. They are there for the
purpose of examination and investigation and this
sort of activity has been going on for years.
Apparently it is questionable whether they have
the authority to act in this way. I am aware of
many instances in which officers of the PWD
have gone onto farms and taken samples on a
regular basis over a peried of years. It appears
now that it is doubtful whether such a practice is
legal.
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I believe the Crown Law Department wants to
put the situation beyond question and remove any
semblance of doubt. It is questionable whether
approval of a justice of the peace is sufficient in
such a situation, bearing in mind it is necessary
for the police to obtain a search warrant if they
desire to enter private property. Therefore, it is
arguable whether such approval is adequate in the
case of an investigation where clearing ban
control is required.

However, the two situations are not totally
comparable, because the same degree of urgency
does not exist in the case of an investigation into
salinity levels as it does with regard to criminal
matters. Most officers of the department are
reasonable people and exercise common sense. It
is clear unrestricted access could cause problems
when inspectors have to proceed through a
paddock full of lambing ewes and in similar
situations. Difficulties arise when inspectors
enter farms and perhaps leave gates open. This
causes strife amongst the people involved.
Therefore, it is necessary constraints be applied in
this area and that an indication be given to
officers of the responsibilities placed upon them.
Whether this should be done by way of regulation
or under the terms of the Act, is a matter for
determination by the Minister in consultation
with his officers.

I have indicated the areas in which we are
apprehensive in regard to the legislation. I have
pointed out also it is not inappropriate that there
should be an improvement in relationships created
as a result of the initial operation of the parent
Act and it is to be hoped this amendment will
assist in that area.

I am happy to be able to say the Under
Secretary for Works, in addressing a meeting I
attended three weeks ago, made it clear he would
personally ensure that valuations were carried out
on an individual basis with the circumstances of
particular properties being assessed. It is clear it
will be necessary to negotiate on prices, because
the price placed on a piece of land by the owner
and the price the compensating officer is prepared
to place on it will seldom agree. Negotiation will
be a very large 'part of the operation of the
legislation.

The under secretary has stated a senior officer
would go to the area to ensure negotiations
proceeded with all despatch. This is an
improvement in relations and it is to be hoped
such an attitude will be encouraged and will be
insisted upon by the Minister.

The relationships between the various
departments will need to be looked at also. The

Rural Adjustment Authority will deal with the
dispersal of land after that responsibility has been
handed to it for that purpose by the PWD. Any
valuations will need to be referred to the Valuer
General's Department, because negotiations
would be carried out on the valuations arrived at
by that department. The Forests Department will
be involved also in an advisory capacity for
individuals, as well as to indicate the potential of
certain areas. The Lands Department and the
Titles Office will play a role in the readjustment
of titles where changes are effected. A number of
Government departments will be involved in the
matter and a delay of several months could be
justified without difficulty. However, as far as
landholders are concerned, unnecessary delays
have been a major problem.

As a final point for the Minister to comment
upon, I should like to point out it may be a good
idea to specify a senior officer who will be
charged with the responsibility of resolving these
problems. He could probably be engaged full time
in this work. He should be designated specifically
for the purpose so that activities in this area can
be co-ordinated. As a result, the poor regard in
which certain departments have been held
through no fault of their own may be alleviated to
some extent. The poor regard in which
departments have been held is due to the actions
of this Government and those of the Minister's
predecessor. It ,would certainly be desirable to
appoint a special officer to this task.

I have outlined the situation as it is seen by the
Opposition and we will take advantage of the
Committee stage to deal with the matters in
detail.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [10.42 p.m.]: The
amendments to the Country Areas Water Supply
Act which were introduced in 1978 were the
cause of much heartburn and dissatisfaction in
the area I represent and also in other areas of the
State. I believe the amendments as introduced
were rather dishonest and, as a result of that-

Mr H. D. Evans: That is unparliamentary.
Mr STEPHENS: -we are very apprehensive

about the intention in the present legislation.
I do not intend to go into detail, as did the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition. Indeed, much
of what he said would have been better discussed
in the Committee stage.

Mr Pearce: It was a very comprehensive
coverage. We have a very good rural policy on
this side of the House.

Mr STEPHENS: I should like to comment
briefly on the Minister's second reading speech in
which he said that the original amendment made
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in 1976, which referred to the Wellington
catchment area, was quite well received and
generally observed. Of course, when the 1978
legislation was put into effect, it became apparent
that the farmers affected in the Wellington
catchment area did not receive the legislation
well. I am not holding it against the present
Minister that he did not attend personally the
meetings at Perillup and Chowerup.

Mr H. D. Evans: Was any compensation paid
in the Wellington catchment area.

Mr STEPHENS: I am not aware of that, but
at the two protest meetings I attended, I met a
considerable number of farmers from the
Wellington catchment area who were most
incensed about the situation and opposed
completely the 1976 amendment.

As far as I was concerned, the regrettable fact
was that this information was not made public in
the Press and the people concerned certainly did
not communicate with me directly. Had they done
so, we would possibly have taken quite a different
stance from the position we took to the 1978
legislation. I believe the Minister was astray when
he said the amendments Were quite well received.
They were opposed by farmers in the Wellington
catchment area, but unfortunately the people
involved did not communicate this fact to the
public at large at the time. However, they
certainly did so in 1978.

The Minister
amendment was
controversy. That

goes on to say the 1978
the subject of considerable

is rather an understatement.
Mr H-. D. Evans: It was at Chowerup.
Mr STEPHENS: The legislation, as introduced

into this Parliament, was plainly dishonest. As I
have said before, this was introduced as a means
of regulating clearing in these areas-

Mr H. D. Evans: In the cheapest possible way.
Mr STEPHENS: -by the institution of a

system of licensing, but Parliament was not told
that the department did not intend to issue any
licences. That information-within two months of
the legislation being passed through this
House-was indicated to me at different times by
two senior officers of the department. In fact,
they said that farmers could apply for licences to
clear their land, but the licences would not be
granted; they could appeal to the Minister and he
would refuse them and compensate them.

It was evident that the senior officers of the
department knew the intention of the legislation
which was virtually to ban clearing. However,
Parliament was not told that. So, by default, the
Minister handling the Bill in this House misled

the Parliament.
community is
Government's
legislation.

It is
very

intentio

no wonder the farming
defensive about the

n in relation to this

Mr Pearce: One would have thought farmers
would wake up to this lot.

Mr STEPHENS: Farmers are inclined to be
honest people and in the first instance they tend
to believe others are honest also. When they find
that they are not honest they are very careful in
their dealings with them in the future. That is the
reason the farming community is very careful in
its dealings with the Government. Once bitten,
twice shy.

There are some aspects of this legislation with
which we agree. One is the amendment which will
allow the Minister to dispose of land through the
Rural Adjustment Authority. We have no real
objection to that aspect of the legislation.

However, I agree with the comments of the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition with reference
to the Rural Adjustment Authority and how that
authority will make decisions as to who is entitled
to the land which may be made available; that is,
land which the Government has acquired and is
prepared to sell or sell part thereof. That is a
problem which has been identified in the
amending legislation before us. Whilst speaking
on this matter I would like to indicate also the
Government's lack of real understanding of the
role of the Rural Adjustment Authority.

Only today, I asked a question of the Premier
in relation to one of his election policy statements.
It was obviously a sop to the people in the
affected areas. He said that his Government
would continuously review the clearing controls
affecting farmers in the southern water catchment
areas and keep in mind the practical needs of the
producers, such as establishing local committees,
etc. I asked: How many local committees have
been established and what districts does each
committee represent? I asked also for the names
of the members of the respective committees. I
was told by the Premier-who, on his own
admission, said that he has a great understanding
of the farmers of our community-that no local
committees have been formed to date as the need
has not been demonstrated, particularly in view of
the new arrangements with the Rural Adjustment
Authority which is in close contact with local
farmers.

Let us consider the Rural Adjustment
Authority which is in close contact with local
farmers. A policy statement can sound good at
the time, but at the conclusion of an election it
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can be forgotten. I suppose the Premier is
embarrassed because I saw fit to air this matter.

The Rural Adjustment Authority consists of a
Commissioner of the Rural and Industries Bank,
who is the chairman, a senior officer of the
Treasury, and a representative of the Department
of Agriculture. My information is that that
representative usually has been the head of the
economic section.

One member of the committee is someone with
farming experience. I have great respect for that
member of the committee. He is Bill Frost, the
Shire President of Plantagenet, a man with
tremendous experience. He is one man on the
Rural Adjustment Authority committee who
comes from an area of the State which has been
affected by this legislation. There are many other
areas in the State which have been affected by
this legislation, but the Premier says that it is not
necessary to form local committees in view of the
involvement of the Rural Adjustment Authority.

Perhaps we should look at the real role of the
Rural Adjustment Authority. The authority is
responsible for the rehabilitation and re-
establishment of farmers. It certainly has nothing
to do with the effects of the clearing controls and
the problems which are created by such controls
and so the Premier is completely askew in his
reply. It indicates the lack of understanding by
this Government of the measures it has
introduced and the problems it has created in the
catchment areas which have been affected by this
legislation.

It is very easy to make ejection promises and it
is very easy to break them, unless members are
prepared to bring such matters to the attention of
the Government.

In his second reading speech the Minister said
the Bill contained an amendment to authorise
approved officers to enter properties to carry out
work or inspections associated with land-clearing
control. I think such measures are completely
unnecessary and I will speak more about this
matter during the Committee stage of the Bill.

If members care to look at the legislation which
is currently in operation, they will note that the
under secretary has the power to write into a
licence any provision he wishes. The principal Act
provides the under secretary with the power to
allow officers of the department to enter onto
property to supervise clearing. I believe the
amendment is completely unnecessary and I
suspect the reasons for it.

Another area of the Bill relates to
compensation and the National Party approves of
the amendment that will allow compensation to

be accepted up to 12 months after a licence has
been reviewed. However, there is a problem with
this compensation and during the Committee
stage te National Party will move an amendment
to cover a situation which has been brought to my
attention. In many instances an assessment has
been made for compensation, but it was over 12
months before the money'was paid out. We are all
aware of the escalation of farm values at the
moment so, farmers who have accepted
compensation and have had to wait up to 12
months for their money, are disadvantaged.

We will move an amendment to ensure that
farmers are not disadvantaged because of the time
the Government takes to make a payment for land
or when compensation has been agreed upon.

Mr Pearce: What is your attitude to this Bill?
Are you supporting or opposing it?

Mr STEPHENS: We will be supporting the
second reading, hut we will be opposing certain
provisions of the Bill during the Committee stage.

We are strongly opposed to the part of the Bill
which the Government claims is necessary to
strengthen the powers dealing with restoration
following the conviction for an offence against the
clearing control provisions. We believe that this is
a further intention or desire of the Government to
create a police state.

There is a case on record where the department
has been successful in launching a prosecution
under the present legislation. I am referring to the
prosecution of Mr Bert Henderson who is in my
electorate. The court found Mr Henderson guilty
and then a departmental officer said the big stick
would be used and he would be told what he
should do.

However, the magistrate had his say and the
case was adjourned to Perth.

Mr Cowan: That was done under the provisions
of the Act.

Mr STEPHENS: The farmer received some
protection from the magistrate and the court, but
apparently that was not sufficient for the
department, the Minister, or the Government.
They wished to place him in a straightjacket so
that the courts would have no powers whatsoever
to protect the farming community. Hence, my
reference to a so-called police state.

The legislation was used and this man was
convicted, but the departmental officers wished to
rule the roost. However, the magistrate had his
say and the matter was resolved in a court in
Perth. It is apparent that a precedent has been set
with the present legislation. The department has
made a successful prosecution and come to some
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arrangement where restoration can take place,
but a court has the power to protect a citizen
from an over-zealous bureaucracy.

We in the National -Party will be objecting to
that section of the Act very strongly. The powers
are already in the Act and we are very suspi cious
or the intention or the legislation in this regard.
We are not prepared to agree to the Government
increasing the powers of the bureaucracy.

There is another aspect which I think the
Government has completely overlooked. We in
the National Party have tried consistently to get
this Government to take a realistic view of the salt
problem, particularly in the higher rainfall areas
or to at least give a reasonable trial to the
Whittington interceptor bank concept as a means
by which to overcome the problem. There is no
real scientific evidence which states that this
concept is wrong. There is a fair amount of
practical evidence to indicate that it has
possibilities and the Government should be
prepared to spend a few dollars in order to prove
whether the system is right or wrong.

I refer members to our attempts to persuade
the Government to agree to introduce a full-scale
trial in catchment areas to test this system. We
still believe that this should be done and that
there is sufficient evidence to warrant money
being spent. It would certainly be money better
spent than would be a sum of $750 000 spent on
land at Kattanning.

Mr Mensaros: You have had your poetic
licence. How about coming back to the Bill? You
have had your commercial.

Mr STEPHENS: I am not taking a
commercial. I am sorry that the Minister is
getting upset, but this is an aspect of the
legislation which the Government could have
introduced with this amendment. The
Government could have made provisions for an
interceptor bank system as a measure of
restoration instead of only reforestation.

There is a considerable difference of opinion on
this matter, but there is no absolute scientific
proof of the points the department has raised. The
results of the advice given by the Department of
Agriculture have been round to be wanting.
Several farmers in my area have followed the
department's advice on salt encroachment, but to

no effect. They have now undertaken work with
the interceptor banks and have been satisfied to
the point where in 12 months they have increased
the number of interceptor banks on their
properties. These people are practical farmers and
I think their assessments must be considered.
They S upport the point or view that we in the
National Party have held for a considerable
period of time.

There is one other aspect of this legislation
which the Government states is for the benefit of
the State as a whole.

There is no real argument about the fact that
our water resources must be protected for the
State as a whole. However, if that is the case, the
State as a whole must bear the cost. That is not
what has happened. I have taken this matter up
with the Minister as a result of representations
from one shire, and, as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition said tonight, a meeting of
representatives of the shires affected by this
clearing ban legislation was held at Darkan today.

As a result of my approaches to the Minister, I
was advised that no particular compensation
would be paid to the shires affected because if
land is taken out of production resulting in a
reduction in shire rates received, the remaining
land in that shire will increase in value, and,
therefore, it will bring in virtually the same
amount of rates.

So what the Minister is saying in effect is: We
are not prepared to compensate the shires because
they are not really disadvantaged; the farmer will
pick up the tab-he will have to pay more rates.

So this is sectional taxation inasmuch as the
members of the farming community who remain
in the areas affected by the Country Areas Water
Supply Act will be fordied to pay increased rates
to provide water for the State as a whole. We
cannot accept such sectional taxation.

I believe the shires affected should be
compensated for the loss of rates brought about
by this legislation. Members of the farming
community will have their earning capacity
reduced and they will not be in a position to meet
increased rates. So the 1978 amendments were
introduced in a rather dishonest way and they
affected the area I represent very substantially.
They have had tremendous and dramatic effects.
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The result of the legislation will be reduced
occupancy in the farming areas, and a serious
effect on productivity in some of these areas. We
are not prepared to accept some of the proposed
amendments. Certainly we object to the provision
which will permit More ready access to properties
affected by the legislation. So although we will
support the second reading of the Bill, we will
oppose very vigorously certain provisions during
the Committee stage.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
McPharlin.

MINE WORKERS' RELIEF
AMENDMENT BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

House adjourned at 11.03 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS
North- West Shelf: Dampi er-Perth Pipeline

1289. Mr TERRY BURKE, to the Minister for
Resources Development:

(1) When was Fluor Australia given the
contract to construct the Dampier-Perth
pipeline?

(2) Did this contract include the
consultancy for the pipeline control
system?

(3) If not, when is a decision likely to be
made as to the contract for the control
system?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Fluor-Maunsell do not have a contract
to construct the Dampier-Perth pipeline.
They were appointed by the State
Energy Commission to act as principal
consultants for the pipeline project early
this year.

(2) The consultaney includes the provision
of most of the pipeline controls, but not
the control Centre itself.

(3) Within the next few weeks.

HEALTH
Nurses Act

1290. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

(a) How many prosecutions have been
brought under section 29(I)(c) of the
Nurses Act;

(b) how many of these have been successful;
and

(c) in each case what penalty was imposed?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(a) 14 since 1970; i.e.,
12 drug usage and stealing;
2 ill-treatment of patients;

(b) 14;
(c) deregistered-l 0;

suspended-3;
two-year bond-i.

HEALTH
Pharmaceutical Council

1291. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

What goods and services have been
approved, and when, by the
Pharmaceutical Council under section
40A(l)(b) of the Pharmacy Act?

Mr YOUNG replied:
The only goods and services which have
been approved by the council are the
provision of pregnancy testing and the
operation of blood pressure
measurement devices, and the sate of
blood pressure measurement devices.
The provision of pregnancy testing was
approved in December.
The operation and sale of blood pressure
measurement devices was approved in
November 1979.

WATER RESOURCES
Cat chment Areas: Clearing Control Committees

1292. Mr STEPHENS, to the Premier:
(1) With respect to his policy speech-The

West Australian, 8 February 1980-
wherein he stated that his Government
would continuously review the clearing
controls affecting farmers in the
southern water catchment areas and
keep in mind the practical needs of the
producers, such as establishing local
committees, etc., how many local
committees have been established?

(2) What districts does each committee
represent?

(3) What are the names of the members of
the respective committees?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) No local committees have been formed

to date as the need has not been
demnonstrated, particularly in view of the
new arrangements with the Rural
Adjustment Authority which is in close
contact with local farmers.

(2) and (3) Answered by (1).

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Wooroo

1293. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:

Has provision been made in this year's
Budget for joint funding with the
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Mundaring Shire Council of basketball-
netball facilities at the Wooroloo
Primary School?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

No provision was made in the 1980-81
Budget for Wooroloo due to the tight
funding situation. However, it has been
listed for the 1981-82 financial year.

It should be noted that the department
funded similar facilities at Darlington
and Helena Valley Primary Schools in
the Shire of Mundaring. during 1979-80
amounting to $6 200 and $5 500
respectively. However, Wooroloc
amounts to $14 649.

EDUCATION: NON-GOVERNMENT
SCHOOLS

Stores and Equipment

1294. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:

(I) Do independent schools in Western
Australia have access to Price
advantages for stores and equipment
that are available for similar purchases
by the Education Department?

(2) If not, and in view of the fact that in
excess of 20 per cent of this State's
school children attend independent
schools, would he arrange for such
purchases to be available through
Education Department stores branch in
order that fee paying parents may have
the same benefits as those of children
attending other schools?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Yes. Independent schools have similar

access to education supplies branch
through the annual requisitions system
as is available for Government schools,
but the list of authorised items for
Government schools is significantly
larger. Some minor purchasing in excess;
of the annual requisition is undertaken
by the branch for both systems.

(2) Inquiries are currently being made into
this matter in the hope that the benefit
may be extended as suggested.

HEALTH
Dia betics

1295. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Reference to an article appearing in The

West Australian dated Tuesday, 4
November 1980, and stating "The W.A.
Diabetic Association will ask the Prime
Minister, Mr Fraser, to have the cost of
needles and syringes used by diabetics
included in the pharmaceutical benefits
scheme", would he support the Diabetic
Association in its appeal to the Prime
Minister, and if' "Yes", in what form?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) 1 have not received any approach for

support by the Diabetic Association and,
if approached, I would give it careful
consideration.

(2) Not applicable.

POLICE
Fremantle: Night Patrols

1296. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(1) Is he aware that the Fremantle City

Council is concerned about incidents of
a criminal or unruly nature in its area at
night?

(2) Is he aware that as a result of this
concern it has asked the Commissioner
of Police for additional police to engage
in more night patrols in Fremnantle?

(3) Has the commissioner considered this
request?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), what is the outcome of
that consideration?

(5) If "No" to (3), when will the matter be
considered?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) Not yet finalised. The letter received

from Fremantle City Council dated 29
October 1980 has been referred to the
Fremantle regional office for report.

(5) Not applicable.
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LAND
Karratha

1297. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Works:

(1) How much of an estimated $1.2 million
to be spent on extension of reticulation
and expansion of treatment works at
Karratha will be financed by land sales?

(2) Will the sales of land be in Karratha or
elsewhere?

(3) How many lots are expected to be sold
and what will be the average price per
lot?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The country towns sewerage estimates

for 1980-81 included an item of
$896 000 as estimated expenditure from
land sales. The actual expenditure will
be dependent on the requirements for
land development.

(2) Land sales will be in Karratha.
(3) The matters relating to the sale of lots

comec within the jurisdiction of the
Minister for Lands.

1298. This question was postponed.

COURT: DISTRICT
Building

1299. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Works:

Further to question 1199 of 1980
concerning the cost of the District Court
building, can he advise me what the
estimated final cost will be for the
building?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
At present the estimated final cost is
$23 315 000.

GOVERN MENT GUARANTEES
G. J. Clarke Pty. Ltd. and XC & H. Forrest and

Hagel Pty. Ltd.
1300. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

(1) Can he explain for what purposes the
State Government guaranteed loans to
G. J. Clarke Pty. Ltd. and KC & H.
Forrest and Hagel Pty. Ltd.?

(2) What were the extent of the loans?
(3) Why did G. J. Clarke Pty. Ltd. and K.

& H. Forrest and Hagel Pty. Ltd. cease
operations?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) Refer to answer given to

question 1258.

(3) (a) G. J. CLARKE PTY. LTD.
The company ceased operations
because it incurred substantial
losses and there was no likelihood
of an improved trading
performance.

(b) K. & H. FORREST & HAGEL
PTY. LTD.
This company also ceased
operations because of the
incurrence of heavy losses with no
apparent likelihood of an improved
trading performance.

PRISONERS

Rehabilitation Study Courses
1301. Mr JAMIESON, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Why are not special encouragement and
incentive remissions made in this State's
prison system for prisoners doing
education courses?

(2) Is he aware that such remissions apply
under other Australian States' prison
systems?

(3) Is it the intention to introduce a similar
remission programme in this State?

(4) What kind of incentives do apply in
Western Australian prisons to encourage
prisoners to take study course for
rehabilitation purposes?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) All prisoners sentenced to a finite term

are entitled to remission for good
behaviour. It would be inappropriate to
.administer an additional remission
system for prisoners undertaking study
courses.

(2)
(3)
(4)

No.
No.
Prisoners are encouraged to take study
courses in the following ways-

(a) Prisoners are able to study on a full
or part-time basis.

(b) The Department of Corrections
employs full-time education
officers, all of whom have a tertiary
degree and a teacher's qualification.

(c) Most prisoners are able to utilise
good facilities for study during
normal working hours.
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(d) The prison's educational system is
fully integrated with that of the
community.

(e) The department encourages
specialised lecturers and tutors to
enter the prison.

(f) Female prisoners approved for leave
of absence may study part-time at
educational institutions.

(g) Prisoners are able to study on a
part-time basis at outside
educational institutions on leave of
absence during the last three
months of their sentence.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1302. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

Will he list those general Work areas
within his portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-
(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(a) and (b) The information is being
collated and the member will be
advised when it is available.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1303. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Local
Government:

Will she list those general work areas
within her portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-
(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?
Mrs CRAIG replied:

(a) and (b) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1304. Mr DAVIES, to the Chief Secretary:
Will he list those general work areas
within his portfolios which were carried

out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-

(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(a) and (b) The information is being
collated and the member will be
advised when it is available.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1305. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister
Resources Development:

for

Will he list those general work areas
within his portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-

(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(a) and (b) Department
Development:

Resources

Not applicable.
Mines Department:
Nil.
State Energy Commission:
In the case of the State Energy
Commission, it is quite impossible
to provide the information required
by the Leader of the Opposition.
The Works carried out by the
commission are many and varied
and the commission uses a mixture
of Government and private
enterprise, depending on the
particular nature of the tasks being
faced and the demand for Energy
Commission services at the time.
Private contractors are used
generally where specific expertise
exists, and in a manner
complementary to the utilisation of
the commission's own labour force.
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GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1306. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

Will he list those general work areas
within his portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-
(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?
Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(a) Nil.
(b) Nil.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1307. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Works:

Will he list those general work areas
within his portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-
(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?
Mr M ENSAROS replied:

(a) and (b) The information requested
by the member is being collated. He
will be advised when these details
are available.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1308. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Transport:

Will he list those general work areas
within his portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-
(a)
(b)

solely by private enterprise; or
as a mixture of Government and
private enterprise?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(a) and (b) The information is being

collated and the member will be
advised when it is available.

GOVERNMENT WORKS
Private Enterprise

1309. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Health:

Will he list those general Work areas
within his portfolios which were carried
out by Government employees prior to
March 1974, but are now carried out-
(a) solely by private enterprise; or
(b) as a mixture of Government and

private enterprise?
Mr YOUNG replied:

(a) and (b) The information is being
collated and the member will be
advised when it is available.

WOOD CHIPPING
Clear Felled Cooupes

1310. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:
(1) Would the Minister please list all clear

felled coupes in each of the forest blocks
within the wood chip licence area?

(2) Within the list, please specify the size of
each coupe, the year in which the coupe
was clear felled and whether the coupe
is designated as karri or karri-marri?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The information requested is not readily

available and will be forwarded to the
member in writing when it is extracted.

(2) As pointed out in answers to the
member's questions 215 on 13 August
1980, and 893 and 894 on 30 September
1980 it is not possible to provide
separate areas for karri and karri-marri
types. The other information requested
will be forwarded as set out in (I ) above.

HOUSING
Pensioners: SHC Policy

1311. Mr BARNETT, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Housing:
(1) Is the State Housing Commission

implementing a policy of evicting the
elderly and pensioners from their State
houses into special pensioner
accommodation, under threat of
increased rent if they refuse?
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(2) Is he aware that this policy is causing
distress to at least one elderly person in
Jarrahdale who is in her 80th year and
has -been asked to either pay an
increased rent, or move from a house
which she has occupied for some years?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) No. The policy to which the member

refers is framed to make family-type
housing available in areas of strong
demand and are currently under
occupied by either single or pensioner
couples. In recognition of the sensitivity
of the policy, the commission is making
a personal approach to these tenants and
allowing them to decide to either
transfer into pensioner-type housing in
an area of their choice or remain in the
family home. If the decision is for the
latter than a rent differential is charged
which is a maximum of $2.50 per week
for a single pensioner or $5.00 per week
for a pensioner couple. Before assessing
this charge, sympathetic consideration
will be given to extenuating
circumstances.

(2) As stated previously, each case will be
handled individually and with a
sensitivity for the particular
circumstances. The lady at Jarrahdale
referred to will be visited personally by a
senior officer of the commission to
clarify the position and relieve any
distress caused by the original approach.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Safety Bay

1312. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Is he aware that Safety Bay Primary

School has--
(a) very meagre toilet facilities for

staff-,
(b) a resource centre inadequate for its

child population; and
(c) no place in which to hold assemblies

during wet or very hot weather?
(2) For what reason has there been no

allocation of moneys to the Safety Bay
Primary School in the latest Budget?

(3) Can some reconsideration be given to
the matters above with a view to
providing money within the next 12
months to upgrade thse facilities?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) (a) Staff toilet provisions are in accord

with current standards.
(b) By present levels of building the

library resource centre is smaller
than is being provided. There is a
programme for extending the
smaller libraries at a number of
schools and Safety Bay is listed for
attention in a future financial year.

(c) This school has wide verandahs
which can be used for assemblies.

(2) and (3) The needs of the Safety Bay
Primary School will be reviewed and
where upgrading is essential the work
will be listed for attention in a future
Budget.

TRAFFIC: RTA

Rockingham

1313. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister 'for
Works:
(1) Have tenders now closed for the

construction of the new Rockingham
Road Traffic Authority building?

(2) Are plans available for the new
building?

(3) Will he please table same?
(4) Has a tender been accepted, and if so,

for how much?
(5) When is it expected the building will

commence?
(6) When is it expected the building will, be

completed?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1)
(2)
(3)

(4)
(5)
(6)

Yes.
Yes.
No, but the member can peruse them at
the Public Works Department after
prior notice to me.
Yes-$158 672.00
Within seven days.
April 1981.

STATE FORESTS

Forests Department: Skilled Workers
1314. Mr BARNETIT, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Forests:

Is it fact that the Forests Department is
experiencing a shortage of qualified and
skilled manpower due to the loss of
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personnel to private enterprise, int
particular, the Aluminium Company of
Australia-(Alcoa)?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
No. There has been no undue
acceleration in resignations of qualified
and skilled manpower to private
enterprise. Wastage in cartographic
draftsmen has, however, been above
normal and is being corrected by
recruitment.

1315. This question was postponed.

MEAT: LAMB
Export to Middle East

1316. Mr GRE WAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) How many tonnes of Western
Australian lamb were exported to
Middle East markets in 1979-80?

(2) How many tonnes were transported
by-
(a) ship;
(b) aircraft,
in chilled and [rozen state?

(3) Earlier this year the Federal
Government announced relaxed
restrictions on airfreighting to and from
the Middle East. As a result of this
decision how many additional tonnes of
lamb have been airfreighted?

(4) What are relative costs-

(a) per tonne;
(b) per kilogram,
of carcase by the different transport
modes to the Middle East centres?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) l1l357 tonnes.
(2) (a) Ship-b 897 frozen;

(b) Aircraft-460 chilled.

(3) Nil
(4) Relative costs-

(a) Scheduled passenger airlines-
$1 250 per tonne;
$ 1.25 per kg;

(b) By charter aircraft-
$2 260-$2 500 per tonne;
$2.264$2.50 per kg.

ROAD
Mitchell Freeway: Stage 4

1317. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received a submission from the

City of Stirling seeking a special grant
of $2 million to offset same of the costs
associated with roadworks directly
related to stage 4 of the Mitchell
Freeway?

(2) When does he expect to be able to
respond to this request from the City of
Stirling?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Yet.
(2) Details are being examined and a reply

will be made shortly.

IMMIGRATION
Immigrants and Refugees: Intake

1318. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Immigration:
(1) How many immigrants Came to Western

Australia during-
(a) 1977-78,
(b) 1978-79;
(c) 1979-80?

(2) From which countries of origin did these
migrants come?

(3) How many of these people were
refugees?

(4) Is the Federal Government giving
consideration to increasing the rate of
migration in view of the demand for
labour occasioned by an expansion of
resource development?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) 1977-78 9 856;

(b) 1978-79 7 397;
(c) 1979-80 8 577.

(2) Rtegion 1977.78 1978-79 1979.80
UK and trcland 4494 2495 3236
North Europe 367 325 55s

Souh urpe490 396 363
Soda~s 99 72 6
USA and Canada 247 192 200
South America 77 52 42
Afeic 563 672 646
Asia 2205 2158 2140
Ocania £226 964 1247
Australia 78 71 77

9856 7397 1577
- - __r

These statistics indicate the regions from
which migrants have come. There are
almost 90 source countries of origin. The
statistics will take longer to prepare and
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will be forwarded to the member on
completion.

(3) 1977-78 593
1978-79 1 013
1979-80 1 273.

(4) The Commonwealth Minister for
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs has
indicated that the programme for 1980-
81 has been set at an increased figure of
95 000 for Australia.
(Source: Commonwealth Department of
Immigration and Ethnic Affairs).

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Mt. Hawthorn

1319. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Works:

(1) Is it a fact that certain contruction
works are being carried out at the Mt.
Hawthorn Junior Primary School?

(2) If "Yes", when did these works
commence, and when will they finish?

(3) Do the works involve the use of
asbestos?

(4) Do the workers wear protective
clothing?

(5) When working asbestos, what
precautions have been taken and when
to protect the school children from
asbestos dust?

(6) How have the asbestos dust residues
been disposed ofl

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) Yes, if the question refers to the Mt.
Hawthorn Primary School which is on
the same site as the junior primary

school.
(2) Commenced 30 May 1980. Anticipated

completion 14 November 1980.
(3)
(4)

Yes.
Protective masks only are worn in
accordance with normal safety practices.

(5) Cutting of asbestos is not carried out
when children are in the immediate
vicinity of the working area. Barricades
have been erected and a special hand-
saw is used to reduce the amount of
asbestos dust.

(6) Residues are collected into a sealed bag
and disposed of off-site daily.

ELECTORAL

Electors Rendered Unable to Vote
1320. Mr BERTRAM, to the Chief Secretary:

Excluding the Kinmberley election in
1977, how many electors in this State
are known to have been rendercd or
encouraged or assisted to render
themselves unable to vote by the use for
that purpose of alcohol or drugs in the
last-
(a) two years;
(b) 15 years;
(c) 30 years;
(d) 90 years?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(a) to (d) There are no

available which would
answering the question.

statistics
assist in

HOSPITAL

King Edward Memorial: Cleaning
1321. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that private cleaning
contractors are to be brought in to clean
certain areas of the King Edward
Memorial Hospital?

(2) If "Yes", what is the reason for this
action?

(3) Is it a fact that all cleaning at the
hospital is normally done by cleaners
employed on wages by the hospital?

(4) If private cleaning contractors are
brought in to King Edward Memorial
Hospital, how many cleaning staff
positions will be lost?

(5) Is it a fact that other major teaching
hospitals are giving consideration to
employing private cleaning contractors
rather than cleaners employed on
wages?

(6) If "Yes" to (5), please provide details?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes, providing savings in operation can

be achieved to the satisfaction of the
board of management.

(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Savings in cost of operation.
Yes.
4.5 persons.
Yes.

3118



[Wednesday, 5 November 1980] 11

(6) The use of contract cleaners in
designated are-as is being considered at
all teaching hospitals to achieve
economy in operation. It will be
necessary to economise in some areas of
activity in order to maintain services in
other areas.

HEALTH: MENTAL
Psychosurgery Operations

1322. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many psychosurgery operations
have been performed during past 10
years in Western Australian
Government hospitals?

(2) In which hospitals have psychosurgery
operations been performed and how
many were considered to be successful?

(3) Is it a fact that ECT was administered
to a minor at Heathcote Hospital during
the period 10 February to lB June,
1976?

(4) Will he provide me with statistics
relating to the use of ECT during the
past five years by public and private
hospitals?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) and (2) Whilst records of all operations

performed in Government hosptials are
kept and are encoded for statistical
analysis, it is not possible to discriminate
psychosurgical operations from certain
other brain operations along with which
they are encoded.

(3) Yes, after discussion and with the
written consent of the parent.

(4) The information required to respond to
this question will necessitate a
considerable amount of research. I will
convey the information in writing as
soon as it has been collated.

COMMUNITY WELFARE
Rent Subsidies

1323. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:

Is it a fact that rent subsidies paid in
special circumstances by the
Community Welfare Department will no
longer be available following the
transfer of responsibility from

Community Welfare Department to
Department of Social Security of
payment of certain pensions?

Mr HASSELL replied:
No. it is not a fact.
The rental subsidies paid in special
circumstances will continue after 6
November 1980, when full responsibility
for payment of the supporting parents
benefit will be transferred to the
Department of Social Security.

MR JOHN DOOHAN
File: Education Department

1324. Mr PARKER. to the Minister
Education:

for

(1) Does the Education Department hold a
file or files on Mr John Doohan of
Willagee or any member of his family?

(2) (a) If "No" has it ever held such a file;
and

(b) when and how was it disposed of?
(3) If "Yes" to (I)-

(a) what is the nature of the file(s);
(b) since none of Mr Doohan's family

attends educational institutions
under the control of his department
any longer, will he have the file
destroyed?

(4) Was any information from such a file
transmitted to the Western Australian
Police Force or to any security or
intelligence agencies?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) Yes;

(b) it was shredded in December 1978.
(3) N/A.
(4) No.

MR JOHN DOOM-AN
File: Department for Community Welfare

1325. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for
Community Welfare:
(1) Does the Community Welfare

Department hold a file Or files on Mr
John Doohan of Willagee or any
members of his family?

(2) If "No"'. has it ever held such a ile, and
when and how was it disposed of?
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(3) If "Yes" to (I)-
(a)
(b)

what is the nature of the file(s);
what is the justification
continuing to hold such a file
will he have the file destroyed?

for
and

(4) Was any information from such a file
transmitted to the Western Australian
Police Force or to any security or
intelligence agencies.

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) to (4) It has been a long-standing
practice accepted by Parliament that
files of a personal nature held by the
Department for Community Welfare are
confidential and not the subject of
public disclosure.
I am not prepared to disclose publicly
whether or not there is a ile relating to
the gentleman concerned or members of
his family.
If the member has a boa r ide
reason to inquire on specific matters on
behalf of an individual he will receive an
appropriate response to correspondence.

(7) Is he aware that on 20 June, 1980, the
Workers Compensation Board made an
order declaring that the State
Government Insurance Office was under
a duty to supply to Mr Doohan a copy of
the report of Dr G. F. Fletcher arising
out of Mr Doohan's attendance upon
him on 25 August 1975?

(8) Is he aware that the only reason the
board did not make an order declaring
that the State Government Insurance
Office was under a duty to supply Mr
Doohan a copy of the said report and to
deliver a copy to him forthwith was that
"it would be improper for the board to
act in vain. Therefore it will not make
an order for production of a document
where it cannot be enforced."?

(9) Since he is in a position to enforce the
production of the report will he do so?

(10) (a) Is his department concerned at the
actions of the State Government
Insurance Office;

(b) will he take action with respect to
them; and

(c) what action?
Mr

MR JOHN DOOHAN
SGlO: Actions

1326. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:
(1) Is he aware that on 28 April this year

the Attorney General advised Mr John
Doohian of Willagee that a legal officer
of the Crown Law Department had, in
September 1978 advised an officer of
the State Government Insurance Office
with respect to Mr Doohan's case?

(2) Was that advice sought after the receipt
of a letter from the Compensation
Department of the Trades and Labor
Council, which he has indicated in a
letter to Mr Doohan was received on I I
September 1978?

(3) What was the advice?
(4) Was it as a result of that advice that the

State Government Insurance Office
returned Mr Doohan's psychiatric report
to Dr Fletcher on 12 September 1978?

(5) Did the State Government Insurance
Office, on the same day, reply to the
Trades and Labor Council
Compensation Department that it did
not have a copy of Dr Fletcher's report?

(6) How does he justify such an action?

O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (6) Doohan's claim was finalised in

1975 by the payment of a lump sum in
full settlement accepted by the claimant.
Some three years later he requested a
copy of one of the medical reports.
The Crown Law Department acts as the
legal adviser of the State Government
Insurance Office and I understand that
its advice was sought. The legal advice
was that there was no legal obligation to
supply the report as the claim had been
finalised.

(7) Yes.
(8) Yes.
(9) No, I cannot order the State

Government Insurance Office to supply
a report which is not in its possession.
I have not been advised why Mr Doohan
requires the report.
If, however, he is anxious to have a
psychiatric report, I have no objection to
his attending upon a psychiatrist of his
own choosing and I will arrange for the
costs to be met from State Government
Insurance Office funds.

(10) (a) to (c) The State Government
Insurance Office has acted on legal
advice as it is expected to do and I
fail to see what further action is
necessary.
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BUILDING INDUSTRY
Builders' Registration Board: Area of Jurisdiction
1327. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for

Consumer Affairs:
(1) Further to question 1268 of 1980

relating to the Builders' Registration
Board and the statement on page 14 of
the report of the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative
Investigations that inquiries and
complaints to his office indicate the need
to extend the geographical jurisdiction
of the Builders' Registration Board, at
least to the well populated country
areas, is he aware of the statement of
page 30 of the eighth annual report of
the Bureau of Consumer Affairs under
the heading of "New Home
Construction" that-

The prime limiting factor in terms of
board's jurisdiction is its inability to
utilise statutory power where homes are
constructed beyond the defined
metropolitan area boundaries. The
Consumer Affairs Council is mystified
at the lack of' progress toward amending
consumer protection provisions of the
Builders Registration Act so as to
provide board jurisdiction in rural
centres. The Council is of the opinion
that continued efforts must be made to
amend the necessary provisions in order
to eliminate the clearly disadvantaged
country town consumer. The
metropolitan area, as presently defined,
also disadvantages consumers in some of
Perth's rapidly developing peripheral
areas?

(2) In view of concern having been
expressed by both the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative
Investigation and the Consumer Affairs
Council, what reasons can he give for
the Government's refusal to extend the
jurisdiction of the Builders' Registration
Board?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) As given in reply to question 203
answered in this House on 13 August
1980.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Aluminium Smelter

1328. Mr BARNETT', to the Premier:

(1) Is he correctly reported in the South
Western Times of 15 January 1980
when he said "a firm commitment to
proceed with the construction of a
smelter would be needed by about June
of this year in order for the State
Energy Commission to proceed on their
timetable"?

(2) Has a decision been made?
(3) Has the State Energy Commission been

given the go ahead to plan for provision
of power?

Sir
(1)

CHARLES COURT replied:
to (3) The Government subsequently
requested proposals from two groups
who are interested in the construction of
an aluminium smelter for the State.
These two groups are due to come
forward to the Government with their
proposals by the end of the year. At that
time the Government will consider its
response to the proposals and deal with
all other matters, including the provision
of power.
In the meantime, the potential power
needs are being taken into account in
the overall State Energy Commission
projections and planning.

BREAD
Deliveries on Weekends

1329. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(1) Is consideration being given to allowing

delivery to be made of fresh bread from
bakeries on Saturdays and on Sundays?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) when is this change likely to occur;
(b) to whom will such deliveries be

permitted; and
(c) how many bakery staff and bread

carters are likely to lose their jobs
as a result of this proposed change?
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Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) The Bread Act now permits deliveries of

bread to be effected on Saturdays, and
prohibits deliveries of bread on Sundays
in both metropolitan and country areas.
No consideration is being given to
varying these delivery times.

(2) (a) to (c) Answered by (1).

RAILWAYS

Tonnages Hauled, and Freight Rates Revenue
1330. Mr McPHARLIN. to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) For the financial year ended 30 June

1980, what was the tonnage hauled by
Westrail of-

(2)

(3)

(a) bauxite;
(b) alumina;
(c) iron ore;
(d) mineral sands;
(e) wood chips;
(f) salt;
(g) gypsum;
(h) coal;
(i) grain;
(j) bulk cargoes not specified?
What was the average haulage distances
of each of the above commodities?
What was the annual revenue received
by Westrail for each of the above
commodities for the financial year ended
30 June 1980?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) to(3)

YEAR ENDING 30 JUNE
1980

Tonnes Revenu Average
000's 000 Haul

kmn

Bauxite
Alumina
Iron Ore
Mineral sands
Wood chips
Salt
Gypsum
Coal
Grain
Other bulk

commodities
TOTALS

5 582
2452
1 742
1 250

705
100
83

1775
3 534

5214
5 538

12521
5053
3571

666
776

I I 589
37 246

s0
90

495
160
156
383
365
P75
286

2089 21637
19 312 103 811

WATER RESOURCES
Farm Water Supply Loan Scheme

1331. Mr McPHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) How many loans have been approved

under the farm water supply loan
scheme since 30 June 1975?

(2) How many of these are inside
comprehensive water supply scheme
boundaries?

(3) How many failures have been recorded
due to leakage?

(4) What assurance is an applicant given
that he can obtain further assistance
financially, and otherwise, if his dam
fails to hold?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) 791.
(2) Numbers are not recorded. Farmers

within the comprehensive water scheme
boundaries, and within areas prescribed
for loan assistance, are eligible for water
supply loans provided the farms are not
connected to, or included on plans for
connection to the comprehensive water
scheme.

(3) While officers of the Department of
Agriculture are involved in assessment
of on-farm water supplies and providing
technical assistance on behalf of the
farm water supply committee they are
not usually involved in post construction
contact with the farmer unless a request
is made. Hence there is no list of the
number of leaking dams.

(4) Should a dam fail to hold water a
farmer is eligible to apply for further
financial assistance. Free technical
assistance is available as part of the
normal advisory services provided by the
Department of Agriculture. The aim of
the scheme is to achieve on-farm
security of water supplies.

HEALTH: TOBACCO SMOKING
Press Advertisements

1332. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is he aware of an article published in
The Sunday Times of 26 October 1980,
entitled "Be Ahead in the Hunt for
Jobs" which in a "check list for job
interviews" included the following
advice:-
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Cigarettes: Hidden away but ready.
Lighter: Make sure it is working?

(2) Has the Government taken this sort of
promotion of smoking amongst young
people into consideration in deciding
against the banning of advertising of
tobacco products in the printed media?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.

POLICE
Staff Shortages, Overtime, and Patrols

1333. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Is he aware of claims by the Police
Union that the full effect of the degree
of staff shortages has been hidden by the
creation of six-day rosters to ill gaps in
rosters where provision has not been
made for sickness, leave, relief, or
special operations?

(2) If "Yes", does his department agree
with this claim, and if not, does this
mean that it is satisfied that police
officers should be expected to work six-
day shifts on a regular basis in the
absence of proper provision of gaps in
rosters due to sickness, leave, relief, or
special operations?

(3) What special arrangements are to be
made to ensure public safety in view of
the gaps in rosters which will arise as a
result of the ban on voluntary overtime
which was expected to take effect after I
November?

(4) What is the number of patrols being
maintained in northern suburbs at night
and weekends?

(5) How many officers are involved in each
patrol?

(6) What suburbs are covered by these
patrols?

(7) (a) Are there any one-man patrols in
force;

(b) if there are, in which suburbs are
they operating?

(8) How many patrols operate from the
Warwick police complex each night and
at weekends?

(9) What is the number of officers rostered
for duty at the Warwick police complex
each week night and at weekends?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No.

(2) No. Any duty in excess of 40 hours
other than continuous duty and court
appearances has always been of a
voluntary nature by officers working in
their off-duty hou rs to provide
additional protection to the motoring
public. This type of overtime is not
intended to cover instances such as sick
leave, annual, or other relief.

(3) As explained in (2) above, voluntary
overtime is apart from normal rosters;
therefore, special arrangements are not
necessary. Police officers can be detailed
to work additional hours should special
circumstances arise-

(4) to (9) This information is not for public
knowledge as it would inhibit
enforcement officers in performance of
their duty.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Mirrabooka

1334. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has a costing yet been obtained from
the Public Works Department for a
minor works submission from the
Mirrabooka, Primary School for fencing
of the school oval?

(2) When will a decision be made by the
regional works committee on this
submission?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) The Public Works Department has been
requested to supply a detailed costing
report on this job.

(2) A meeting of the regional works
committee will be held in late November
1980 to consider the cost report.

HEALTH: MENTAL
Electroconvulsive Therapy

1335. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) As he has stated that he is aware of the

existence of research which shows that
electro convulsive therapy, applied
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correctly, is a useful and safe procedure,
is he aware that equally as much
scientific research exists showing that
ECT is not an effective and safe form of
treatment?

(2) Is he aware that the psychiatric
profession itself throughout the world is
divided in its opinion on the use of
ECT?

(3) Is he aware that ECT has been banned
by law in some countries?

(4) Is he also aware that legislation to
protect patients from involuntary
administration of ECT has been
introduced into some Mental Health
Acts?

(5) Is he aware that there are psychiatrists
in Western Australia who would like to
see the administration of ECT tightly
controlled by law so that nobody is given
it involuntarily?

Mr YOUNG replied:

I am not aware that there has been
".equally as much scientific research
showing that ECT is not an effective
and safe form of treatment" and doubt
its existence. I am, however, aware of
the illogical anecdotal and unscientific
propaganda emanating in the main from
an Organisation on whose behalf it
appears the member may be asking
questions.

(2) The medical profession is divided over as
many issues as parliamentarians.
Authoritative statements in favour of
ECT have been issued by the American
Psyciatric Association;- the Royal
Australian and New Zealand College of
Psychiatrists, and the British Royal
College of Psychiatrists.

(3) I believe that this is so in one small
European country.

(4) I am not aware of any Act that
specifically forbids the giving of ECT.

(5) 1 am informed that the number of
psychiatrists who may hold these views
is very small. Significantly, they are not
placed in positions where they would be
faced with this decision.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
POLICE AND RTA

Overtime
379. Mr T. H-. JONES, to the Minister for

Police and Traffic:
In view of-
(1) the comments made by the

Secretary of the Police Union in
today's edition of the Daily News to
the effect that the Road Traffic
Authority had only two-thirds of

the policemen it needed;
(2) the fact that in the last financial

year members df the Police Force
were paid $1 356 950.09 and
members of the Road Traffic
Authority were paid $1 118 169 for
overtime worked; and

(3) complaints made regarding the
shortage of patrolmen at Collie,
Warwick, Albany, and other towns
in Western Australia,

will he advise what action the
Government intends taking in order to
overcome the problems of policemen
working excessive overtime and the
undermanning of police stations in
Western Australia?

Mr H-ASSELL replied:

(Ij to (3) 1 received no notice of this
detailed question and so I ask the
member to bear in mind that fact when I
give my answer. On the payment of
overtime in the Road Traffic Authority,
there needs to be an understanding of
what is involved in that overtime.
Approximately $1 million is allocated
for overtime and approximately half of
that amount is used in unavoidable
recall duty which has two parts: recall
duty for court appearances for cases
being prosecuted by traffic control
officers themselves and for the
continuation and completion Of Work
which is undertaken during the time an
officer is on duty, such as with respect to
involved matters where perhaps a traffic
patrol officer apprehends an offender
such as a person suspended of drunken
driving a quarter of an hour before he
finishes his shift. The officer is duty-
bound to complete the processing of that
suspect which may take him well past
his allotted shift. So half of the money
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allocated to the Road Traffic Authority
is used up in that way-in unavoidable
recall work which could not be changed
no matter what system we had and what
number of officers we had.
The other half of that $1 million is for
voluntary recall work. I have been
advised that the approximate annual
cost of employing each police
officer-using the rule of thumb-is
three times his base salary. That does
not mean it is all attributable to him;
but it is a cost in the system.

It is readily appreciated that if we
applied that total overtime money in the
Road Traffic Authority to employing
extra police officers, we would get very
few indeed. A very much larger sum of
money than the overtime money
allocated would be necessary. In respect
of the Police Force itself, the overtime
money which is allocated to a very large
extent is used for continuation of duties
which must be carried on by the
individual concerned. If we have a
detective working on a particular case
and he has to go on with that case and
work overtime, he cannot hand over the
job in the middle to someone else. It is
not as simple as saying we can take
overtime moneys in the Budget and turn
that amount into additional policemen;
that has to be appreciated at the outset.
It must be appreciated as well that to
the extent that we take the available
overtime money and apply it to
employing additional policemen, we
would get very few additional men at all.

The addition of extra policemen
manning the areas the member
mentioned is under consideration.
Whatever system we have at whatever
time, we would have to consider how
many policemen we could employ and
how big a coverage we could offer.
There are certain political pressures
which are built up from time to time to
have policemen in one particular area or
another. With the improvement in
communications and transportation, as a
matter of simple efficiency regardless of
the numbers available, the police would
to some extent be centralising their
operations on the basis of regional
offices rather than small, one-man police
stations around the metropolitan and
country areas.

The point about the total number of
policemen has been examined carefully
and is under further consideration. I
indicate to the member for Collie that I
spent between one and two hours this
morning with three members of the
executive of the Police Union as a result
of their discussions at their executive
meeting this morning and we have
agreed to confer further. In fairness to
the executive of the union, it does
appreciate that in the current financial
year the Government simply does not
have any funds available to alter the
decisions which have been made.

HOUSING
Donnelly River Mill

380. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many houses at Donnelly River
Mill are owned by the State Housing
Commission?

(2) Is it a fact that Bunnings Ltd. has
indicated that it will no longer require
these houses for the housing of
employees after 31 December, 1980?

(3) If "Yes" to (2)-

(a) Does the commission propose to
allow the houses at Donnelly River
Mill to be used for commission
rental accommodation?

(b) Does the Government propose to
establish a tourist type village at
this settlement and if so, how will it
be established and administered
after 31 December 1980?

(4) Does Bunnings Ltd. propose to continue
to supply water and to dispose of
rubbish at Donnelly River Mill after 31
December 1980, and if not, what
alternative provisions for these services
are contemplated?
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Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1) 27 houses.

(2) In accordance with an agreement with
the State Housing Commission, the
company has given notice it no longer
requires the houses and that it has
advised its employees of this decision
and that it will be offering them
alternative housing at other company
locations. Any remaining tenants after
that date will need to make separate
arrangements with the commission.

(3) (a) and (b) The future of these houses
which involves a number of Government
departments is yet to be determined.

(4) No, but again the continuation of these
services will depend upon (3).

PUBLIC TELEPHONE

Pinjarra
381. Mr SHALDERS, to the Honorary

Minister Assisting the Minister for Housing:

In light of the former Minister for Posts
and Telecommunications' obstinancy
and total lack of compassion in refusing
the requests made by the residents.
myself, and the Federal member for
Forrest (Mr Peter Drummond) for the
provision of a public telephone in the
locality known as the Wilson Road
subdivision in Pinjarra, would the
Minister agree to make further
representation regarding this matter on
behalf of the people living in the area,
the majority of whom are State Housing
Commission tenants?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

Yes, I will support
representation.

any further

POLICE
Staff Shortages, Overtime, and Patrols

382. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

My question on notice 1333 today, in
parts (4) to (9) referred to the number
of patrols being maintained in northern
suburbs at night and at the weekends,
the number of officers involved, what
suburbs were covered, the use of one-
man patrols, the number of patrols
operating from the Warwick police
complex at night and at weekends, and

the number of officers rostered at the
Warwick complex each week night and
at weekends. The Minister answered
that the information is not for public
knowledge as it would inhibit
enforcement officers in the performance
of their duty.

What assurance can the public have,
given the prominence in the media of the
effect of police and patrolmen shortages
due to the ban on voluntary overtime by
the RTA, that their safety will be
maintained?

Mr HASSELL replied:

The effect of the refusal or the road
patrol officers to undertake voluntary
overtime work, whilst it has certainly
been significant and is of great concern
to me at this time-in particular when
we are approaching the holiday season
and when we are attempting to step up
the effectiveness of our campaign
against drinking and driving and the
road toll generally-has not been to
eliminate the normal operations of
traffic patrols which involve rosters of
police officers to do normal duties,
which include traffic patrols. The
member can be assured that normal
police protection is available in the
Warwick area. I find some difficulty
with the member's question because it
appears to be directed to the traffic
patrol only and, again, is referring to
traffic mainly; but it seems to be
relevant also to general police duties. In
so far as general police duties are
concerned, there is quite a different
situation from that which applies in the
traffic patrol area. General police duties
are not subject to the same effect as are
the traffic patrols as a result of the ban
on voluntary overtime.

AUSTRALIAN TAXATION OFFICE
Zone Allowances

383. Mr SODEMAN, to the Honorary Minister
Assisting the Minister for Regional
Administration and the North West:

(1) Who are the members of the recently
announced State committee on taxation
zone allowances and what interests do
they represent?
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(2) Do any of these members reside in the
north-west of the State?

(3) Is it intended that the committee will
visit the north of the State prior to
making a submission to the Federal
inquiry?

(4) Will the establishment of the State
committee prevent people in Western
Australia from making submissions
direct to the Federal inquiry or the State
structured committee?

Mr LAURANCE replied:
(1) Hon. Ian J, Laurance, MLA,

Hon. Minister for Housing, Regional
Administration and the North West.
(Chairman).
Mr L. C. Brodie-Hall, CMG.
Director, Western Mining Corporation.
Area of Interest--development and
mining.
Mr R. M. Rowell, OBE.
Chairman, State Shipping Service.
Area of Interest--servic, business,
pastoral industry.
Mrs J. Percy
State President, Isolated Childrens
Parents Association.
Area. of Interest-remote area
community interests.
Mr G. Ludkins
Past President, Roebourne Shire
Council.
Area of Interest-business, local
government.
The name of the sixth member of the
committee to represent farming interests
is to be announced shortly.

(2) All members of the committee have
been chosen for their extensive
involvement with the area of interest
they represent and with the remote areas
of the State.
The chairman represents the north-west
electorate of Gascoyne and resides at
Carnarvont. Mrs Percy resides at
Williambury Station in the north-west
and Messrs Rowell and Brodie-Hall
have had extensive experience living and
working in pastoral and mining areas.
Mr Ludkins was previously a long-term
resident in the Pilbara and has recently
moved to Perth.
The secretary to the committee was
previously the Goldfields Regional
Administrator.

(3) Yes. A programme of visits to the
northern areas by the committee will be
published shortly. The fact that input is
being encouraged by the State
Government and by local State members
of Parliament from shires and
communlity groups will ensure a broad
and meaningful contribution.

(4) No.
Submissions can be made to both or
either the Federal inquiry or the State
committee.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN:
CHIEF SECRETARY

Prisoner Lionel Cruitenden: Questions

384. Mr PEARCE, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Has he seen a report in this morning's
edition of The West Australian which
indicates that the questions given to him
by The West Australian, which he
claimed were drafted by an officer of the
Department of Corrections, were in fact
drafted by a staff journalist of The West
Australian?

(2) Did he see my statement which
indicated that the questions I asked,
which he claimed were drafted by an
Officer of the Department of
Corrections, were in fact all my own
work?

(3) Does he accept these declarations; and,
if so, will he reconsider his attitude to
answering questions on this matter?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) to (3) 1 have no doubt that in the sense

that questions were physically written
down by the member for Gosnells and
the reporter from The West Australian,
they were drafted by those respective
people. However, I have no doubt that
the substance of the questions and,
indeed, some of the phraseology-

Mr Davies: Where is your proof? Ministers
are constantly doing this-slurring
employees.

Mr HASSELL: -originates from an
employee of the Department of
Corrections who has been so valiantly
trying to provide information to the
member for Gosnells and the media.

Mr Davies: You have no proof*about that at
all and it is a slur on your own staff.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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CONSERVATION AND THE
ENV IRON MENT

EPA: Structural Changes

385. Mr BARNETT', to the Premier:

I put a similar question last week to the
Premier and he suggested 1 put it this
week again. Does the Government
intend to legislate in this session of
Parliament to alter the structure of the
Environmental Protection Authority?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I think it was on Thursday.

Mr Barnett: You are dead right.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I said to him that
if he asked me that question at the same
time this week I would be able to give
him an answer. I suggest he does just
that.

GRAIN
Oats

386. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Adverting to question 1209, have the
charges for the handling of oats been set
in Western Australia by Co-operative
Bulk Handling, and if so, what are the
total charges per tonne which will be
levied?

(2) In view of the recent decision to permit
the warehousing of oats in Western
Australia and renovation of the
voluntary oats pool will there be any
attempt to ensure the orderly marketing
of oats in this State, and if so, will he
explain the details?

Mr OLD replied:
(I)
(2)

No.
Oat pools have been run by the Grain
Pool of Western Australia over many
years including the period since 1975,
when oats were a specially approved
grain. There is no reason that the Grain
Pool should not continue to run oat pools
either for prime quality grain or for
inferior grain, but this will doubtless
depend on the requirements of the
oatgrowers of Western Australia.

EDUCATION
Microcomputers

387. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for
Education:

I)s the Tandy TRS 80 microcomputer on
the approved list of equipment
authorised for purchase and use in
Western Anuralian State schools?

(2) If not, why not, and has the
manufacturer, Tandy Corporation
(Australian Branch), been advised of the
reason?

M r GRAY DEN replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) The Education Department

prepares a statement of educational
specifications and develops from
this a set of hardware
specifications. These are sent to the
education supplies branch which
transmits them to suppliers and
invites them to make submissions.
An expert advisory group consisting
of 1O members of whom three are
departmental officers, prepares a
short list. Suppliers on this short list
are invited to provide equipment for
evaluation by the group. The final
decision is then sent to the WA
Government Computing Policy
Committee for endorsement.

(h) The Tandy supplier has not
received notification of decisions
made because the supplier made no
formal submission. It submitted
only superficial advertising material
which quite specifically did not
meet the requirements for
submissions. Suppliers who did
make proper submissions have been
notified of decisions made.

HEALTH.: MEDICAL ACT
Section 13(1) (b)

388. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

In fairness to nurses and in the interest
of consistency and justice, is it his
intention to introduce a Bill to delete the
word "gross" from section 13(1) (b) of
the Medical Act; and, if not, why not?
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Mr YOUNG replied:
I thought the member for Mt Hawthorn
was in the House when we dealt with the
third reading of the Nurses Amendment
Hill. I made mention of the use of the
word "gross" as used in the term "gross
negligence" in that part of the Bill to
which he took offence. I said I would be
further discussing that question with the
Royal Australian Nursing Federation
and that I would consider the points
made by him. However, I said that the
word "grass" in the term "gross
negligence" was not commonly used, to
the best of the information I was able to
obtain, as an expression in the Statutes.
The section of the Medical Act to which
he referred in his speech last night uses
the wards "gross carelessness" and not
"gross negligence". I ask him to refer to
that when he raises this matter with the
Medical Board.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEES
G. J. Clarke Pity. Ltd. and K. & H. Forrest and

Hage) Pty. Ltd.

389. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

My question follows on from question
1300 answered today and relates also to
question 1258 directed to the Honorary
Minister Assisting the Minister for
Industrial Development and Commerce.
In answer to question 1258, the
Honorary Minister referred me to the
Treasurer and, in answer to questi on
1300, the Treasurer referred me to the
answer to question 1258. We seem to be
in a Catch 22 situation.
All I really want to know is the nature
of the business conducted by K. & H.
Forrest and Hagel Pty. Ltd., which the
Government funded.

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
With respect, I suggest if the Leader of
the Opposition reads the answer to
question 1258, he will see it does in fact
answer the question he has asked. That
is why, in preparing the draft answer
submitted to me, the officers concerned
merely referred back to the answer given
previously by the Honorary Minister.
The reference the Leader of the
Opposition is making now seems to be a
suggestion by the Honorary Minister
that, if any additional information was

sought, questions in that regard should
be directed to the Treasurer, because the
Honorary Minister, on behalf of the
Treasury, gave the reason the advance
had been made.

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEES
0. J. Clarke Pry. Ltd. and K. & H. Forrest and

Ha gel ty. Ltd.
390. Mr DAVIES, to the Treasurer:

This. question is supplementary to the
one I have just asked. If the Treasurer
examines the answers to the two
questions, he will see the information is
not given and I particularly asked the
nature of the business. I wanted to know
whether it was a building company, a
boat-building company, a quarrying
business, or a foundry. That is all I want
to know.
What was the nature of the business
conducted by K. & H. Forrest and
Hagel Pty. Ltd.?

Sir Charles Court: We will answer it.
Mr DAVIES: Does the Treasurer know the

answer? He does not know.
Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

If the Leader of the Opposition is going
to be pedantic about it, I assure him we
will have the matter researched, but I
certainly read the questions and answers
with meticulous care.

Mr Davies: You paid $235 000 and you do
not know what you paid it for.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is unacceptable

for the Treasurer to be asked a quiestion
and then, while he is attempting to
answer it, to be subjected to continuous
interjections. I ask members to desist
from interjecting while the Treasurer is
answering the question.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We will research
the matter further and, if a breakdown
of the information is required, I will
provide it to the Leader of the
Opposition. I shall have a look at the
matter and find out precisely what the
Leader of the Opposition wants-

Mr Davies: You do not know!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I do know the

nature of the business.
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Mr Davies: You do not know.
Sir CHARLES COURT; I will research the

Matter and answer the question
tomorrow.

Mr Davies: You do not know.
Sir CHARLES COURT: You should know!
Mr Davies: I do not know.

RAILWAYS
Freight Rates: Alcoa

391. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Transport:

I addressed a question to the Minister
for Transport last night and misheard
his answer. As a result of that, I
criticised the Minister. However, having
read the answer given to my question by
the Minister in today's Hansard, 1
realised I was mistaken and I apologise.
I believe the Minister has the
information available now; therefore, I
direct the question to him again as
follows-
(1) Is it a fact as reported in the Daily

News of 4 November, that only 48

per cent of labour cost increases
and only 3 per cent of fuel cost
increases have been passed on to
Alcoa by Westra il?

(2) Is it possible to calculate Alcoa's
rail subsidy savings for 1977, 1978
and 1979?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
the question and for his apology which I
accept.

Mr Davies: That is very generous of you!

Mr RUSHTON: The answer is as follows-
(1) to (3) No. All cost increases in full

(including labour and fuel) have
been passed on to Alcoa since
inception of the agreement. It is
clear from the Daily News report
that the Campaign to Save Native
Forests organisation has
misinterpreted the purpose and
effect of the formula in the
Alumina Refinery (Pinjarra)
Agreement.
The second part of the question is
therefore not applicable.
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