
5949

Tuesday, 5 November 1991

THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett) took the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - DUCK SHOOTING
Prohibition Legislation Support

MRS WATKINS (Wanneroc) [2.02 pm]: I have a petition in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the un -dersigned petitioners of Western Australia and residents, urge you not to
declare a Duck Shooting Season for 1991 and to legislate for the prohibition of any
future Duck Shooting in this State because of the cruelty inflicted on our wildlife; the
loss of significant waterbird breeding habitat; the pollution of the wetlands from lead
pellets, cartridges and other rubbish, and community disapproval of recreational
shooting of wildlife.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 2 395 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 128.]

PETITION.- EDUCATION SUPPORT POLICY REVIEW
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [2.03 pm]: I have a petition in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
The School Council of the Mt. Barker Primary School has been informed of proposed
policy changes to the selection criteria for children receiving assistance in educational
support facilities.
We ask that the Ministry of Education reviews the proposed changes to the Education
Support Policy and continues the practices currently in effect in all W.A. Government
schools.
We, the undersigned support the Mt. Barker Primary School Council in having this
policy reviewed.

The petition bears 286 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
(See petition No 129.]

PETITION - PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
Old Cannington Railway Station Reinstatement

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [2.04 pm]: My petition is addressed as follows -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, request the Government to take immediate steps to ensure that a
pedestrian crossing be reinstated at the site of the old Cannington railway station.
This crossing allows those householders living south of the railway line which
includes many pensioners, pedestrian access to the shops and Post office Agency
situated 298 to 302 Railway Parade, East Cannington.



This crossing used to allow those householders, including a large number of
Pensioners living north of the railway line pedestrian access to cross so as to attend
business, sporting events (including the Greyhound Meetings), and social visits in the
Albany Highway, Cannington vicinity.
Theme are already in existence many such ground level pedestrian crossings on the
Perth to Armadaie railway line and the removal of both the Station and crossing has
caused hardship to many family units.
Such a crossing has been in existence since early in the century when the Cannington
Station was commenced.
Your Petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your Petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 179 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 130.)

PETITION - ONE PARENT CENTRE, EAST FREMANTLE
Closure Reversal

MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Minister for Housing) [2.06 pm]: I have a petition in the
following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned residents of the State of Western Australia draw to the attention
of the House the pending closure of the One Parent Centre in East Fremantle. Your
petitioners therefore pray that the House take action to reverse the decision of the
Department for Community Services to close the One Parent Centre.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you wili give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 850 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 131.]

PETITION - METROPOLITAN REGION SCHEME 853/33A
Widening of Guildford Road, Stanley Street, Mt Lawley-Karhleen Street,

Bassendean, Reconsideration
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [2.08 pm]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned petition the Minister for Planning to reconsider the D.P.U.D.
preferred option under the Metropolitan Region Scheme 853/33A: Widening of
Guildford Road between Stanley St, Mt Lawley to Kathleen Street, Bassendean.
1. To give due consideration to alternative moutes allowing greater pedestrian safety
and access to the 8th Avenue shopping precinct.
2. To avoid the damage to or loss of buildings of heritage value.

3. To minimise the resumption on residential and commercial buildings.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration, and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 2 445 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 132.]

PETlITION - DAYLIGHT SAVING OPPOSITION
MR WIESE (Wagin) [2.09 pm]: I have a petition in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned object strongly to daylight saving on the grounds that:
1. It has already been twice rejected by Western Australians and a further trial
followed by a four million referendum cannot be justified.
2. Business people who need to retain time relativity with the eastern states have
made their own work time adjustments for the last few years and will continue to do
SO.
3. Western Australia is currently on the same time zone as many of our Asian trading
partners. Daylight saving will alter this existing favourable time relativity and may
adversely affect our export business with these Asian countries.
4. Daylight saving will adversely disrupt the lives of many thousand of Western
Australian families, especially those with young children and children at school.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 1 117 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 133.]

PETITION - DAYLIGHT SAVING SUPPORT
MR DONOVAN (Morley) [2.10 pm]: I have been given a petition by Legislative
Assembly staff which says exactly the opposite of what was said in the previous petition read
by the member for Wagin. It reads as follows -

To the H-onourable Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned residents of Western Australia request the Government to
intoduce daylight saving for the summer period to maintain the same time
differential between Western Australia and all other mainland States and Territories.
Your petitioners ask that earnest consideration is given to this matter and as in duty
bound will ever pray.

I am just a little embarrassed to note that the petition bears only 53 signatures. I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 134.]

PETITION - MT BARKER TAB AGENCY
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [2.11 pm]: I have a petition addressed to the Speaker and members
of the Legislative Assembly, and particularly to the Minister for Racing and Gamning. It is a
particularly appropriate petition to present on Melbourne Cup day, and reads as follows -

We, the undersigned residents of Mt Barker and districts, are alarmed at your
proposal to transfer the services of the Mt Barker TAB to one of the hotels in
Mt Barker and our grounds of objection are as follows -

(a) This town is already suffering from diminishing services and for the TAB to
transfer its premises to a hotel will mean another family out of work and
certainly headed for social security assistance.
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(b) The service provided by the existing operators has been and is of excellent
quality and by this virtue has either increased or held existing turnovers
despite the economic downturn.

(c) If this service was transferred to a hotel many present patrons would not
patronise and accordingly there is a certainty that turnover would diminish
rapidly.

(di) While Government is pressing for the reduction in the driving limit from 0.08
to 0.05 and the TAB has ruled smoke free areas in all agencies we find it
rather strange and objectionable that we present patrons are directed to a site
within licensed drinking and smoking premises.

The petition bears 519 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 135.]
The SPEAKER: In my view this petition is not properly before the House, but I can assure
the deputy leader of the National Party of two things. Firstly, he has achieved the desired
publicity by presenting it to the House; and secondly, although it is out of order, as he has
tried so hard I will undertake to forward it to the Minister for Racing and Gaming.

PETITION - DAYLIGHT SAVING OPPOSITION
MR WIESE (Wagin) [2.12 pm]:. I have a further petition on the same subject as that which
I presented previously, but which is worded differently. It reads as follows -

To the Honourable the Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned, object strongly to the proposed Daylight Saving on the grounds
that Daylight Saving disrupts the lives of the majority of Western Australians for the
benefit of a select few.
Sufficient time and money have been spent on trying to change the majority view,
and we ask that an alternative to Daylight Saving be found; for example, changed
summer hours for pertinent businesses only, and leisure seekers to make use of
morning hours.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 29 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
(See petition No 136.]

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [2.20 pm]: I move -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable the
Daylight Saving Bill 1991 to be brought in and passed through all its stages in one
day.

I will not speak at great length to this motion, except to say that, firstly, the whole matter of
daylight saving, which has been much debated in this House and in the community, was
brought to a head in the last few weeks by a private member's Bill.
Mr House: The last time we had a referendum in this State was the last time that we
considered this; that was not long ago. I would have thought that would be enough to satisfy
anyone.
Mr PEARCE: Obviously it is not enough to satisfy a number of members of the community
or private members in another place. A private member in another place introduced a private
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member's Bill which was debated but that Bill was ruled out of order here on the basis that it
required a message from the Governor. Following discussions, people in Western Australia
now widely expect the Parliament to legislate for daylight saving. That is a decision the
House has yet to make. A great deal of confusion exists in the community about what will
occur. In the normal course of events, I would not seek to move a motion of this kind but
would allow the Bill to progress in the normal way because there is time this session for that
to occur. However, the Parliament owes it to the people of Western Australia to make it
absolutely clear what is to happen with daylight saving this year. Therefore, an expeditious
dealing with this matter is sought. The motion I have moved is to allow debate to be brought
on. It is not a motion to pass the Bill; that will be moved subsequently by the Premier.
Members may have strong views - and concerns for their curtains - about the actual issues
involved. The point I make is a different one -

Several members interjected.
Mr House: That is pathetic. That comment was made by journalists on "The 7.30 Report"
the other night. That is the level of that comment.
Mr PEARCE: I thank the member for that brief critique on "The 7.30 Report". Irrespective
of the strong views held by members opposite on the issue we owe it to the people to make
clear the daylight saving situation. That is why my motion seeks to have the Legislative
Assembly resolve the matter today. We should do that so that Western Australians can know
whether they will have daylight saving this year.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.23 pm]: The Liberal Party
supports the motion. However, I must emphasise that had I been the Premier of Western
Australia many more issues would have received priority before a decision to turn the clocks
forward an hour. Some 100 000 people in this State are out of work. The unemployed
would receive top priority from a Liberal Government, particularly as almost 30 per cent of
that number are under the age of 25. The rural sector is in crisis, and that issue would
receive priority treatment. Some people, unfortunately, do not have the wealth of the
Premier and must stand in queues waiting to get into hospital; those people would also
receive priority treatment. Many other people have been the victims of crime, and they
certainly would receive my priority attention.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is my view that it would be very difficult for the Leader of the
Opposition to relate his remarks to the motion before the House. While I am prepared to
allow him some leeway I am not prepared to allow him to use his 20 minutes to continue
with that style of debate.
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, with respect, I understand your ruling but I am trying to
reply to the argument of the Leader of the House on his motion to suspend Standing Orders
in order to debate this Bill, and I must clearly indicate the priorities of a Liberal Party
Government. Nonetheless, I accept your comments. Were I the Premier of this State this
matter would not receive priority treatnent. Not only has the Government delayed and
mishandled the daylight saving legislation - and as a consequence created confusion in the
minds of the public - but also it has adopted a totally political approach to the issue. If this
Government had wanted to introduce daylight saving it could have done so on 31 October.
Instead, when Hon Joe Berinson in another place got into difficulty, the Government
wondered what it could do to divert attention. It decided to reintroduce the daylight saving
issue. The Liberal Party stance on the issue has been clear since June - unlike the
Government's stance. We made a statement at that time, and we have not deviated from that
statement. We made a decision in June to support daylight saving for a trial period with a
referendum at the end of the day, while taking into consideration the rural sector along the
lines of the Queensland legislation. I remind the Premier and other members opposite that at
the time of our statement the Premier said that the Government would have no part of such
nonsense. The Government has changed its stance, not the Opposition.
I sincerely hope that when we debate the Bill we hear a better quality debate than that offered
by the Leader of the House this afternoon in support of this motion. His comment about
faded curtains is exactly the sort of nonsense and politics that the Government puts forward
on this issue. We are not happy with the way the Government has mishandled the Bill. The
Government chose the course of action that has led to public confusion - not the Opposition
or anybody else. We have other priorities that we would prefer to debate, priorities that go to
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the core of the issues which concern the people of this State. We want the daylight saving
issue to be settled promptly so that the community will know where it stands for the
remainder of the summer. The Parliament can then get on with its business; that is, to create
100 000 jobs for the unemployed of this State, ensure that the rural sector receives attention,
take people out of the health queues, and ensure that the victims of crime receive proper
attention from a Government that does not seem to care.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.27 pmil: Recently I received, as
I expect did other members, a list of Bills from the Leader of the House. It is his "must" list
and his "want" list. Currently, about 39 Bills are on the Notice Paper. Th1e House received
notice today that about six more Bills will be introduced, a total 45 items of legislation.
Mr Lewis: Are they on the "wanted" list?
Mr COWAN: There are only 18 on the "wanted" list and 16 on the "must" list - or perhaps
they could be regarded as the "most wanted"; I am not sure. Not one of those pieces of
legislation refers to daylight saving. Perhaps members would care to read Standing Order
No 419 which talks about cases of urgent necessity. We have received a list of 34 Bills from
the Government. I should emphasise that the daylight saving legislation is not included in
the 34 items, yet they are the ones that the Government indicated to us that it wanted to get
through Parliament in four weeks.
That indicates that this matter is not about good government. It is about the Government's
finding ways to be mischievous - nothing more, nothing less. The Government has more
than 40 pieces of legislation on the Notice Paper, yet it tries to tell us that daylight saving is
such a priority that it is prepared to suspend Standing Orders in order to deal with it.
The Government has mode many criticism of members on this side of the House, but I
indicate that the National Ponty will oppose this measure every step of the way. In the past
the public has indicated - not just to the Parliament - that daylight saving is not wanted.
Clearly, we do not need another decision or trial on this matter. This motion to suspend
Standing Orders is about tryig to get daylight saving up and running as quickly as possible.
I do not know for how much longer the public of Western Australia will tolerate a
Government which can do nothing better than twiddle its thumbs on matters of importance,
such as those relating to the economy, yet jumps at the chance to engage in a diversionary
tactic to draw attention from the issues which have not been addressed by the Government.
If the Leader of the louse is successful in this motion - I amn sure he will be because my
colleagues in the Liberal Party have decided to support it - I assure him that the legislation
will be opposed at every possible instance by the National Parny. The reason for our
opposition is clear: It is an insult to the majority of Western Australians to bring this matter
before them for the third time in 10 years when it has already been rejected twice in that
time. It is also an insult to the people of Western Australia that the Government can do
nothing better than deal with this legislation in this manner- if that is the Government's
record of performance, it is a failure.
Several members interjected.
Mr Taylor: I suggest you are out of touch with rural people. Go out and talk to them about
their attitude to this Government - they are pleased with it.
Mr COWAN: I did not need a reminder from the Leader of the House that this is a motion to
suspend Standing Orders; I am aware it is not a motion dealing with daylight saving.
However, if I infringe to any extent on Standing Orders, I am sure you, Mr Speaker, will
draw it to my attention. In response to the interjection from the Deputy Premier telling me
that I am out of touch with rural Western Australians -
Mr Taylor: If you believe they think we are not doing a good job, go out and ask them!
Mrt COWAN: - the only thing this Government has going for it is the fact that the Premier,
when goaded on the floor of the Parliament into doing so. gave a guarantee for a minimum
wheat price. The Government has nothing else going for it!
If the Deputy Premier does not believe my arguments on daylight saving, he should ask the
Electoral Commission to provide him with the detail of the referendums that were put to the
people of Western Australia in 1975 and 1984. The Deputy Premier could then consider the
statistical data which indicates what country people think of this measure;, he should then try
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to tell me that I am out of touch. The National Party is vigorously opposed to the
implementation of daylight saving. We oppose any measure which will facilitate the passage
of the legislation through the House, and, therefore, we will oppose this motion to suspend
Standing Orders.
MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [2.34 pm]: It is appropriate that this motion should be
passed so that the question of daylight saving can be dealt with today to get rid of it once and
for all. I find it most annoying that the only issues which seem to stir the community are
those such as daylight saving. The sooner we have a vote on this matter, we pass it through
this place and have it dealt with in the Legislative Council, the better. It is a sad commentary
on our community that it should pay so much attention to daylight saving. When people
have rung me on this issue I have said to them that with so many people out of work and so
many issues confronting the community today I find it hard to understand why they take the
trouble to lobby me on daylight saving. The sooner we get this miserable issue out of the
way, the better!
The SPEAKER: This motion will require an absolute majority, If in putting the motion I
hear a voice to the negative, I will have to divide the House.
Question put.
The SPEAKER: As I heard a dissenting voice or two, I shall divide the House.

Division

Bells rung and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (44)
Dr Alexander Dr Edwards Mr MacKinnon Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Cl. Barnett Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr PJ. Smith
Mr Blofl'witch Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Stuickland
Mr Bridge Mr Grayden Mr McNea Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr Minson Mr Thomas
Mr Clarko Mrs Henderson Mr Nicholls Mr Thompson
Dr Constable Mr Gordon Hill Mr Omnodei Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Court Mr Kierath Mr Pearce Mr Wan
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr Read Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr Ripper Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mrs Edwardes Mr Lewis Mr Shave Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Noes (5)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Trenordeji Mr House (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Wiese

Question thus passed with an absolute majority.

DAYLIGHT SAVING BELL
Leave to Introduce

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.42 pm]: I move -
That leave be given to introduce a Bill for an Act to provide for a trial period of
daylight saving throughout the State and a referendum thereafter on the question of
daylight saving on a permanent basis, to alter standard time accordingly if the
majority of electors indicates approval of daylight saving in the referendum, to repeal
the Daylight Saving Act 1983 and for related purposes.

Division

Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Dr Alexander
Mr CiJ. Barnett
Mr Bloffwitch
Mr Bridge
Mr Catania
Mr Clarko
Dr Constable
Mr Court
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Cowan
Mr House

Mrs Edwardes
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr Grahamn
Mr Grayden
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kierad,
Mr Kobelke

Ayes (40)
Dr Lawrence
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr Marlborough
Mr Mc~linty
Mr Pearce
Mrf Read
Mr Ripper
Mr Shave
Mr D.L. Smith

Noes (9)

Mr Mc~ee
Mr Minson
Mr Omodei

Mr PJ. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Mr Thompson
Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Want
Mr Wilson
Mr Nicholls (Teller)
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Mr Trenorden
Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Question thus passed; leave granted
First Reading

The SPEAKER: The question is, that the Bill be now read a first time.
Division

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (38)
Mr C.I. Barnett Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr T'homas
Mr Bridge Mr Grayden Mr McGinty Mr Thompson
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Clarko Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Court Mr Gordon HI Mr Ripper Mr watt
Mr Cunningham Mr Kierath Mr Shave Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr D1, Smith Mr Nicholls (Teller)
Mrs E-dwaides Dr Lawrence Mr P1, Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Lewis Mr Strickland
Dr Gallop Mr Macainon Mr Taylor

Noes (12)
Mr Ainsworth Dr Constable Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Dr Alexander Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwvitch Mr House Mr Omnodei Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a first time.

DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL

Second Reading
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.50 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to allow for a trial period of daylight saving throughout the State
from 17 November this year until 1 March 1992. It also provides for a referendum to be held
by 3 May next year to decide whether daylight saving is to become a permanent part of our
way of life. This measure has been the subject of a great deal of public comment, so much
so that some observers have formed the view that it is a major part of the Government's
economic policy. Let me put daylight saving into perspective. It is no doubt a measure
which carries economic benefits. This is indicated by the fervent and virtually universal
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support which it draws from the business community. However, it is only a small pant of a
much larger program of microeconomic reform and standardisation of economic relations
between Stares aimed at establishing a more efficient and competitive national economy.
We should not forger, however, that daylight saving has its origins in the desire to improve
the quality of life of ordinary families by increasing their daylight leisure time.
The SPEAKER: Order! The volume of conversation is making it very difficult for people to
hear what the Premier has to say.
Dr LAWRENCE: It has obvious benefits for those interested in sports and ocher outdoor
activities, and should result in a healthier community and a more productive work force. The
Government accepts that daylight saving presents difficulties for some regional communities.
This Bill, therefore, takes up the so-called amelioration provision in the Queensland Summer
Time Act. This provision is limited to allowing adjustment of trading and operating or work
hours of organisations, including schools, retail shops and liquor outlets. Such adustments
may not increase or decrease those hours, and the adjustments may not exceed one hour at
commencement or termination. Applications for such adjustments must be made by local
authorities to an advisory committee, which in turn makes representations to the Minister.
The Minister may then seek to have regulations made to put the adjustments into effect. The
amelioration provisions will come into effect in subsequent years if daylight saving is made
permanent by the referendum. Having now consulted local government and the Electoral
Commission, it is the Government's intention to hold the referendum on 2 May next year in
conjunction with local government elections. It is hoped chat this will minimise the cost of
the referendum and save the public the inconvenience of attending two polls in the space of a
few weeks. The pros and cons of daylight saving have been debated many times in this
Parliament. Affecting as it does the life of every person in this State, daylight saving is quite
properly an issue of great public interest. My Government believes that daylight saving
promises both economic and social benefits and that Western Australians should have the
opportunity to put it to a practical test. I commend the Bill to the House.
MR CLARKO (Marmion) [2.53 pm]: I move -

That the debate be adjourned until a later stage of the sitting.
Amendment to Motion

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.54 pm]: I move -

To delete all words after "until" with a view to substituting "a date to be fixed".
Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: Only a few moments ago, by a majority of 4 to 5, the House passed a motion
to say that this Bili can be dealt with today. I wonder whether the National Party's
amendment runs contrary to the wishes of the House?
The SPEAKER: Order! Itris our. considered view that the motion to suspend Standing
Orders removes the normal impediments to the procedures which would allow it to carry on,
subject to agreement by all members of the House, through all stages. It would not
necessarily impede the moving of amendments such as this. Indeed, the rest of the House
may well feel this amendment is a good idea. Who am I to judge?
Mr Pearce: One would have more chance of winning on the Melbourne Cup than this
amendment has of being passed.

The SPEAKER: I lost on the Melbourne Cup.
Amendment to Motion Resumned

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (10)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Omnodel Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Dr Alexander Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Minson -Mr Wiese
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Noes (39)
Mr CJ.Bareu Mrs Edwardes Mr Lewis Mr Strickland
Mr Bloffwitch Dr Gallop Mr Macinnon Mr Taylor
Mr Bridge Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Catania Mr Grayden Mr McG inty My Fred Tubby
Mr Clarko Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Dr Constable Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mr Wait
Mr Court Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Kierath Mr shave Mr Nicholls (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr DL. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Dr Edwards Dr Lawrence Mr PJ. Smith

Amendment thus negatived.
Motion Resumed

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting.

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITT'EE
Notice of Motion Discharged

On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

That Notice of Motion No I be discharged from the Notice Paper.

AUSTRALIAN AND NEW ZEALAND BANKING GROUP LIMITED (NMRB)
BILL

Second Reading
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Treasurer) [3.01 pmn]: I move -

That the Bill be now rend a second time.
The purpose of this Bill is to supplement the principal legislation in Victoria which provides
for the vesting of the undertakings of National Mutual Royal Bank Ltd (NMRB) and
National Mutual Royal Savings Bank Ltd in the ANZ Banking Group Ltd and ANZ Savings
Bank Ltd. The NMRB and the ANZ trading and savings banks are all incorporated in
Victoria. The supplementary Western Australian legislation is necessary to the extent that
the banks also operate in this State. Similar supplementary legislation has also been prepared
in other States and Territories where the banks operate. On 2 April 1990 the NMRB trading
and savings banks became wholly-owned subsidiaries of ANZ following the purchase by
ANZ of all of the issued share capital of NMRB. The merger was approved by the Federal
Treasurer under the Banking Act. The Reserve Bank of Australia required that steps be
taken as soon as possible to integrate the operations of the two groups and for the NMRB
wading and savings banks to then surrender their banking licences. It has been agreed
between the Reserve Bank and the ANZ that these licences be surrendered on 15 November
1991 and consequently the ANZ is seeking the passage of all necessary legislation giving
effect to die integration, including the Western Austrlian Bill, by that date. The legislation
will give effect to the integration of the two groups by transferring customers' accounts and
borrowing arrangements from the NMRB trading and savings banks to the ANZ and the
ANZ Savings Bank. Assets such as real estate and shareholdings will not be tranisferred.
The merger could be effected without legislation by means of separate transactions between
the banks and their customers. However, this would involve, for example, authorities from
each customer to transfer accounts from one bank to the other andfresh security documents
for some customers' mortgages. The work involved for bank staff in preparing documents
and contacting customers to obtain signatures would be extremely onerous and the procedur
would also be tedious for customers. Consequently, this legislation is consistent with the
current emphasis onx promoting an efficient and streamlined regulatory system for Australian
business, saving considerable time and administrative costs for businesses and their clients.
The saving in documentation from effecting the integration of the banks by legislation will
not deprive the State of any revenue. The ANZ has negotiated with the Commissioner of
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State Taxation for a payment in lieu of the stamp duty which would otherwise have been
incurred. There is ample precedent for both the legislation sought by ANZ and a payment in
lieu of stamp duty, including the mergers of the Commercial Banking Company of Sydney
Ltd with the National Bank and the Commercial Bank of Australia with the Bank of New
South Wales, both in 1982. The current Bill has been prepared in consultation with the
ANZ's solicitors as well as relevant State Government departments. The Bill contains no
provisions dealing with employment as all NMRB employees' rights, including entitlements
to superannuation and long service leave, have been fully protected under private
arrangements between ANZ and the employees.
I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr MacKinnon (Leader of the Opposition).

FAMILY COURT AMENDMENT BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the Bill.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS DUTY AMENDMENT BILL
Report

Report of Committee adopted.
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Dr Lawrence (Treasurer), and transmitted to the Council.

ACTS AMENDMENT (REPRESENTATION) DILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 24 October.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [3.06 pm]: There are mnany
forms of Governments around the world. They vary from monarchies, dictatorships, benign
and otherwise, to democracies with the assistance of initiated referenda and all sorts of other
things. Some work and some do not; yet, as far as I am concerned, the most important thing
a Parlianent must consider is no: necessarily one-vote-one-value as being some sort of Holy
Grail but that people are adequately represented. People who support the one-vote-one-value
principle as simply a matter of principle very often argue by the use of sophistry; in other
words, they make an assumption and build an argument on that assumption, and everything
they say is quite logical and acceptable provided the assumption is correct. However, I do
not accept that the principle of one-vote-one-value is a Holy Grail which we should be
seeking and aspiring to; rather we should be preoccupying ourselves with the question of
adequate representation. We have in Western Australia a unique situation in that virtually
the whole population, to all intents and purposes, is gathered in one metropolis. Although
peoples' opinions may differ on some issues, very often the interests and issues which
confront them tend to be the same ones at the same time. Once we get beyond a certain level
of representation, adding to that representation adds nothing to the argument. In this House
there are about 40 members - I have not done a head count - who are connected with the
metropolitan area, and by adding to that number nothing would be added to the effective
representation of those people. I imagine that if they all spoke on all Bills they would only
repeat the comments that the other 39 had made. I do not believe that increasing the
representation of the metropolitan area simply to chase the holy grail of one-vote-one-value
would lead to better representation.
People's views on issues vary from north to south and from east to west. People in
Kununurra and the K~imberley have a far different view of life from people who live in the
south west and in Albany. Similarly, people who live in Geraldton have a different point of
view on many things from people who live in Kalgoorlie or further east. That is a good case
for people outside the metropolitan area having a weighted vote, not because they should
outvote those who live in the metropolitan area, but because their voices must be beard. If
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we go down this track of one-vote-one-value the voting system will be so weighted in favour
of the metropolitan area that the people who live outside Perth who have a different approach
to life will not be heard. In my electorate, I find that the people in Kailbarri have a different
point of view on many things from those who live in Perenjori, or even Dongara and
Mullewa. Even though those two centres ame only 100 ilometres apart as the crow flies, the
issues that affect those centres and the points of view of the people are vastly different.
Dr Gallop: Surely the point is to bring those differences together and resolve them, and the
only way you can do that is to have majority rule.
Mr MINSON: I would accept that, but I have never heard one member of the Government
from the metropolitan area wax lyrical about issues that affect the people of Mullewa. It
does not work like that.
Dr Gallop: It does. I am very supportive of rural interests in this State.
Mr MINSON: I have never heard dhe Minister say anything about it.
Dr Gallop: You did not see me perform as Minister for Education -

Mr MINSON: I was not aware that the Minister had performed as inister for Education!
Dr Gallop: - and you have not seen me perform as Minister for Fuel and Energy. You
should talk to the people of Pingrup.
Mr MINSON: I am so busy trying to cover my 50 000 square Wdometres that I do not have
time to go to Pingrup. My electorate and the Leader of the National Party's electorate are
similar in size. They both cover roughly 50 000 square kilometres. If I drive at the legal
speed limit, it takes me about five hours to get from one end of it to the other. Many
metropolitan members of Parliament have told me about busy nights they spend attending
three functions. Apparently they attend pme-dinner drinks at one function, dinner at Mnother
and arrive at another function in time to give the after dinner speech. When one has to drive
for five hours -

Dr Gallop: But that has been the case ever since 1890. We live in a big State.
Mr MINSON: The Minister is missing the point. I do not want to have to drive for 10 hours
from one end of my electorate to another, five hours is enough.
Dr Gallop: Are you basing your arguments for an ideal electoral system on how far you
drive?
Mr MINSON: That is nonsense and the Minister knows it.
Dr Gallop: I don't know your position.
Mr MINSON: You will as my speech unfolds. I have 10 shires in my electorate and I
suggest that most of the metropolitan members have one.
Dr Gallop: I have three.
Mr MINSON: Okay, the Minister has three. However, he can attend equally to the
complaints and queries from three city councils. I suggest that he can give equal time to all
three. I doubt whether he would spend thime times as much time with one as he does with
another. When one has 10 shires in one's electorate, they all want to be properly
represented. Incidentally, they do not agree on all things. The Northampton Shire Council
has completely different views on many issues from the people who live in Perenjori. It
takes quite a lot of my time to properly service all of those shimes and give each a proper
hearing.
I accept the argument that travel has improved and I accept the argument that I am given a
charter allowance. However, the $8 000 charter allowance does not fly me very far. I have
put in a submission to the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal to inrease that allowance. I
have to very carefully budget that allocation -

Mr McNee: Sometimes you can't land after dark.
Mr MINSON: Fortunately most of my shires have put lights on the airfields. They did not
put them there for my benefit; it had something to do with the Royal Flying Doctor Service.
The fact remains that I find it difficult enough to service the area that I have now. There are
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27 schools in my electorate. Not many metropolitan members in this House have that
number of schools to service. I certainly do not need that number doubled to 54. The bottom
line in our consideration has very little to do with one-vote-one-value; however, it has a lot to
do with adequate representation. It defies logic that some members whose constituents can
reach their office in 10 minutes at the outside want to increase representation in the
metropolitan area when some people in my electorate have to travel for three hours if they
want to see me personally, or I have to travel for three hours to visit them. The unfair and
unreasonable argument that the people whom I represent should have a watered down
representation and will have to travel even further to see me cannot be sustaned. I accept
that in some electorates in this State the number of voters could be increased without vastly
increasing the size of the electorate. I accept that probably Geraldton and Greenough are two
such electorates. However, at the same time, the people of Geraldton have a completely
different approach to life from the people whom I described earlier. Similarly the argument
could be made for combining the electorates of Albany and Stirling without greatly
increasing the land area.
Mr House: That is not right, actually.
Mr MINSON: I think the two could be combined without increasing the land area.
However, the people in both areas would have vastly different approaches to life and they
would not receive adequate representation if the two electorates were combined. The
population of some electorates cannot be increased without vastly increasing the land area.
For example, if the electorates of Creenough and Moore were combined to meet the number
of electors being advanced in this Bill, not only would the population be increased, but also
the land area would be vastly increased. We have a couple of electorates like that. However,
as a general rule, the combining of country electorates to simply satisfy this holy grail of
one-vote-one-value is not sustainable. I am very disappointed in what can only be described
as the bloody-minded attitude of the Minister for Local Government in pursuit of this holy
grail in his dealings with local councils in country areas.
Mr P.J. Smith: I do not think he is pursuing that to the letter of the law.
Mr MUNSON: I disagree with the member for Bunbury. When a meeting of local people
from both town and country wards unanimously rejects the concept the Minister for Local
Government is trying to foist on them - we cannot get any more democratic than that - the
Minister for Local Government should take notice. However, he is not doing that.
Mr P.J. Smith: This subject was raised during the Estimates Committees debates and he said
that he would give them some leeway and not insist on imposing this to the letter of the law.
Mr MINSQN: I certainly was not present during that debate. I take this opportunity to
impress on this House that the only way to properly consider the Budget is by a Committee
of the Whole House. How a member can be present in different places at the same time is
beyond me. I am simply not going to plough through Hansard to read every comment that
was made during the Estimates Committees debates.
I reiterate that when a local community unanimously rejects what the Minister for Local
Government wants to do, it is wrong for him, in his pursuit of the holy grail of one-vote-one-
value, to force a redistribution of boundaries on that local community. It defies logic and he
certainly cannot say he has the democratic support of that community. I hope that between
now and the proposed redistribution the Minister for Local Government will show a little
commonsense in this matter.
Previous speakers have covered this Bill very well and speakers who will follow me will, I
am sure, introduce other aspects of this argument. However, I strongly believe that one-vote-
one-value is not an end in itself and nor should it be. This House should strive to provide
adequate representation for every resident of Western Australia, and that will not be achieved
by pursuing one-vote-one-value.
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [3.24 pm]: As indicated by the Leader of the National Party in his
contribution to this debate, the National Party vigorously opposes the Acts Amendment
(Representation) Bill. The words "one-vote-one-value" are a misnomer. While it is common
to give this sort of legislation that title, I will describe later in my speech why I think it is a
misnomer.
I refer to the beginning of electoral legislation in Australia. Australia is a unique country
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because it is an island continent and has a small population for a fairly large land mass.
When people originally settled in Australia they recognised the peculiar and specific
problems of the country when they were drafting the legislation that would lay down the
representation in the Parliaments of this country. Over the years that legislation has been
amended by sonic Parliaments and it has been debated by many people. By and large, the
underlying principle that the votes of people who live in outlying areas with a scattered
population should be weighted has been adhered to in establishing their representation on the
floor of the Parliaments throughout this country. I admit attempts have been made to break
down that premise and, in some instances, those attempts have been successful. The
successful breaking down of that principle has not been to the benefit of the people who are
represented in those Parliaments.
Mr Kobelke: Do you really think that has been the principle, when the facts show the
contrary?
Mr HOUSE: They do not show the contrary at all.
Mr Kobelke: When the goldfields was developed people there were not represented in the
same way as the people in the city.
Mr HOUSE: When was that?
Mr Kobelke: In the early days of the goldrush when there were fewer people in the
goldfields than in the city.
Mr HOUSE: The member who represents the seat of Kalgoorlie is elected under a vote
weighting system which takes into account the fact that that electorate is a long way ftom the
central point of Government and has a scattered population.
Mr Kobelke: You are talking about our electoral history, not the existing situation.
Mr HOUSE: Let me continue to talk about that. Does the member suggest that the method
of electing senators in this country should be changed; that is, the proportional representation
which allows Western Australia, with a small population, to have the same number of
senators as the more populous States? The member is not prepared to do that because it does
not suit his argument. It shows an absolute flaw in his argument.
Dr Gallop: No, it does not.
Mr HOUSE: It does. There was very goad reason for our founding fathers to adopt the
principle which allowed senators in this country to be elected on a vote weighting system. It
allows a less populous State like Western Australia to have the same number of senators as
the more populous States. As a result, in the Federal arena it allows people from the less
populous States to have a fair and equal representation.
With reference to representation and the so-called principle of one-vote-one-value, I will
remind members of the example the late member for Floreat gave this House last time we
debated this legislation, which was about three years ago. He gave the example of what was
then the most recent Federal election and what occurred in Western Australia. Members can
take that example anyway they like, but I will make it more simple for members of the
Government who do not seem to understand the principle; that is, if we had 10 electorates
representing Western Australia and each of those electorates contained an equal number of
people, and in each of those electorates 51 per cent of the people voted for the Labor Party
candidate and 49 per cent voted for Mnother party's candidate, it would mean that every seat
would be represented by a member of the Labor Party with 51 per cent of the vote. It would
mean that 49 per cent of the electors of each of the 10 seats would not be represented by the
party of his or her choice. That is not fair and equal representation and it makes a nonsense
of the so-called one-vote-one-value legislation. Members of the Government know that, but
it does not suit their purpose to accept that bur argument is correct.
Dr Gallop interjected.
Mr HOUSE: This legislation does not seek to address that problem. Mr Deputy Speaker,
you, as an Independent member of this Parliament, would accept it.
Dr Gallop: How does the Legislative Council get elected? You helped put in the system of
proportional representation.
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Mr Cowan: We proposed it - you helped us!
Dr Gallop: It was on our platform before you had it on yours.
Mr HOUSE: The Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform does flat want to listen to
the answer. He wants to interject for the sake of making a noise.
People who live in outlying areas of this State deserve fair and reasonable representation on
the floor of this Parliament. The example I have just given shows clearly how
misrepresentation can occur despite the fact that the numbers may add up. Last year Western
Australia produced 23 per cent of total Australian export earnings. The three Federal seats of
Forrest, O'Connor and Kalgoorlie cover 90 per cent of the land mass of this State and almost
100 per cent of the area from which that 23 per cent of total Australian export earnings was
derived. Despite that, those three members sit in a House of approximately 160 members. It
would not matter what party they represented or whether they were Independents, they are
voices in the wilderness. That is a good example of why mathematical calculations for
putting equal numbers of people into each seat do not work. That is the one House in this
country that purports to have one-vote-one-value representation. All this legislation would
do is further disfranchise country people.
Mr Kobelke: Is the representation of country people so poor that they require more
members?
Mr HOUSE: Does the member think that is the case?
Mr Kobelice: You suggested it.
Mr HOUSE: I did not suggest that; the member interjected and made that disgraceful
suggestion. Country members of this Parliament work very hard; in fact, a damn sight harder
than city members. They also cover greater areas and spend more time working in their
electorates than city members. If this legislation is accepted, I will object strongly to the
20 per cent tolerance - that is, 10 per cent tolerance either way - which could affect rural
seats quite dramatically. That 20 per cent tolerance could have a great effect in sparsely
populated areas. It is difficult to be precise about that tolerance when setting electoral
boundaries.
Mr Cowan: Especially under the rule of demographic changes where the tolerance is
weighted against the most remote and isolated areas.
Mr HOUSE: Absolutely. If members in this Parliament pass this legislation the number of
country members in this House will be reduced by eight from the present 23 to IS. As a
result of this legislation only nine members of the Legislative Council would be elected in
rural areas instead of the current 17, a considerable reduction in representation. It would
mean that country people would not receive fair and equal representation. One cannot ignore
the fact that the rural areas of this State are in dire straits at the moment and in absolute peril!
People in rural areas are working harder than they have ever worked before and are seeking
from Government fair and proportional returns for the wealth they produce. They find it
difficult to make their voices heard. If this legislation is passed, that will be even more
difficult for them to achieve.
Mr Kobelke: Axe you saying they will not get fair and equal representation? If so, why
would they not get fair and equal representation if the electorates were of equal size?
Mr HOUSE: I presume the member's question is based on there being an equal number of
people in each electorate. I have already explained that matter during the early part of my
speech. An equal number of people in each seat does not equate wit democracy on the floor
of the Parliament, because an equal number of people in each electorate does not mean one
gets a balanced proportion of views.
Mr Kobelke: it does not support your assertion.
Mr HOUSE: It does. I gave the example of the Australian Senate. I ask the member again
whether he wishes to break down that system; does he want this State represented by fewer
senators?
Mr Kobelke: There is only one State of Western Australia.
Mr HOUSE: if the member is arguing the principle of this legislation he will have to argue
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that Western Australia be represented by fewer senators, and he does not seem prepared to do
that.
Mr Kobelke: The member made the point that this legislation would remove fair and equal
representation of country electors. I am asking him whether he can argue to that point.
Mr HOUSE: I already have. If the member does not choose to accept my argument, I will
run trough the example I gave about the citation of wealth in country areas which is spent
by the people in city areas. I think I made that paint clear. The fact is that those people
deserve a fair say on the floor of this Parliament about the way in which that wealth is
distributed and spent by the people of this State.
Mr Kobelke: You are equating the creation of wealth with fair and equal representation.
Mr HOUSE: Not entirely.
Mr Kobelke: What is the connection?
Mr HOUSE: Surely those people who live in areas where they have trouble with
communications, poor roads and education facilities; who have to pay extra to send their
children to school; who do more miles per year in their motor cars; and who travel hundreds
of miles to get to a doctor in some cases, deserve to be represented by a better system, one
that allows their voices to be heard on the floor of this Parliament. Members opposite are
seeking through this legislation to remove that representation. Those people are entitled to
see their member. They are entitled to have that member visit their area so that they can put
their views to him or her to in turn put those views to the Parliament. They should be able to
do that as often as the electors represented by the member for Nollaniara. It is far easier for
him to get around his electorate; see what is happening and hear the views of his electors
than it is for members of rural electorates.
Mr Kobelke: Under your argument the representatives of Giles and Jigalong should have
smaller electorates.
Mr HOUSE: They have smaller electorates.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I appreciate that members have different points of view
on this matter, but it would be helpful if they stuck to the argument before the House.
Mr HOUSE: The member was ranled by the paint I made that he cannot sustain his
argument because of the situation in the Senate. I assume that some of his colleagues are
members of the Senate. The changes currently being imposed on local government ward
boundaries by the Mlinister for Local Government are quite unfair. The Minister seeks to
impose a system on local government not accepted by the major Houses of Parliament in this
State. That is not a correct or proper thing for him to do. If this Parliament were to debate
that issue, I suggest the majority of members would vote to allow local government
authorities to set their own ward boundaries and make their own decisions about how local
areas are represented. The Minister is seeking to impose on local government a system
which he has been unable to impose in this Parliament and which has not been imposed in
most Parliaments in this country.
Dr Gallop: That is wrong. Most Parliaments in this country have one-vote-one-value.
Mr HOUSE: They do not.
Dr Gallop: Which ones do not?
Mr HOUSE: The Federal Senate, Queensland -

Dr Gallop: The Tasmanian upper House, and that is it. I am afraid you have done your dash.
Mr HOUSE: That is a pretty fair sample. What about the Western Austrlian Legislative
Assembly?
Dr Gallop: And the Legislative Council?
Mrt HOUSE: And the Legislative Council.
Dr Gallop: We ame behind the times.
Mr HOUSE: I think we are now behind the times. The Minister cannot even add up.
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Mr Omodei: Is the Minister going to use the same rationale that was used about daylight
saving?
Dr Gallop:. We will see where your party goes on that.
Mr HOUSE: I shall finish by saying that I hope the Minister for Local Government has
accepted the principle put to him yesterday at the Country Shire Councils Association
meeting at Tambellup, which I thank him for attending on behalf of the Government. He
listened to the argument put forward theme. He should take note of that argument and desist
from forcing councils to impose on their electors a principle which he cannot achieve
himself, at least not in this Parliament. If he wants to impose that sort of thing on councils he
should allow some sort of vote on those council boundaries.
It is also interesting that the last time we debated electoral reform legislation in this
Parliament, which was only about three years ago, all parties eventually voted in a broad
sense for the system that we have now. There is every reason to believe that that system,
having been tested, has worked reasonably well. We as a party and as individual members
representing country electorates see no need to. change that legislation now. Indeed, we
believe that the premise of one-vote-one-value is a nonsense and does not necessarily equate
to democracy on the floor of the Parliament.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [3.42 pm]: The Acts Amendment (Representation) Bill is
about the integrity of the political system, and it is about the struggle we have had to get
there. It is also about a journey, and we have not yet reached the end. The principle
involved - one-vote-one-value - is one in which I firmly believe. If we look at the history of
enfranchisement in this State. we see many gains have been made, but they have been in a
stopstart manner, and we can still make progress. For instance, the vote was first extended to
men over 21 who either owned property worth more than £100, or rented property where
they paid more than £10 per annum. In that system, if they owned property in a number of
electorates, they could vote more than once.
Over a period of time we have achieved a system where we have one-person-one-vote.
However, it was quite some time before women were accepted as part of this. From 1865
onwards there were petitions from women calling for the vote. In 1867 there was an attempt
by women to take part in a vote, but they failed. In 1870 a newspaper which was said to be
less conservative than some of the others, the Geraldwon Express, stated that although there
was no logical reason why women should not vote, to add to women die civic and political
duties of men would be unjust and oppressive. Basically it was said that although theme was
no logical reason why women should not vote, why should they?
Mr Bloffwitch: Why put them to the trouble?
Dr EDWARDS: I am surprised at that remark by the member for Geraldton.
Mr Lewis: Times have changed. You are trying to go back 100 years.
Dr EDWARDS: Times have changed, and it is good that they have.
Mr Lewis: Be reasonable!
Dr EDWARDS: I am being very reasonable. What went on 100 years ago is part of what is
going on today. We are still trying to get a proper democratic system for this State. Let us
consider women obtaining the vote.
Mr Cowan: Am you going to argue this case against the way the British House of Commons
elects its members?
Several members intrjected.
Dr EDWARDS: I do not know enough about it. We do not argue principles by saying that
one Parliament is worse than we are. We should disregard those who are not doing the right
thing and argue our own principles. I am not going to talk about the House of Commons. I
am talking about the lobbying women had to do here. to get the vote in this State. I have
come across an interesting letter from the Northam branch of the Womens Christian
Temperance Union to Sir John Forrest. This is the sort of letter all members of Parliament
would like to receive, because it flattens the member, and then points out the electoral
advantages of giving women the vote. In those days one very strong argument was that the
addition of women to the electoral roll would minimise the large, unsettled male population.
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In fact in the early days of the vote being granted, men applying to be put on the roll and men
wanting to become members of Parliament had to show that they had resided in the colony
for a period of time. The system was weighted towards those who were resident in the
colony and against those who had newly arrived. With all these changes, although in 1870
about one fifth of the men in the colony were on the roll, it was not until early this century
that women were on the roll and could vote.
The same trend can be seen in dhe apportionment of electorates. Very early on the State was
divided into 10 electorates for what were considered to be economic reasons. For instance,
Perth and Fremantle were each entitled to two members of Parliament, and all other areas,
which were rural areas, had one member. These were places like York, Toodyay, Geraldton,
Greenough and Kalgoorlie. Even then there was concern about rural interests continuing to
be represented. With very significant demographic changes since those times we have not
achieved the same shift in our electorates. The result is that there is still vote weighting in
those electorates.
It is interesting to note, though, that the principle of one-vote-one-value has been argued here
for a long time. The first instance I have come across was in 1913. when the Scaddan Labor
Government tried to bring in a Bill which had a large essence of one-vote-one-value. The
idea was that of the 50 electorates in this State, the north west should have three electorates
and the remainder of the State should be divided into 47 electorates to give an equal number
of people in those. Needless to say, that Bill perished.
The effect of vote weighting means that the relationship between votes and seats is out of
kilter. Some parties will be under-represented with votes but over-represented with seats.
This has been the tendency in Australia throughout the whole of our history. As a result,
Governments have deliberately legislated to favour one geographical area over another. The
most obvious instances of these have been in Queensland, Western Australia and South
Australia. That was recognised in South Australia about 16 years ago, and the Dunstan
Government initiated electoral reform to instigate one-vote-one-value. That was tied into the
Constitution so that to change it there must be a referendum. In Queensland there has been a
review by the Electoral Administrative Review Committee. All political parties expressed
satisfaction with the boundaries decided upon at the end of August. That State has moved
towards a much fairer system. In Tasmania there have been votes of equal value in the
Lower House since 1906. It has been said that our imbalance in enrolments is the worst of
any State in Australia. That is a situation which we should rectify. Almost three quarters of
the population are enrolled in the metropolitan area, but in this House the metropolitan area
has only 60 per cent of the seats. The situation is even worse in the Legislative Council,
where three quarters of the population in the metropolitan area is represented by 50 per cent
of the seats. That is, two voters in the metropolitan electorate are the equivalent of one in the
country. For instance, in my electorate of Maylands I have approximately 21 000 electors
compared with, say, electorates in the south west with 11 000 voters. If one took that
situation to its extreme one could say that 29 districts with the lowest enrolment - 29 out of
the 57 districts; that is 38.7 per cent of electors - could control the entire House. That is
hardly democracy. Obviously, we all have sympathy for the plight of country members.
Great distances must be travelled, small populations are scattered in many little centres; and
the demands made on country members are different from the demands made on city
members. However, the problem with saying we should have a system of vote weighting is
that people ame not clear about two things: First, the role of a member of Parliament, and,
second, that with all systems of vote weighting there has never been clarity of the philosophy
under the vote weighting. Even back in 1928, Mr Davy, who was a member of the National
Party at that time, pointed out that a member of Parliament had two jobs: One was
representation in Parliament; the other was what he called a subsidiary role to make
representations and work on behalf of constituents. In recent times, the latter role has been
described as that of a social worker. My experience is that at times that is an apt description.
There is no point in city and country members getting into a Monty Python-type competition
about whether one member's job is worse than another member's, whether one task is harder
than another, or whether one member travels more miles than another. For every argument
put up by a country member, a similar argument can be made by a city member.
Mr Cowan: I haven't heard one yet.
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Dr EDWARDS: I think the member has heard one but he has not been receptive to it.
Mr Cowan: How many schools do you have in your electorate?
Dr EDWARDS: How many people with AIDS does the Leader of the National Party
represent?
Mr Cowan: I don't know. How many do you represent?
Dr EDWARDS: Quite a number, and they take up a lot of my time.
Mr Cowan: I would not deny representation of anybody seeking assistance in that situation
at the end of a short life.
Dr Gallop: Can you see the point?
Mr Cowan: Yes, but I want the member to answer my question. I have answered her
question. How many schools does the member have in her electorate?
Dr EDWARDS: Fourteen.
Mr Cowan: And how many local authorities?
Dr EDWARDS: Three. Is that the end of the quiz?
Mr Cowan: No, but I rest my case. I am making sure that the member understands that
when someone calls to say they want me to represent them at their awards day, they have a
right to expect that I do so. Can the member tell me how that will be achieved? I cannot do
it now, let alone by enlarging the electorate size by 50 per cent or more, given that the
commissioners take into account demographic trends but disregard all others.
Dr EDWARDS: I have sympathy for the member.
Mr Cowan: We want your vote, not your sympathy.
Dr EDWARDS: People such as Mick Gayfer and Roy Abbey had problems. I remember the
difficulties they had when visiting the small country school I attended. However, the
problem is that if we are to follow that argument are we to say that our role as legislators is
not important, and that it is our role to be everything to all constituents? I could argue that I
have a problem servicing the 21 000 people in my electorate who at this stage are on the roll.
Sometimes I must get people to wait for an appointment to come and see me. We need to be
clear about our roles.
Mr Cowan: I say to them that I cannot see them because I cannot get there. At least the
member's constituents can get to her office; mine cannot.
Dr EDWARDS: Some of mine have difficulty getting to my office.
Mr Cowan: Only in cases where people are infirm or have some other reason. My
constituents physically cannot get to my office.
Dr EDWARDS: In my electorate, there is self-selection about those who are infirm because
they could be closer to the railway line and closer to medical facilities. I have sympathy for
the member but it all gets back to the question of what is the role of a member of Parliament?
I stick by the member who believes that the role is that of a legislator. If members wish to be
social workers and advocates, and all the other worthy aspects about being a member of
Parliament, members should follow that to their hearts' content. The bottom line is that there
are only so many hours in a day and only so many things each of us can do. No member
should be forced into a nervous breakdown in order to do all those tasks. By the same token,
no country member should have a nervous breakdown to do all the tasks in country
electorates.
We have spoken about the holy grail. If we want to follow that line of thinking we could
enter a Monty Python-type argument about one situation being worse than another; we could
go to ridiculous extremes. The Bill talks about a principle. We need to keep in mind that the
principle is one-person-one vote, one-vote-one-value. We should move in that direction.
Mr Cowan: Why?
Dr EDWARDS: If we consider people who are disadvantaged -

Mr Cowan: Do you see your vote being doubled?
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Dr EDWARDS: I am so popular, it probably would! The disadvantage does not lie entirely
in country areas. An editorial in The Australian on 2 September 1991 appeared after the
Queensland Legislative Assembly boundaries were redrawn. The article read, in part -

It cannot be denied that people living in remote areas suffer many disadvantages. It
would be fair to provide rural voters and their parliamentary representatives with
additional facilities so that their views can be adequately represented in Parliament.

That is something that I agree with. The article continues -

But voters can face many disabilities other than geographical remoteness. A civilised
society should rake account of such disabilities, but not at the cost of distorting the
democratic process by making the votes of some citizens more valuable than those of
others.

Several members intrjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Dr EDWARDS: We have a strung history of good enfranchisement. We have given the vote
to women, to Aboriginal people, and we have eliminated plural voting. We have a franchise
where there is one person and one vote. The next step needs to be the constitution of a basic
principle -

Several members intrjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Despite the small number of people present in the
Chamber, a remarkable degree of cross-Chamber interjection is occurring. I understand that
is facilitated by the controversy of the vote and perhaps by the recent return of the member
for Marmion. However, the member for Maylands has the floor.
Dr EDWARDS. The bottom line is one-vote-one-value. That is the basic principle that
should be applied to the whole State.
MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [3.58 pm]: The question of one-vote-one-value has
been on the political agenda in this State for a long time. It is an issue that needs to be
resolved at this time perhaps more urgently than was the case in previous times. To my great
embarrassment and shame I was the beneficiary of a very distorted electoral system that saw
the boundary of my electorate - initially Darling Range and subsequently Kalaniunda, and
Darling Range again under a different electoral system - come within a scone's throw of the
centre of the city. The standard gauge railway line from Forrestfield went through the
boundary between the metropolitan area and the country area. My electorate was on the
other side of die railway line, so I had an enrolment of one-half of the number of people who
lived on the other side of it. Some very unusual things have happened under the electoral
laws in the time I have been in this place. One of the most unusual occurrences was just after
the 1974 election when a Liberal-Country Party Government had been elected. I was invited
to join a couple of other people kneeling on the floor of the Liberal Party meeting room to
make a suggestion on where the electoral boundaries should be, because there needed to be a
redistribution. I did not quite understand why there needed to be a redistribution until a little
later on. I was a bit naive in those days. It was needed because a couple of Liberal seats
were in jeopardy. That was when the electoral boundaries were changed so that the seats of
Kalamunda and Darling Range stayed in the country, but seats like Rockingham were
directed into the metropolitan region. At the same time the northern boundary of the
metropolitan area went our a little to encompass the northern suburbs because it was felt that
if those suburbs remained in a country electorate another couple of Labor Party members
would come into this place. There has been some jiggery-pokery with the electoral
boundaries.
Mr Cowan inteijected.
Mr THOMPSON: I do nor know; the member for Merredin would have to ask the architects
of that.
Mr Strickland: Did die member for Darling Range challenge the Electoral Commissioner?
Mr Kobelke: We did not have one then; the Liberal Party drew the boundaries.
Mr Lewis: The member for Nollamara cannot talk about drawing boundaries after what his
people did last time around.
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Dr Gallop: It was done by an independent commissioner. The member for Applecross is
talking about Chief Justice Burt. The member is pretty low.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMPSON: The commissioners did not draw the electoral boundaries. Thene were
three specific areas in the State: The metropolitan area, the agricultural and mining area and
the remote north.
Mr Kobelke: They were statutory seats.
Mr THOMPSON: Yes. The politicians determined the boundaries within those seats that
were set by Statute. Some absolutely disgraceful lines were drawn. Happily we now have an
independent Electoral Commission, but we need to go a little further and amend the Act so
that the commission, unfettered by political jiggery-pokery. can determine how the
boundaries should be drawn in the Stare. Theme was a time in the history of this Stare when it
was appropriate for there to be weighting of votes, because of the sparsity of the population
and the lack of sophistication in transportation and communication systems. No argument
can be made in this day for weighting of votes based on the history of weighting votes. I
have been thinking about this measure for a long time. Indeed, I did more than just think
about it; I conducted a survey to establish what percentage of my electors walked into my
office as opposed to those who telephoned or wrote to me. The result was 100: 1 in favour of
communication being made by telephone or letter as opposed to a person who walked into
the office.
Mr Cowan: Did they telephone STD?
Ms THOMPSON: Some were STD) calls.
Ms Cowan: What constituents of yours would call STD?
Mr THOMPSON: I take the member's point; they were not constituents. However, the cost
of a telephone call is already addressed because most country members have a 008 number.
Mr Cowan: No, they do not.
Ms Trenorden: very few do.
Mr THOMPSON: They should have, and that would be necessary with the changes that I
hope will come about.
Mr Cowan: Itris necessary now.
Mr THOMPSON: It probably is; 1 think the member for Merredin is right. However, it is
possible to make a telephone call from Kununurra to Perth as easily as it is to make one from
Kalamunda to Perth. The only difference is that one call is a bit more expensive than the
other. That can be addressed by either increasing the allowance for telephone calls to
members of Parliament or alternatively making available a 008 number. When one looks at
the seats of Geraldton, Albany and Bunbury one cannot say those seat suffer any significant
disadvantages, yet they are treated in the same way as Greenough and the larger electorates.
There is no logic to the way electoral boundaries are drawn today. I suggest that it is time we
amended the law to give equal weight to votes in country areas. I accept that people in the
country experience disadvantages and to that extent some recognition should be given in the
system for electing people to the Legislative Council, just as a different system applies to the
House of Representatives and the Senate. Members of the House of Representatives are
elected fairly closely on a one-vote-one-value system and that is why the Federal member for
Kalgoorlie has included in his electorate the towns of Esperance and Wyndhiam. I have not
heard too many arguments from people in this State to change the electoral laws in the
Federal Parliament to overcome that situation. What has happened is that the member who
represents that area has been given additional resources so that he can adequately represent
his constituency. The Senate elections are conducted under the present system because it
provides some check in power, and if we bad a similar situation in the Legislative Council of
this Parliament, with the Legislative Assembly being elected on a one-vote-one-value
system, all interests would be adequately protected. I support the legislation. The electoral
system is long overdue for a change. Now that we have an Electoral Commissioner it would
be appropriate to make the Electoral Commissioner and the boundary commissioners
responsible for setting all the electoral boundaries in the State and to be unfettered in the way
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that they do that and not have to abide by legislative provisions that require there to be a
2:2 vote weighting in favour of people who live in t he country.
MR BLOFFWITCH (Geraldion) [4.10 pm]: The one-vote-one-value issue is extremely
complex. One would be making a tremendous mistake if one tried to break it down to the
fundamentals and classify it with the same criteria as democracy. It is lie saying of a
statement that two words are the absolute fundamental and that what can be argued depends
on those two words. The one-vote-one-value principle works against the less populous areas;
that is, if we base the one-vote-one-value principle purely on population and on no ocher
criteria. In the associations and corporations of which I have been a member I have seen our
say in what happens diminish when they have entered national associations. It is impossible
to attain representation nationally on the board of directors. Those organisations which have
worked better and to the satisfaction of all people involved are those that operate along the
lines of the Senate. On chat basis, irrespective of whether there are 6 000 members in New
South Wales and only 500 in Western Australia, the organisation will be represented
nationally.
Today we are talking about the decision makers of the State and from where they should
come. It is easy to suggest that applying the one-vote-one-value principle creates a fair
electoral situation; however, in practice it does almost the opposite. It concentrates the
centre of power within the large metropolitan area, and Western Australia is probably one of
the worst examples. At least New South Wales and Queensland contain some large regional
centres:, for example, the population of Newcastle is nigh on the population of Perth and
Wollongong's population is slightly smaller than Perth's. Those places have different
environments and terrains and we must bring the argument back to what suits the people of a
State and what will give them the fairest representation. The one- vote-one- value principle
would do anything but promote electoral fairness in Western Australia. Of course, we can
enter discussions about how difficult it is in a large electorate for a member of Parliament to
pursue his constituents' interests. Even when he can be contacted on a 008 telephone
number it does not overcome the fact that people like to be represented personally. A
member of Parliament likes to show his face in the areas he represents. My electorate is
probably one of the smallest in the State; therefore, if any member had a reason to support
the one-vowe-one-value principle it would be me because it would not make a lot of
difference to me if my electorate were classified as metropolitan. However, what would
happen to places like Mullewa or Three Springs under such an electoral system? If we
included another 20 000 people in those electorates they would probably take in Broome, and
that would be ridiculous in the extreme.
Mr Thompson: Explain the Federal seat of Kalgoorlie.
Mr BLOFFWITCH: It is miles too large for that member to represent adequately. The
people do not receive the same personal service as they receive in a seat similar in size to the
State seat of Geraldion. I know how difficult is the task of the member for Greenough.
Mr T'hompson: Explain to me the Kimberley situation when the Court amendment aimed to
create an electorate containing something like 17 000 people.
Mr BLODFFW1TCH:- There needs to be some weighting in the system. I am not saying that
the Kimberley electorate should include an additional 17 000 people and I am not advocating
that those things were right or wrong, but I am advocating that there needs to be weighting in
country seats, particularly in those that are geographically spread out.
Mr Thompson: Which is closer to the city of Perth, Rockingham or Kalamunda?
Mr BLOFFWlTCH: The member for Darling Range obviously knows the answer to that
question- Kalaniunda is probably closer to Perth.
Mr Thompson: Why should people at Rockingham be in the metropolitan area when the
people in Kalantunda are classified electorally as being in the country?
Dr Gallop: Because it suited the purposes of the Liberal Party at the time.
Mr BLOFFWI1TCH: If one-vote-one-value were adopted those inland areas located close to
the metropolitan area would not be combined with the outer suburbs.
Dr Gallop: You are missing his point
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Mr BLOFFWITCH: I am not.
Dr Gallop: The issue at stake is where the boundary was drawn and who drew it.
Mr BLOFFWITCH: I am not interested in that; what we are interested in today is the
one-vowe-one-value principle, not what the Electoral Commissioner did in the country years
ago.
Mr Thompson: It was not the Electoral Commissioner, it was a Minister of the Liberal Party.
Mr BLOFFWITC-: it does not matter who it was because that is not the issue we are
discussing today.
Mr Minson: It is a history lesson.
Mr BLOFFWITCH: Exactly. We need to consider whether a State as large and as diverse as
Western Australia can cope with the one-vote-one-value system. Under that system we
could not provide equal representation to country people and we need look only at the
examples of that in industry and in associations. Under the Government's principle
everything would be run from New South Wales or Victoria and I do not want to be part of
something in which I will never be able to get representation. What do we do in national
associations? Logically we weight States so that there is representation from the less
populous States.
Mr Kobelke: The difference is you have State boundaries, If you are talkdng within Western
Australia and you say you do not represent one-vote-one-value you would need to establish
alternative criteria. Not a single member on your side has put forward criteria which are
objective and can work for vote weighting because the baskc criteria is that it works to your
political advantage and that is why you want it. There is no philosophical basis.
Mr Minson: Rubbish!
Mr BLOFFWITCH: That is precisely the point that needs to be made. If it worked to our
advantage we would be sitting on that side of the House.
Mr PJ Smith: You should be because you stand to win.
Mr BLOFFWITCH: Under the present'system members opposite have the numbers. It is
ridiculous to say that it works in the Opposition's favour because it can work in the
Opposition's favour no more than it can work in the Government's favour. If the
one-vote-one-value system were analysed it is debatable whether it would work in the
Government's favour or in the Opposition's favour. It does not take away from the
fundamental question; that is, do members opposite want people to have equal
representation, not one-vote-one-value, in this State? If they do they must set up a weighting
system to allow that to operate.
Mr Kobelke: Under what criteria?
Mr BLOFFWITCH: Thke criterion of the Liberal Party, which may not be perfect, is 1:2.
Mr Kobelice: What is the philosophy that underlies that criterion? Is it because an electorate
is a greater distance from the capital?
Mr BLOFFWITCH: The philosophy is that with a sparse population spread over the State
the electorates are huge enough with that type of weighting and that is the compromise the
Liberal Party has reached. I was not privy to setting that up and the member for Nollamara
was probably not privy to it either. I can understand the philosophy behind it, but whether it
should be 1: 1.7 or 1:2.2 is something I cannot argue about. The criterion of 1: 1 certainly
would not provide equal representation to all electorates; the electorates would be huge,
particularly in the mid west and northern parts of this State.
I can do nothing but use the example of how every State Government and Australian
association operates. Do they operate under the principle of one-vote-one-value? Very few
of them do. They work on a weighted system which provides equal representation from each
of the States. Some unions operate under the principle of one-vote-one-value and others
operate on a vote weighting system. If a member opposite were a member of one of those
organisations and did not live in New South Wales where the majority of vowes are he would
feel that his vote would not have the same value as the votes of the people who lived in New
South Wales and he would be disenchanted with the system.
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Mr P.J. Smith: At the last Federal election which worked on the principle of one-vote-one-
value the votes fron Western Australia counted.
Mr BLOFFWITCH: What does the member mean by "counted"?
Mr P.J. Smith: You said that if an organisation in New South Wales adopted the one-vote-
one-value principle a member of that organisation frorn Western Australia would not feel
happy. I was suggesting that at the last Federal election the votes from Western Australia
counted.
Mr BLOFFWITCH: I agree, because the election was close, If the system is as successful as
members opposite say it is, why is it not adopted for the election of senators? There would
be an uproar in this State if we suggested that Western Australia, with 10 per cent of the
population, would have representation in the Senate of 1.8 or two senators as against the
equal number of senators that we have at the moment. The weighted system of voting suits
Western Australians and I can see no reason to change it. I use the example again of the
voting system adopted by the Senate because it provides all States with equal representation.
To me, that is democracy.
MR PJ. SMITH (Bunbury) [4.24 pm]: I will answer the member for Geraldton
immediately. The voting system in the Senate is similar to what is proposed for the
Legislative Council in the Acts Amendment (Representation) Bill and it provides the checks
and balances and the proportional representation for which the member is looking.
Mr Bloffwitch: It does not.
Mr P.J. SMITH: Under this legilation the six regions will be retained and the Assembly
seats will fall within those regions. The total votes of the electors within the Legislative
Council region will elect, by proportion, a certain number of members. It will be a fairer
system because the minority parties in the metropolitan area, like the Democrats, will have a
chance of having one of their candidates elected. Is that clear to the member?
Mr Bloffwitch: No. You are forgetting that in all these regions you are looking for an equal
number of voters. However, under the State system the criteria are entirely different; it has
nothing to do with the population base.
Mr P.1. SMITH: The Senate operates under a different system which provides the checks
and balances and the opportunity for proportional representation.
Mr Bloffwitch: That is what I am saying.
Mr P.J. SMITH: It should not be the same in both Houses of Parliament because we would
then revert to the system which applied in the 1970s where the Council tended to be
represented by the same party as the Assembly. Three or four Assembly seats came together
and the Council had the same proportion of members as the Assembly. T'he principle of one-
vote-one-value is the basic principle of democracy. It is essential that elections be free, fair
and periodic and that they express the will of the people with the concept of majority rule.
We can use a dozen different systems, but if one person is to represent one area the
population of each of the areas should be as equal as possible.
Mr Clarko: That is not what is done in other parts of the world.
Mr P.J. SMITH: It is. When the member for Marmion made his contribution to this debate
he ignored my argument. Every State in America has adopted the principle of one-vote-one-
value.
Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: In America they have the samne number of senators irrespective of population.
Mr P.T. SMITH: I reiterate that when the member for Marmnion made his contribution to this
debate I tried to interject on him and he talked me down and did not want to listen to me.
The Congress, which is equivalent to the Assembly, has a voting system similar to Western
Australia's proposal. Each Congress has adopted the principle of one-vote-one-value, and
the Senate has a different system which is similar to what is proposed in this legislation. I
find it incredible that the member for Marmion says we should have a different system and
that other people do not have this system. They do.
Mr Clarko: Why is it not based on one-vote-one-value?
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Marmion has made his point.
Mr P.1. SMITH: I visited America with a Select Committee and the people in the rural areas
have the same concerns as the people in rural Western Australia. America has the one-vote-
one-value system in its States.
Mr Clarko: it does not.
Mr P.1. SMITH: I am sorry, but I asked the Americans when I visited that country, and
Canada is moving in that direction. It has exactly the same concern as we have.
Mr Clarko: They do not have it in Canada.
Dr Gallop: They are having a major Royal Commission in Canada at the moment.
Mr Clarko: They do not have it.
Mr P.J. SMITH: I did not say that Canada has that system; I said that it is moving to that
system. The farmers in America are as concerned as the farmers in Western Australia.
America has experienced a shift of population from the rural area to the city and the farmers
are concerned that they will lose their representation, but that has not occurred. It has not
happened in Western Australia because the country area has maintained a powerful rural
lobby group and its members maintain close contact with each other. Members are aware of
the shift in population from the country to the city over the last 50 years, but the rural people
remember their roots. The weekend before last I was doorknocing in my electorate to
ascertain what my electors thought about daylight saving.
Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: Did you ask them about unemployment?
Mr P.1. SMITH: I asked them about daylight saving.
Several members interjected.
Mr P.J. SMITH: It is interesting that members have their own set of figures. However
one-third of the electors in my electorate are opposed to daylight saving, not half of them.
Several members interjected.
Mr P.J. SMITH: I am not concerned about what happened seven years ago. A lot of people
in my electorate who want daylight saving approached me.
Mr Macinnon: We will make sure your electors know how you vote on daylight saving.
Mr P.1. SMITH: The Leader of the Opposition may do that. I will not remain silent on the
subject of daylight saving.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members will have the opportunity to have their say on
daylight saving at a later stage.
Mr P.J. SMITH: In fact, of those people in my electorate who opposed daylight saving, the
majority did so because they had been farmers or had relatives who were farmers. They
understood the problems facing farmers and they were concerned about farmers. Even in the
City of Bunbury and the City of Perth, many people will put pressure on their political
representatives to make sure that the rural people get a fair go. Many rural people are
politically active. I have obtained some statistics about the backgrounds of members in this
House indicating whether they have been farmers, are related to farmers or were brought up
on farms. I do not include in those figures people who have worked on farms or spent some
time on them.
Mr Bloffwitch: Are you saying that the man who lives in the Kimberley who has a brother
living in Perth should be happy to be represented by his brother?
Mr P.1. SMITH: No. I am saying that people put political pressure on their representatives
in this place because they know how important the rural industry is. The member for
Wellington suggested that people in the Bunbury electorate had no regard for people in rural
areas. I do not find that to be the case. When I arn doorknocking, I find that most people in
my electorate are await of what is happening in the country areas and they are concerned
about these matters. In 1930 five per cent of the members in this Parliament had a rural
background. One would have expected that percentage to be higher at that time. By the
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1940s the number of rural members had increased to 40 per cent and it is now around
30 per cent. Also, there are almost as many members with rural backgrounds on this side of
the House - such as the Premier, the member for Maylands and others - as on the Opposition
side of the House.
Mr MeNee: Their backgrounds must be well back.
Mr P.3. SMI1TH: I am including people who were brought up on farms. Any person born
and bred on a farm until going to school must have a good background in rural matters. It is
an interesting aspect of the parliamentary selection process that whether members ar city
born or country born, they must have an appreciation of the problems in al areas.
Mr Clarko: Do you realise that if we ever get one-vote-one-value you will be gone?
Mr P.J. SMITH: That might happen. It will be for my party to make that decision.
Mr Macinnon: Surely it is the electors who will make the decision.
Mr P.J. SMITH: The decision about who stands for the seat of Bunbwry is up to the party. I
do not care about that issue. We should be more concerned about the principle involved and
one-vote-one-value is an important principle. When we get one-vote-one-value, we can
worry about the problems then. I consider that most of the objections raised by rural based
members are not valid. Reference was made to the difficulties of servicing rural electorates.
I have a fair idea of the problems involved, and I advise members that it is not easy to service
a small electorate such as mine, which has a more urban base. The country grapevine is very
good for conveying information to country people. Rural people soon know when a member
of Parliament is visiting the area, what he or she is doing, and the key issues involved in that
visit. They are well able to keep their members on their toes. Even though rural members
may have 30 to 50 communities to visit, usually only occasional visits are required. The
member can decide which function to attend or organise a function of his own in order to
maintain contact with people in the electorate. That is not quite so easy to arrange in city
electorates. Of course, members can also use the Press. Most rural areas have newspapers of
some description circulating within them;, some are overrun with them at the moment,
although that will sont itself out in time. These local newspapers are desperate for news and
other items to make them interesting to their readers. Therefore, country people often have
far greater access to the media and are able to use it to get their message across. In addition,
telephone and fax machines can be used to maintain contact in rural areas. Even though my
electorate is one of the smallest in the State, most of my contacts with people in the
electorate are by telephone during the day. I often receive up to 150 calls a day, and consider
it a quiet day if I receive only 50, for example. Few people visit my office, even though it is
in a central location. If I have information I wish to convey to my electors, I can do so by
mail or by telephone. In urban electorates - and I include mine in that category - the member
must get out and talk to the people. [ must attend meetings and organise meetings. It is not
as easy to do that in urban areas as it is in many rural areas. I acknowledge that members in
rural areas have greater distances to travel, and I concede that members in urban electorates
do not have that problem. I believe that members of Parliament who represent rural areas
should be provided with mobile telephones, and that 008 numbers are essential. I hope that
those facilities will be used more extensively once this legislation has been passed.
One of the first things I was told when the boundaries of my electorate were extended in
1989 was that I must service the Withers area. I run a clinic in that area, which I advertise
widely. For the first month or two I received many visitors during the time I was in
attendance but I now find that few people visit the office when I am there once a week.
Mr Clarko: Is this an election speech?
Mr P.1. SMITH: No, I am talking about the sorts of problems that city members have. Most
of the people in my electorate prefer to talk to me by telephone, or they call and ask me to
visit them. The member for Merredin spoke about the number of schools and groups
requiring servicing in rural electorates. I have hundreds of groups in my electorate which
want attention. I occasionally meet the leaders of those groups but most want me to attend
meetings and so on. All members will be aware of the groups requiring attention. I have
180 sporting and social groups in my electorate alone, most of which contact me at least once
a year asking me to attend various functions. All schools, union groups, work groups and so
on expect a visit from time to time, and that situation applies in both city and country
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electorates. I acknowledge that the country groups may be more spread out, but all members
are expected to service these types of groups. Urban representatives must also put up with
the major pressure groups - which often are minority groups. Rural areas have very few
pressure groups - perhaps just one "green" group. Generally in country areas the Farmers
Federation is the main active pressure group. In urban areas, such as mine, many minority
groups put pressure on parliamentary representatives, and members are constantly trying to
assist them and/or work out whether their cause is a fair one which should be supported.
Another problem I encounter in Bunbury - and this is common to rural and inner
metropolitan areas - is that of picking up constituent work from other electorates. Both
David Smith and I receive calls from all over the south west, mainly from Labor supporters,
and no doubt the member for Vasse, the member for Wellington and others receive calls
from Liberal Party supporters in my electorate. Many people prefer to speak to a member of
the party they support rather than their parliamentary representative.
It has been claimed that the Bill has been introduced to help the Australian Labor Party. I
sincerely hope that members opposite believe that because if they do it means they have not
done any research or considered the principles involved. In fact, I believe that one-vote-one-
value will advantage the Liberal Party. From the figures 1 researched five years ago with
regard to one-vote-one-value, I do not believe this change will advantage the Labor Party.
This will be the case particularly in rural areas, because if the seats of Mitchell and Bunbury
are combined into one, we will lose one person. In saying that this will benefit the ALP,
members opposite are hoping that they can justify their own opposition, but their language is
the language of losers.
The member for Marmion asked who brought in votes for women. Yes, it was John Forrest,
and he brought it in because he was being overrun by the workers in the goldfields -

Mr Clarko: It is true that he brought in the legislation that gave women the right to vote; and
he was not of your persuasion. He was totally opposed to your persuasion.
Mr P.J. SMITH: I agree, but there was a political reason for it.
Mr Clarko: The Liberal Party also brought in votes for 18 year olds, and led Australia in that
regard.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr P.J. SMITH: The democratic process and democratic reform have gone down a long
path. No one can state exactly what democracy is because it differs from place to place.
Mr Clarko: It does not require one-vote-one-value.
Mr P.J. SMITH: That is according to the member. It depends on the principle. What is the
principle of democracy? Should there be a fair and equal way of voting? Should there be
one-vote-one-value? I do not believe that one-vote-one-value will disadvantage rural people
as much as the Opposition is trying to demonstrate. It all depends on how the members
work. Members in each of the rural and urban seats have equal problems in servicing their
electorates. It is true that the country areas have the problem of distance, but that can be
overcome by providing extra assistance to the particular electorates. The process of moving
away from weighted voting to one-vote-one-value has been slow, but the end is in sight. The
ultimate aim of one-vote-one-value will eventually be achieved, and this State will be held
up by the rest of the world as demonstrating the way they all should go.
MR BRADSHAW (Wellington) [4.42 pm]: I do not support this Bill and, unlike the
member for Bunbury, I am not prepared to sell out the country people of Western Australia.
I am here to ensure that they continue to have as much representation as they have currently,
and even more if possible. It is very difficult to get a perfect political system, and in this
case we certainly do not have a perfect situation. At the last State election, the coalition
parties received 52 per cent of the vote, yet we are not in Governent We are not grizzling
about that -
Mr Lewis: It was 52.7 per cent - nearly 53 per cent. What a gerrymander that was!
Dr Gallop: You said you were not grizzling about that.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, but it is a fact, and there is no good our crying over spilt milk. In a
044MO-4
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perfect system, at the last election we would have won Government. However, there is no
perfect system, and no matter what we do, we will not get a perfect system.
Mr Read: You should have stood for Murray. You might have won that seat!
Mr BRADSHAW: I believe in living in one's electorate. That is one of the reasons that I
did not stand for Murray, otherwise I may have been tempted to stand.
It is wrong that the Government has the gall to bring this Bill before the House. We have a
situation where up to 80 per cent of the population of Western Australia live in the
metropolitan area. Only 20 per cent of the population live in rural areas, and that number is
decreasing as a result of the policies of the current Federal and State Labor Governments. At
this time of crisis in Western Australia and Australia, we should look not at lessening the
representation in rural areas but at least maintaining it, if not increasing it, because people in
rural areas are in dim straits - not necessarily in my region, but certainly in the wheat belt.
Mr Kobelke: If that is the basis of your argument, then all my single parent constituents in
Balga should get greater representation because they are in dire straits. Your argument does
not stack up.
Mr BRADSHAW: There are other reasons; it is not just because rural people are going
through a major crisis at present. It is not only farmers who are affected but also the people
in country towns who rely on farmers for their livelihood. The populations of country towns
are currently decreasing rapidly. Those people need help, and it is important to ensure that
we maintain their representation. The size of rural electorates is another Meason to have a
weighted system in Western Australia. It is all very well for the member for Bunbury to say
that because of telephones and electronic devices these days, we do not need to have the
same level of representation. I disagree, because it is important that people in rural areas see
their members of Parliament. It is a fact of life that people feel good and proud when they
see their member and know that they are meeting with their representative. If there were less
representation, members of Parliament would find it mome difficult to get out to rural towns
and meet the local people because of the vast distances in Western Australia.
The Government is dedicated to changing the style of local government by having ward
representation similar to one-vote-one-value. However, the Government's argument does
not hold up. One example is the Shim of Harvey, where an additional representative was
given to the coastal ward. However, for most of the year hardly anyone is in that ward
because it is a seaside town, and although it has many houses, not many people live there on
a permanent basis. We have a situation, therefore, where two representatives represent a
very small population. It is crazy to have a system of ward distributions. Another example
of how crazy it is for the inister to force local governments to change their wards and
representation is the situation in Eaton. One of the shire councillors who represented Eaton
and who lived in Eaton resigned, and when the council called for nominations, it could not
get another representative from the townsite; it had to get someone from the rural area to fill
that position. Therefore, the Minister forced another councillor to come from the Eaton
townsite to contest the next council elections in May. It will be interesting to see who will
fill that position, because just to say that there must be representatives from certain wards
does not mean that the representatives will actually come from those wards. This
Government is out of line, and out of touch with reality when it comes to its theories about
how to run the State.
We have a system of compulsory voting in our State and Federal elections. I strongly
believe that we should have a system of voluntary voting so that people who want to vote can
vote. People should not vote because they have to. We should consider implementing that
kind of reform.
Mr Pearce: If you were the Government we would encourage that, because you would go out
at the next election.
Mr BRADSHAW: I do not know who would be advantaged or disadvantaged by voluntary
voting, but people should vote because they want to; then those who vote will be people who
have thought about what they are voting for.
Mr Shave: Does the Leader of the House support compulsory voting?
Mr Pearce: Yes, because people have a duty as citizens to do so. Look around the world and
see what happens as a result of non-compulsory voting.
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Mr Macinnon: You have progressive democracies called America, Japan, and Great
Britain.
Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Shave: The Leader of the House is a closet socialist.
Mr Pearce: Absolutely, and not so much of a closet one, either.
Mr BRADSHAW: As I said earlier, there is no perfect system. Under the current voting
system 10 per cent of the people registered to vote do not do so; only 90 per cent of the
eligible voting population cast votes at an election. I have looked at a range of seats over
various elections and it always appears that 90 per cent of the people registered to vote do
vote. The percentage is a little less for by-elections, I think because people are confused
about whether voting at by-elections is compulsory.
Mr Read: What is the percentage for local government?
Mr BRADSHAW: It varies from 10 per cent to 40 per cent.
Mr Read: A turnout of 40 per cent would be unusual.
Mr Lewis: Is there anything wrong with local government and the way in which it operates?
Dr Gallop: Very few people vote. If you cannot see that that is a problem, you should have
another look at it.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Several times a secondary debate has started when the
member on his feet has paused for breath or has been interrupted. This makes it extremely
difficult, not only for the Hansard reporter but also for the long suffering members of the
public who are following the debate, although members can see that they left hours ago.
However, I suggest that members give the speaker on his or her feet a little more attention.
Mr BRADSHAW: I think the member for Bunbury drove the public out! There is no perfect
voting method in our electoral system. A weighting is required in the country to ensure that
country people are represented well and have more access to their members of Parliament. It
is important that we should have a fair and equitable system and I believe the current system
is quite reasonable, although I must admit that I did not support the current upper House
regional system when it was introduced.
Mr Strickland: The regions are too big, that is the problem. With smaller regions you would
get the representation.
Mr BRADSHAW: Yes, the South West Region stretches from Serpentine to Albany, which
is quite ridiculous. One cannot expect a member to cover that area adequately.
Mr Pearce: It has seven members to cover it.
Mr BRADSHAW: I know, but each member is expected to cover the whole electorate. That
regional system is quite useless and is not a success. I am certainly not prepared to sell out
on the country people of Western Australia and I oppose this Bill.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [4.54 pm]: I have sat through a range of
debates on one-vote-one-value in this House over the years and one thing which has always
amazed me is that members opposite, who cling desperately to a weighted voting system
because it suits them electorally, try to dress that up in some way as if in support of some
great political theory.
Mr Macinnon: One-vote-one-value would suit our party better electorally. in strict political
terms. You know that.
Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition did not know that was the case, of course.
Dr Gallop: They did a deal with the Nationals.
Mr PEARCE: That is right. The simple fact is that the Liberal Party in this State does not
even reflect the Liberal Party across Australia when it comes to one-vote-one-value. Years
ago, when I was first in the Parliament back in the 1970s, one of the Federal Liberal
members told me that the State Liberal Party was silly for not grabbing one-vote-one-value.
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Mr Macinnon: Which Federal member?
Mr PEARCE: It was Peter Shack, the member for Tangney. It was when the Liberal Party
was in Government federally. He painted out that the Liberal Party could win Government
on a one-vote-one-value system across the nation and in Western Australia, and it was not
tenable to hold it up.
Mr Clarko: It is an unfair principle. That is why we do not do it.
Mr PEARCE: That is not the view that Liberal Parties elsewhere take. Why did the Liberal
Party in South Australia introduce a one-vote-one-value system? Why does the Liberal Party
federally - the national party - support a one-vote-one-value system, and why did it vote for it
in the Federal Parliament? Why do the Liberal Parties in Queensland, New South Wales and
Victoria support a one-vote-one-value system? The Liberal Party in Tasmania has always
supported the strange one-vote-one-value system which that State has. For the Liberal Party
here to say that it is supporting some great political principle overlooks the fact that no other
Liberal Party in Australia supports that principle. Members opposite might say it is a
principle, but it is not something with which only members on this side of the House
disagree, or with which only Labor people across the country disagree; it is something with
which Liberal people across the country disagree as well. Basically, what they are seeking to
do is to hang on to an old gerrymander. I feel particularly strongly about this because I was
here in the days of Sir Charles Court, when four of the seats in the Parliament were drawn by
the Government; and because my colleague, the Minister for Water Resources and member
for Kimberley, had, against the Liberal Party's expectations, won the seat of Kimberley and
they were starting to feel the pressure -

Mr Clarko: He wanted to stand for the Liberal Party.
Mr PEARCE: The Liberal Party should have picked him; we did, and he has been a damned
good member and a very good Minister. We can recognise talent - we do not pass it by.
When he won that seat, and the seat of Pilbara was under pressure, all of a sudden, by the
stroke of a pen, half of the towns in the Pilbais were transferred to the Kimberley; so the seat
with the largest electoral population in the State was the seat of Kimberley, which had the
same enrolment as a metropolitan seat.
Mr Clarko: You did not find anything wrong with that.
Mr PEARCE: The member for Marmion should tell me what political principle is involved
in the most remote seat in the State having the same population as that of a metropolitan seat.
Under current arrangements it comes down to the fact that "city is city but country ain't
country no more". For example, at last count I represent 20 307 electors in the seat of
Armadale, compared to the member for Geraldcon, who spoke a few minutes ago, who has
11 886 constituents. His electors effectively have a much greater say in who governs the
State than do mine, because it takes fewer of them to elect a member to Parliament.
However, members opposite want to put that aside and say that is not the real issue, and that
the real issue is how well one can service one's electorate, because country electorates are
big and city electorates are small. I must tell them that the 11 886 voters in Geraldton
occupy 27 square kilometres. The member for GCeraldton can walk around the electorate
three times in the course of a day and hardly feel out of breath, whereas the seat of Annadale,
where my 20 307 constituents reside, covers 998 square kilometres which I must cover as a
member of Parliament.
Mr Clarko: Is it State forest?
Mr PEARCE: If one counted the sheep in my electorate as they count them in some of the
National Party electorates - and I am not just talking about the members, either - my
electorate would be much smaller, or the population of it would be counted as much larger.
It is ridiculous to say that I must divide my time between 20 307 electors over nearly 1 000
square kilometres -

Mr Macinnon: Talking of sheep, is it true, as someone has reported to me, that a bit of a
ram is representing Armadale?
Mr PEARCE: I do not know. I understand that members opposite are after the New Zealand
vote, so they should not lay that one on me. I do not have the instant rapport with sheep
which rural members opposite seem to have!
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Mr Shave: You round them up and make a copy of their footprint to put on the ballot paper.
Mr PEARCE: I am not attuned to the rural voting practices, but these seem to be well
understood on the Opposition benches; perhaps that is why I am voting for a one-vote-one-
value system.
The political principle which members opposite claim to represent is the capacity of
members to Properly represent their constituents by taking up concerns in a one-on-one
manner. That is a nonsense when one compares the reality of city and country electorates
under the current system, or when one considers the actions of past Liberal Governments.
There never has been an adherence to that principle. Sir Charles Court was a great exponent
of that principle, but he was among the first to abandon it for electoral convenience. When
trying to hold the then seat of Pilbara he was prepared to change - by the most
gerrymandering action of the past 50 years - the seat's boundaries by a vote of Parliament.
At that time the drawing of the boundaries was exempted from the Electoral Commission; it
did not have a say in it, as the then Government made the decision. This was passed by the
Parliament as the Government had the majority in both Houses. In that case the country seat
was enlarged to have almost the same number of constituents as a metropolitan seat.
Mr Clarko: How can you object to that when you want to make every seat like that?
Mr PEARCE: If all seats were like that, there would be no problem. However, if all Labor
Party seats represent the same number of constituents as metropolitan seats, and if all
conservative seats are pocket boroughs half the size, that is wrong. There must be
consistency.
Mr Clarko: How can you argue that way?
Mr PEARCE: How can the member defend, on the basis of the member's previous
arguments, the decision of Sir Charles Court to double the size of the seat of Kimberley?
Mr Clarko: It was only the size of the seats you are now trying to create.
Mr PEARCE: The member should defend his argument in his own terms. I have never
argued in favour of weighted electorates, as the member has done, as he indicated in votes in
the Parliament. When a division was called on the question of increasing the size of the
Kimberley electorate, the member was seen voting with the Ayes. However, he pops up in
this debate and waxes eloquent about equality, the needs of people in isolated areas, and the
special conditions they face.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: This member voted in the Parliament to double the number of electors within
the boundaries of the Kimberley electorate, even though it was 3 000 miles away, yet he
argues as he does.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! How on earth members imagine that a record of this debate can be
made I do not know. It is disgraceful. In saying that, I do not refer to the speech being made
by the Leader of the House.
Mr PEARCE: Members opposite should not come into Parliament waving a banner of
political principle when hiding behind a shelter of political expediency. Members opposite
should have the sense and decency to do what Liberal Parties across the country have done;
that is, support the view that any political system which is weighted in the manner preferred
by members opposite has the seeds of corruption built within it. One of the main
recommendations of the Fitzgerald report was that the problems which occurred in
Queensland were allowed to develop because of a weighted political system.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I am paraphrasing the report.
Mr Clarko: The Labor Government did not accept that recommendation.
Mr PEARCE: I will say something about the Queensland Labor Government in a moment.
The Fitzgerald report indicated that the Queensland system was weighted to such a degree
that the will of the people was not translated to the Parliament. Therefore, the Government
could ignore the will of the people, and it had the capacity to create the excesses which
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occurred in Queensland. Having castigated the Liberal members of this State for their
unprincipled position, and congratulated Liberal members in other States for their attitude on
this matter, I was disappointed that the Labor Government in Queensland did not move to the
one-vote-one-value system.
Mr Clarko: I thought it was a great idea; the inquiry recommended that there be weighted
votes for remote areas.
Dr Gallop: Do you know who supported the one-vote-one-value principle? It was the
political colleagues of members opposite.
Mr PEARCE: The Queensland Liberal Party was clamouring for it. Nevertheless, I think
Mr Goss has made a mistake.
Mr Lewis: To stay in power.
Mr PEARCE: Not at all. In fact, the Labor Government in Queensland would be much
more suited by a one-vote-one-value system than it is in following the recommendations of
the inquiry.
Mr Clarko: Why did they accept weighted votes?
Mr PEARCE: Because they announced beforehand that they would; that was the principle
they set.
Mr Macinnon: They have the same principles as we do; it would suit us politically to adopt
a one-vote-one-value system, but we do not think it is right.
Mr PEARCE: I am criticising Mr Goss in the same way as I am criticising the Leader of the
Opposition. In Mr Goss' case so many political influences applied in Queensland that -

Mir Clarko: It began with a Labor Government in the 1940s.
Mr PEARCE: I am saying it is wrong no matter who does it. Labor Governments have also
done it in this State. Originally, John Forrest governed with a gerrymander in this State.
Electors in the goldfields did not have fair representation even though the area had a large
population. However, seats like Bunbury, which were little pocket boroughs, were well
represented. The delay in creating fair boundaries and representation in the goldfields
created a lag with the population growth; therefore, for the first 20 or 30 years this area was
not represented fairly.
Mr Clarko: And for a long time after, too.
Mr PEARCE: The gerrymander was established by a conservative Government, but that
came around to bite it. When the population dropped in the goldfields, the Labor
Government left in place a gerrymander which was established by the conservatives - it was
tit for tat. However, it was wrong and was not justifiable in either ease. if a system can be
weighted, it can be weighted to suit one's needs. One-vote-one-value requires equality of
electors across the State. If one has independent boundary commissioners as we have in this
State, who are effectively appointed and agreed to by the Parliament -

Mr Clarko: They were chosen by Dowding - old grumpy.
Mr PEARCE: With the concurrence of the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr Clarko: Theme was no concurrence; Dowding said, "This is the man I choose. Take it, or
leave it."
Mr PEARCE: That is not the way it happened. I was involved in those discussions.
Mr Omodei: It was election by anointment.
Mir PEARCE: The member for Warren is desperately trying to hang on to the weighted
system because if the member had to represent the number of constituents represented by
most members on this side of the House he may not do so well.
Mr Omodei: How long does it take you to get to a meeting? It takes me seven hours to
attend a meeting in my electorate.
Mr PEARCE: I cannot leave the House when it is sitting.
Mr Omodei: Is that fair representation?
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Mr PEARCE: The member's job is to be in the Parliament to represent his electors - the
handful of thenm. The member is referring to politics and working to keep one's seat, and if it
is a little electorate it is easier.
Several members interjected.
NIr PEARCE: The member will probably find that the area of his electorate is not
significantly greater than mine, although he would represent significantly fewer people.
The SPEAKER: Order! This kind of interchange is not proper. I suspect that a number of
members who are involved in these interchanges are about to speak in this debate. If I am
right, I suggest that those people may look to me for protection if they receive the same
number of interjections. If those members continue to carry on in this fashion, they will not
receive it.

MrT PEARCE: The fact is that members opposite stand almost alone in the world in their
support for weighted voting systems.
Mr Clarko: You are telling exactly the opposite of the truth. Almost no country in the world
has one-vote-one-value. I was going to call you a fibber, but I did not want to do that. I have
challenged the Government repeatedly to produce one country that is universally one-vote-
one-value and you have not been able to do that over five years.
Mr PEARCE: America has one-vote-one-value.
Mr Clarko interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Clarko: Produce one country.
Mr PEARCE: I am not aware of any other country where deliberate weighting in favour of
rural people is written into electoral laws.
MrT Clarko: Wherever there is a federation they have a senate -

NIr PEARCE: We are not talking about the Senate; we are talking about the election of the
House in which the Government sits.
MrT Clarko: You cannot be talking about the universal one-vote-one-value.
The SPEAKER: Order! I suggest the member for Marmion hangs onto the points for his
speech.
MrT PEARCE: The member for Marmion is quite vocal now, but a few minutes ago he was
offered the chance to support weighting in favour of rural people. Furthermore, in the past,
he voted to make the seat of Kimberley the size of a metropolitan electorate; that is, double
its size. He has never been able to explain how that happened.
MW Clarko: I explained. You must agree with it, because that is what you want.
MIT PEARCE: Why did the member for Marmion vote for it if he did not agree with it? If he
is going to take, as his voting principle, agreement with me, that is a step in the right
direction. That is the only occasion on which he has voted for something with which I have
agreed.
Mr Catania: Obviously the Liberal Party doesn't extend to disagreements -

MIT PEARCE: That is right. Logic in the Liberal Party does not extend too far either.
Western Australia tends to be a laughing stock in part because of the electoral system here.
It is the more isolated because of changes in the rest of the country over the past decade or
so. The Labor Party has been able to win elections, despite electoral weighting in the past. I
have no doubt that if the Opposition were to get back into office at some future election, the
first thing it would do -
Mr Lewis: At the next one.
Mr PEARCE: It will not get back in at the next election.
Mr Shave: We have done well in the upper House.
MrT PEARCE: For the first time in the history of this State the Opposition has lost its
majority in the upper House. I would not say that it has done all that well; it has just lost its
safest seat in this House.
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Mr Lewis: That is not the safest seat.
Mr PEARCE: It is not any mare; but it certainly was pretty safe. The Opposition will not
walk in at the next election. I see from the smug looks on a few faces that members opposite
think it will. However, they have some shocks coming.
Mr Shave: We will win by two or three members at the next election in the upper House.
Mr PEARCE: What about the lower House?
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I am prepared to make a prediction about the next election; my predictions
have not always been too far astray on election matters.
Mr Lewis: They have been on leadership matters.
Mr PEARCE: After the next election no Independents will be in the Legislative Assembly
and Labor will have a majority. We will see whether that prediction comes true. If we have
one-vote-one-value, it will certainly happen.
Mr Shave: Did you have a bet on the Melbourne Cup?
Mr PEARCE: I won on the Melbourne Cup. Indeed, I have $40 in my pocket and I have not
collected the rest of my winnings.
Mr Clarko: You are not allowed to bet on the election.
Mr PEARCE: I am not proposing to bet on the election, but I do not mind betting on the
Melbourne Cup. Nonetheless, I make the clear prediction about the outcome of the next
election.
Mr Shave: You won't be here to see that.
Mr PEARCE: I will be here to see that.
Mr Shave: You will able to use that ad in the paper about situations wanted.
Mr PEARCE: We will see whether the member for Melville or I have the longest political
career. I held the most marginal seat in the State, and sat not far from where the member for
Melville now sits, when I was first elected to this Parliament. Sir Charles Court and his
colleagues used to say to me that I was a oncer and that I would not be back, but I camne back
again and again. Now I am sitting in a seat in which those departed people sat. The member
for Melville should not tell me I will not be here after the next election. I have been around
for longer than he; so has this Government and we will be around for much longer. When
the Labor Party is elected at the next election, it will become the longest serving Government
in the history of this State. That is not a prediction, it is a fact.
Mr Lewis: How can it be a fact?
Mr PEARCE: It will be a fact once we are elected. In the history of this State. the
Opposition has not shown any principle on this matter and it is about time it did.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform) [5.15 pm]:
This has been a very wide ranging debate. What are we debating here today? What have we
been talking about? When I listened to Opposition members speak in the debate I heard
argument about the system of government which exists in the United Nations, where
different nations of the world come together to work out peaceful conciliation between
countries. I have heard argument about the Australian Federal system, which, of course,
originated when colonies within our country came together to farm a Federation. That
involved negotiation between those colonies about the Federation they wished to have.
Those colonies became States and then became constituent parts of the Australian Federal
political system. I have heard discussion about the Australian Labor Party and the way it
organises its internal democracy. The Australian Labor Party is formed on the basis of a
coalition between trade unions on the one side and constituent parts on the other, and the
electoral system that has been worked out within that political party has been designed to
meet its needs. The fact is, we are not taiting about the United Nations, the Australian
Federal system, the Australian Labor Party, the Australian Liberal Party, or the National
Party of Western Australia. We are taling about an electoral system for the Parliament of
Western Australia, which is a State within the Commonwealth of Australia.
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Mr Macinnon interjected.
Dr GALLOP: I am trying to make the very important point that the central plank of the
argument of the Leader of the Opposition's spokesperson on this issue was that we needed to
draw an analogy between the Senate and our own Legislature. However, we cannot draw
Mhat analogy because we are dealing with an election within this State and not with the
system of federalism itself.
The other point which very few speakers on the other side of' the House have noted is that we
are talking about an electoral system for not only this House, but also the Legislative
Council.
Mr Clarko: That is not what your second reading speech said.
Dr GALLOP: My second reading speech said all of those things.
Mr Clarko: Democracy in a worldwide sense? It is not worldwide to Western Australia.
Dr GALLOP: That is right - the general principle that applies within the system. When we
look at the system of representation for this House, it is important we see the ways in which
it differs from the representation system for the other House. We developed that difference
through the system of proportional representation. We have said we will have a lower House
which elects its members on the basis of single member constituencies. A majority of votes
and a majority of seats are required to form a Government. In the upper House we have a
system of proportional representation in which the percentage of votes gained in each of the
regions in the Legislative Council is reflected in the number of seats held in that House.
Mr P.J. Smith: That point seems to have been missed over there.
Dr GALLOP: That is right. We have devised a system that attempts to accommodate the
different theories and the different bases upon which we can develop an electoral system and,
of course, underneath both of those must be a system of one-vote-one-value.
The member for Marmion argued that it was inconsistent and therefore illogical for the
Government to support a system of one-vote-one-value for the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council and to support different systems for the United Nations, the Australian
Federal system and the Australian Labor Party. Like most members of this Parliament, I am
a pluralist. Different theories are needed for different institutions. We are all aware of or
have associations with families, schools, universities, trade unions, political panics,
international political organisations like the United Nations, and federations in which
different states come together. Each of those different institutions has a slightly different
theory. Underpinning all of them in the modem world is the idea that they need to
incorporate some notion of representation and some idea that people who are involved in
those institutions have a say in the way they are run. However, we cannot take the principles
Df the United Nations, the Australian Labor Party or the Australian Liberal Party and impose
them upon this State.
We need to look at our own principles; that is agreed to by all participants in this debate.
However. that leads me to ask a simple question: What is the most appropriate principle that
we could adopt in Western Australia for elections for the Legislative Assembly and the
Legislative Council? Do we start off with individuals with their own rights, interests,
philosophies, attitudes and values or do we start off with some concept of regions - of a
metropolitan area and a non-metropolitan area, a north and a south? In designing the
electoral system we need for Western Australia, we should start off with individuals. It is
puzzling that the Liberal Party in Western Australia does not share that starting point
because, as the Leader of the House pointed out, Liberal Parties all over the country agree
with that starting point; that is, the best way to design our political and electoral system is to
start off with individuals and then to give each of those individuals a vote which has equal
weighting. In debating this issue we should base our arguments on what is best for Western
Australia and we need to start off with the principles of individual rights, freedoms and
interests.
The second point that needs to be made in this debate is that we need to analyse whether we
focus on the legislative functions that we perform as members of Parliament or on the
representational functions that we perform as members of Parliament. We are legislators; we
pass laws, we debate the issues of the day, and we do it in this Parliament. At the same time,
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we also have a very important task to assist our constituents, not only as individuals, but also
through their associations and organisations including local sporting clubs, cultural
organisations and parents and citizens' associations.
Mr Macinnon: Are you filibustering or not?
Dr GALLOP: I am coming to a very important part of this argument. An important point
was made by the member for Maylands when she quoted a former member for West Perth, a
Mr Davy. When discussing electoral systems, that member said that we needed to focus
upon the legislative function; that is, the function that we are given to pass laws, and to
debate issues of the day. He said it was important that that function be given priority over
the representational function.
Mr Clarko: Why should we take note of that gentleman?
Dr GALLOP: Because the point he made was correct.
NIr Macinnon: Let us get on to the division stage so that we can discuss more important
matters.
Dr GALLOP: That is pathetic. One of the mast interesting and revealing features of this
Opposition was indicated last week following a division on legislation relating to the
proposed Fitzgerald Street bridge. After that division was lost by the Government, the
member for Whitford had the audacity to say that she and other members from the northern
suburbs wanted to debate that matter in the Committee stage to represent their constituents!
One second after that division, the Opposition indicated that it did not want that debate and
that it had the numbers to run the legislation through the Parliament. One interesting aspect
of debates in this House under the Labor Government has been the ability of the Opposition
to debate all matters that come before the Parliament. However, that was a revealing
comment. It indicated that the contempt that the Opposition had for the parliamentary
process in the 1970s and the early 1980s when it was in Government still exists. The
numbers meant everything then and the Opposition revealed its true colours again following
that debate on the proposed Fitzgerald Street bridge.
MIT Cowan interjected.
Dr GALLOP: That is right, because we insisted upon that right. However, the howls that
came from members of the Liberal Party indicated where they stood on parliamentary rights.
The Government believes unequivocally that the legislative function is more important than
the function of a member of Parliament as a social worker or as an advocate for his or her
constituents, although those functions are very important; in fact, we need to preserve and
develop those functions. However, they are not as important as the legislative functions and
we have the ridiculous situation of this Opposition trying to develop a theory on democracy
on the basis of the ease of communication that should exist between an elector and a member
of Parliament. The ease of communication is important and needs to be addressed.
However, it is impossible to build an electoral system on that basis. We cannot design our
system of democracy on the workload of a member of Parliament. That issue must be taken
into account and be discussed and developed but one cannot base an electoral system on it.
That is shown if one looks at the current electoral system, where disparities exist within the
metropolitan and non-metropolitan areas.
The member for Arinadale painted to his seat covering 998 square kilometres. My seat
covers 24 square ilometres. Outside the metropolitan area the scat of Albany covers 45
square kilometres and the seat of Ashburton 70 065 square kilometres. That has always been
the case in Western Australia because of the huge size of the State. It is impossible to design
an electoral system which meets the needs of every member of Parliament perfectly when
they are carrying out their constituency functions. So far I have made two important points:
Firstly, we are dealing with the electoral systems that should prevail in the Legislative
Assembly and the Legislative Council, not other institutions, and secondly, we say that the
legislative function should be given paramount importance when discussing our electoral
system.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.
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[Questions without notice taken.)
Sitting suspended from S5S6 to 730 pm

DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL
Message - Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the Bill.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
Daylight Saving Bill - Resumption of Debate

MR PEARCE (Arniadale - Leader of the House) [7.30 pmn]: I move -

That debate be resumed on the Daylight Saving Bill 1991.
Division

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (29)
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Graham Mr Read Dr Watson
Mrs Begs Mr Grayden Mr Ripper Mr Watt
Mr Clarko Mir Icierath Mr P-1. Smith Mr Wilson
Dr Constable Dr Lawrence Mr Strickland Mr Nicholls (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Lewis Mr Thomas Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Macinnon Mr Thompson
Dr Edwards Mr McGinty Mr Troy
Dr Gallop Mr Peare Mr Fred Tubby

Noes (9)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Trenorden
Mr Bloffwirck Mir McNee Mr Wies
Mr Cowan Mir Minson Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Question thus passed.
DAYLIGHT SAVING BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [7.37 pm]: The Government's
priorities for legislation and issues at the present time should be elsewhere. This matter,
while it might gather a great deal of public comment, will not do anything to resolve the
great problems that beset our State and nation. Those issues include the lack of jobs. The
Yakabindie and Marandoo projects have the potential to create thousands of jobs, but the
Government is not taking any action in this Parliament to speed up the legislative process.
We have a rural crisis, but the Premier has delayed the State's contribution to the Part B
funding of the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation and the Government does not
seem to understund the need to amend the corporation's guidelines to provide better support
from available funds to those people in need. We have the issues of health care and law and
order. I was surprised when the Premier in her Press release today said that the freedom of
information legislation has the highest legislative priority, yet this Bill is given a higher
priority because of the politics involved.
It is surprising to see that the Government has now come to the position that the Liberal
Party had arrived at in June and which was roundly criticised by the Government. The
Liberal Party said it would support a daylight saving trial with a referendum thereafter; that
is now proposed in this legislation. It suggested that, bearing in mind the divisive nature of
the issue and the strong opposition in country areas, some consideration should be given to
country people to make their own arrangements along the lines of the Queensland legislation.
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This Bill now includes such a proposition. This Bill is almost in its entirety the position that
our party arrived at in June.
I will explain to the Parliament exactly why the party arrived at that position, bearing in mind
that when it did so in June there was no public controversy and the matter was not before the
Parliament. The party debated the matter in a sensible and careful way. It was clear to me in
that debate that if we were to oppose the legislation outright without any preconditions, and
given the commitment of Hon Reg Davies to support the legislation, daylight saving would
have been introduced in Western Australia without the people of this State having any say. I
held some eleventh hour discussions with Hon Reg Davies when he expressed his intention
to support the previous Bill, and convinced him not to support it. However, it was clear that,
regardless of whether he was a member of the Liberal Party, he would support the next
daylight saving legislation. Therefore, the Liberal Party decided that it would support only
daylight saving legislation which gave the people of this State a say. I am thankful the
Liberal Party was responsible for giving every single Western Australian, no matter what
their point of view on this matter, the chance to have a say through a referendum. The
Liberal Party could have maintained its previous position of total opposition to daylight
saving. That would have meant daylight saving without a referendum. I did not believe, and
I still do not believe, that that is the course of action which should be taken, At least now it
does not matter whether a person lives in the country or the city, or is a businessman,
housewife, politician or journalist; he or she will have a say at the ballot box. That is how it
should be on an issue which affects every single Western Australian.
I predict that vigorous debate will precede the referendum. I also predict that many
Government members will participate in that debate and vote against daylight saving. I
predict that the members for Bunbury, Mitchell, Murray and Pilbara will be among those
who will publicly oppose daylight saving.
Mr P.J. Smith: Why do you say that?
Mr MacKINNON: Does the member intend to vote no at the referendum?
Mr P.J. Smith: I have not made a decision yet.
Mr MacKINNON: There is no doubt that the members for Murray, Bunbury, Mitchell and
Pilbara, among many others, will be campaigning for the no vote. The member for Bunbury
has said that he has not made up his mind, but it is clear what he intends to do - he will vote
no,
Mr P.1. Smith: It does not affect any member of Parliament if they are doing their jobs. You
shouldn't even worry about it.
Mr MacKINNON: Does the member for Bunbury intend to vote yes or no?
Mr P.J. Smith: I will decide on what the people say.
Mr MacKINNON: The member for Pilbara will vote no.
Mr Graham: Certainly I will vote no.
Mr MacKYNNON: It was stated in the North West Telegraph -

Pilbara MLA Larry Graham is strongly opposed to the permanent introduction of
daylight saving because of the incessant heat in the North.

The Liberal Party's approach to this issue has meant that even members of the Government
who oppose daylight saving are now able to have a say. They were not able to have a say in
the party room, which was the forum in which the legislation originated. We have now given
them the opportunity of at least having a say and they will come out publicly and oppose the
legislation. I hope that the next Premier will accept without reservation the outcome of the
referendum. If the result of the referendum is a no vote this matter will never be raised while
I amn Leader of the Liberal Party. Likewise, if the result is a yes vote daylight saving will be
in place because the people of this State have spoken. If I were Premier, I would have given
priority to a range of issues. There are 100 000 people in the State without jobs and country
people are crying out for support, yet while the country bleeds to death this Government
wants to meddle with the clocks of Western Australia. The Opposition's position was put
forward clearly in June. The Government has now come around to that position, and I will
support the legislation. However, when the referendum comes around I will join with the
member for Pilbara in voting no.
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MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [7.45 pm]: I am sure members
recognise the significance of the first Tuesday in November.
Mr Pearce: It is Guy Fawkes Day.
Mr COWAN: It is true that it is the day on which we remember Guy Fawkes; however, it is
better known in Australia as Melbourne Cup day. For those members who do not already
know, this Melbourne Cup day is significant for one reason.
Mr Thompson: Two jockeys got rubbed out.
Mr COWAN: It will be remembered for that as well as for the time of the running of the cup
being altered to coincide with the most appropriate time for television coverage by our Asian
neighbours, particularly Hong Kong.
Mr Thompson: So.they could bet.
Mr COWAN: Probably, but the fact remains that daylight saving is whatever people want to
make it.
Mr Pearce: Would you become an advocate for daylight saving in Hong Kong?
Mr COWAN: I learnt a long time ago that when the Leader of the House is speaking, either
by way of interjection or when he has the call, while he may sound goad and receive top
marks for the flow of words, logic does not have any correlation with some of the remarks he
makes.
Mr Wilson: You once told me logic did not play any part in this House at all.
Mr COWAN: Especially when the Leader of the House is on his feet.
Mr Wilson: You did not make that exception before.
Mr Trenorden: You could almost extend that to the Government.
Mr COWAN: Yes. Because daylight saving has been applied in the Eastern States and
because the Melbourne Cup is of such national and international significance it was decided
that the time for the running of that race would be delayed an hour in order to satisfy
international television viewers. I thought that would be a matter of interest and would put a
few members in good humnour, because I doubt that what I intend to say now about the
Government and anyone who is prepared to support this nonsense legislation will allow them
to keep their good humour.
Two referendums have been held on this issue. The 1974 referendum was as a consequence
of the Court-McPharlin Government's deciding to introduce a trial period for daylight
saving. I distinctly recall the then Premier and a number of his colleagues saying in this
place that they did not support the concept of daylight saving but that they thought the people
should be given an opportunity to express their views. They said that we would have a trial
period of daylight saving followed by a referendum. That referendum was conducted and, of
the 51 electoral districts in Western Australia, 30 voted against daylight saving and 21 voted
in favour of it. In percentage terms, 53.66 per cent of the Western Australian population
voted against daylight saving and 45.34 per cent voted in favour of it. That was the first
referendum and everyone thought that they had seen democracy at work - there had been a
trial period and a response and the vote was not overwhelming but, nevertheless, the majority
of voters said no. It appeared that was not sufficient because when the Labor Government
came to power in 1983 we saw a repeat of the legislation the Court Government introduced
in 1974 when it came into power; that was the reintroduction of a trial period of daylight
saving which, once again, was followed by a referendum. One of the reasons given for
reintroducing this measure was that it had been nine years since the trial period and there was
a whole new generation of people who would experience daylight saving for the first time. It
was considered that they should be given that experience and then have the opportunity to
vote either for or against it. In the referendum that followed the introduction of the Daylight
Saving Act 1983, of the then 57 electoral districts into which Western Australia had been
divided, 43 voted against and 14 voted in favour of daylight saving. An even greater
percentage of the Western Austrlian population voted against daylight saving. The figures
show that 54.35 per cent voted against it and 45.65 per cent voted in favour of it. Two
conclusive decisions have been made by Western Australians on the question of daylight
saving. Why must we introduce this measure yet again? Given that we have had two
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conclusive decisions by the people of Western Australia one can only conclude that this
Government is introducing this measure because it wants to create a mischief. It knows that
there is nothing morn divisive and nothing that polarises people more than the issue of
daylight saving, for the simple reason that it pervades everything within Western Australia.
The Government knows that people can form definite opinions about daylight saving and,
while it knows that it has been an absolute failure in its management of this State and the
economy and in its ability to promote development and to create jobs, it knows that in this
instance it will divide the population of Western Australia and it will give people something
to talk about other than the Government's failure.
The two previous referendums are conclusive proof that Western Australians have already
rejected this legislation and there is no need to introduce this Bill except for political
purposes. It has nothing to do with acceding to the wishes of the business community. Are
the 80 per cent of people who voted against daylight saving in the electoral districts of
Merredin and Mt Marshall, which has now been abolished, not also business people? Do
they not rate a mention? Can the 53 or 54 per cent of people who voted against this measure
in 1984 not be classified as business people? Let us remember whom the Chamber of
Commerce and Industry and the Confederation of Western Australian Industry represent.
They =epresent those companies which have a connection with the Eastern States. Those
organisations bleat loud and long about the need for daylight saving to be introduced into this
State to allow companies to have greater profitability and to create employment. That is a
nonsense. Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Donovan), have you ever met a businessman who did not
take up the opportunity presented to him to become a more efficient and profitable
businessman? Can any member tell me how it is possible that because Western Australia
follows western standard time it will deny those business people the opportunity to become
more efficient and profitable? If business people in this State want to make contact with
their Eastern States counterparts, surely they have the communication means, skills and
willing work force capable of doing that without requiring all those people who voted against
daylight saving at the two referendums to follow the course of putting their clocks forward
by one hour.
With reference to the business community I grow tired of hearing this Government, the
Federal Government and even members on this side of the House talking about value adding.
I agree with the need for value adding and for downstream processing, but it is time we
stopped talking about it and did something about it. Where is it that this State has the
greatest dependency for trade? It is not with the Eastern States; it is with Asia. If members
want proof of that, all they need do is read the figures provided by the Department of State
Development which apply to those countries which are within one hour of our time. For
example, Indonesia exports more than $3 million worth of goods and imports $131 million;
China exports $510 million and imports $46 million; Malaysia exports $123 million and
imports $62 million; the Philippines exports $52 million and imports $3 million; and
Singapore, Taiwan, Thailand and Japan between them export $2.7 billion worth of goods and
import $789 million worth. How many times are we told that Asia provides the opportunity
for trade for this State? Asia is where we must direct our value adding process, yet what is
this State doing? It is making a decision because some business people want to communicate
with the Eastern States - they are too lazy to do it in their own time - in a move which will
put this State out of kilter with the area of the world to which it should be directing its trade.
Where is the logic and economic sense behind that?
I do not think I could go past the attitude of those people who believe that daylight saving
should be introduced other than to draw the attention of members to a recent interview
conducted by "The 7.30 Report". I am not referring to the attitude of the reporter because he
was following instructions. However, I ani referring to the attitude of the people responsible
for the production of that program because they made it very clear what they thought about
the people who are opposed to daylight saving. It is a very sick society that believes some of
the rubbish that is incorporated in the print and electronic media about daylight saving. I
have never heard any person connected with agriculture- ever make the claim that their
agricultural production would be damaged by the introduction of daylight saving. However,
we hear those people who want to be dismissive claim that people have said their chooks will
go off the lay, their curtains will fade and their paint will peel. That is an insult to the
intelligence of every person who voted against daylight saving.
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Mr P.J. Smith: Logical people do not say it.
Mr COWAN: Nobody says those things. The only people I have heard make those
comments are the proponents of daylight saving and the journalists who warnt to further the
cause of daylight saving.
Mr P.1. Smith: Some people say it, but they do not understand the concept.
Mr COWAN: That is nonsense. Not one person believes those comments or has made them,
other than the proponents of daylight saving and journalists who, because of their long
careers in journalism, have become cynical in their approach to their profession. That is the
only time those comments are made in some cynical attempt at humour.
Mr P.1. Smith: Some people do not understand what daylight saving is about.
Mr COWAN: The member for Bunbury does not understand people. I am sure no one has
made those comments.
Mr P.J. Smith: They have said those things to me when I have been doorknocking.
Mr COWAN: That is absolute nonsense; people would not be so silly. Daylight saving
affects the farming community in the same way that people on both sides of the House argue
that those who must communicate with the Eastern States are affected. In a similar fashion,
those people who work according to sun time must adjust to cte new business hours that have
been imposed on us by daylight saving in the Eastern States. We must weigh up the
advantages to the business people communicating with the Eastern States against the
disadvantages imposed on people who work shift time or clock hours who must
communicate with the business world working on western summer time. In my view the
numbers favour the small businessmen - I include farmers in that category - and people
servicing agriculture. They represent the majority of the businessmen who communicate
with the Eastern States. That is how daylight saving will disadvantage the fanning
community.
We must also consider families in the farming community. The people who work outside
often work according to sun time, but their children attend school according to western
summer time. I do not know why, but mothers particularly hate daylight saving, and they
base their feelings on their personal experiences. Their experience tells them that daylight
saving is not good for their situation. I represent those people and I am much more prepared
to take their word than the word of some cynical journalist who wants to send up those
people who live in the country.
Mr P.J. Smith: Will you explain how it affects them, because that is the one thing I have
difficulty understanding. I want some examples.
Mr COWAN: I am not compelled to give the member for Bunbury any examples. If people
in my constituency are strongly opposed to daylight saving and they give me reasons for that
opposition. I believe them. I have just told the member for Bunbury that they are not the
reasons advocated in the Press and on the electronic media, but they are genuine reasons
about how daylight saving affects their families and businesses which work according to
western summer time. I feel like Kerry Packer saying. "I have told you once, I have told you
twice, I have told you many times; if you do not believe me you must call me a liar."
Mr P.J. Smith: You are not making your point clear.
Mr COWAN: I have no doubt that if I were at my most persuasive and had half an hour to
spare, I would not get the message through to the member for Bunbury. I amn not reflecting
on his intelligence - or lack of it - but I am reflecting on his inability to accept anything other
than a Caucus decision. I can demonstrate that it is a Caucus decision. The statistics for the
1984 referendum on daylight saving indicate that 56.86 per cent of the electorate in the City
of Bunbury voted against daylight saving.
Mr P.J. Smith: Some of those people have changed their minds and would now vote yes.
Mr COWAN: I am quite sure we shall hear that time and time again; that is, it is seven years
since the last referendum was held and in that time many people have changed their minds.
In fact, more people voted against daylight saving in 1984 than voted against it at the 1975
referendum. I suggest that the number voting against it at the next referendum will increase
even more.

5989



Mr P.J. Smith: I want some reasons. Some people who live in the city and who favour
daylight saving will vowe against it because of the farmers. You are telling me that they
oppose it but you are not explaining why. There is a difference.
Mr COWAN: I find this unbelievable. I have just said that it is for die very reason that the
business community in Perth which communicates with the Eastern States feels it would be
an advantage to go back to the two hour time difference. Business people in the country -
those who work sun time and disregard daylight saving - have been disadvantaged because of
the difference western standard time makes to their working hours. That is the third time I
have explained it. I do not know whether I have the patience - and I certainly do not have the
time - to explain it any further. I have also said that families have found from their personal
experience that it is a disadvantage to manage an operation where some members of their
family are working sun time and other members of their family must work or go to school
according to western standard time. I cannot ask everyone why they find it so, and if I went
to the trouble of doing so, I doubt whether it would be to any avail, because it would not
change the member for Bunbury's attitude. He is tied in by Caucus, notwithstanding that the
majority of the electors he represents voted against daylight saving in 1975 and voted against
it with a greater majority in 1984. However, the member for Bunbury will still vote in
favour of daylight saving because Caucus has told him how he must vote.
Some other aspects of this matter are very important to me; the referendum will cost this
State $4 million. 'That is an absolute waste of money. Even though the Government - and
again because it wants to make mischief - has decided to allow this referendum to coincide
with local government elections, it will not save money. Local government elections, if I am
correct, are not run by the Electoral Commission. Therefore, the date of the local
government elections, which is the date upon which the Government has decided to hold the
referendum, has nothing to do with the Electoral Commission. What we will see, therefore,
is a $4 million expense, which the State cannot afford; the money could certainly be directed
to areas which are of greater value. What could be more confusing than local government
elections conducted by local government, and, on the other hand, a referendum conducted by
the State Electoral Commission? The Government's argument is clearly based on the
reasoning that the Government can be as disruptive as it likes on this issue. The State
Government has a policy that there should be compulsory voting for local government
elections, and it believes that if it can force the Electoral Commission to conduct the
referendum on the same day that local governments conduct local government elections,
more people will shift from the Electoral Commission polling booths to the local government
polling booths to cast a vote, flat must be the only answer.
In respect of the amount of $4 million, I am sure that every member in this House has
approached the Government to seek funding. I note that the inister for Agriculture is
sitting in his seat. It is a pity that the Minister does not have responsibility for the Rural
Adjustment and Finance Corporation. The Minister's department must work very hard to
prepare the package and to put it forward to Cabinet, yet once that package is accepted or
rejected by Cabinet, the Minister loses control of it; it is transferred to the Ministry of the
Premier and Cabinet. It has taken a long time for this State to come to terms with the fact
that rural industries are in significant trouble. I understand that recently it was announced
that $3.8 million of State Government money would be directed towards RAFCOR for carry-
on finance. I assume that the Mnister for Agriculture had to battle for that funding at a
number of Cabinet meetings and that he had to work very hard to put that in place;, yet
overnight the Government can seek to spend $4 million on a referendum so that people can
make a decision about a matter that has twice been put to a referendum! That will gain
nothing for Western Australia.
This Government is bereft of ideas and of the ability to show the leadership that is necessary
for this State in these tough economic times. I am sure that some time between now and the
termination of this debate someone will tell me that this will be a daylight saving-led
recovery from the recession. I am sure that there will be some harebrained idea that
somehow the business community in Perth will save huge amounts of money. The Premier
is about to go to a Premiers' Conference which was to usher in a new era of federalism. We
were to see the States given the opportunity to alter significantly the means by which they
raise their revenue. The States, in conjunction with the Commonwealth, were to look closely
at ways of removing existing duplication. However, we have now found that we have a
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Prime Minister who spends most of his time in other countries, willing the South Africans
how to run South Africa, telling the Malaysians that we will be nice to them in future, and
giving heaps of money to Nelson Mandela when no other country will. The Premier is
saying char we have economic problems, and that we have the opportunity to bring about
some new federalism, but instead of doing that she is finding that every opportunity is being
cut off by the Prime Minister because he is frightened of sonic backbencher who happened to
go onto the back bench after the last unsuccessful leadership challenge. Not only that, but all
we have seen in the case of duplication of Government services is the Government's giving
away its responsibilities in relation to rail and road transport. That is the measure of this
State Government, and that is a classic indication of how useless it has become. It can do
nothing but introduce measures like this, which do only one thing; that is, divide the
community. This Government should be trying to bring the community together. It should
be telling the community that it has an economic plan and a program for the future. This
legislation should be rejected.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [8. 15 pm: It is absolute nonsense for the
Leader of the National Party to suggest that daylight saving is not an economic measure and
that it has just been dreamt up by the Government as a sort of last minute thought. The
simple fact is that the Government has being trying since its first year in office in 1983 to get
daylight saving for Western Australia. There is a simple and good reason for that: Daylight
saving has been pressed for consistently by the leaders of the business community, because
they believe that daylight saving is necessary to keep Western Australia in a competitive
position with the rest of the country. The people who argue most strongly for daylight
saving do not vote for us; they vote for members opposite. Th1ey are the employers in the
State. They operate business enterprises that are spread across the nation. They are
disadvantaged by the shift from the two hour time frame which already exists to a three hour
time frame. They are the people who are asking for daylight saving. The pressure is not
coming from ordinary people who might want an extra hour of daylight at the end of the day
to improve their lifestyles by giving them the capacity to spend a greater amount of their
summer time leisure in sunlight rather than in darkness. The pressure is coming from the
business community.
The Leader of the Opposition has asked why we are not doing something about providing
jobs, or about the economy. Our answer is that we are, by this very measure. The irony of
this debate is that it comes on the very day when the National Party tail has already wagged
the Liberal Parry dog with regard to one-vote-one-value, and for many years the National
Party tail has wagged the Liberal Parry dog on daylight saving. The dog is now wagging
itself, and it is about time. It is ironic that the business community - which supports the
Liberal Parry unfailingly in this Stare, no matter how bad it happens to be - has been pressing
the Liberal Parry repeatedly on the daylight saving issue, yet it was no: until the member for
Cottesloc camne out of one area into the other that the Liberal Party, after eight and a half
years, turned around its attitude from one of opposition to daylight saving to one of support.
There are sitting members of the Liberal Party - business-based members - who have always
wanted to vote for daylight saving but who have been prevented from doing so by the heads
from the back block constituencies who have demanded that daylight saving be opposed.
Over the years there has been more argument in the Liberal Party room about daylight saving
than about any other matter in Western Australia-
I might say with regard to the National Parry dog that we now have a double aniculated dog
in general issues, because the National Party rail on the Liberal Party dog is actually being
wagged by the extra tail of the Independents. The Independents wiggle, the National Parry
wags and the Liberal Party goes whop, whop from one side of the room to another.
However, we have now seen a modicum of sense from the Liberal Parry about this issue.
The Liberal Parry has been saved in respect of its own business constituency by its former
member, Hon Reg Davies, the now Independent member of the upper House, who has
brought this issue to a head. I say bluntly that the Government's preferred position with
regard to daylight saving - and this has been our position all along - is that we have it without
a referendum. The Parliament should take the responsibility of voting for daylight saving
and make the decisions that we are elected to make for the people of Western Australia.
In order to achieve the benefits of daylight saving for our employers, our business
community and our economy, we are prepared to hold a referendum. We do not like
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spending $4 million, or $2 million, or $50 000 on it because we think that is an unnecessary
expense. However, if thac is what is necessary in order to get daylight saving and its benefits
in this State, we will do it in order to get this sensible measure through, but we do it
reluctantly and only because we do not command a majority in the upper House. If the
Liberal Party had the sense to back its own constituency in this regard - if the member for
Cottesloe could use his powers to convince the Liberal Party of what his former employers
want in this matter - we would have daylight saving this year and every year without a
referendum, without wasting $4 million, or any of these things. It would simply be done. It
is the timidity of the Liberal Party which is inflicting many of these things on us. Members
of the Liberal Party should not worry about the views of the National Party on this mailer.
Their constituents ring them up and complain about their curtains fading or their solar hot
water systems bursting, and we cannot expect them to do anything else, given the
constituency they have. The Liberal Party should just take account of this fact. The Liberal
Party might allow a few of its rural members, such as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
to cross the floor to look good in the eyes of their constituents, but surely there is enough
sense in the Liberal Party for its members to allow these things to occur but still join with the
Government to make the decision that must be made.
Mr Minson: What would have happened to your deputy leader had he crossed the floor to
represent his constituents?
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! The Hansard reporter is having
tremendous difficulty recording the interjections with the background conversation that is
going on. The Leader of the House never has any trouble being heard, but members should
please give the Hansard reporter a break. I am talking mostly about those members who are
engaging in other conversations around the place and have not even realised that I am on my
feet calling for order.
Mr PEARCE: Of course, the Liberal Party is quite happy to see the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition cross the floor to vote on this issue because its members know that he can cross
the floor with impunity. The measure will pass, irrespective of where he happens to be
sitting, and they are prepared to let him sit on the opposite side. That is a sensible thing for
the Liberal Party to do. and I do not argue with that.
Mr Minson: Prepared? It is my right.
Mr PEARCE: But the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has discussed it with them - he
should not tell me he has not. In fact, he has approval from them.
Mr Lewis: Have you been listening at doors again?
Mr PEARCE: Indeed I have. I have very long ears, and not too many things happen in this
place about which I do not hear. I know quite precisely the approval the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has been given. I do not argue with the Liberal Party, for political reasons,
giving the Deputy Leader of the Opposition the capacity to cross the floor when members of
the Liberal Party know it will not hurt, but the Liberal Party is costing the taxpayers of this
State $4 million to put this issue to a referendum again when its own constituency, the
employers of this State, want the Liberal Party to vote for daylight saving here and now. The
Liberal Party is forcing us into a position of spending $4 million to go through another
referendum, and to raise general uncertainty about this whole issue yet again.
Mr Minson: You do not have to accept it. You can do what you want to do - you have just
said so.
Mr PEARCE: We cannot, because we are obliged to get the measure through the upper
House. We have been through this time and time again.
Mr Minson: You said you were dealing with the Independent there.
Mr PEARCE: But how many members are there in the upper House? There are 34, 16 of
whom come from our party. In order to pass any measure we require an additional vote. f1
recall the numbers correctly, the Liberal Party has 12 votes on the floor of the upper House
now.
Mr Watt: Why don't you talk about the merits or otherwise of daylight saving?
Mr PEARCE: The Liberal Party has only to send one or two of its members across the floor,
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in the same way as it is letting the Deputy Leader of the Opposition cross the floor, and we
would not have to rely on negotiations with the Independent to bring about this result. We
would be able to achieve daylight saving in the way in which people want.
The member for Albany asked me to canvass the merits of the mailer. They were outlined to
the House in the second reading speech given by my leader, the Premier. Fundamentally
they are twofold. Firstly, they deal with the economy. Western Australia is badly placed in
many ways, because of its isolation, to be economically competitive with the rest of
Australia, which is the main area in which it operates, in business terms. Most of our
employers are members of the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry and
the Confederation of Western Australian Industry, and work in an Australia-wide context.
Many export elsewhere but regard themselves as part of the great Australian family of
business, which is quite proper. If they must start three hours behind businesses in the
Eastern States they are put at a disadvantage. They are at a disadvantage even starting
two hours behind, but making it three hours puts them in a very difficult position. Anyone
who deals with the Eastern States regularly knows of the great problems that three hour gap
causes. That in itself should be an indication of the need for us to remain competitive and
adopt this measure. Members opposite are always talking about the need to give Western
Australian business and industry a competitive edge, yet year after year they have voted in
this place to take away the competitive edge from our business people in the summer time.
That is not our judgment on the matter, that is their judgment. Why do members opposite
think that every year the Confederation of Western Australian Industry and the Western
Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry go on the radio and make it quite clear that
they want daylight saving this summer?
Mr Watt: Your judgment has been shown to be lacking in a lot of things.
Mr PEARCE: I am repeating the judgment of the Chamber of Commerce and the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry that daylight saving is required for Western
Australian business. I do not report my own judgment on that, but their judgment and my
acceptance of it; so if the member for Albany wants to argue with my judgment, let him
argue with the Chamber of Commerce and the Confederation of Western Australian Industry
about what arm the needs of Western Australian industry.
Mr Cowan: You are so willing to comply with the wishes of the Chamber of Commerce and
the Confederation of Industry. They have been asking for enterprise bargaining for quite
same time. Why aren't you jumping into bed with them on that issue? It would do far more
for the economy, for employment, and for development in this State. Why don't you agree
to that request by the Confederation of Industry?
Mr PEARCE: I will respond to the Leader of the National Party quite directly. As Minister
for the Environment I often find myself confronted by groups who say, 'Stop this project. It
means only 50 or 100 jobs. It is only a little thing when compared with the totality. What is
50 jobs here or there?" I say to those groups, as I say now to the Leader of the National
Party, that all of the jobs in this State are made up of those 50 or 100 jobs. It is no good for
the Leader of the National Party to say that this is a more important issue. If it is more
important he should be supporting it. If he is a supporter of the Confederation of Western
Australian Industry he should support this measure. It is not good enough to say that
something else is more important. In fact the Government is supporting moves to enterprise
bargaining, at both the Federal and State levels; just the other day the Minister for
Productivity and Labour Relations, supported by the Government, made an announcement of
a move in the Industrial Relations Commission to have a measure of enterprise bargaining in
Western Australia. So we are doing those things too, but it is no good pretending, as the
Leader of the National Party tries to do, that this is not an economic issue; it is.
The second aspect of daylight saving is to do with the lifestyle of our citizens.
Mr Cowan: Led out of the recession by daylight saving!
Mr PEARCE: No, I did not say that. The Leader of the National Party is not arguing with
me but with the business leaders in this State. We expect him to do that, because
fundamentally the National Party is not a very business oriented party. It has a very narrow
spectrum of small business in the rural areas to which it is responsive. It represents only a
small proportion of the total Western Australian electorate, in terms not only of numbers but
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also of interest groups. Even the Democrats represent more people than does the National
Party. The National Party is fortunate that its constituents are concentrated in particular
areas of the State, because the Leader of the National Party knows that if we had a one-vote-
one-value system of voting his party would be decimated because it would have to compete
at the same level as everyone else.
The Liberal Party is in a different position. Not only does it have a major responsibility to
this State, but also it represents a significant area of the State, both city and country. It is the
alternative Government in every respect - in the position the ponty occupies, the vote it
consistently receives, and the areas to which it must respond. The Liberal Party has a much
greater responsibility in these matters than does the National Party because it must look to
the State's interests as well as to its own narrow electoral interests. The Leader of the
National Party is no different from Senator Vallentine, in a way. He has his own little
constituency and as long as he can play to that constituency he can hold the handful of seats
the parny needs to hold. The National Party is a historical anomaly, in political terms, but it
suits us to have a historical anomaly in the bush areas, where we cannot get the vote. The
Liberal Party bears a much rater responsibility in these matters than does the National
Party. The National Party can be written off as an anachronism on this issue; as I said to its
deputy leader, that party can hang around and wait for the Middle Ages to return. The
Liberal Party must stand up to its responsibilities in these matters. For eight and a half years,
the term of this Government, the Liberal Party has consistently failed to live up to that
responsibility. This was due to some of the backblock seats it holds, yet it failed to answer
its real supporter and fund raisers who have desperately wanted daylight saving.
In the course of the last six months the Liberal Party has adopted a new policy on this issue;
that is, it will support it with the proviso of a referendum. As one of my departmental heads
would say, it is a paradigm shift in thinking. This is a good thing, and I am perfectly
prepared to put it down to the influence of the member for Cottesloc who - although he does
not have a rat deal of influence in this House - must have some influence in the party
room. Why do members opposite face up to this change with such bad grace, and why do
they make speeches which are fundamentally against daylight saving?
Mr Minson: What do you do with all the rubbish in your head when your mouth is closed?
Mr PEARCE: I can understand why members of the Liberal Party are squirming, as it is
eight and a half years late on this issue. In two weeks' time the State will have daylight
saving, but the Liberal Party has not embraced this move even though it was brought about
by its own business interests. Members opposite sit on the fence; they want fence sitting to
be an Olympic sport. We will see the position they adopt at the time of the referendum - in
the city they will be for daylight saving, and in the country they will be against it.
Mr Macinnon: What will be the position of the members for Pilbara and Bunbury?
Mr PEARCE: They will vote for it.
Mr Macinnon: The member for Bunbuzy has not made up his mind.
Mr P.J. Smith: It will not affect me; I will make up moy mind when I find out what my
constituents want. Members opposite have made up their minds without any evidence. The
National Party has not convinced me on this issue.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! We all expected this debate to excite
emotions, but it should not reach the stage where the member on his feet cannot be heard -
which is most unusual for the Leader of the House. When the Chair calls for order and the
interjections continue, that is stretching the friendship between the Chair and the House a
little too far.
Mr PEARCE: The simple fact of the matter -

Mr Macinnon: Your members will not vote for it.
Mr PEARCE: We will wait and see what happens. The rantings of the National Party about
daylight saving were to be expected, however, a change of stance has occurred in the Liberal
Party about which its members are nervous. All of a sudden the 20th century has slapped
them in the face and it is an uncomfortable feeling for them. The Liberal Party should have a
sense of responsibility on this issue. It is aware that daylight saving will soon be in place -
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Mr Macinnon: With a referendum.
Mr PEARCE: - with a referendum, which was directly the result of Liberal Party action.
The referendum will cost the taxpayers of Western Australia $4 million, and thac is the
responsibility of the Liberal Parry. If the referendum goes wrong and the measure is defeated
because of an opinion poll or because of the cow or curtain factions, the issue will nor go
away. If this matter fails tn he settled, many Western Australians will still want daylight
saving and the business community needs it. These people will wair for two or three years.
as happened in 1975 arnd 1984, to put the matter on the agenda again. The Labor Party has
not put this matter on the agenda; that was done by the business leadens of our community
who need it for economic reasons.
Mr Trenorden: I believe in Santa Claus, but I will never believe in you.
Mr PEARCE: From the stories the member has told in this House, he started to believe in
the fairies some time ago.
Mr Watt: The matter was raised by other parties but you grabbed it with both hands to send
out a smokescreen.
Mr PEARCE: That argument can hardly be raised against the Government. We have had a
consistent position on daylight saving since being elected to Government. The first Bill on
this matter was introduced in the first year of the Burke Government.
Mr Watt: A moment ago you said that the issue was introduced by the business community
and now you say it was one of the first things you introduced.
Mr PEARCE: I cannot help the comprehension lapses of the member for Albany. The
people who asked most strongly for the introduction of the measure were members of the
business community, and we reacted to requests because we recognise the economic force of
the argument. A Bill was introduced in 1983 which was followed by a trial and a
referendum. We have consistendly supported daylight saving for the economic benefits
entailed. We have not changed our position. The Liberal Parry has changed its position. For
the past thr-ee and a half years the Liberal Party has opposed daylight saving with or without
a referendum, and since then it has decided to support it with a referendum clause
Mr MacKinnon: You supported it with a referendum last time.
Mr PEARCE: We have not changed our position. We have always supponted daylight
saving without a referendum, but a referendum clause was needed if it was to pass through
the Legislative Council. Again, the Government has been forced into the position of
including a referendum. We will spend $4 million of taxpayers' money because Liberal
Party members of Parliament have failed to do their job as representatives of the people who
support them. The member for Cortesloe is the last person who should be arguing against
this Bill. He has argued in the party room for the introduction of daylight saving without a
referendum.
Mr Lewis: How would you know?
Mr PEARCE: Is it true! Members on the front bench opposite should have eyes in the back
of their heads. The Leader of the Opposition and the pretend Leader of the Opposition could
nor see that the member for Cotresloe was nodding his head as I spoke; I have told the truth
and that was agreed by the person about whom I was making a claim! He is in favour of
daylight saving without a referendum, as are some other members of the Liberal Parry. The
Liberal Party lacks leadership to make hard decisions, and that is why at the next election.
even with all the troubles we have, we will win. We are able to confront these sorts of
issues.
Mr Cowan: This is a hard decision, is it?
Mr PEARCE: It is not a hard decision for the Leader of the National Party. He represents
six people and if they are all of the same mind, a decision can be made irrespective of what
everybody else wants. However, the Liberal Parry cannot escape the fact that a lack of
leadership has unfortunately - Or fortunately for us - become its hallmark.
There cannot be too much wrong with daylight saving if the rest of Australia embraces it
without complaint every year. Members opposite claim that Western Austalia has some
peculiarities; they say that in a State of sunshine we must scurry to bed once it gets dark. I

5995



find this argument a little strange. The lack of leadership of members opposite has led to the
prevailing situation over the past decade. Members have a chance to reverse that Position -
in a way they are - but they should do so with courage and leadership. I suppose that we
should be grateful to Liberal members who will vote in favour of this legislation, but we
would prefer to see some statesmanship.
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe) [8.39 pm]: I am pleased to have an opportunity to speak
on the daylight saving issue, and in particular on the Daylight Saving Bill. As suggested to
me previously by the member for Applecross, we would be in a better position in this debate
if we were talking about summer time rather than a spurious concept of daylight saving. In
my previous role as the chief executive of the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce
and Industry I strongly and publicly advocated daylight saving for two reasons: Firstly, my
job entailed being an advocate of business objectives. Secondly, because I believe that
daylight saving is in the interests of Western Australians, I remain a supporter of it for the
same reason. I do not propose to waste time by going over the arguments for and against
daylight saving, of which there are many. Indeed, we have heard some of the arguments on
both sides already this evening. However, I would like to comment on the way the debate
has proceeded and the way in which I hope it may proceed from now until the proposed
referendum. Everyone has a view on daylight saving. It is impossible to find people who do
not have a view and those views are generally held with a great deal of passion. In my view
community opinion is probably fairly evenly divided on the issue. I guess the referendum
will finally answer the question.
I have observed, both in my previous role and now as a member of Parliament, that those
who oppose daylight saving usually do so because they happen not to like it. Equally, many
of those who support daylight saving do so because they like it. I will comment on some of
the arguments from the opponents of daylight saving. The most disappointing aspect about
the way the opponents have presented their side of the debate is that, having reached the
position of not liking daylight saving - I respect and understand that - they often try to find a
justification for that view. In doing that they weaken their argument, and some of their
points are quite spurious. I think the Leader of the National Party has said, and it is
disappointing, that the media on occasions has criticised the opponents of daylight saving
and their ridiculous arguments about fading curtains and the time the chooks come in.
Some extraordinary technical arguments have also been put forward. I have had some
complicated letters talking about longitudes and latitudes and sunrise time. They are almost
works of art. Nonetheless, they are used to try to justify the view of die writer that he or she
does not like daylight saving. Equally, many comparative arguments have been put forward
along the tines that the United States has more time zones, there are more States and it is a
bigger country. Similar time zone comparisons with Asia and countries to the North were
mentioned by the Leader of the National Party. We have heard personal and family reasons
against daylight saving such as getting children to sleep, and a host of related arguments. In
addition, other arguments are put up by opponents of daylight saving which I call the
practical problems. These relate to the timing of school bus trips in country areas, meals in
hospitals, evening television news, trading hours, working hours, the time the wheat bin
opens, and so on.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No I do not. Those are all practical problems which can be overcome
with a little commonsense and a modicum of ingenuity.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETIT: I will come to that. Opinions related to what I call electoral and
referendum matters have also been mentioned. It has been argued that we have had two
referendums and the decision has been made twice. That argument has substance; it is of
some merit and must be taken seriously. Another argument which has merit and which must
be taken seriously concerns health. The medical profession has expressed the view that with
more exposure to sunlight there is a danger of increased skin cancer. That is a very serious
point and we would be foolish to discount it.
Mrs Beggs: There is a counter argument. They say that one should stay out of the sun
between 11.00 am and 3.00 pm. With extra daylight at the end of the day, people have time
for recreation when the sun is less dangerous.
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Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will talk about that later. Regretfully, sometimes the debate is seen as
a country versus city debate. It is often seen as an attack by city people on country people
and their lifestyles.
In considering the arguments mounted by the opponents of daylight saving. I conclude three
things: Some of the arguments do not carry much weight; many of the difficulties can be
resolved by commonsense; and some of the views have merit and are worthy of
consideration. However, I emphasise that most of dhe opposition is simply that people do not
like daylight saving and they say they do not like it. I, for one, respect that viewpoint and I
am sure all members of Parliament and perhaps all members of the community do too.
However, the opponents do not further their case by looking for exotic reasons and
justifications for their preference to be without daylight saving.
Mr Wiese: It is a fairly subjective matter.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The member for Wagin can speak in a moment. Those people would
do far better to state their preference and be counted; I have no difficulty with that, but I do
not respect many of their arguments.
In fairness I will look at the arguments put up by the supporters of daylight saving. Many of
those who support it do so simply because they like it - it suits their lifestyle. Many of them
have made the same mistake as the non-supporters. They set about trying to justify their
support, which does not need justification, by countering the arguments of the opponents of
daylight saving as has occurred tonight. Many counter arguments can be put to those who
point to past referendums. Others, such as my colleague the member for Scarborough,
indicated chat he has done same analysis chat shows that many people were not around to
vote in the 1984 referendum. That is a valid point. A new cohort of voters is in the
community now. Similarly, the member for Whitford countered the point about skin cancers.
Others would argue that daylight saving provides opportunity for increased leisure time and
perhaps we will have a healthier lifestyle. I do not know. The point is, arguments can be put
for either side.
I now refer to the business side, with which I have been most closely associated. Many
people who argue the business case in support of daylight saving do so because it suits their
personal lifestyle. However, it is true that without daylight saving effective communication
between Western Australia and the Eastern States is reduced to approximately two hours and,
in some cases, in practical terms, even less. That is a very real problem. It is not simply a
problem for the finance and the stockbroking industries; it goes throughout the business
sector and the public sector. It affects all types of commercial operations and community
services. People from hospitals have contacted me and pointed out the problems of ordering
and obtaining supplies of fairly exotic pharmaceuticals that may be available from only
Sydney or Melbourne on overnight services, That problem is compounded if daylight saving
is not in place and only two hours of communication is available between the States.
Arguments have been put up to counter the business case. People say that business can start
an hour earlier. The finance sector and money market industries do start earlier they always
have done. However, their customers do not and a large part of their work forte would not.
Community services are not designed for that. Other people will argue that businesses can
use facsimile machines. I agree with that The introduction of facsimile services throughout
the business community has certainly lessened the case for daylight saving. Li.fe is a lot
easier now with the use of facsimiles than it was in the early 1980s when this debate last took
place.
For the business argument, I conclude that, firstly, without daylight saving there is a real cost
to the business community. However, it has not been quantified and I do not think the
quantification is all chat important. Nonetheless, it is a real cost and it is a source of
inefficiency and, therefore, of competitiveness loss to Western Australia.
Added to that - this is what concerns me and I certainly cannot quantify this - has been a
most disturbing trend in Western Australian business over the last 10 years or so of a loss of
ownership by Western Australians. There are many reasons for that One is the trend
towards national and international business organisations. Another is WA Inc and the
corporate collapses that were experienced in the 1980s. However, another factor has been
the lack of daylight saving. With the lack of communication with business operations in
Western Australia there has been a trend in business to take decision making out of the hands
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of businesses in this State and move it back to Sydney or Melbourne. Daylight saving was
not a major factor but was one of t factors and that disturbs me.
The politics of the issue have been bizarre. The Government introduced a Bill in 1990 which
was defeated in the upper House. I think everyone knows that rura influence and rural
members held sway in the Liberal Party and it made the decision not to support the Bill. The
debate then raged on and the business community was very vocal in promoting daylight
saving. The Federal member for Stirling then introduced a Bill in the Federal Parliament to
adjust time levels which would effectively impose daylight saving in a crass way from
Canberra. I think all members of Parliament in Western Australia were against that. The
Liberal Party then had a very long and heated but a good debate about daylight saving within
the party at the right time as the Leader of the Opposition said. We debated it around May-
June of this year and we changed our position. That position was a credible one and it was to
support a trial period of daylight saving to be followed by a referendum with encouragement
to look at ways of ameliorating its adverse impact on country areas.
It is true that I prefer daylight saving. However, I accept the parties' position that it is a
divisive issue and the position of the Liberal Party as articulated by the Leader of the
Opposition on 14 June was credible. That made our position clear to the business
community, and the general public. I guess that people would think that our changing our
position was a free kick to the Government, if not a 50 yard penalty. However, what did the
Government do? It kicked the ball the wrong way. I quote from The West Australian of
16 August as follows -

The WA Government has no plans to introduce daylight saving legislation in the
spring sitting of State Parliament starring next week.
Instead, Premier Carmen Lawrence wants to assess Ml's' views on the issue.
A spokesman for Dr Lawrence said yesterday the Premier was not interested in
another political exercise nor in the issue becoming a political plaything.
The spokesman said the Government did not want to waste the Parliament's time and
money on the matter.

That was absolutely bizarre. A private member's Bill was then introduced in the upper
House and was supported by the Government. However, in what can be described only as
the classic fumble, when the Bill came to this House, it was ruled out of order. At the time
the Speaker did not give his reasons for that ruling but if the reason was that it was a money
Bill, surely the Government should have known about it. One wonders about the
competency of the advice the Government received on the matter. Did it support legislation
in the upper House which it knew would be ruled out of order or did it not know? Either
way, the Government stands condemned for the fumbling of that Bill. It is now 5 November
and we are debating another Bill to introduce daylight saving on 17 November, less than two
weeks away. While I may be the strongest advocate of daylight saving in the Liberal Party,
the Bill has been brought in when it is almost so late that it will be destructive and the
chances of having it adopted by the people has been limited by the confusion that will result
by the late introduction of daylight saving.
Mr Kierath: What about timetables of bus services and other travel services?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: There will be unnecessary chaos. If this thing had been done properly.
the Government should have taken the lead of the Leader of the Opposition when he cleared
the decks for daylight saving to be introduced and set out the rules of the game. The
Government should have moved then. If it wanted to debate the merits or the timing of the
referendum, it should have done so at the end of the last session or at the beginning of this
session. We will now have a trial period of daylight saving to be followed by a referendum.
I make three appeals. I appeal firstly to all people in this debate to be honest. I ask those
who do not like daylight saving to say so and not to look for exotic reasons to justify their
opposition. I ask those who do like it to say so and not to go to extraordinary lengths to
counter the arguments of their opponents. I ask others to respect the views of those who like
or dislike daylight saving and not to ridicule them. The business community has had its way
to this point. It has been given a trial of daylight saving to be followed by a referendum.
Maybe it did not want the referendum but at this point the business community is winning. If
it believes - I think it does - that daylight saving is important to commercial operations in this
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State, it should explain the benefits and the importance of daylight saving to its employees
and customers. It can blame no-one but itself if this referendum is lost. I support daylight
saving.
Mr Cowan: You can blame me.
Mr CJ. BARNETT: The Leader of the National Party can take the blame or the credit. I
support daylight saving and I am conscious tt 52 per cent of people in the Cottesloe
electorate opposed it at the last referendum. I hope for a rational approach to this debate.
However, most of all I believe daylight saving is good for Western Australia. I hope we can
have a rational, sensible debate on this matter and I hope chat the people of Western Australia
listen to the debate and, for the sake of the State, support daylight saving.
MR WILSON (Dianella - Minister for Health) [8.57 pm]: I congratulate the member for
Cottesloe for the rational way in which he presented his case. He presented it logically and
in an undisturbed way. He has made a major contribution to the debate. I agree with him
that the issue is largely one of personal preference. Many of the arguments that are put
forward and are repeated constantly are built around personal preference. I confess at the
beginning of my speech that I oppose daylight saving in Western Australia. On the two
previous referendums, I voted against it.
Mr Minson: That is twice you have been right.
Mr WILSON: That is a bit cruel coming from the member for Greenough. I assume we will
have another referendum -and I will vote against it again.
Mr Minson: If there were not to be a referendum, how would you vote tonight?
My WILSON: If there were not to be a referendum, I suppose there is a chance that we
would not be debating this matter tonight. The positions being adopted in this debate are
largely the positions adopted in previous debates on this issue and represent the range of
views that one encounters when one talks about this issue in the community.
The sorts of representations I have received from constituents have been varied. I suspect
that most of those who have contacted me have strong views one way or the other and that
the majority of people have not indicated their opinions to me. In a sense, that is why I
believe another referendum is necessary. I am not sure where people in my electorate stand
as I have received no clear indication whether the majority are in favour of or against
daylight saving. My electorate is a new one due to the last revision of boundaries and I have
no clear way of determining how any constituents voted at previous referendums on this
matter.
Mr Omodei: Does your electorate take in Mt Lawley?
Mr WILSON: Part of my electorate was previously in Mt Lawley and other parts were in
two or three other electorates. A need exists for people in my electorate to have another
opportunity to express their views. I agree with the member for Cottesloe who, I think when
quoting the member for Scarborough, said that many people did not have an opportunity to
vote during previous referendums including people from other electorates, States and
countries, and young people who have turned 18 years of age since that time. Therefore, a
range of people have had no chance to express a view and should have an opportunity to do
SO.
My view is a strongly personal one. During the first referendum period my children were
young; as I recall one was aged five years and the other two years. My wife and I found that
trial an unpleasant experience. I can appreciate that families with young children
experienced similar difficulties. Those who have taken the trouble to contact me recently
and during the last referendum period have partly outlined the difficulties faced by some
families with young children. I have also received representations from the elderly, a
significant number of whom do not favour the introduction of daylight saving. It makes a
long day for some of them and I think it disturbs their pattern of living, so they are generally
unhappy about that sort of change. They find it difficult to adjust. I believe significant
groups in the community see daylight saving as a disturbance to their way of life and as
creating difficulties. They should be considered. My personal view, despite the fairly good
case put by the business community, some of my colleagues arnd the member for Cottesloe is
that the business community has a much better capacity to adjust than do young children,
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their families and the elderly, who will find it difficult to adjust to such a change. In balance
I think those groups need more consideration than does the business community. I make
clear that that is my personal opinion, one that I have argued vigorously within my party.
Members of my party know my view well and find it amusing that I hold chat view. They
probably consider it a sign of my increasing age. However, I am not sure of that. Perhaps it
is also related to the fact chat I grew up and spent my early years in the goldifields and have
not changed my views because of that background.
It is reasonable to consider the views of these groups in our community. It is also reasonable
to take the view that it is not impossible or all that difficult for the business community to
make the adjustment it needs to make. For the reasons I have outlined it is important for the
community to be provided with another opportunity to make their opinions known,
particularly those who have not previously had that opportunity. I have received an
assurance from the Government that the view expressed in the referendum will be the final
view on which a decision is based.
Mr Cowan: I have heard that before.
Mr WILSON: That is my understanding.
Mr Cowan: That was said in 1974 and again in 1983. You are saying it again in 199 1. You
will do this until you get it right.
Mr WILSON: The member can be as angry as he likes.
Mr Cowan: I am not angry.
Mr WILSON: The member seems to be very ill tempered. That is not an appropriate frame
of mind to discuss this issue. I believe we need a further opportunity to study this matter.
We should respect the strong views individuals hold on this matter. I will not be canvassing
a no vote for the referendum as it is up to the individual to express his point of view as I will
express mine and have expressed it constantly in line with the view I have held since before
1974. Once we have a result we should all resolve that as of that vote and that time the issue
is settled.
MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [9.08 pm]: Some people in this place have more
impact that others. Sir Arthur Griffith made a significant impact in this Parliament because
of a tactic he suggested to the Liberal Party to deal with the hot issue of daylight saving and
because the party adopted that approach. That was back in 1974 when daylight saving had
been adopted in most of the eastern capitals and pressure was being brought to bear on the
Liberal Party by the business community for Western Australia to have the same time
differential with the Eastern States as existed normally. Arthur Griffiths suggested that to get
the party off the hook it should adopt an approach of a trial period followed by a referendum.
All that did was prolong the agony. I suggest that the referendum included in this Bill will
be no more conclusive than the previous two referendums on this matter. I can tell members
that the result of the referendum to be held will be that Western Australians do not want
daylight saving.
Even if it were to be carried, the margin will be so narrow as not to put the question beyond
doubt. Although there is not much point in telling most of the members here tonight,
because most of them will not be here when this matter comes back, this issue will reappear
until eventually the politicians have the guts to say, "We will legislate for this and put it
beyond question for ever more."
I cannot understand why there is such a passion in the community about this issue. I cannot
accept that the inconveniences of having daylight saving are as great as some people say they
are; nor can I accept that the inconveniences of not having daylight saving are all that great.
I cannot see why those sections of Western Australian business which are disadvantaged by
the time change cannot adjust their schedules. They could go in to the office an hour earlier
and retain contact with the Eastern States; why should the rest of the community be forced to
change?
I cannot see any great objection to the introduction of daylight saving. I agree with the
Minister for Health that people with young children will find daylight saving a disadvantage.
During the first trial period after the 1974 legislation we had four young children, and as a
family daylight was inconvenient. We did not enjoy the experience. Ask my family now, as
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I did die other day, and to a person they are in favour of daylight saving because it suits their
lifestyle. When next this Bill, or a Bill like it, comes before the Parliament, my children will
probably have children of their own and they will probably have a different paint of view. I
find it quite amusing that the community can get its knickers in a twist as much as it has over
an issue like this.
Mrs Beggs: Don't be sexist; undies.
Mr Thompson: No. The Minister wears knickers and I wear knickers. It is incredible that so
many people in the community can become so emotional about this issue. A farmer rang me
the other night - I cannot recall precisely where he was - to ask about the Bill. He said that if
daylight saving is passed he will not adjust; he will not have a bar of daylight saving; I do not
quite know how. I said to him, "I find it incredible that so many people like you are ringing
members of Parliament on an issue like this when theme are so many other issues in the
community which are far more important and have far more impact on people in our
comm unity than daylight saving."
I do not have any strong feelings one way or the other. I have said that all the way through.
I personally do not care whether daylight saving is adopted or not; as far as my electorate is
concerned, 50 per cent want it and 50 per cent do not; we are damned if we do and damned if
we do not. It is inevitable daylight saving will be introduced this summer because both
major political parties are committed to it. although I notice some members of the Liberal
Party have exercised their right to vote differently from the line adopted by the party.
Nevertheless a significant number of members in this Chamber will vote for this legislation
and it will come into existence. We will then have the referendum which, as I said earlier,
will prove nothing except that we have wasted another four million smackeroos. I cannot see
how we can get off the hook while we adopt this weak-kneed approach.
Mr Strickland interjected.
Mr THOMPSON: The media have supported a trial period previously, but I may be
mistaken on that. I do not think the matter has been resolved. I will not support the part of
the Bill which requires a referendum; it is an absolute waste of public money and it will
prove absolutely nothing- All it will do is give hope to those people in the community who
are aggrieved at the introduction of daylight saving for this trial period that it will not come
back. It will come back; we have to face the inevitability of that.
I join with others in saying that this is not a Bill about daylight saving; it has nothing to do
with daylight saving. If we were to introduce a Bill to save daylight, we would have it apply
during the winter months when it would be effective for the purpose of saving daylight.
Mr P.1. Smith: Autumn and spring also.
Mr THOMPSON: It is not a Bill about saving daylight; it is a Bill about reducing the
summer time differential with the Eastern States which we normally enjoy. We ame doing
this for economic reasons and at a time when the economy is in such a poor state that perhaps
that is a justifiable reason for adopting daylight saving. If it is justifiable on that basis, it is
justifiable to do it in perpetuity, and this Parliament should be mature enough to make that
decision without conducting a referendum to find out what the community thinks about it.
Not one person in this Parliament believes that the daylight saving referendum will come out
in favour of daylight saving. However, we all agree that the result will be so inconclusive
that we will not know where to go in the future. It is inevitable that this legislation will pass,
but I shall not support the provision within the Bill for a referendum,
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [9.19 pmj: As has been pointed out, this is a fairly emotional
issue and it has polarised the community. By way of interjection the Minister for Health
asked the Leader of the National Party why he was so testy tonight. I am disappointed that
on both sides of the House there has not been a recognition of the real hardship this Bill will
bring to the rural community of Western Australia. A mother approached me in tears only
two days ago. She said that if daylight saving came in it would be the last straw. Members
must understand that when daylight saving is introduced, children leaving school will go into
a school bus for anything up to an hour's nrip in the peak of the heat of the day. The buses
are not akr-conditioned. Those children do not have that sort of service. The children travel
on school buses under some stress and, with the introduction of daylight saving, they will
arrive home when it is still very hot. Mothers will attempt to interest their children in a meal;



the father will not be around because he will still be out working. Daylight saving will
disrupt normal family life. With daylight saving, mothers will have to give the children a
meal and put them to sleep in bright daylight; they will then attempt to get the children out of
bed in the cool of the morning to travel on the bus again. Some people argue that the school
hours can be changed; however, rural mothers also work - just as many other mothers work.
Their job times will not change. If a mother's job changes, she will be out of sync with the
school times. These mothers are the wives of farmers; they face severe family stress as well
as severe business stress. Some common sense must be used. The argument for daylight
saving, particularly that put by the business houses, carries no weight. Those businesses do
not face the same hardship that causes families deep distress. This debate is all about
hardship versus lifestyle. To impose daylight saving on rural families in Western Australia,
at a time of stress and crisis, is an inhumane act by the Government.
In rural areas the suicide rate has doubled. That is a matter about which we cannot talk in
this House; however I am very concerned about this aspect. Organisations have been in
touch with me pointing out that in my electorate the suicide rate has doubled. If that is a sign
of anything, it is a sign of great stress. To place further stress on a sector that is experiencing
these symptoms is inhumane. I do not wish to go through the arguments for and against
daylight saving again; they have had a good run. However, I put it to you, Mr Acting
Speaker, that the bottom line is that many families in rural areas will be burnt by this
legislation - they will be burnt by the exnr sunlight. This is not an emotional plea; it is a
matter of fact.
If members were to approach those officers in the Department for Community Services who
counsel rural families, they would fund out what is happening in rural Western Australia.
Members would then understand that those families are under extreme stress. It is a case of
stress placed on rural families on the one hand and, on the other hand, the ability of other
people to go to the beach. I oppose daylight saving on that issue alone. I remember clearly
that when I was a child I lived at the end of the bus route. It took my school bus three
quarters of an hour to get home- I know what it is like to sit on a bus and to get home a good
hour after other children and to not be able to participate in sports or the other activities in
which my city counterparts indulged. I have great empathy for the people who will suffer
this kind of stress.
People will be severely hurt by daylight saving. With all due respect for the business sector,
the argument it has put forward carries no weight. Zones for daylight saving within country
areas will not work. In Queensland, Premier Goss is in full retreat on most issues but
especially he is in full retreat on daylight saving. He brought in a zoning system but he has
realised that if he goes to an election next year the daylight saving issue will cause him to
lose the election. He had to retreat from daylight saving. He threw his tank into reverse and
put his foot flat to the floor. He could not get out of daylight saving fast enough, and for
good reason. I outlined those reasons a few moments ago. Zoning for daylight saving in
country areas is a nonsense. It has been tested in Queensland and found to be totally
ineffective.
In Western Australia, a few things will be tried in a year or two - some interesting facts were
presented by people at the Royal Commission today.
Mr Wiese: Things or people?
Mr TRENORDEN: I amn not sure whether we would describe those people as things or as
people. When we think about what they have done to the State. perhaps they are things.
Daylight saving will certainly help some businesses. However, the argument that businesses
will be able to arrange their working times to suit themselves is definitely valid. The future
of Western Australia does not lie with the Eastern States, it lies with Asia. Many arguments
have been advanced to support the idea that if Western Australia is to have a real impact in
the Asian region it should try to create trade links with Asia. This State should try to become
an export oriented State with trade links with Asia, not with the Eastern States. We should
turn our eyes to the north. Daylight saving will do little to encourage businesses to put
proper emphasis on the future of Western Australia. Whether we like it or not, this nation is
in economic decline. That is a fact. We are told daily on the radio that every month our
balance of paymnents declines heavily.
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Mr Wiese: Even Mr Keating accepts that now.
Mr TRENORDEN: Even he accepts the situation now; he did not accept it a year or two
ago. The economy of this nation is declining rapidly. Recently I was talking to a well
travelled individual who has worked in most continents of the world. He loves Western
Australia; however, he is appalled by the decline in our lifestyle and by our inability to deal
with that decline. If we continue to tie ourselves to the Eastern States we will be finished;
Western Australia will decline just as fast as the rest of the nation. We must look beyond our
national boundaries towards the real world in which we live. Whether members like it or
not, we live in the Asian region. The tiger economies represent our future.
To talk about microeconomic reform is laughable; daylight saving is not part of
microeconornic reform. I understand the reason that the Leader of the House raised that
issue; it will be the only 'rnicroeconomic reform" that will be achieved this year - or in the
life of this Government. [ understand the reason the Leader of the House attempted to hang
the issue of daylight saving on microeconomic reform. However, it is on a very loose peg.
He cannot justify the placing of a financial value on daylight saving. We often hear about
the cost to business but I have not seen figures relating to the cost involved in not having
daylight saving.
I have been a member of the Chamber of Commerce for many years, and I keep paying my
$60 annual membership fee. I am obviously more of a destructive force to commerce than a
positive force because this Parliament and this Government has done little for business in the
last 18 months. We have seen the number of bankruptcies increase and the standards decline
in the State. I do not think the chamber is getting any value from my $60. People in
business houses in my area do not totally support the executive of the Chamber of
Commerce. Often there is argument between the main Perth branch and its affiliated bodies,
One issue that strikes pretty close to my area is the bleeding heart argument for Friday night
shopping in the central business district, and Thursday night for the suburbs. What does it do
for the central district of Northam? Not a great deal, because it gives another reason to those
people outside the metropolitan area to travel to Perth and spend their money outside their
own community. It is an artificial attraction which drags people out of my patch. The
people of Northam are not often happy with the decisions of the Chamber of Commerce and
the Confederation of Western Australian Industry because they do not suit their particular
needs. This argument about big business is similar to the argument run by the member for
South Perth on the weekend on duck shooting - 40 000 Aborigines versus 3 000 duck
shooters. A few thousand business houses could justify support for daylight saving. I have
no doubt that is correct- On the other hand, the majority of people arguing for daylight
saving do so for lifestyle reasons rather than hard core business reasons. It could also be
argued that if the business houses in the central business district stretched their hours -
maybe an hour later or earlier than peak hour - the peak hour would be lessened dramatically.
For most of the day public transport rattles around empty, but it has a short sharp peak time
which then drops off. Those things could be better managed if the demand for public
transport into central Perth and around the metropolitan area were spread over another hour.
We must bring unions into this argument because if they allow a deregulation of working
conditions so that people could start work at different times, we could spread that peak hour
across another hour and a half, which would be a great saving to Western Australia. In the
area of microeconomnic reform there is more money to be saved by business houses staying
on their existing time slots, and allowing their employees to come to work one or two hours
earlier and coming to some agreement with unions to allow that to happen. Unfortunately
the lack of decision makin g in this Government - its on-off decision on daylight saving - has
not pleased all businesses either.
The Managing Director of Compass Airlines was very upset about what the introduction of
daylight saving will do to programming and flight timing in the airline industry. He made a
very obvious point: If the Government is going to make these decisions, it should signal the
business world so they can print their information and arrange their timetables to deal with
that. Even last week business people were not sure that daylight saving would be introduced
this year. It was introduced through a private member's Bill in the other place. The
presentation of this Bill could not have been a greater debacle. What message did that send
out to the people of Western Australia? It was that this Government could not even run a
chook raffle. That is the problem. This Government has not the ability to keep its hand
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firmly on the rudder and give the Scate direction. Whichever way the wind blows is the way
this State goes. flat is at great Cost.
Mr Ainswortb: And that ship is sinking fast.
Mr TRENORDEN: It has a few plugs in it.
A former constituent of mine now lives in Canada and he has sent me some newspaper
cuttings. One cutting is dated Monday, 12 August 1991 from the The Toronto Star. The
article states -

Put simply, collusion between business people and politicians turned the state
government of Western Australia into a wildly corrupt concern that critics call
WA Inc.
"if you roll together Huey Long of Louisiana, Mayor Daley of Chicago and Jimmy
Hoffa, it gives you an idea of WA Inc."

Members who have some knowledge of history know that uey Long and Mayor Daley were
corrupt politicians and Jimmy Hoffa was very prominent in the mafia in the United States. It
shows how we are thought of overseas, and what signals we are sending outside the State.
That is a syndicated article and came from the Los Angeles Times. It goes on to say -

Analysts say the case illustrates how the Labor government elected in 1983 became
so intertwined with business people that public weal cook a back seat to private gain.
Supporters got special access, tax breaks, government guarantees arid lucrative
backing while politicians got wads of cash.

This is what Canadians and people in Los Angeles are Treading about OUr State. What Sort Of
message is this Parliament sending out to the rest of the world?
Mr Kobelke intewjecred-
Mr TRENOREN: I am trying to tell the member for Nollamara that in termis of running a
political system, this Government has been the most corrupt Government in the history of
Western Australia. It has corrupted the system of Parliament and government in this State
and it continues to do so.
Mr Kobelke: That is the nonsense you have come out with because you cannot even debate
daylight saving.
Mr TRENORDEN: I am trying to tell the Government that it cannot even bring in daylight
saving - the simplest and most fundamental type of Bill - but has duffed it for three weeks.
The Government has told this State, "It's on, it's off, it's on." This Government's signals to
the business community and to the world are appalling.
Mr Kobelke: It has a better understanding than you of what is going on in this place.
Mr TRENORDEN: The member for Nollamara does nor think the Government is sending
out pretty poor messages. Two weeks ago - the last time this Parliament sat - in the whole
week we did two things: We passed the Skeleton Weed Eradication Bill because of its sunset
clause and we agreed to allow margarine to be sold in round tubs instead of square tubs.
That was a week's work in this House! This Government is appalling; it has lost all sense of
direction. It does not have the ability to deliver a program and the member for Nollamara
cannot look me in the eye and tell me the Government has an understanding of what is going
on here. The Government is well and truly stuck in a cocoon. The Globe and Mail, another
Canadian newspaper, on 6 August featured a long article which referred to the Conrad Black
and Packer deal and described how Packer and Black had the Warwick Fairfax deal stitched
up.
Mr Macainon: You don't need to read that paper to know that.
Mr TRENORDEN: It also talks about what a strong supporter of the Labor Party Kerry
Packer is and what a strong supporter of Kerry Packer the Labor Party is. That was referred
to in a Canadian paper. This Government is sending out appalling messages and for the good
of this State I hope that we will get down to some real programs. What have we discussed
today? We have discussed ducks and possums. This House spent a great deal of time during
question time on the need for a massive advertising program because someone might shoot a
possum instead of a duck.

6004 [ASSEMBLY)



[Tuesday, 5 November 1991] 00

Mr Wiese: You have to find one first.
Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, I have lived in rural Western Australia all my life and I have never
seen a possum.
Mr Omnodei: Spot on. The only one I saw was at 1.00 ani in the middle of the road and he
Was lost.
Mr TRENORDEN; If he was in the middle of the moad he was certainly lost. What is
happening to this State Government? 1 distinctdy remember a few weeks ago the Leader of
the House bringing into this House a stuffed duck and that was an excellent example of
motivation for the Government. Government members are all like that duck.
Mr Omnodei: They are either stuffed or dead.
Mr TRENORDEN: I do not think the down will do them much good either. What about the
joke members shared when the Minister for Microeconomic Reform cried to answer a
question about the power station.
Mr Macinnon: He was good.
Mr TRENORDEN: I agree, it was one of the funniest things I have heard for some rime. It
is good to see a bit of humour coming back to the Chamber.
Mr Wiese: The problem was he was serious.
Mr TR.ENQRLDEN: I know, he was trying to be serious but at least we had a laugh. Premier
Burke had a humorous side and so too did the Leader of the House, but he seems to have had
the edges knocked off.
Mr Watt: He is cynical.
Mr TRENORDEN: He is not as funny as he used to be.
Mr Lewis: He is lie Atlas, he has been holding them up for so long.
Mr TRENORDEN: He has played a real juggling game. The power station is very
important to the State and the only other fundamental and important question facing this
State at the moment is that of unemployment. What is being done about creating more jobs?
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has been saying that aeroplanes cannot fly over desert
because someone might be sleeping under a gum tree. I do not know why the planes could
not fly over that land.
Mr Lewis: Is there a holding tax on aeroplanes?
Mr TRENORDEN: That may be the case, but we had heard the ridiculous argument which
raged for a couple of months and stopped the development of an important mining operation.
On the other hand, we have been told about the Wagyl that swims up and down the Swan
River and which Aboriginal people have told me was there to try to keep children away from
dangerous places. That is just the same as my parents telling me as a child that the dam on
our property was full of crocodiles; I did not go near that dam until I knew there were no
crocodiles there.
Mr Macinnon: Was that last year?
Mr TRENORDEN: No, it was when I went fishing at Kunutiurra and I found out what
crocodiles were. The skeleton of an old brewery building can still be seen on the road near
the river and I am sure many Western Australians could classify it as a sacred site because
they have spent many hours hearing the comments about it being a sacred site.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member's comments are very interesting but I have some
difficulty relating them to daylight saving. However, I am sure the member will show us
how his comments do relate to daylight saving.
Mr TRENORDEN: Mr Speaker, I am glad that you have confidence in me and I am working
on it. There are some very serious issues in the State that must be addressed. The Budget
was discussed a few weeks ago, as was the issue of land tax and many other important issues.
We should be getting back to the fundamentals in the Chamber and arguing them out.
However, we have had this very emotive argument and, even though I tried to bring a little
levity to the argument, the point I wanted to raise was serious - there are people in the
community who are hurting. It is no joke for them to have pressures placed on them which
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cannot be changed in any way. They cannot after the way they operate, they cannot change
the time the bus turns up to cake them to school or the time they must go to work or the fact
that the bank manager is ringing them and asking when they will be making deposits into
their accounts. Those people axm facing real stresses and when people start using the
arguments in this debate that the curtains will fade, the cows will get lost and the chocks will
not lay eggs they are only trivialising the issue.
Members can accept, like the speakers before me did, chat there will be people who benefit
from daylight saving. I know that when I was a young person and living in the Mandurah
area - it was a great place to live - I liked the fact that when I was working with Western
Mining Corporation at Kwinana I was able to knock off at 3.30 pm - not because of daylight
saving but because of the work roster - and drive all the way back to Mandurah, get on my
surf board and enjoy the rest of the afternoon. I remember those days well, but I also
remember the days I sat on the school bus and perspired in high temperatures.
Mr Macinnon:, I am pleased that your memory is not as bad as former Premier Burke's
because you can remember those things.
Mr Watt: He has nothing to hide.
Mr TRENORDEN: I do not have things like fear running through my head. The bottom line
for my colleagues and I - and although the Leader of the National Party was testy in the
debate earlier - is that this issue is serious for many people. It should not be trivialised
because they will feel the pain if this Bill is introduced.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [9.48 pm]: I was interested
to find in the research I did on daylight saving that it was first introduced into England in
1916, partly as an economic measure. However, my research also showed - I am not sure
whether it was trute but I found it interesting - that by far the most compelling reason daylight
saving was introduced was to keep families together. At that time people were working very
long hours in munitions factories to feed the battlefields in Europe. It seems that by the time
fathers arrived home from work their children were in bed and fathers, for days on end, never
saw their families. In a place called Chislehurst in Kent a statue has been erected in honour
of a man called William Willet who was a member of the Royal Astrological Society and
who first suggested the idea for daylight saving in 1908. It was taken up by people in that
area because they wanted fathers to get home while it was still light so they could spend
some time with their families. If people visit that village they will find a statue erected in
honour of William Willet and if they would like to go to Petts Wood they will be able to
have a beer in the Daylight Inn. The inn is named in honour of William Willett for putting
forward the idea of daylight saving. Having given that history lesson, I indicate that
although daylight saving may have been appropriate for that particular time and place, it is
not appropriate for this time and place. I agree with the member for Contesloe that most of
the arguments advanced - some are quite tortuous - for and against daylight saving do not
amount to very much. It is true that daylight saving impinges on people's lifestyle and
anyone with whom I have had a serious conversation about this subject has said at the end of
the conversation that it boils down to the question of lifestyle and what people prefer. In my
opinion the disadvantages of daylight saving outweigh the advantages and the economic
arguments which have been vociferously put forward by the business community do not add
up to anything.
When I first came to this place the question of daylight saving was raised and because
82 per cent of my electorate voted against daylight saving in the last referendum I was sent to
confront Howard Sattler at 6PR to tell him the reasons I did not support daylight saving. It
was an interesting exercise. On that program, when I took up the argument with Mr Poynton
from the Stock Exchange he admitted to me that it was a question of lifestyle. I challenged
him and other members of the business community to provide me with a balance sheet and
the relevant information on how daylight saving would assist their businesses. I wanted this
information to use as ammunition when I went to my electors to tell them that they needed
daylight saving. To my surprise neither Mr Poynton nor any member of the business
community have been near me to quantify the amount of dollars it cost them by not having
daylight saving in this State. I did press a friend who is an advocate of daylight saving and
under sufferance he went through the exercise and he had to admit that it did not cost him
anything and that he would not receive any economic gain from daylight saving. I admit
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there may be a few people who would benefit economically from daylight saving. However,
no-one has been able to convince me that daylight saving will provide jobs, or that it will be
of' any benefit to people's lifestyle - in fact, it will detract from people's lifestyle - and it will
certainly not be of any economic benefit to this State.
I am very disappointed with the way this matter has been handled by the Government. The
correct time for this Bill to have been introduced was several months ago. Problems have
already been created by the vacillation of this Government. One airline has already reprinted
its schedules and tickets and now it will have to go through that procedure again. At a time
when 100 000 people are out of work in this State, with law and order problems the like of
which we have never seen before and with a hospital and health system in chaos, it is an
indictment on this House and this Government that we are wasting time debating something
as stupid and insignificant as daylight saving which will benefit no-one. We should not
bother about this Bill at all.
As this debate has been foisted on us I want it on the record that I do not support daylight
saving. I am disappointed with some members on the Government side because I suspect
they do not support daylight saving. I wonder what they would have done if there were not
to be a referendum. Of course, that lets them off the hook because they can always say that
they voted to let the electors have their say. I belong to a political party which provides that
if, either for reasons of conscience or to represent my electors properly, I do not agree with
the party's view all I have to do is inform my colleagues and that is acceptable. I have done
that. I am disappointed that not one member of the Labor Party has spoken against daylight
saving. I know that many of them feel strongly about it and do not agree with it. However,
not one of them has had the courage to stand in this place and say he will not be voting for it.
It is an indictment on them and on their party system that they insist on that sort of rigidity.
They do not have the courage to stand up for what they believe and for what their
constituents are quite clearly telling them to do.
In the final analysis, when we vote for this Bill I will be voting against it because, firstly, it
will provide no benefit to this State and there will be a net loss in lifestyle and, secondly, my
constituents have clearly sent me that message and it is the primary duty of every member of
Parliament to represent his constituents.
MR AINSWORTH (Roe) [9.54 pm]: The debate on the Daylight Saving Bill could best be
described as wide ranging and extremely creative. We have heard ludicrous claims trotted
out yet again in a debate which, if the Government were serious about introducing a measure
which is supposed to have great economic significance, would be treated more seriously than
it was by the Leader of the House in his contribution to the debate. He reiterated claims
which supposedly had been made in the past and any reasonably intelligent thinking person
would consider them to be totally and utterly ludicrous. They certainly would not be
considered seriously by 99 per cent of the electorate. It did nothing to reinforce the position
he was trying to adopt; that is. the introduction of daylight saving for the business people in
this State would have major economic significance and it would be one of the many areas in
which the Government was introducing its so-called microeconomic: reform.
The Leader of the House used another tactic which I found extremely distasteful. He tried to
belittle certain sections of the community and, in this case, it was the rural community and
the representatives of the rural community - the National Party. He said the National Party's
views were somewhat narrowly based because the constituency it represented was a
somewhat narrow one. I totally disagree with that view for two or three reasons. The main
reason is that the economic significance of the production from the people the National Party
and some of its Liberal Party colleagues represent is not small by any means. In fact, when it
comes to export dollars, it represents 80 per cent or more of the total economic wealth of this
State. If we are considering the question of daylight saving as it affects the wealth producing
section of this State, the majority of people in the non-metropolitan area, where most of this
wealth is generated, have already expressed an overwhelming vote against daylight saving in
the two referendums which have been held. It is farcical to now say that we should
reconsider the whole thing for the benefit of the business sector and the wealth generation
sector of this State.
Members should consider the other claim that is supposedly a panacea - value adding. I do
not discount it because it is an essential part of the economic reform we need, but members
04438-S
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should consider where it will be undertaken; the vast majority of it will not be within the
metropolitan area but will involve value adding to mining, agricultural and fishing products
which are all raw materials mined or grown outside the metropolitan area. Again, daylight
saving will not do a great deal for that part of the economy. A narrow special interest group
is claiming it will have significant business benefits for the State. The Chamber of
Commerce and Industry and the Confederation of Western Australian Industry have been
quoted several times as strong and vocal supporters of daylight saving. However, I have yet
to see a member of this House or a representative from either of those two organisations
provide figures to back their argument. We have heard rhetoric from members on both sides
of the House and, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said a moment ago, it could be said
that the group of people who claim that daylight saving will bring great economic benefits
are long on rhetoric and extremely short on real, cold, hard, economic facts. I challenge
anyone to provide detailed figures of the economic losses. This debate has been ongoing for
not just the last two weeks or two months, it has been held at this time of the year each year
since I have been a member of Parliament and for many years before that. The business
community has had heaps of time in which to come up with logical argument to prove its
point but has failed to do so.
Mr Minson: I would have hoped they could provide at least rough figures but as soon as I
ask people for same indication of what it has cost, they run for cover.
Mr AINSWQRTH: Indeed, that highlights very clearly that the argument in favour of
daylight saving is based more on personal desire and less on the hard economic facts.
The other point that the Leader of the House tried to make is that although country members
of Parliament represent a vocal minority, they cannot be considered special in this whole
argument. In fact, he referred to the National Party as the tail wagging the Liberal Party dog.
He conveniently chose to forget that in both referendums if every constituent in the country
had voted against daylight saving and every city based constituent had voted in favour of it,
Western Australia would have had daylight saving for many years. The vote against the
introduction of daylight saving was not as a result of any imbalance in influence by country
people.. Many country people want daylight saving and many city people do not Want it. At
a total State referendum on two occasions the majority of people have decided that this State
neither needs nor wants daylight saving. The very weak excuse for a further referendum that
another generation of young voters who were not old enough to vote in the past should now
have an opportunity to express their views was presented on a couple of occasions tonight. If
this Bill is passed and a referendum is held at which the people decide in favour of daylight
saving by a very narrow margin, will another referendum be held in five years' time to allow
the new generation which had not experienced a summer without daylight saving to vote on
the issue? We could reach a situation of holding a referendum every five or 10 years to give
each new generation an opportunity to vote on the issue. It is a farcical proposition, and
presenting that as a reason for holding another referendum is an indication of the shallowness
of the argument.
The member for Whitford said that the hours between 11.00 am and 3.00 pm are the most
dangerous in which to be exposed to the ultraviolet rays of the sun, and that the introduction
of daylight saving would minimise the hazard. However, if the clocks were put forward by
one hour children coniing.out of school at 3.00 pmn according to the clock would, in fact, be
leaving school at 2.00 pmn and they would thus be exposed to sunlight for an hour of the
worst possible time of the day in which to be exposed. That may be a minor point but it
indicates that many of the arguments used in favour of daylight saving in fact strengthen the
argument against it.
For many years Queensland was held up as the odd man out, and the reactionary State which
would suffer economic loss because of its refusal to introduce daylight saving. If all State
economies were as healthy as the Queensland economy - despite the fact that Queensland did
not have daylight saving until recently - we would all be better off and Western Australia
certainly would be in a better financial position. I am not suggesting that daylight saving
will make the economy worse, but it certainly will not make it any better. Queensland
managed to do very well without daylight saving.
Mr Bloffwitch: Does Queensland have daylight saving now?
Mr AINSWORTH: It has at the moment but it is fast backing away from it. Many claims
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are made about Queensland, the way its Government behaved and the fact that it has been
out of step with daylight saving. If there was so much wrong with the way Queensland was
governed for many years, it certainly was not apparent in its economic performance. if the
Western Australian Government had been half as good as the Queensland Government, we
would be in a much better position now.
Another proposition is that we should retain the time difference between Western Australia
and the Eastern States. I suggest, again, that Western Australia should be focusing its
attention not so much on its Eastern States counterparts and adjusting its clocks to retain the
time difference, but should rather be looking more closely at its Asian neighbours to the
north for future economic activity. Many of those countries are as close to Western Australia
as are the Eastern States capitals and they are in the same time zone. We should be doing
much more trade with the countries to the north. The opportunities are available, there is no
time differential and the possibilities for economic activity are there. We should not live in
the past and focus our trading expectations on historical markets which are fast disappearing.
We should not continue creating a lot of wealth in this State and watch most of it go to the
Eastern States. We should decide where our future lies and, quite clearly, we should rely far
more on our Asian neighbours - with whom we are currently trading in a small way - for
future expansion of our economic activity.
There is another fundamental argument we should consider in this question of daylight
saving. Two referendums have been held in this State. The people have taken part in a
democratic process to express their wishes, whether those wishes were based on prejudice,
personal views or on hard economic facts. The reasons that people have for voting one way
or another am totally immaterial. The fact is that the results of the two referendums were the
same; that is, the majority - slim though it was - decided to retain the status quo and rejected
daylight saving. At the second referendum the majority in favour of maintaining the status
quo was even greater. If we do not respect the results of these referendums, what chance is
there for democracy in this State? Are we to say that the current Government has been in
office for three years but, because the total number of primary votes for the Opposition
parties was higher than the number of primary votes for the Labor Party, another election
should be held because the will of the people was not properly expressed? If we take that
argument to its logical extent, every time there was a vote about anything, whether it was a
State election or any other question, and if it was won by only a narrow majority, we should
consider that perhaps the people had made a mistake and that we should go back to the polls
and ask them again. I suggest that any party in Government would consider that to be a
nonsense, and so do 1. I also consider it a nonsense that we have had two clear cut
referendums across the whole of the State, where not just electorates voted but the entire
State as a block, and where a real majority - not a majority because of boundaries and
groupings - twice voted against this proposition. If we hold another referendum, another
clear majority will vote the same way. We will be wasting the time of the State and the
Parliament, and the taxpayers' money, at a time when we can ill afford it. For that reason,
the National Party will strenuously campaign against this proposal, and if the Bill is passed it
will campaign for the "No" vote in the referendum that is to be held. I am sure that the result
of that referendum will be the same as the result of all the others; the people in their wisdom
will say no a third time.
MR WAIT (Albany) [10. 11 pm]: When I first came into this place, one of my former
colleagues used to say that the type of legislation that would always attract the most interest
and the most participants in a debate was any legislation to alter the trading hours for bottle
sales of liquor. I can recall a couple of those debates, when every man and his dog wanted to
have a say. However, it seems to me that daylight saving has surpassed that type of
legislation because we all want to put on record our point of view, and that is precisely what
I want to do tonight.
Western Australia is pretty unique, even by world standards, because of its size. It is the
largest populated State or province, apart from the frozen waste of Siberia, in the world. It
takes the midday sun 65 minutes to pass the 16 degrees from our eastern border to the
western coast. If we applied that area of Western Australia to Europe, we would probably
take in all of Britain, France, Italy and Germany. That should put things into perspective for
us, particularly when we travel and experience the different time zones that are found around
the world. The distance between the north and south of our State, between the latitudes of
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35 and 13 degrees, is longer than the whole of the United States. That means that our sunrise
varies almost an hour from the temperate south of the State to the hot north tropical region.
One could probably make a pretty good argument that with all of that distance from east to
west and from north to south, and with the considerable variation in sunrise and sunset times
over that area, it would be difficult to strike a balance. One could make a persuasive
argument that what we have at the moment strikes a fair balance. Because Western
Australian time is set on a line that runs approximately through Southern Cross and
Ravensihorpe, on about 120 degrees longitude, one could also demonstrate pretty clearly that
much of our State already experiences some degree of daylight saving over a strict time line.
There are 17 minutes of daylight saving in Perth. 20 at Busselton, 22 at Geraldton and 25 at
Carnarvon and Exmouth. I could go on and explain the differences in the time zones in the
Eastern States, where the time zone is set on a line at about Canberra, so that Sydney
experiences a lesser difference - the difference is the other way, of course - from what we
experience here. These are, no doubt, some of the reasons that Western Australians have
twice experienced daylight saving and have twice rejected it; on the second occasion
rejecting it with a higher majority than on the first.
One of the things that has annoyed me about this debate over the last few years is that the
calls for the reintroduction of daylight saving have come from the business community. l am
more than a little critical that the business community has never come up with any
information to substantiate its claim that it is disadvantaged by that extra hour's difference
when the Eastern States move to an adjusted summer time. Some of the calls and some of
the letters that have been received, particularly by the Leader of the Liberal Party's office,
have been quite rude and vitriolic. The business community and some of the people who
have written some of those letters do themselves no credit at all. In many cases, human
nature being what it is, the vitriol that is expressed in some of those representations may be
enough to make some people vote in opposition to the views being put in those letters,
simply because of the way they have been written. Some of those people need to learn about
tact and diplomacy if ever they want to make a successful representation. I also find it very
worrying when people threaten to change their vote: "I have voted Liberal/Labor all my life,
but if you support/do not support daylight saving. I will never vote for you again"; and all
that sort of rubbish. That leaves me cold, and if people have nothing better to think about,
and if they cannot address their minds to more of the real issues of life than one hour's
difference in time, all I can say is that I feel sony that they do not have more substance than
that.
We have been made aware that in recent times the Federal member for Stirling, Ron
Edwards, decided to stick his bib into this question of daylight saving and tried to find a back
door method of imposing daylight saving on Western Australians through the Federal
Parliament. I ani pleased that all of the political parties - and I appreciate the strong stand
taken by the Premier on this issue - told him in no uncertain terms that that was none of his
business; it was a State matter and it should be resolved by the State Parliament, whether he
liked it or not.
I have mentioned that this question has been raised by the business community, but we have
not been able to uncover any tangible, credible or authenticated evidence to support either of
the most extravagant claims; namely, that 80 per cent of the business community supports
daylight saving, and that it costs the State millions of dollars not to conform with the Eastern
States' clock. I find that when those sorts of claims are made they become fact in the minds
of some people, purely and simply because they have been stated a few times; yet there is no
evidence to support them.
Mr Ainsworth: They are more like folklore.
Mr WATT: That is right. The Premier, in her speech, seemed to fall for that line when she
said -

It is no doubt a measure which carries economic benefits. This is indicated by the
fervent and virtually universal support which it draws from the business community.

She says it has virtually universal support.
Mr Bradshaw: Has she done a census on it?
Mr WATT: That would be interesting to know, but she provides us with no information.
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One of my constituents who wrote to me on this subject did some research on the matter to
try to find out just what was the basis for these claims. He tells me that he contacted Ross
McLean of the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry, but he could not
help on either where the 80 per cent came from or where the millions of dollars was
supposed to have gone. He stated that the Chamber of Commerce and Industry had never
quantified any adverse cost to Western Australian business and had no poll figures to
demonstrate the 80 per cent support which was being claimed for daylight saving. The
Chamber of Commerce passed on comments made to it by individual members. As the
member for Roe said, that is more in the realm of folklore than of fact. My constituent then
contacted the Australian Bureau of Statistics, to find that 60 000 businesses are registered in
Western Australia. Once again, he could not find any evidence to show that 48 000 of them
wanted the clock altered; or, indeed, that they had ever been canvassed, either as a whole or
even at random in a cross-section method with an unbiased questionnaire of the type that is
usually done in polling these matters and where the results could be properly analysed using
the type of statistical procedures that experts use to reach an opinion in these matters.
I feel that some of the larger Eastern States firms - the national retailers and some of the
national industrials - lead the push for these sorts of issues, as they do in a number of other
things, such as trading hours and so on. They also have fairly significant representation on
organisations such as chambers of commerce and confederations of industry, so I discount
those claims fairly significantly. In fact, my constituent writes in his letter to me, in part -

Indeed, the only figures anyone had heard of on daylight saving costs originated in
the Eastern States and related to overtime paid to bank employees theme who were
dealing with W.A. If this extra hour difference is so costly to business how can
Tasmania afford the cost of maintaining daylight saving for nearly two months longer
than its northern neighbours?

So it would seem that the extra hour of difference can be seen as more of an inconvenience to
some businesses than a cost, and they should be honest, when they have so much to say about
daylight saving, and say that it is just that - an inconvenience rather than a cost. Quite
frankly, I find their argument very difficult to accept in the absence of any data that they
might choose to provide. I will quote one more section from the letter I received from my
constituent, He says -

Anyone who uses as an argument that old lemon that daylight saving cuts business
communication with the east to a couple of hours must be completely disorganized
and this argument should be buried, along with the faded curtains story, another
favourite used by the pro group to ridicule opponents of daylight saving.

I think he is probably right. I find myself in something of a dilemma on this issue. I do not
have a strong personal preference. The member for Cottesloe suggested tonight that we
should be honest about it and say what we feel personally. In all truth, daylight saving will
not make an ounce of difference to my lifestyle and I do not particularly care whether it
comes in, so I do not have a personal view at all. On many occasions when issues of this
type arise, where the community is so obviously divided, members of Parliament would like
to have a reliable guide to electorate opinion. Decision making is made easier when that
kind of guide is available. However, more often than not, a few angry people will contact
one about an issue, which may even tend to distort one's thinking about the issue, and the
number of callers does not necessarily come from the majority. We all know the cliche
about squeaky wheels. Reaching those decisions is especially difficult when the community
is divided and when the issue is not a strong philosophical or policy issue. Logic cannot
produce, for me anyway, a cogent argument which says the will of the minority should be
supported in preference to the will of the majority, as it has been expressed on a couple of
occasions. My dilemma, therefore, is that while the overall vote in the last couple of
referendums in opposition to daylight saving has been in the order of 54 per cent - certainly it
was at the last referendum - the vote in my electorate was 54 per cent in support of daylight
saving, in both referendums. I asked my secretary recently to rule up a page in the message
book to record the number of contacts my electorate office received from people wishing to
express a view about daylight saving. That enabled me to tell people today the story of how
it was running at 2: 1, but it was just that - two calls to one. However, it has now been evened
up: The tally is two-all; so even that does not give me any really strong ease upon which to
lean one way or the other.
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Mr Trenorden: At least you will make two people happy, whichever way you vote.
Mr WATT: The deputy leader of the National Party and member for Stirling knows what is
going on. Of the four people who have contacted me, only the last was one of my electors -
all the rest were from the electorate of Stirling; so the deputy leader of the National Party is
the one with the problem. I suppose I am being mildly flippant, but that demonstrates how
evenly divided people in the community are and how divisive the issue can be. It divides
people within each of the political parties and people in the workplace; even in families
people are arguing about daylight saving. That is unfortunate. However, in the absence of
any clear indication of a changed attitude in my electorate - and there has not been - and with
considerable misgiving, I might add. I will support this Bill, on this basis: Whatever the
result, I was pleased to hear bath the Leader of the Opposition and the Minister for Health
indicate that the result of the referendum would be accepted. and that we can stop the
nonsense of having a referendum on this subject every few years. Whatever the results, we
must learn to live with or without daylight saving. Frankly, the division in the community
and the cost of a referendum held every so often is nonsense. My support for the, Bill is on
the basis that whatever the outcome of the referendum, we should put this matter out of the
way and get on with dealing with the real issues which this Parliament should be addressing;
some of these were mentioned by other members, issues such as unemployment, the serious
rural problems and the state of the economy.
In conclusion, I refer again to the statistics which have been cited by one or two other
speakers in indicating to the Government that it is presumptuous in the extreme to think that
it can support the move foreshadowed by the member for Darling Range to do away with the
referendum. At the last referendum of the 57 electorates in this State, 43 voted against
daylight saving. I add that I would not support this Bill without the referendum provision.
Therefore, in the last referendum 14 electorates voted for daylight saving, and it is well
known that the only country electorate which supported the move was Albany.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It never has any daylight!
Mr WATT: It had the sixth highest vote of all electorates. I will ignore the interjection from
the member for Cottesloe, and I support this legislation in the confidence that in doing so it
will not affect my personal vote at the next election!
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [10.33 pm]: I listened with a great deal of interest to previous
speakers to this Bill. If the power of persuasive argument had the effect it should in this
place, I am sure the Bill would be defeated. Many interesting, informative and strong
arguments have been put to defeat this Bill, and I refer to two paints made by the member for
Albany. Electorates run side by side in this State and members therefore represent people
with like interests. The member said that this Bill divided members of political parties. This
Bill does not divide members of the National Party in any way; we are absolutely and totally
unified in our opposition to it. This will be evident not only tonight during the Committee
stage, but also as we campaign against it in the electorates. I have no fear in stating that the
majority of people within my electorate do not want so-called daylight saving to be imposed
on them by this Government. A number of issues have been raised, but none of these was as
important as the fact that we have had two previous referendums on this matter. I remember
clearly when Brian Burke, the then Premier, introduced a Bill to conduct a trial period of
daylight saving to be followed by a referendum. At this vote the people of this State
overwhelmingly rejected daylight saving, and at the ensuing Press conference he said, 'That
settles the matter." Unfortunately, it did not settle the matter as it has raised its head again.
I do not accept the argument that some people - however few - have qualified to vote since
the last referendum on this issue. If every time that the Government or the Parliament could
not make a decision we placed the mailer on the Notice Paper so that we could hold a
citizens' initiated referendum, the situation could get out of hand. Questions could have been
asked regarding the Government's pulling down the old Swan Brewery building, the
Government injecting money into the Rothwells rescue and many other issues. How could
we justify such action? However, the one issue on which we hold a referendum is daylight
saving. To cap this off, this will cost $4 million which the State can ill-afford - not now and
not at any time.
I cannot accept the argument from business people that daylight saving will produce cost
savings. These people have not been able through rational argument to identify cost savings
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as a result of so-called daylight saving in Western Australia. In fact, this move may cost
business people because keeping our clocks closer to Eastern States' time during these
months will damage this State in its trade with Asian nations. For example, Indonesia,
China, Japan, Hong Kong, Malaysia and other developing countries in that area are on the
same time zone as Western Australia. Every member of this Parliament has argued at
various times over the past couple of years that we must conduct more trade with those areas,
and that we must do everything we can to foster a relationship for the benefit of Western
Australia. However, in a simple matter like the one before the House, we place ourselves out
of our natural and normal time zone in order to keep a closer link with the Eastern States.
That is a slap in the face for the people with whom we have been seeking to foster a trading
relationship, and with whom the future of this State is closely linked.
Western Australia has fallen down badly in this regard. Country people have been fighting
to keep the goods and services in country areas by preventing a centralisation in Perth. The
future fight is for the entire State in keeping services in Western Australia. A shift is evident
with the cenhralisation of' banking offices and business head offices into Sydney and
Melbourne - very few remain in this State. We should do more to keep these operations in
Western Australia to develop trade links with Asian nations as this would help develop
Western Australia.
Frankly, to hell with the Eastern States! Let us look after what is good and right for Western
Australia. We must not worry about Sydney and Melbourne as they do not give a tinker's
cuss about us. This State produces half the nation's wheat crop, and in a normal year we
produce a little more than a third of that crop. The head office of the Australian Wheat
Board is located in Melbourne, yet this year Victoria will import wheat for its own
consumption. We should hang our heads in shame for allowing the Wheat Board to get away
with that. The Eastern States are regarded all powerful and we must kowtow to them, as we
are doing with the fiddling with the clocks Bill. To call this the Daylight Saving Bill is a
misnomer. We are proceeding with this matter because some people in business - not all -
have argued that it will be economically beneficial for us to do so. Yet no-one in his or her
argument today has been able to demonstrate that in pure, simple, economical or
mathematical terms to me or the Parliament. The member for Albany made a very good
point when he said that Perth was approximately a half an hour ahead of normal time
anyway. We have the benefits that apply naturally, yet we are seeking to advance that by
another hour which will mean that we will advance from normal time by an hour and a half.
The meridian for sun time runs very close to Ravensthorpe which is about 450 kilometres; to
the east of Perth.
The United States of America has four time zones - western, central, mountain and eastern
time, yet it is widely regarded as the greatest free trading nation in the world. American
businessmen do not have any trouble doing business between the east coast and the west
coast. They do not scream that they must get out of bed an hour earlier or that they cannot
satisfactorily do business because their clocks are different. What is wrong with our
businessmen in Western Australia if they cannot work under the same conditions? Are we
pandering to them again or is this debate really about leisure time as I suspect it is? If it is
and people want more time off, let us be honest and say that that is what it is about instead of
tryinig to tell ourselves and other people that it is about business. The Premier, in her second
reading speech, said -

This measure has been the subject of a great deal of public comment, so much so that
some observers have formed the view that it is a major part of the Government's
economic policy.

We could be forgiven for thinking that, as the Government's economic policy is not very
large. If it is part of the Government's economic policy, God help us. However, if it is about
leisure time, let us say so. If it is, the people I represent, the farmers, who work by sun time
anyway will, by this change in their clocks, now get home after the regular news bulletins
have finished at night because it will be really 6 o'clock sun time and 7 o'clock summer
time. Their children will have gone to bed. They will be seriously disadvantaged by this. It
is interesting to note that the majority of city people voted against daylight saving at the last
referendum. Let us not id ourselves that business will gain any great advantages out of this
legislation because if it thinks it will, God help us. It is about leisure time and the people I
represent will not get any more leisure time. We are not lucky enough to have a beach at our
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doorsteps or to have many of the facilities enjoyed by city people and, therefore, the extra
hour will be of no advantage to us. I do not think this is a country versus city argument
because the figures indicate that a number of city electorates voted against daylight saving at
the last referendum.
The Bill refers to a flexitime adjustment for working hours for schools, retail shops and
liquor outlets. We will debate this at some length during the Committee stage because it is
nonsense. Albany cannot run at a different time from Mt Barker and Mt Barker cannot run at
a different time from Kattanning. It simply will not work that way. If that is supposed to be a
sop to the objections of country people, the Government can forget it because it is absolute
nonsense and it is not worth considering. The Premier also said that it should 'result in a
healthier community and a more productive work force". I would likec to know how. If we
spend more time in the sun, there is a fair chance that we will contract skin cancer. You,
Madam Deputy Speaker (Dr Edwards), will be aware of the risks of skin cancer. I am
absolutely certain that, as a sensible lady, you would not recommend to your constituents that
they spend an extra hour in the sun. I am well aware that Government members and some
members of the Liberal Party will support this legislation. However, they may change their
minds if they listen to the arguments in opposition to it and vote against it.
The Premier said in her speech that the referendum may be held in conjunction with local
government elections next year. I reject that totally. This referendum should be held as
close as possible to the end of the trial period; that is, on the nearest Saturday to the end of
daylight saving so that people still have fresh in their minds all the terrible things that
daylight saving has done to them and they will be able to vote no at the ballot box as I am
sure they will. It is not fair to foist this on local government.
Mr Strickland: That is one reasonable thing you have said.
Mr HOUSE: 1 thank the member. I do not believe it is fair that local government elections
should be mixed with the State referendum. In many large shires there is sometimes only
one polling place and I do not think the cost will be great. Local government should not
have to bear any part of that cost or the organising function that goes with the referendum.
That cost should be borne by the State Government and therefore by the taxpayers of
Western Australia.
This Parliament has spent a lot of time in the last decade debating this issue. There have
been two referendums and we are now faced with a third at great expense. I absolutely and
totally oppose the need for daylight saving. The arguments for it do not stand up. I do not
believe this State can afford the $4 million it will cost to hold a referendum. That money
would be far better spent on schools and hospitals in rural Western Australia and on sporting
facilities than it would be on a referendum to defeat something we all know will be defeated
anyway. Not only will the National Party be opposing the second reading of this Bill; it will
also be opposing it clause by clause in the Committee stage.
MR OMODEI (Warren) [10.49 pm]: I oppose the Daylight Saving Bill. In two
referendums, the electorate of Warren opposed the introduction of daylight saving. It first
opposed it on 8 March 1975; and on 7 April 1984, 69.52 percent of the voters in that
electorate voted against the introduction of daylight saving. It is difficult to comment on this
Bill without repeating some of the comments already made. The Western Australian time
zone is eight hours ahead of Greenwich Mean Time and on the 120 degree longitude east,
which is the line running through Southern Cross and Ravensthorpe. By virtue of that fact
Perth already has 17 minutes and Geraldton 21.5 minutes of daylight saving, as has Denham
and Exmouth, taking evening light to 8.00 pmi anyway.
Much has been said about the business community dealing with the Eastern States. The
number of businesses which do not deal with the Eastern States outweighs the number that
do. Only a limited number of people in large businesses deal with the Eastern States, people
such as purchasing officers and executive personnel. Most small businesses have limited
dealings with the Eastern States. At an estimate about 4 000 to 6 000 executives would deal
with the Eastern States, which is only a small proportion of the total Western Australian
population of 1.6 million people. The people who must deal with Eastern States businesses
have the option to go on flexitime. They also have modern facilities such as facsimile
machines, modem operated computers, E-mail and all sorts of information transfer
machinery available to them.
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I will oppose this Bill while acknowledging that some people in my electorate are in favour
of daylight saving. They are, in the main, people who want more recreation time. I identify
with comments made earlier and know from the people who have contacted my office that
those most affected are people with limited power to protect themselves; that is, the very
young, mothers with large or young families and the elderly whose lives will be disrupted as
a result of this Bill. Daylight saving will interfere with their normal lifestyle whether they
Jive at home or in some kind of nursing accommodation.
The Government has been irresponsible in introducing this Bill when far more important
things should be dealt with. It was said earlier in reference to western standard time that
Western Australia is on the same time zone as Indonesia, Malaysia, Korea, Taiwan, the
Philippines, Japan and China and we trade with those countries to the extent of $3 billion a
year. That is a significant figure. Our future trading will be more in line with those nations
than with the Eastern States with which we will trade to a lesser degree. I acknowledge that
the businesses dealing with the Eastern States face some difficulties. However, their
employees could get up an hour earlier in the morning to avoid having daylight saving. Most
country people would agree with that comment. Farmers in this State are facing some of the
most difficult times they have faced in the past 50 or 60 years. They work the daylight hours
so the only effect the time change will have on them will be that at 4 o'clock in the afternoon
a farmer will not be able to go to town to get fertiliser or spare parts which will create great
difficulties for him.
The member for Avon mentioned earlier his experience when travelling on school buses. I
can identify with his comments. Young people will have to spend time during the heat of the
day travelling on buses and will be adversely affected by that. It is unjust that they will be
faced with that sort of inconvenience. The Government is up to mischief with this
legislation. This debate will go beyond midnight, so we will have spent a full day on this
Bill. We discussed one-vote-one-value earlier and now we are on to daylight saving, which
is of no benefit to the rural people I mainly represent.
The Premier today announced a package from the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation and at the same time acknowledged the trauma in the community. The package
will only pmovide the rural community with a subsidy of up to five per cent on their loans for
two years.
The SPEAKER: Order! I draw the attention of members to Standing Orders and in
particular those which deal with tedious repetition. In my view this part of the argument has
been aired substantially in the past three or four hours and is now bordering on tedious
repetition. If the member has new arguments to put he should use them. If not, we should
get on with the debate.
Mr OMODEI: I will try not to repeat matters that have already been discussed. In the 1975
referendum 53.66 per cent of people opposed daylight saving. Nine years later in 1984,
53.35 per cent of people opposed daylight saving, so nothing much had changed in those
nine years. The same thing will happen if a referendum is held at some time in the future. If
one compares percentage increases, taking into account that some electoral boundaries have
changed while others have been abolished, in the main percentages have remained fairly
static. I am concerned that this Government has introduced this Bill when some of its
members oppose daylight saving. The Minister for Health has indicated that he is opposed to
daylight saving and the Minister for Agriculture indicated to me this evening that he also is
opposed to it. I suspect a number of members on the Government side are opposed to this
legislation but because of fear of recrimination they will not vote against it this evening. It is
interesting that, of the 57 electorates polled in 1984, 20 Labor held electorates voted against
daylight saving. It is amazing that nearly eight years on these members appear to be voting
against the wishes of their constituents. As an example, in the seat of Armadale
50.17 percent of people voted against daylight saving while in Ascot, the electorate of the
Minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services, 55 per cent of people voted
against daylight saving.
In Balcatta, 52 per cent of people voted against daylight saving; in Bunbury, nearly
57 per cent of the people opposed it I am sure the member for Bunbury must be concerned
that he has been forced to vote against daylight saving.
Mr P.3. Smith: We have been through all this before.
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Mr OMODEI: I do not want to hold up the House, but I am sure the member for Bunbury is
concerned about that. In the electorate of Fremantle, 51.5 per cent opposed daylight saving.
In Gascoyne, which is now Northern mivers, 74 per cent voted against it. Opposition in
Joondalup was 55 percent, and in Kalgoorlie, 51.98 percent. I am sure the member for
Maylands would be concerned that almost 54 per cent of people in Maylands voted against
daylight saving. Other electorates in which the majority of people opposed daylight saving
included Mitchell, 59.72 per cent; Morley-Swan, 50.37 per cent; Murchison Eyre, 64
per cent; Perth, 52.91 per cent; Pilbara, 56.9 per cent; Subiaco - the Premier's own seat - 51.9
per cent; Victoria Park, 53.09 per cent; and, Welshpool, 52.45 per cent.
Mr P.J. Smith: Mr Speaker, this is tedious repetition. Most of these figures have been
produced at least once before during the night.
Mr OMODEI: Some of the figures may have been used this evening, but all of them
certainly have not. I want these figures on the record so that the people of Western Australia
will know that Labor members of Parliament in this State are voting against the wishes of
their constituents.
Mr P.J. Smith: You have not been in my electorate; I have asked my electorate.
Mr OMODEI: The member for Bunbury will not be here soon.
Mr P.1. Smith: Don't put words into my mouth.
Several members interjected.
Mr OMODE]: Mr Speaker, at the risk of incurring your wrath, I believe that the question of
a referendum will cut across the local government election, and those funds would have been
better spent across those electorates. I shall vote against the Bill, and I am sure some
members of the Government will be feeling very guilty about the way in which this Bill has
been introduced.
MR WIESE (Wagin) [11.02 pm]: I have a few words to say during the second reading
stage of the Bill, but my real contribution to the debate will probably take place during the
Committee stage some time later in the evening. A lot of interesting material has been
brought before the House tonight. Some has probably been aired before, but it is certainly a
while since it was aired in this House. Some of it has been a quite new and refreshing way of
looking at daylight saving.
The question of daylight saving has been portrayed in the media especially, but in some ways
throughout the community, as a country versus city argument. I do not accept that argument
in any way. Eighty per cent of the people of Western Australia live in the city and
20 per cent in the rural or non metropolitan areas, yet 53 per cent of the people of Western
Australia voted in the last referendum to reject the concept of daylight saving. At least
30 per cent of the people who voted against daylight saving at the last referendum came out
of the metropolitan area, and that is a long way from being a majority of country people
opposing the concept of daylight saving. 71he reality is that more people in the metropolitan
area opposed daylight saving than people in the country or non metropolitan areas of this
State. I do not believe that that is the picture portrayed. It is certainly not the picture of
daylight saving portrayed in the media in this State.
It is very disappointing that daylight saving legislation has been brought in with such a rush
and hurry. The community needed at least three or four months' warning and preparation for
a measure such as this. If we are to be lumbered with daylight saving, this legislation should
have been introduced during the autumn session of the Parliament and voted on then. If we
are to have daylight saving, the community should have been given three or four months to
prepare for it, It is tragic that it is to be brought in, if it is, in the manner proposed, with two
weeks for the community to prepare for the commencement of daylight saving on
17 November this year. Everybody in this community has a special right to ask why it is
being done in this way.
There are two reasons: Firstly, because one person in another House of this Parliament, Honl
Reg Davies, has, for whatever reasons, seen fit to bring forward this legislation at this time.
That is most unfortunate, because in bringing the legislation forward in this way he has not
done the State or the Parliament any favours. In fact he has done the Parliament a great deal
of harm, because the arguments which have taken place in the Legislative Council in the last
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two weeks have brought it into great disrepute. The community has been highly critical of
the performance which went on in the initial stages of the introduction of this Daylight
Saving Bill in the latter part of October this year. It will be some time before the Parliament
will be able to make up the ground it lost as a result of the way in which this legislation has
been handled.
It is unfortunate that this legislation will include a trial period. If we are to go down the
course of daylight saving, I cannot see the need for it to be introduced in this way. If
necessary there should have been a referendum prior to its being introduced so that people
would have an opportunity of saying. "Yes, we want it", or "No, we do not want it." To
introduce it on the basis of a trial period, followed by a referendum, is the wrong way to
introduce a matter of the importance of daylight saving into this State.
I shall address my remarks primarily to the Premier's second reading speech when she
introduced this Bill, because I take strong exception to many of the things she said. There
are many things which the Premier either glassed over or on which she failed to comment.
She said that this legislation was only a small part of a larger program of microeconomic
reform. She was referring to the fact that she believed that there were people who thought
that this legislation was a major part of the Government's economic policy. As a result of
remarks made earlier this evening by members of the Government, I accept that a strong case
can be made for believing that this is a major part of the Government's economic policy.
Not a great deal of economic policy has been introduced by this Government; what has been
brought into the community cannot justify what the Premier calls a small part of the
microeconomic reform relating directly to the Government's macroeconomic reform, and
referred to in her second reading speech as the standardisation of economic relations between
the States aimed at establishing a more efficient and competitive national economy. Not one
argument put forward tonight by any speaker on either side of the House justified or
supported those remarks of the Premier, If that is the case, and if this is part of the
microeconomnic reform and the standardisation of relations with the Eastern States - of all the
things we have done in this State which were aimed at bringing this State into step with the
Eastern States - I am yet to be convinced that any step which is supposed to do that has
resulted in any economic benefit for Western Australia. Many steps which have been taken
in an attempt to standardise our relations with the Eastern States have had an adverse effect
on both business and our ability to conduct business with either the Eastern States or with
many of our overseas consumers or suppliers of products and materials to or from Western
Australia.
Mr Trenorden: What about the registration scheme?
Mr WIESE: We have had many measures aimed at standardisation in the past. None of
them has advanced the cause of business in Western Australia. Other measures are about to
be intr-oduced, and it is rather salutary that we should adopt this measure a fortnight before
the Premiers' Conference in this Chamber to debate the economic future of Australia -
especially the economic future of the relations between the States and the Commonwealth.
The issue being debated tonight has relevance to those proposed discussions at the Premiers'
Conference. If measures are discussed and agreed upon - and it appears as though that will
be the case at the Premiers' Conference - some adverse effects will be felt by the entire
business community of Western Australia. We need consider only the transport issue, the
financial relationship between the State of Western Australia and the Commonwealth -
indeed, between all States of Australia and the Commonwealth - because if current
indications are correct the States will receive a raw deal as a result of the discussions in this
Chamber in two weeks, Once again the people of Western Australia will be adversely
affected. This appears to be the current trend of the Government's direction in the entire area
of economic reform.
The Premier stated that daylight saving had its origins in the desire to improve the quality of
life for ordinary families. That is absolute garbage. Firstly, I do not believe that was the
desire. I do not believe that the introduction of daylight saving stems from a desire to
improve the quality of life of ordinary families. If it were to improve the quality of life of
anybody - and I accept that some people will benefit - it will be the young people who are
able to make use of the extra leisure time, those who have the financial ability in many cases
to take advantage of the extra leisure time, or that small section of the business community
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which will be able to receive benefit from the changes that daylight saving will introduce.
However, the ordinary families in Western Australia will not benefit. I could not have put
that argument better than it was put by the Minister for Health. He summed up perfectly the
situation in which family people in Western Australia will find themselves as a result of the
introduction of daylight saving. The inister for Health also very succinctly summed up the
ability of business people to cope with the situation facing them as a result of the Eastern
States' moving to daylight saving hours. The Minister commented that businesses would be
better able to adapt to the changes than would families in Western Australia. That is correct.
Under whatever conditions it is brought in, daylight saving will not do anything to improve
the quality of life of the ordinary family person in Western Australia. That is contrary to
what the Premier told us in her second reading speech. The Premier also commented that
daylight saving would result in a healthier community. That also is garbage. Sporting
people already have all the hours they need during the summer months for the spant in which
they engage. Those people already are able to spend two or three hours after work on the
beach. They are able to get onto the tennis courts and onto the sporting fields to indulge in
their sports. The people who will benefit from the introduction of daylight saving are already
the very healthy section of our community. This measure will not do a great deal to improve
their health.
The problems that may arise as a result of the introduction of daylight saving have been
touched upon. The Cancer Society has spelt out its fears in that regard. Some of the alcohol
related diseases and problems will be exacerbated by the introduction of daylight saving.
One section of the community will use the extra daylight hour to frequent hotels and clubs.
Their health will be jeopardised rather than improved.
The Premier also stated that the Government expected some disadvantages in the regions, so
she would try to compensate for that by including in the Bill provisions similar to those in
the Queensland legislation intended to allow communities affected severely to adopt
measures to compensate for those adverse effects. If we go down that path, it will be a
disaster. It will be bad enough with the problems we will face as a result of daylight saving
but if people in the rural regions throughout the community are working on times different
from those in the metropolitan area, that situation will add to the confusion.
I will make a brief reference to Mnother matter raised in the Premier's second reading speech.
The advisory committee that will be set up is supposed to be the organisation which will
allow local communities to introduce compensatory measures for the changes or adverse
effects of daylight saving. The legislation has been sold to the community on the basis that it
will enable disadvantaged communities to cope. The reality, when one reads the legislation,
is that the Mlinister has complete control over the operations of that committee. First the
Minister appoints the committee, then lays down its operating guidelines, and the Minister
may or may not accept the recommendations made by that committee. The reality is that the

inister will say whether any of these so-called compensatory arrangements will be enacted
by communities or regions throughout this State. The advisory committee will be just that -
advisory. It will have no major say in what is introduced. The decision will rest wholly and
solely with the Minister, and the guidelines and the way in which that committee operates
will be laid down by the Minister. The matter of compensatory arrangements is a farce and a
sop to the wishes expressed by Hon Reg Davies in the upper House. The compensatory
arrangements will not cope with the desires of either Hon Reg Davies or the communities
that may wish to utilise them. The Premier went on to say that the Moinister may then seek to
have regulations made to put the adjustments into effect. That will be far from an automatic
situation, either that the Mnister makes those recommendations or that those
recommendations will be approved. We all know regulations need to be tabled in both
Houses of Parliament and are subject to disallowance. Whatever way one looks at it, the
compensatory arrangements are a farce and will serve no purpose except to muddy the waters
of the debate.
The date set for the holding of the referendum at the conclusion of the trial period of daylight
saving is 2 May. Firstly, that is two months after the daylight saving trial has finished and
that is far too long to wait. A referendum should be held as close as possible to the day on
which we cease the trial period. The Government seems to be settling on 2 May. and this has
been mentioned in this Parliament, because all local government elections will be held on
that day. It will be a dreadful decision and will show a great disrespect for local government
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if that is the date on which the referendum is held. It will not save the community or the
taxpayers of this State a penny because local government will be running its own elections as
they always do. The two elections will not be able to be incorporated together, and if the
referendum is run on that day it will cause a great deal of confusion among the voters both in
the referendum and in the local government elections. The House must be aware that local
government conducts its own elections on a voluntary basis; only those people who wish to
vote need vote. If a referendum is held on that day everybody who is on the electoral roll
will be voting in that referendum. The confusion that will cause is obvious, but the factor
that has not been highlighted is that at the same time we are going toward this referendum we
will be in this House debating the new Local Government Bill. The Minister has said chat it
is his intention that the new Local Government Bill, which is being drawn up at the moment,
will be introduced in the autumn session of Parliament and that it will be debated and passed
during that session. It will create a great deal of confusion about the aspects of voluntary and
compulsory voting which will be one of the major arguments in the debate on the proposed
Local Government Bill. We will be doing this House and local government a great
disservice by holding this referendum on daylight saving with its attached compulsory voting
at the same time as local government is holding its voluntary elections. The Premier said it
was hoped this would minimise the cost. That is exactly what it is - a hope. I do not believe
this measure, if it does go ahead, will lower the cost of the referendum. Local government
has very few polling booths. The referendum will be conducted on the same number of
booths throughout the State and the cost will not be minimised, it will remain exactly the
same. The Premier has not stated the situation clearly when she made her comments on that.

Amendment to Motion

Mr WIESE: I move -
That the word "now" be deleted and the words "this day six months" be inserted after
the word "time".

MR BLOFFWICH (Geraldcon) [11.30 pm]: I have an obligation to speak on the
Daylight Saving Bill because of the very strong opposition of my electors to daylight saving.
Their opposition was illustrated with a 67 per cent and 68 per cent no vote at the two
referendums which have been held and it leaves me with no shadow of a doubt about how I
should vote on this Bill. I have listened to the arguments which have been advanced in this
debate with a great deal of interest and I do not agree with many of them. I operate a
business in the country and I have never dealt with the Asian market on a daily basis, but I
deal with the Eastern States on a daily basis. It is an inconvenience to me that we do not
have daylight saving because I deal with the Ford and Nissan motor companies in
Melbourne. On a personal level, I can see the need for daylight saving. I agree with the
member for Coctesloe that one either agrees or disagrees with this legislation. The point I
am making is that approximately 70 per cent of my electorate does not want daylight saving
and, for that reason, I will vote against the legislation.
MR McNEE (Moore) [ 11.31 pm]: I place on record my total opposition to the Daylight
Saving Bill and I do so on behalf of the 80 per cent of electors in my electorate who voted
against daylight saving at the last referendum. It has been said a dozen times tonight that we
do not know how often people will have to express their view about daylight saving, but as
members of Parliament we will keep on expressing our view as long as this dopey
Government wants us to do so.
MrT Pearce: Most of your colleagues are voting with us.
MrT McNEE: I am speaking on behalf of my electors. The point is that some weeks ago the
Premier said that daylight saving was off the legislative agenda. She also said that she
believed in honest and open Government. I recognise the right of people to vote according to
how they feel about daylight saving and I do not take away their right to support it.
However, my electors want me to vote against this legislation and that is precisely what I
will do.
I urge this Government to get its priorities right. Earlier today we debated the principle of
one-vote-one-value; we could discuss the value of this Government, but it would not take
very long because it has no value or credibility. However, we 'ar debating daylight saving. I
have a great deal of sympathy for the 250 employees who will lose their jobs because the
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Arnout Mills and Ware's biscuit factory will be moving its operations out of this Stare. That
is the sont of issue we should be debating, not daylight saving. The Premier referred in her
speech to microeconomic reform. I am not concerned about that because it seems to be the
practice of Government members to refer to microeconornic reform, but I do not know
whether they know what it means because it has not yet come to fruition. It is so micro that
we cannot see it.
I can understand the opposition of my electors to this legislation because many of them have
young children who will be forced to travel to and from school in the heat of the day. It is a
ridiculous situation. On the Government side of the House there are many doctors and I
know that not all of them are doctors of medicine, but I would have thought that they would
have more sense than to expose Western Australians to more sunlight than is necessary.
MR BRADSHAW (Wellington) [11. 35 pm]: We have had enough discussion tonight on
where country people stand in relation to the Daylight Saving Bill: char is, they are opposed
to daylight saving. It has been pointed out that two referendums have already been held and
on both occasions the electors voted against daylight saving. In my electorate 68 per cent of
electors opposed daylight saving at the last referendum and, on chat basis, I will oppose the
Daylight Saving Bill. It has already been pointed out that we should be debating more
important issues such as unemployment, the record number of bankruptcies in this State and
the rural crisis. However, these issues have been pushed aside for the sake of a few business
people who want daylight saving in this State. Most of the issues relating to this subject have
been raised and I put it on the record that I oppose daylight saving and I will continue to
oppose it.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Cowan

Mr CJ. Barniett
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bloffwiwch
Mr Catania
Dr Constable
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop

Ayes (5)
Mr Trenorden
Mr Wiese

Noes (36)

Mr Graham
Mr Grayden
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr KierAth
Mr Kobelke
Mr Lewis
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Marlborough

Mr House(jTeller)

Mr McGinty
Mr MeNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Pearce
Mr Ripper
Mr D-L. Smith
Mr P.1. Smith

Mr Strickland
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Watson
Mr Watt
Mr Wilson
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Second Reading Resumed

The SPEAKER: The question is, chat the Bill be now read a second time.
Division

Question put arid a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr CJ. Barnett
Mrs Beggs
Mr Catania
Mr Cunninghamn
Mr Donovan
Dr Edwards
D-r Gallop
Mr Graham

Mr Grayden
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kierath
Mr IKobelke
Mr Lwis
Mr Macinnon
Mr Marlborough

Mr McGinty
Mr Pearce
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr P.1. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy

Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Watson
Mr Watt
Mr Wilson
Mr Nicholls (feller)
Mrs Watkins (Teller)
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Noes (11)
Mr Minson
Mr Omodei
Mr Trenorden

Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

As to Commnittee
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [ 11.45 pml: Mr Speaker, I move -

That you do now leave the Chair and that the House resolve itself into a Committee
of the Whole for the purpose of considering this Bill.

Division
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (3 1)
Mr CJ. Bamnett Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Tray
Mrs Beggs Mr Grayden Mr Mc~inty Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Dr Constable Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mr Watt
Mr Cunningham Mr Kieraiii Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Kobelke Mr PJ. Smith Mr Nicholls (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Lewis Mr Strikland Mrs Watkns (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Macinnon Mr Thomas

Noes (10)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Omodei Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mr Blotfrwitch Mr MeNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Wiese

Question thus passed.
Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Kobelke) in the Chair, Mr Pearce (Leader of the
House) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -
Mr COWAN: Everybody knows that the expression 'daylight saving" is a misnomer. This
Bill will not save one second of daylight and, on that basis, the least we can do is be honest
and realistic and change the title of the Bill. The Government would save everybody a lot of
time and effort if it agreed to defer this Bill until the year 2001. After that time I will not be
here to worry about it. I move -

Page 2, line 2 - To delete the words "Daylight Saving" and substitute the following -

Alteration of Clocks
Mr MacKINNON: It does not make much difference what the Bill is called and, in fact, it
would be better to call it the Summer Time Bill. I would support the tidle "Summer Time
Bill" but I do not think a change of title to the Alteration of Clocks Bill is sensible.
Mr HOUSE: The English language is sometimes quite funny, and I agree with the Leader of
the National Party. We should be very clear about what is being done and we are not being
clear when calling this the Daylight Saving Bill. It will not save daylight. It will alter the
clocks to show a different physical time on the clock face to the time that would normally be
shown when the sun is in a certain position in the sky. It is far more correct to say that we
shall alter the clocks rather than that we shall save daylight. The proposed amendment
makes clear to the people of Western Australia the intention of the Parliament, if this Bill is
passed.

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Bloffwitch
Dr Constable

Mr Cowan
Mr House
Mr McNee
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Mr PEARCE: I agree with the Leader of the Opposition on this matter. It does not matter.
Everyone calls it daylight saving and there is no reason why the Parliament should not also
do so.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Cowan

Mr CJ. Barnett
Mrs Beggs
Mr Blotfwitch
Mr Catania
Dr Constable
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop

Ayes (5)
Mr Trenorden
Mr Wiese

Noes (35)

Mr Graham
Mr Grayden
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kiendh
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty

Mr MeNee
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Pearce
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr PJ. Smith
Mr Strickland

Mr House (Teller)

Mr Thomas
Mr Tray
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Watson
Mr Watt
Mr Wilson
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Division

Clause put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (34)
Mr Ci. Bamneu Mr Graham Mr McNee Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Ghayden Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Bloffwitcb Mr Grill Mr Omodei Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Pearce Mr Watt
Dr Constable Mr Kieraib Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Lewis Mr D.L. Smith Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr MacKinnon Mr PJ. Smith Mrs Waddos (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Strickland
Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Mr Thomas

Noes (5)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Trenorderi Mr House (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Wiese

Clause thus passed.
Clause 2: Commencement -

Mr WIESE: This clause sets out the procedures to bring the legislation into being. I oppose
the whole of this legislation but will not dwell greatly on the procedures outlined in the
clause because amendments will be moved to make our point of view clear on this matter.
The waits 'Supreme Court subsequently avoids the referendum" appear. I think that is a
misprint and that word should be "voids'. Will the Minister clarify that matter?
Mr PEARCE: The member is correct. That is a typographical error and the word should be
".voids". That can be changed by the Clerk.
Mr COWAN: As my colleague the member for Wagin has said, this clause provides
capacity for the Bill to come into operation on the day on which the Act receives Royal
Assent. It specifically excludes the part of the Bill relating to the capacity for the
Government to allow for special areas in the country to have an opportunity to alter their
clocks to western standard time if they desire to do so if a referendum is held. Reference is
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made to the validity of the referendum. I amn sure the member for Wagin is correct and that a
typographical error has been made and the word "avoids" should be "voids". I cannot pass
up this opportunity to once again test the will of the Chamber by seeking to defer
implementation of the Bill. I move -

Page 2, lines 5 to 7 - To delete all words after "Act" and substitute the following -

shall came into operation on I February 1993.
Mr WIESE: I support the amendment. I mentioned during the second reading debate the
ridiculous situation facing people of Western Australia who will have less than two weeks to
prepare for the commencement of daylight saving on 17 November. That is farcical. The
people of Western Australia will not be in a position to commence daylight saving at chat
time. The amendment would put back the commencement of daylight saving for a little over
12 months to provide the people of Western Australia with an ample opportunity to assess
whether they want daylight saving and for businesses to prepare themselves so that things
like airline timetables can be altered if necessary. I therefore strongly support the
amendment.
Mr PEARCE: The Government does not agree to this amendment. The Committee has
twice made a ruling about this, and we are getting close to tedious repetition by way of
motion. It is clearly a nonsense to try to defer the implementation date of this Bill for two
and a half years.
Mr HOUSE: I object to the Minister's making that statement to the Parliament. We made no
secret this morning of the fact that we did not agree with the way in which the Government
had introduced this legislation. The normal convention of this Parliament is that when
legislation is introduced, it lies on the Table for at least seven days before it is debated. That
is fair and reasonable. That has been the convention of this place for a long time, and in the
years that I have been here, that convention has been broken only once in respect of an
agreement Bill for the Burswood Casino, which was an important piece of legislation that
needed to be dealt with in a day. This legislation does not fall into that category. We object
strongly to the legislation, and also to the way in which it has been introduced and has been
tried to be rammed through the Parliament in one day. No account has been taken of the
people whose lives we will disrupt by introducing daylight saving at such short notice. Some
of those people are children who are about to take their tertiary entrance examinations. The
Government is proposing to change the clocks in this State right in the middle of those
examinations, and to throw those children right out of gear. Those young people have been
studying for 12 months for one of the most important examinations of their lives. We make
no apology for seeking to delay the passage of this Bill for as long as we can, and we will
continue to do that for as long as we are able. I do not accept the Minister's comment that
this is tedious repetition. We intend to put that point of view on behalf of the people whom
we represent, and we will continue to do that. The member for Wagin made some good
points about the increased costs that we will be foisting upon businesses with regard to the
printing of airline timetables and bus schedules, and the other things that will need to be
altered. Those speakers who spoke in favour of the legislation during the second reading
debate made the point that we are here to help businesses and that daylight saving will help
them, yet here we are doing something that is quite the contrary. We cannot disrupt the lives
of people, and particularly students who are doing their final exams. That is not fair or
reasonable.
Mr WIESE: I[want to express my concern at the remarks of the Leader of the House in
response to this amendment. I share the views of the member for Stirling about the effect
that this legislation will have on students. I have children who are involved in university
examinations, and I have no doubt that a number of members in this Chamber have children
who are involved in university Or TEE examinations, and that they appreciate the trauma
through which those children are going. The last thing they need is this disruption in the
middle of their examinations, It is abominable that daylight saving is to be foisted upon
people at short notice and with no opportunity for them to prepare themselves for the
changes that will be involved. I am also concerned about the lack of consultation. I want to
know whether the university and TEE examination authorities were consulted about the
timing of daylight saving; and, if so, what they said and what the parents of the students said.
I also have doubts about the so-called consultation that the Premier and the Leader of the
House claim has taken place with local government arid with the Electoral Commission. The
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Electoral Commission, being a department of the Government, will do what it is told and is
quite capable of running the election -

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! I draw the member's attention to the fact that we are
debating an amendment to the commencement date.
Mr WIESE: I am referring to the dreadful mistake this Parliament will make if it introduces
this legislation on the commencement date of 17 November.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I suggest that you are straying away from the matter of the
commencement date by canvassing issues which have been covered by many other speakers
and which relate to the overall principle of daylight saving.
Mr WIESE: Mr Deputy Chairman, I accept your guidance and thank you for it. My remarks
are directed specifically to the commencement date, and I am referring to the lack of
consultation that has taken place about the commencement date. The Western Australian
Municipal Association, as the parent body of local government, may have been consulted,
but there has been little consultation with shire councils, nor have they had the opportunity to
express an opinion about the commencement date and the other aspects of this legislation. It
is disgraceful that daylight saving legislation is being introduced into the Parliament at such
short notice. The amendment is to change the commencement date to 1 February 1993 in
order to enable to take place the sort of consultation that should have taken place with the
various groups and organisations that will be affected.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not intend to support this amendment. It seems to me, with respect
to the mover, to be a little illogical, because it supports the Bill's coming into operation on a
certain date. That does not seem to make a lot of sense in view of the opposition to the Hill.
Secondly, for the Daylight Saving Bill to come into operation on I February does not make a
lot of sense. If we are to have daylight saving it must come into effect at the end of October.
I understand the reasons for the member's opposition, but not the logic of his argument. We
support the Bill, but I cannot support this proposition because the Bill must come into effect
as quickly as possible, with the referendum held at the end of the period. The wording of this
amendment does not seem to be in line with the alternative point of view.
Mr MINSON: This amendment will delay the operation of this Bill. To that extent I would
be happy to support that aspect of this amendment. However, since the whole exercise is
becoming an academic one and very little else, I doubt its value. If this amendment were to
go through it would mean that the next election would be fought on the grounds of daylight
saving and, because this is such an emotional issue, all the other very important issues facing
the State would be pushed into the background. As a result I cannot support the amendment.
Mr HOUSE: The idea of this amendment is not only to delay the passage of this Bill but also
to kill it. That is die reason for moving this amendment and I would have thought that would
be clear to every member. As the Leader of the Opposition has said, if we introduce daylight
saving at the beginning of February, that will not be a factor. We make no excuse for
moving this amendment; it is clear that we have moved it in order to try to defeat the Bill.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (S)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Trenorden Mr House (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Wiese

Noes (31)
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Grayden Mr McNee Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Grill Mr Minson Mr Fred Tabby
Mr Bloffwitcli Mrs Henderson Mr Omodei Dr Wamso
Mr Catania Mr lcieraih Mr Pearce Mr Watt
Mr Donovan Mr Lewis Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Dr Edwards Mr ?vkKnnon Mr D.L. Smith Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Sticlkand Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Thomas
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Amendment thus negatived.
Mr COWAN: Clause 2(2) refers to the actual referendum. There have been two daylight
saving referenda in the past, one in 1975 and another in 1984. Those referenda indicated
very clearly that a majority of Western Australians were opposed to the introduction of
daylight saving. It is worth repeating that the referendum in 1984 had a greater majority
opposed to daylight saving than that in 1975. Any argument which might be introduced by
members of the Government or those in favour of daylight saving that time has elapsed and a
number of new electors have not had an opportunity to vote for daylight saving should take
note of the results of those referenda and which one showed the greater majority opposed to
this measure.
The statistical data supplied by the Electoral Commission shows that not only did the greater
majority oppose daylight saving in 1984, but so too did a greater number of electoral
districts. Of the 57 electoral districts in this State, 43 were opposed to daylight saving and
14 were in favour of it. I have every confidence, as does the member for Darling Range, that
the voters of Western Australia will reject this measure at a referendum. I would like to
make doubly sure that this measure is rejected at a referendum by malig some change so
that not only is it a requirement that people who want to have daylight saving introduced
should vote "yes", but that a majority of electoral districts must vote in favour of this
measure. I move -

Page 2, line 13 - To insert after the word "Stale" the following -

,and in a majority of electoral districts
This amendment provides a two-pronged approach to the requirement for a majority: It
requires an absolute majority of all electors and a majority of electoral districts before the
referendum can be passed. In the two previous referendums the people of Western Australia
quite rightly decided that they did not want daylight saving to continue. In my view they
would have also expressed an opinion that by 1984 we would have heard the last of this
attempt by the Government to foist daylight saving upon this State. However, we want to
make doubly sure that no slick campaign is conducted by the Business Council of Australia,
the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce and industry or the Confederation of Western
Australian Industry - or, for that matter, by the Government - because any one of those
three bodies will have far greater resources than will the National Party, which it appears to
me is the only body strongly opposed to daylight saving to the extent that we would be
prepared to mount a campaign against such a measure being introduced in Western Australia
on a permanent basis should a referendum pass.
Mr HOUSE: This is a very easy amendment to support for those of us who oppose daylight
saving because it embodies two important principles. The first is the principle that is
enshrined in Federal referendums which requires not only a majority of people voting for or
against a referendum in order for it to be carried or defeated, but also a majority of States.
We are simply seeking to carry forward that principle to a referendum in this State by
allowing the electoral districts to be the bodies by which the numbers would be counted. The
second principle embodied in this amendment is that country people are outnumbered by
those who live in the city and at previous referendums they have voted very strongly against
daylight saving. Our view is that the minority of people who live in rural areas needs to be
protected more than ever before, and this amendment will enable the votes of country people
to be protected so that they can register their views positively. In this case, should a majority
of electoral districts vote against the referendum it would be defeated.
Mr PEARCE: The Government does not propose to agree with this proposition. It is an
effort to rig the referendum by changing the way in which the vote is counted. All
referendums in this State work on the basis of a simple counting up of votes as is provided
for in the Referendums Act. Although I appreciate the strong view of members of the
National Party and perhaps of some other members about this as an issue, I do not believe
that strong view should run over to try to subvert the institutions of the State.
Mr TRENORDEN: This is a very important point. Earlier in the day we debated one-vote-
one-value, and this is a question about directing members of Parliament to account for their
vote. If this amendment is carried it will highlight every district, and every member who
represents a district will have his or her vote highlighted.
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Mr Pearce: It is counted that way now.
Mr TRENORDEN: It is not that way at all. 7he reason for the Bill which we debated earlier
today was that the Labor Party wants to put the voting system into the party system so that it
can hide the individual from the spotlight. All the literature that has been written about the
Westminster system and the democratic way of progressing shows that our system is built on
57 members who are accountable to their electors, and this Government wants to put it into
its caucus system so that it can squeeze people into a position where they do not have to
represent their constituencies. The whole paint of this referendum is to bring to this place a
vote for all Western Australians, and by passing this amendment we would clearly highlight
how each of the 57 districts would vote. It has been put to me that one of the problems in
this State and this nation is the way in which the Labor Party operates. In order to become a
member of this Parliament members of the Labor Party must get there by consensus. They
must do deals all the way through the system until they get their seat, and then they have to
compromise all those people who put them there. So for the last 10 years the Government of
this State has heavily relied on compromise instead of making decisions. One of the
fundamental reasons why members of the Government have allowed this place to deteriorate
and brought corruption into the system of this Chamber is that they do not want their
members to be accountable. This amendment will make every member of this Chamber very
accountable for his or her vote.
Mr MacKINNON: I do not intend to support this amendment, which changes the
fundamental nature of referendums. I understand why it has been moved, but I do not think
it brings sense to the referendum situation. As members know, I am a strong supporter of
citizens initiated referendums. I have never feared the judgment of the people, and I never
will. For instance, when the referendum comes around I intend to vote no, and I anm
confident that mast Western Australians will do the same. We do not need to rely on any
other means. I have faith that at the end of the day the public will mnake a sensible and
informed decision on the issue.
Mr COWAN: I am not a great follower of the Commonwealth but this amendment was
designed to introdluce a provision which to some extent prevails in the referendum
mechanism available in the Federal situation wherein it is required that a referendum must be
passed not only by a majority of those voting but by a majority of States. I have adopted that
principle for Western Australia so that we would require to have voting in favour not only a
majority of electors but also a majority of electoral districts before daylight saving could
continue every summer in Western Australia.
I reject the argument put forward, firstly, by the Leader of the House that this is contrary to
the principle upon which referendums are conducted and, secondly, by the Leader of the
Opposition because clearly a precedent exists in the case of Commonwealth referendums,
where the requirement is for a majority of electors and a majority of States to agree. In this
case, I acknowledge that I am substituting electoral districts for the States but nevertheless I
am following the same principle. The National Party strongly believes in that principle.

Division
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (5)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Trenorden Mr House (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Wiese

Noes (3!1)
Mr CJ. Barneu Mr Grayden Mr McNec Mr Troy
Mrs Blegg Mr Grill Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mt Bloffwiwch Mrs Henderson Mromode, Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mr Kiermh Mr Pearce Mr Wan
Mr Donovan Mr Lewis Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Dr Edwards Mr Macinnon Mr D.L. Smith Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Strickland Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Owlamar Mr McGinty Mr Thomas
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Amendment thus negatived.
Division

Clause put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Grayden Mr Omodei Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Blofl'witch Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mr Wait
Mr Donovan Mr Lewis Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Dr Edwards Mr Macinnon Mr Strickland Mr Kierath (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Noes (8)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Minson Mr Wiese
Mr Cowan Mr McNee Mr Trenorden Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Clause 3: Interpretation -
Mr TRENORDEN: This clause deals with definitions and refers to "summer time". Earlier
in the debate we decided that the Bill could not be called the summer time Bill or the
alteration of the clocks Bill; it was to be called the Daylight Saving Bill. This makes the
reference to summer time a misnomer. In fact, the Bill should contain references to daylight
saving time rather than summer time if it is to be consistent. Why was the Bill not called the
summer time Bill?
Mr PEARCE: That is a difficult point to fallow. The Chamber has voted on whether the Bill
should be called the Daylight Saving Bill. The short title is a convenient way by which
citizens and members can refer to the legislation. The member may argue the point about
definitions all he likes, but citizens refer to this issue as daylight saving. As a matter of fact,
so does the member. All National Party members have not spoken about the alteration of
clocks or summer time; they have referred to daylight saving. That is the phrase in common
usage, and for that meason I see no reason to move for the definition or interpretation to be
altered or to quarrel with the Chamber about an earlier decision.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 4: Trial period of daylight saving.-
Mr COWAN: This is the operative clause of the Bill as it seeks to alter the standard time by
bringing the clocks forward by one hour from 2.00 am on 17 November 1991 until 2.00 anm
on I March 1992. Of course, that is the essence of daylight saving - I will use that
expression as we have had such a clear indication from the Leader of the House that the
Government is not prepared to change the definitions within the previous clause. I do not
mind that. This is a nonsense Bill and we might as well talk about it in a nonsense manner.
It is appropriate for the legislation to be a nonsense, and it is appropriate that this
Government should have introduced it. I cannot let this clause pass without indicating
clearly that it is the mechanism required to advance the clocks forward by one hour, and it is
this act to which most people I represent object. I am sure, Mr Acting Chairman
(Mr Kobelke), that in your spare time tonight - of which you have had plenty - you would
have looked at the statistical data and would have seen that Merredin recorded one of the
highest votes against daylight saving. That was the case both in 1975 and 1984. At least my
constituents were consistent in that regard. There is no prospect that the National Party will
allow this clause to pass through the Chamber without contributing opposing arguments.
Although it is hoped to advance the clocks in Western Australia by one hour on
17 November, we are retarding the progress of this State. I am very mindful of the remarks
of the member for Cottesloe when he appealed to members of Parliament to make their
decision based on their personal like or dislike of daylight saving. I do not mind doing that -
I dislike daylight saving intensely. Also, I have a greater responsibility to the people I
represent.
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Mr C.J. Barnett: You misunderstood me.
Mr COWAN: I did not misunderstand the member at all.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I did not suggest that people should vote according to their personal
preference.
Mr COWAN: The member did not listen to me. I said that he appealed to members to make
their judgments and to be mindful and honest about their views and to indicate to people that
they either liked or disliked daylight saving.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I asked people in the community to be honest in their views on daylight
saving and not to look for reasons for allowing or disallowing it.
Mr COWAN: I accept the member's comment. However, in the electorate I represent.
80 per cent, or four out of five voters, are opposed to daylight saving. On that basis it would
be remiss of the National Party to allow this clause to pass. It is quite interesting that even
though the Acting Chairman has quite rightly accepted the will of the Chamber regarding the
definitions of this Bill, the Leader of the House indicated that the Government was not
prepared to alter any definitions. However, this clause contains the words "summer time".
Therefore, it is a nonsense Bill; it is a contradictory Bill, and this being the operative clause,
it is the clause to which the National Party is strongly opposed.
Mr TRENORDEN: I suggest an alteration to this clause: The clause refers to "one hour in
advance of standard time", and I suggest that that reference should be changed to one year.
That would do a great deal of good in this debate and would save a great deal of pain for the
State. If we move time forward one year, the election will be held sooner. I urge members
of the Chamber to give consideration to my suggestion; it would be an excellent exercise!
Mr PEARCE: Obviously, this is the operative clause of the Bill and it indicates clearly its
intentions. I take on board the remarks of the members opposite regarding their general
approach to the matter. This clause is the key to the Bill; without it the Bill would have no
sense. I urge members to continue to support, as they have done in consistently large
numbers, the intentions of the Bill.
Mr HOUSE: Encouraged by the Leader of the House, I rise to restate the case of the
National Party. Obviously, if we are to oppose this Bill, we must oppose this clause. Those
of us who are passionately opposed to daylight saving made our intentions clear during
earlier debate. I am pleased that the Leader of the House stated that this clause was the
essence of the Bill; otherwise I may have sat by and not felt the need to do anything.
Through the encouragement of the Leader of the House, I urge members to oppose this
clause. As has been rightly stated, without this clause the Bill would fall apart. Therefore,
members of the National Party and maybe some other members of this Parliament will be
opposing this clause. If we were to advance the clock one hour it would be two o'clock in
the morning; and I have a feeling that we will still be here in another hour, so that would be
three o'clock. So whatever it says on the clock is important.
Mr WIESE: I was encouraged by the words of the Leader of the House so I will also state
my principles. This clause will put the clocks forward by one hour. I am totally opposed to
that concept and that is what is behind my opposition to daylight saving. I refer to the words
"throughout the State" which are contained in this clause. Members should be aware that at
the same time we are talking about daylight saving throughout the State the Bill will allow
other regions or districts to have different times from what is being provided for by this
clause. That highlights the stupidity of the concept of daylight saving.
We need to recognise that it is being proposed that the Kimberley region go to central
standard time to bring it into line with the Northern Teritory. I understand that will be
discussed in another place at some time in the not too distant future and it highlights the
ridiculous situation that we are starting to develop with time in Western Australia. A section
of the north of Australia may be on central standard time and the rest of Western Australia
may be on summer time. Western Australia will also face the possibility of districts and
regions throughout the State going to whatever time they decide, presumably between the
local authority in consultation with business and people in the district, the advisory
committee and ultimately the Minister. This clause sets up the potential for three different
time zones in Western Australia and highlights the stupidity of the debate.
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Division
Clause put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (26)
Mr C-1. Barnett Mr Grayden Mr Peare Dr Watson
Mrs Beggs Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr Wail
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Kierath (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Mac Kinnon Mr Thomas Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Fred Tubby

Noes (10)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Omodel Mr Bradshaw (Tel11er)
Mr Bloffwitch Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Wiese

Clause thus passed.
Clause 5: Referendum on daylight saving -
Mr COWAN: I move -

Page 4, line 9 - To insert after the word "question" the following -

,and such other questions as either House may determine,
This clause prescribes the referendum question. This State cannot afford to waste $4 million,
but nevertheless that is what will happen should this legislation be passed. I amn sume that
every member in this place could find something to earmark that money for, and it would be
much better spent than on a referendum on daylight saving. That is particularly so because
we have already had two such referendums, both of which were negatived, and we will have
a third should this legislation be passed. I amn sure that during ahe framing of the Budget
every one of the Ministers who are listening attentively at the moment would have had to
decide in which parts of their budgets they had to make cuts. Having made those decisions,
how can they now glibly tell us that we will spend $4 million on a referendum? This State
Government is supposed to be hard up. It has deferred $25 million of past debts and
borrowed more money to produce a balanced Budget. I am not sure how that works but that
is what it has done. We have been told that things are pretty tough, but then we are presented
with a decision to have a referendum on daylight saving at a cost of $4 million. It would be
appropriate if we could get some value for money. If we have a referendum why not have a
series of questions? Why not put some other questions to the people of Western Australia?
Why not ask them whether they wish to demolish the old Swan Brewery, or to proceed with
the Nonr Dame Australia University land grant? I am sure the Leader of the Opposition
would agree that we could hold a referendum about the remand centre to be built near his
electorate. If we are to spend $4 million on a referendum, we should include other questions
to make it worthwhile. We could include a question on local government and the capacity of
the Minister to discharge his duties under the Act in relation to ward boundaries and ward
representation. Perhaps we would then have a democratic decision instead of an officious
decision on that matter. This Government claims to be broke. It presented a Budget which
proved it was broke. It is now asking this Chamber to approve $4 million for a referendum
on a subject on which two decisions have been made already. I hope that next time I
approach the Leader of the House to provide something for my electorate, he will not tell me
that the Government does not have the money because obviously it has. If it can find
$4 million for this nonsense, it can find it for something else. Perhaps the Moinister for
Transport could provide a more reasonable transport operation in Western Australia rather
than the rubbish that we have now. Westrail's sole objective seems to be to close down most
parts of its operations.
Mrs Watkins: So you do not support the Fitzgerald Street tunnel?
Mr COWAN: That is another question.
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Deputy Chairman's Ruling
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Order! I have some concerns about the
orderliness of this amendment given that, if it were passed, it might convert this Bill into a
referendums Bill and if that were to happen, it would not be orderly. The more I look at the
amendment the more I am sure that it will broaden the legislation to become a referendums
Bill, The intent of the clause is to provide for a referendum for the subject of this Bill. The
amendment proposed by the Leader of the National Parry does much more than the scope of
this Bill and I suggest that that is the view of the Leader of the National Party after listening
to his comments.
Mr COWAN: I am sure that if the Committee determines that, that is right. Surely we are in
the hands of the Committee.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: My advice is that the Committee does not have the capacity to
adopt an amendment that goes beyond the scope of the Bill. The House does, but we are
now sitting ini Committee. I am fearful of what that amendment might give rise to.
Mr COWAN: I suggest it would be perfectly in order if the questions included "When do
you want it to start?" and 'When do you want it to finish?" I have taken some licence in
relation to the questions which I thought might be appropriate in order to justify the expense,
particularly when the Government has indicated that it does not have that sort of money.
Should this amendment be interpreted in a way which deals particularly with questions of
daylight saving, there is no reason that they could not be asked.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: It is not normal for me to frame amendments for members.
However, I suggest that the Leader of the National Parry modify his amendment to achieve
the desired result; for instance, if he directed the other questions to matters pertaining to the
provisions of the Bill.
Mi- Pearce: Clause 5 does not call for a referendum, it prescribes the question. If the Leader
of the National Party wishes to add other questions inside the ambit of the Bill he would have
to seek to add prescribed questions. The Leader of the National Party is proposing to do that
because he seeks in an amendment to change the form of the question and, in accordance
with your ruling, Mr Deputy Chairman, which I support, those questions must be inside the
amnbit of the Bill. However, to do that he cannot add a separate bit to include "any other
questions which the House may determine" because the Committee is determining the form
of the question.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Leader of the National Parry has certainly succeeded in
presenting the Chair with a conundrum, but apparently ir is one which is not unprecedented.
If I am to take the submission the Leader of the National Party made as resiling from the
am bit that was possible by his speech in support of the amendment and the Chamber were to
accept that, I am advised it would be accepting that his amendment seeks to limit itself to the
prescribed question which, in fact, the Leader of the House posed in his submission. That is
one alternative: If the member is resiling from the comments he made in support and the
Chamber accepts it, it is one way out of it. The other alternative, as I suggested previously,
is for the member to modify his amendment. I am left to satisfy myself that the Chamber has
accepted the limitation as imputed by submissions. If there is no objection to that course of
action, I will accept that proposition.
Mr COWAN: Mr Deputy Chairman, I accept your ruling and it would be appropriate that,
instead of our continuing to debate this matter, you put the question. I am sure the Chamber
will agree to it because we have had such a profound debate on it; and we could then set
about the task of defining the additional questions that might need to be asked.

Committee Resumed
Mr PEARCE: The nature of the debate has changed dramatically since it started and the
Leader of the National Party is proposing to include other questions about daylight saving.
The fact is that he has made it clear that he is not in favour of daylight saving and it is not
unreasonable to suspect that any changes he will make to the questions will be designed
around the changes he wants to make to the voting system.
Mr Cowan: You am uncharitable.
Mr PEARCE: I may be uncharitable, but I have leant lack of charity in this place. The
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Leader of the National Parry's efforts are likely to be designed to produce the results he
wants. Everyonet knows that if questions are phrased in the right way they can shape the
result. The prescribed question is framed in a clear and neutral way and the Government
does not believe that further questions are required on this matter. It simply requires the
voters to say yes or no to that simple proposition and any effort to fiddle the result by
fiddling the questions is not something the Government will agree to.
Mr MacKINNON: From my original reading of the amendment I would have been happy to
support it. I agree with the Leader of the National Party that if we have a referendum we
have time to consider whether we should ask a couple of other questions at the same time -
for example, about the old Swan Brewery.
Mr House: A question could be, "Do you like this Government?"
Mr MacKIiNNON: It would be a good question, but it is not acceptable.
The question proposed to be asked about daylight saving must be kept as simple as possible.
Confusing people will nor assist either side of the argument. The question must be simple
and straightforward and that is what we should be trying to achieve. I support the
referendum process on the basis that the question put is simple and straightforward and,
therefore, I agree with the Leader of the House in this instance.

Division
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (5)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Trenorden Mr House (Feller)
Mr Cowan Mr Wiese

Noes (3 1)
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr Grill Mir Mcec Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mrs Henderson Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Blotiwitch Mr Kieratb Mr Omodel Dr Watsont
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Pearce Mr Watt
Dr Edwards Mr Lewis Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Dr Gallop Mr Macinnon Mr D.L. Smith Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Strickland Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Grayden Mr Mc~linty Mr Thomas

Amen dment thus negatived.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan). I have before me a series of amendments to
clause 5 and to make sure they all have the capacity to be debated I must put them in the
order in which they appear.

Points of Order
Mr COWAN: I have deferred my amendment to the date on which the referendum will be
conducted in favour of the amendment from mny colleague, the member for Wagin. The list
of amendments before the Chair is no longer relevant; the member for Wagin will be arguing
the case for a change of date and he will move an amendment accordingly.
Mr WIESE: Mr Deputy Chairman, two dates are being considered. The wording of the
proposed amendments are the same, but the dates are different. However, the date on my
amendment precedes the date on the amendment which will be moved by the member for
Scarborough. I wonder whether the member for Scarborough should move his amendment
firsL1
Mr STRICKLAND: I understand the amendment that the member for Wagin will be
moving, but it was my intention to raise general points on clause 5. 1 intended to foreshadow
my amendment, of which people have a copy, and allow the member for Wagin to move his
amendment for an earlier date before mine. I wanted also to take the opportunity to make
some comments.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Under Standing Orders provide I must put that
amendment which provides the earlier date. However, the member for Scarborough is
entitled to make his comments as long as both members understand that I must put the
member for Wagin's amendment first.

Committee Reswned
Mr STRICKLAND: I have not spoken on this issue this evening, but I speak on this clause
because, although it is not the action clause previously discussed, it is a key component of
the Bill. It very clearly indicates that daylight saving is a people issue. Many members have
realised that people are affected in different ways and they have polarised on the matter. The
proposed referendum has been included in the Bill because this is a people issue. That is the
main reason why the Bill is getting so much support I ask members to reflect on the number
of new enrolments in their electorates on a monthly and annual basis. Many members will
see between 1 000 and 2 000 new enrolments each year in their electorates. Bearing in mind
that the last referendum was held seven or eight years ago, it is quite possible that 50 per cent
of the people in an electorate may not have voted on this matter previously. I refer to young
people who are now eligible to vote, migrants, and people from the Eastern States. At the
other end of the scale, many electors may have left the electorate for one reason or another.
A very important question raised is whether the last referendum gave the final decision. I
dispute that; I believe that it is valid to hold another referendum but we must decide on t
length of time for which the result of that referendum will be binding. It is not unreasonable
after seven or eight years to give people an opportunity to cast a vote on this issue so that we
understand the current feelings of the people. J realise that opinions on this subject are
strong and that people are reasonably evenly divided; however, I have the feeling that this
time the majority of electors will support daylight saving.
Mr Cowan: They said that in 1983 and it didn't happen.
Mr STRICKLAND: The electors in Scarborough supported daylight saving at the previous
referendum. The general feedback I have is that more people are in favour of daylight saving
than are against it. Not one member in this place has the faintest hope of accurately
prophesying how electors feel because no-one has done a 100 per cep t ballot on the matter.
People are anticipating what their electors are likely to do.
Mr Cowan: That is what you are doing.
Mr STRICKLAND: I am supporting a referendum to allow people to have their say. Who
am 1, and who is any other member in this Parliament, to try to get inside the head of
someone and cast a vote on behalf of that person? it is for individuals to reflect on how
daylight saving will affect them.
I am also of the opinion that it is very desirable for a referendum to be held on its own. If it
is held in conjunction with State, Eederal or local government elections or by-elections, we
run the risk of detracting from the referendum itself or from the other event involved. There
is a great danger that the referendum issue and the election issue could become entwined.
For instance, if we proceeded with the proposal to hold the referendum on the same day as
local government elections, candidates might decide to run on the issue of daylight saving.
That would have nothing to do with the local authority body or t work it carries out. Many
people would be confused about the situation. Therefore, it would not be good to conduct
the referendum in conjunction with a local government election. One of the arguments put in
favour of holding the referendum on the sonic day as a local government election is the
possibility of saving some of the estimated $4 million cost. However, not all local
authorities hold elections each year. Some candidates are elected unopposed and, for
instance, the City of Stirling elects two councillors for each ward for three year terms. In
some waits elections are not held. Therefore, an immediate difficulty would arise, because
not all local authorities would necessarily set up polling booths and the lie.
Mr Pearce: We are prepared to accept the proposition that the referendum should not be held
on local government election day. Because of Easter and the electoral restraints around
Easter, we would be prepared to accept an amendment that the referendum be held on a date
before 17 May but not on 2 May 1992. That gives a couple of dates either way.
Mr STRICKLAND: I thank the Leader of the House for those comments; that is in line with
the request I intended to make. Another difficulty is that when a referendum is held the sheer
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volume of electors going to the polls would require a different set-up from the normal way in
which local government elections are catered for. In fact, it would be necessary to separate
the referendum ballot papers from the local government election ballot papers. That may
well mean chat two sets of staff would be required. A referendum is a State Electoral
Commission responsibility and not the collective responsibility of 138 local authorities.
When one considers that fact the argument that much money could be saved evaporates.
Some minor savings may be made because of the cooperation of local government, but I do
not envisage much of a saving and that idea should be put to bed now. I seek to ensure that
the referendum will not be held on the same day as the local government elections. I thank
the Leader of the House for his comments. My amendment proposes to delete "3 May" and
substitute "30 April" as the date for the referendum. The Leader of the H-ouse has pointed
out that Easter knocks out one weekend. There are probably six or seven weekends on which
the referendum could be held.
Mr Pearce: The Electoral Act prevents it happening a week before or a week after Easter.
That removes three weekends in a row.
Mr STRICKLAND: The Leader of the House is saying that almost half of the optional dates
will be knocked out. Would he prefer the referendum to be held later?
Mr Pearce: Not necessarily, but that option is available. Three weekends are effectively
taken out for Easter, plus the weekend for the local government elections. I suggest we push
the date out to 17 May and specifically exclude 2 May.
Mr STRICKLAND: I am prepared to accept the Minister's amendment as it has merit.
Therefore, I will not move my foreshadowed amendment.
Mr PEARCE: I move -

Page 4, line 12 -. To delete "3 May 1992" and substitute "17 May 1992, but not 2 May
1992".

Mr WiESE: I am glad the Leader of the House is going part of the way I want him to go.
The member for Scarborough has made several points partially. I am pleased the Leader of
the House has accepted that the idea of holding the referendum on the same day as the local
government elections is a faulty one which would lead to enormous confusion, a great deal of
heartburn and real problems in the community. However, the Leader of the House is going
the wrong way by seeking to extend the date to 17 May. I believe the further one gets away
from the final day of daylight saving the more people will tend to forget what it was about,
how bad it was and things like that. That is not a good idea. If people must vote on daylight
saving at a referendum they should do so while the experience of it is fresh in their
memories. Therefore, it is important that the date on which t referendum is held is as close
as possible to the day on which daylight saving ceases. Therefore, the referendum should be
held as close as possible to 1 March 1992, when daylight saving will cease.
The Government should consider the situation in country areas in the middle of May next
year, the time the Government is considering holding the referendum. At that time the
majority of farmers in this State will be on their tractors putting in crops and seeking to
ensure that they get an income from those crops while at the same time making a
contribution to the prosperity of this State. I can guarantee that the majority of those farmers
will not get off their tractors in the middle of May to vote in a referendum for daylight
saving, no matter what may be their thoughts, because it will be more important for them to
get in their crops. If we choose any, date between 1 May and the middle of May we will
disenfranchise a great number of people in rural Western Australia. I foreshadow an
amendment that I have before the Chamber, which is that rather than the date suggested by
the Leader of the House, we make the date for the referendum a date before 15 March 1.992.
That will have the dual advantage of, firstly, being as close as we can get to the end of
daylight saving, because I believe there will be a public holiday on the first Saturday in
March and that the next Saturday before 15 March will be the first opportunity to hold the
referendum. Secondly, if we do hold the referendum on Saturday, 14 March, the farming
community in Western Australia will have the opportunity to participate. I urge members to
vote against the amendment before the Chamber in view of the fact that I will then move my
amendment, which will suggest that the date be before 15 March, which is a far more
suitable date.

6033



6034 ASSEMBLY)

Division
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mrs Beggs Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr D.L. Smith Mr Kierth (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mrs Wakis (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Macinnon Mr Thomas
Dr Galop Mr Marlborough Mr Troy
Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Fred Tubby

Noes (10)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Oznodei Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mr Bloffwizch Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Wiese

Amendment thus passed.
Mr COWAN: This is an appropriate time to build into this clause a policy of the National
Party and, I am suit, also a policy of the Liberal Party; that is, that the casting of a vote,
irrespective of whether it be in a referendum or at a State election, be voluntary. This would
be a good opportunity to test that policy and to give it some practical application. I move -

Page 4, after line 29 - To insert the following -

(4) Section 156 of the Electoral Act 1907 does not apply to the referendum
provided for in subsection (1) and it is an offence for any person or any
organisation to state or imply to an elector that it is compulsory for him to
vote at the referendum.
Penalty: $500 for each offence.

The National and Liberal Parties are in accord when it comes to the question of voluntary
voting, and I do not see any reason that we should not make this proposal for a referendum
the first opportunity to test whether we are dintkum in applying voluntary voting in Western
Australia and adding local government elections to the list of elections for which voting is
voluntary. For that reason, it is appropriate that we insert a subclause which will allow for
this referendum to be conducted on a voluntary basis. Not only should the referendum be
conducted on a voluntary basis; it should be an offence for any person to attempt to imply or
state to an elector that he is required to vote, and this amendment provides a penalty for such
an offence.
Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the National Party, in private conversation, told me that he had
been studying what I had done in Opposition. There is no doubt that every stunt which has
ever been used ini this Chamber in the past 15 years has been put into effect by the Leader of
the National Party. However, this is a new one; this is his own work.
The Government does not accept the proposition of non-compulsory voting in a general
sense. It is our view that people have a duty to vote. It is part of their duty, and they receive
certain rights, as citizens of this country and of this State, and certain responsibilities go with
those rights. Voting is one of them. This is a view which has prevailed throughout the States
of Australia and the federation, at least since federation. Itris a position which deserves to be
upheld. If people want to make a change to that position, sneaking it into a proposal for a
referendum is not the way to do it.
Mr Cowan: We are not trying to sneak it in.
Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the National Party is trying to sneak it in by getting a particular
referendumn dealt with in quite a different way. if the Leader of the National Party wants
something to be done about non-compulsory voting, he should deal with that issue directly in
voting across the State in all referendums and elections.
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Mr Cowan: Let us make a start here tonight
Mr PEARCE: Let us not make a start here. I am niot prepared to make a start anywhere on
this issue. If the Leader of the National Party wants to be honest about it he should move a
Bill and not sneak it in in this way.
Mr MacKINNON: As the Leader of the National Party has said, our party has always
supported - or at least I have always supported - the question of voluntary voting. I agree
with him that this would be a good time to give it a try. I do not agree with the Leader of the
House in this instance. Compulsion is not a part of my philosophy. Compelling people to
vote does not make sense to me. People are not compelled to vote in all the best democracies
of the world, and I fail to see why we should compel people to vote at any time. 1 would like
to think that we could make a start towards introducing voluntary voting by adopting this
amendment. On this amendment the Leader of the National Party has my total support, and I
shall be voting with the National Party to support the insertion of this subclause.
Mr BRADSHAW: I also support this amendment because it is important to have people
voting who have a zeal and a true commitment. If we make it compulsory -

Mr Pearce: Just the old ones turn up.
Mr BRADSHAW: That is what the Leader of the House is worried about.
Mr Pearce: That is what you amt wordied about; you will not get your supporters to vote.
Mr BRADSKAW: If people turn out to vote it means they are committed to vote. With
compulsory voting they turn up because they have to. There is a distinction. We will have a
truer indication of the way the people of Western Australia feel with non-compulsory voting.
Those who have a feeling for it will turn up; those who do not care either way will not. It is
important to have a non-compulsory vote in this case.
Mr TRENORDEN: This is an excellent opportunity to test this principle of compulsory and
non-compulsory voting which have been debating in this Chamber. The reason why the
Leader of the House is not too keen on it is that the Labor Party has always felt that its
supporters wilt not turn up to vote.
Mr Pearce: That is not true at all.
Mr TRENORDEN: Of course it is. The ALP feels that its supporters will not turn up to a
polling booth and mark a ballot paper. That has always been the position with the ALP. We
on this side of the Chamber believe that the voters are a little more enlightened. We believe
that the people who live in our constituencies, of whatever political colour, have the ability to
turn up and understand what is on the ballot paper if they desire to be involved.
Mr Marlbomough interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: The member for Peel would be the first person to decide that the At?
supporters are cattle. He is the type of person who comes out with that philosophy all the
time. He does not believe the people in his electorate are capable of making up their minds
on their own, but have to be led to the polling booth and forced to vote. That is totally
untenable. This amendment is an excellent opportunity for us to show what Western
Australians want to do in voting. We are talking about a once only event; one referendum on
one day to be held before 17 March 1982. This is one opportunity only. People like the
member for Peel, who believe the ALP supporters are cattle, are to be condemned.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (15)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr McNee Mr Fred Tubby
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Kierath Mr Onudei Mr Wiese
Mr Blotfwitch Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Bradshaw Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr MacKinnon Mr Trenorden
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Noes (20)
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty
Mr Pearce
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith

Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Dr Watson
A& Wilson
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Mr Clarko
Dr Turnbull
Mr Blaikie
Mrs Edwardes
Mr Shave
Mr Court
Mr Nicholls
Mr Grayden

Mr Leahy
Mr Taylor
Mr Gordon RU11
Mr Bridge
Dr Lawrence
Mr Read
Mr P1. Smith
Mr Cunningham

Amendment thus negatived.
Cla use, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 6: Summer time to be one hour in advance every year -

Mr COWAN: Clause 6 will fall into place should this legislation be passed by both Houses
and brought into operation and should the subsequent referendum be passed. It is this clause
which effectively provides for daylight saving from that period forward, if the electors of
Western Australia so vote. I must say that I have great faith in the electors of this State
rejecting at a referendum the proposal for daylight saving. However, just to put members
beyond any doubt, the National Party is strongly opposed not only to a trial period of
daylight saving and the referendum but also to any opportunity at all to put in place a
permanent western summer time, and we will oppose this clause.

Division
Clause put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (25)
Mr C.J. Barnett
Mrs Beggs
Mr Catania
Mr Donovan
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
Mr Graham

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Bloffwicch
Mr Cowan

Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Kobetke
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr Marlborough
Mr McGinty

Mr Pearce
Mr Ripper
Mr DIL. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mr Fred Tubby

Noes (9)
Mr Hous
Mr McNec
Mr Minson

Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mr Kierath (Teller)
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Mr Trenorden
Mr Wiese
Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Clause 7: Construction of expression of time in enactments, etc..-
Mr WIESE: Two passages in the clause appear to contradict one another completely. The
clause begins by saying that, notwithstanding anything contained in an enactment, any
contract or agreement or any deed or other instrument of any kind, the times written in those
documents shall be summer time. However, in its final lines the clause provides that all of
these things shall be determined by reference to summer time "unless the contrary is
expressed, provided or stipulated in that enactment, contract, agreement, deed or instrument".
How should this clause be read by a lawyer or the man in the street?
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Mr PEARCE: On a different occasion I made the comment that the member for Wagin
should carry after his name academic letters of the kind "LL B (Bush)". The wording here
has been drafted by the parliamentary draftsman and its intention is specifically to protect the
legal position of people who have contracts or other documents where there may be a dispute
about what is meant by the time.
Mr Wiese interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I am pleased that the more academically trained lawyers in this place are in
agreement about this matter. Basically the clause says that one cannot argue about any
ground to do with the time not being summer time unless die contract or other document
specifically provides that it is dealing with standard rime and not summer rime. One cannot
use some other construction or form of words in an enactment to make an argument for its
being a different time. I am also *'LL B (Bush)" - I do not carry more formal law
qualifications as do many of my colleagues.
Mr Wiese: You are more of an "LL B (Suburbs)".
Mr PEARCE: This clause has been drafted by people who are B Juris, LL B, and they know
what form of words needs to be used to stop people finding themselves in legal difficulties in
this regard; so "LL B (Bush)" and "LL B (Suburbs)" should intrfere at their peril.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses S and 9 put and passed.
Clause 10: Advisory Committee -

Mr COWAN: Par 3 of this legislation, beginning with clause 10, provides for the
requirements requested by an Independent member in another place that should this
legislation succeed and should a referendum succeed people who live in country areas should
be given the right to make representations to an advisory committee, which committee will
be established under this clause.
Can members imagine any Government, having put daylight saving before the Parliament,
having passed the legislation, having applied it and subjected Western Australians to daylight
saving, with none of these provisions, having conducted a referendum and discovered to its
surprise, and to the surprise of many other people, that the referendum was passed and that
daylight saving was to be a fixed feature of Western Austraian summers, would then say that
it would set up an advisory committee and allow people to vary the rime if they so wished?
The answer to that question is no. Should a referendum be passed, no Government would
say to certain people of Western Australia, "We have agreed to have daylight saving each
summer, now we wiU allow you to revert to whatever time you want." Of course it would
not. The clauses in this part are designed to appeal to the Independent member in another
place, to ensure that this legislation is carried. However, one feature is wrong: Had the
Independent consulted the people at whom this amendment is directed he would have
received a definite response; that is, he would have been told to stop mucking about with the
clock. Those people would have said that the Government should not give them the
opportunity to right the wrongs it has imposed on them: they would say that they do not want
anything to do with daylight saving.
Of course, the art of politics is not necessarily about applying common sense to a situation; it
is about numbers.
Mr Grill: Don't demean yourself.
Mr COWAN: I am not demeaning myself;, I ant pointing out the truth. The art of politics is
not about the application of common sense; it is all about numbers and the use of numbers to
achieve what the Government wants or what it believes to be necessary. At the second
reading stage I expressed my opinion about the reason the Government has introduced this
legislation. It is not because the people whom the Government represents want daylight
saving; it is because the Governiment wants to divert attention away from its problems.
Mr Grill: You are misguided.
Mr COWAN: Nor at all. I possess the records of two referendums which prove that I am not
misguided. Clause 10 provides for the establishment of an advisory committee. Should
improbable things occur, the committee will be established with a view to relieving people in
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certain areas of the obligation or need to put their clocks forward one hour. That is a
nonsense. I predict that the people of Western Australia will vote against daylight saving.
Should the people of Western Australia vote contrary to my prediction no part of part 3 of
this legislation will ever be brought into operation, because the part makes a nonsense of the
entire legislation.
Mr HOUSE: This part of the legislation is an insult to the intelligence of country people.
The majority of country people are well aware of the situation and have voted previously to
reject daylight saving. Those people do not want daylight saving. I ant confident that they
will vote that way at the referendum early next year. Country people are intelligent enough.
to realise that they cannot operate as isolated cells within the State. I do not expect that the
provisions of this clause will convince people to operate their businesss to a time different
from other people in the State. That is not a sensible proposition. Schools operating within a
school area that must by virtue of the link up between primary and high school buses - as
they do in many areas of the country, and as they do with interschool competitions - cannot
operate as a single, separate cell. That will not work. If daylight saving is to be introduced,
we may as well all have it. While I do not agree with daylight saving, and I will never vote
for it, there is not much point in making the situation worse by allowing a small section of
the community to opt out, because more problems will then be created than can be fixed by
the provisions of this clause. Apart from the fact that the clause sets up a committee to
advise the Minister about the moderation of the effect of summer time, I wander what the
committee will do. I presume that committee members will be paid by the Government to
meet and to advise the Minister. I presume that the Minister involved will be the Premier.
Mr Pearce: If the Act is passed, the responsibility would be given to a specific Minister, and
the Premier would have the responsibility for the allocation.
Mr HOUSE: Is the Minister any Minister?
Mr Pearce: Responsibility for every Statute in this State is given to a specific M inister, and
the Premier will allocate that responsibility. That is the Minister referred to in the Act.
Mr HOUSE: The Leader of the House does not have any idea who that Minister will be.
Mr Pearce: It may be the Premier, but the Premier will deal with it.

Mr HOUSE: Will it be the Minister for summer time or the Minister for daylight saving?
Mr Pearce: The Minister does not need a tidle, otherwise we would have such titles as
Minister for the control of rabbits-
Mr Cowan: Or silly walks.
Mr HOUSE: What will happen if the Widgiemooltha school wants to open an hour later?
The school will advise the Minister who would call together a trade union official, a person
with commercial enterprise experience, someone from local government, a person with
experience in transport, someone involved in the education system and somebody engaged in
public administration.
Mr Grill: You are totally wrong.
Mr HOUSE: Is that right?
Mr Grill: There is no school at Widgiemoolthal
Mr HOUSE: They have probably shifted the children to Widgiemooltha north, as the Leader
of the National Party would say. Therefore, it will be necessary to bring all these people
together so that a school may start an hour later. This clause is a nonsense. I can see no
sense in leaving it in the legislation. If the Government is to have daylight saving, the
legislation should reflect *this. However, I am confident that people will vote against the
introduction of daylight saving.
Mr WIESE: I agree with the member for Stirling that the concept under consideration is an
absolute nonsense. This clause seeks to make it possible to overturn the daylight saving
provisions contained in the rest of the legislation. The confusion which could arise is mind
boggling, and enough confusion will be created as it is. If one wanted to attend a public
hanging one would not know what time to go. We are not discussing the possibility of
moderating summer time - if that is what we can call it - in a town or a district, we are
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discussing whether this should apply to any part of a municipality. Therefore, it is possible
to have the situation within my electorate of having Piesseville summer time, while Wagin
and Narrogin, which adjoin Piesseville, could be on western summer time. This situation is
stupid.
Mr House: What will happen if they do not want to alter the clocks by one hour, and wanted
to make a half hour change?
Mr WIESE: That complication has not been addressed by the Bill. Presumably the Leader
of the House will refer to that situation. A Minister will be responsible for selecting the
membership of an advisory committee, and its terms and conditions will be laid down by the
Minister. Ultimately the committee will make recommendations to the Minister, who may or
may not accept them. If the recommendations are accepted, the Minister will introduce them
by way of regulations, which may or may not be passed by either House of the Parliament
The concept of this clause is a farce. If the Bill is passed and this clause is accepted, the
situation will be a greater farce.
A couple of questions must be answered: Firstly, where will the committee meet and will its
members be paid? Who will meet the costs associated with this advisory committee which
will run ad infinitum? This is another bureaucracy which will impose an additional cost on
the community. Secondly, how will the membership of the committee be selected? Will
these persons be recommended to the Minister from various areas which will be affected by
this clause, or will the Minister pick a group of people - as is conceivable under this clause -
who have nothing whatsoever to do with the non-metropolitan areas of the State? It is
possible that the committee will comprise only metropolitan persons, as the legislation
contains no proviso stating otherwise. Thirdly, does this exclusion provision apply to
metropolitan areas as well as non-metropolitan areas? Clause 11 refers to non-metropolitan
areas, but this clause does not differentiate at all. Part of the clause reads that the function of
the committee is to advise on the moderation and the effects of summer time in any area or
region of the State. Therefore, it will be possible to moderate daylight saving time in
metropolitan Western Australia.
That is not the concept we have addressed during this debate - a stupid concept it might be.
Subclause (3) refers to the terms and conditions to be set out by the Minister. However,
absolutely no idea is given to the Parliament of the terms and conditions under which that
committee will operate. No checks or balances are to be placed on the powers and the modus
operandi of the committee. The Minister has the power to do all these things without any
reference to Parliament or to any area affected by the operation of this committee. Who will
pay the costs incurred by the advisory committee? Will it be the local authorities? If these
authorities are called upon to look at the possibility of incorporating some form of
moderation to summer time in the local area, will they be charged? Can any group or board
within a local authority apply to the advisory committee if it wants to moderate daylight
saving in that area? Can this be done directly, or does the authority need approval before
making the request? They are all important questions of a general nature that need to be
dealt with by the Leader of the House in responding to the concepts embodied in clause
10(3). 1 am totally opposed to the concept; it is an absolute farce and has been presented to
this Chamber as the modus operandi for bringing in moderations of summer.
Mr PEARCE: This arrangement would result in a single summer time for the whole of the
State. The Bill formalises some things which are happening now. If the member for Wagin
visited the Kimberley, as I did frequently as Minister for Education, he would find that the
schools do not start at 8.30 am or 9.00 am; they start at 7.00 am or 7.30 am. The Kimberley
is further north and because of the heat of the day schools open early and wind up early.
That kind of local arrangement would still be possible without having to go through the
processes involved in this Bill. However, if another Act is involved - for example, one
regulating the opening and closing of shops across the State - those times will shift with
summer time. It does not change summer time for the member's area; it is a process
whereby statutory requirements could be sidestepped for the purpose of ameliorating the
effect of summer time.
Mr Wiese: Cooperative Bulk Handling Ltd operates in nearly every local authority. Will it
have to make an application to each local authority or will it be able to make an overall
blanket application directly to the advisory committee?
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Mr PEARCE: Is there some statutory requirement that wheat bins must open at certain
times?
Mr Wiese: No. Will it be able to set its own times as it does now?
Mr House: Will it have to pay overtime after a certain rime of the day?
Mr PEARCE: I suppose that will depend on the conditions in the award.
Mr Thomas interjected.
Mr House: This is a pretty important point. The member for Cockburn wants to make the
point that the National Party is not being very obvious about something that has been raised
by the member for Wagin. I suggest the member brush up on what happens in the bush or be
quiet. I am asing a question that is very important. It could cost the growers of this State a
considerable amount of money if CBH had to pay overtime, because it is a-fact of life that
growers cannot start harvesting until the sun reaches a certain point. Last time we had
daylight saving the bins stayed open later at night.

Wr~ PEARCE: Did CBH pay overtime then?
Mr House: I am not sure. The Government introduced this Bill. I thought it would have
examined those matters. The Government is telling us how good daylight saving is for
business and industry, but it does not know how much it will cost.
Mr PEARCE: The member represents country areas but he does not even know what
happened last time daylight saving was trialled, so he should not throw it back on me. The
member is advocating that the Government delete this clause, but it provides a remedy for
the sorts of things the member is crying out against.
Mr House: I do not know what CBH did last time because the Leader of the House camne to
Mny office this morning saying he was going to rain this legislation through the House today,
so we have hardly had any time to check all these things. We have done a good job in doing
as much as we have. If the Leader of the House had gone about this debate properly we
yyould have tried to investigate those matters.
Mr PEARCE: The only time the member for Stirling thought it was necessary to find out the
effects of daylight saving on country people was when it was proposed to introduce this Bill
today.
Mr House: Do not put words into my mouth.
Mr PEARCE: I can do an LL B (Bush) as well as the member for Wagin. The member
wants to cut out this section of the Act because it is silly to have summer time.
Mr Wiese: Not silly - stupid.
Mr PEARCE: We are saying the kinds of issues now being raised are important issues which
have a potential to impact in some country areas. We are saying the Bill provides a
mechanism for amelioration of those things and this is the process laid down. it has been
discussed with the Independent in the other place; so we are not proposing to vary this in
terms of the votes in this place now because we believe that process is an important one.
Mr HOUSE: We have touched on a very important issue. it is important in the context of
this debate that during the'second reading debate today much was made by many city based
members of this Parliament that this was going to be a great help to business. Obviously we
have touched on a raw nerve. We have found an area where this could be of considerable
cost to country people that they cannot afford to bear. It is not news to this Government that
the grain industry is under extreme pressure to survive and this could be an added cost to it. I
would have thought that the Government, before introducing legislation into this Parliament,
would take the time and trouble to find out the answer to my question. I would have further
thought that it would give us the opportunity of studying this Bill in some detail so we could
find out the answer to that question. If between the time this legislation leaves this place and
goes to another place the Leader of the House finds that CBil has to pay overtime, which is
an extra cost impost on country people, will he seek to amend or make representation to the
Industrial Relations Commission or wherever to see that does not happen?
Mr PEARCE: The simple fact is CBH will not have to pay more. This is what I bet
happened last time. People am working the same hours, simply shifted by an hour, and
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arrangements will be made between employee and employers exactly the same as before.
There was an amelioration provision in the Bill last time and I have not heard anybody
complain about it. If there were obduracy between the union representing the workers in
negotiations the provisions of this Act will give the Minister the capacity to make sure CBH
does not have to pay unnecessary overtime.
Mr House: In this clause?
Mr PEARCE: Because of the amelioration arrangements. Representations would be heard
on that mailer and the Minister could make a determination which would have the effect of
moderating the effect of summer time. That is the first thing that is mentioned in this clause.
Mr House: We are on clause 10.
Mr PEARCE: The member for Stirling must read the whole thing together; clause 10 runs
into clause 11. Part 3 deals with moderation of effect of summer time. All of the clauses in
part 3 relate to how these things work. Hours of employment are covered on page 8.
Mr HOUSE: No-one would deny that the Leader of the House is right when he talks about
the hours. What he did not talk about was the pay. He spoke about the Minister having the
ability to alter the hours; that is what we are doing with the clock. However, that is not what
we are talking about.
Mr Marlborough: This issue has been on the public agenda for six months. It has been
supported by the Western Australian Chamber of Commerce and Industry and CBH would
have taken the opportunity if it was so affected to receive advice on the matter.
Mr HOUSE: I hope Hansard got that down because that was the longest speech the member
for Peel has made in this Parliament since I have been here.
Mr Pearce: The award in this case has the hours of work in it but it does not prescribe
starting and finishing times; it gives a range and that will not be affected by the shifting of
the clocks by one hour.
Mr HOUSE: I am talking about the rate of pay, not the hours.
Mr Pearce: You don't get overtime until you work for a certain number of hours. As long as
you work the same number of hours you get the same pay.
Mr HOUSE: It is not good enough to pass legislation on a guess and a whim and that is what
we are doing. With all due respect, the Leader of the House is not sure and that is not a good
enough reason to pass legislation. We need to be sure. I ask him for an assurance that he
will amend the legislation to take into account the point I am makting if I am correct before
the legislation reaches the other place.
Mr Pearce: The legislation takes that into account. However. I will guarantee that the Bill
finally passed will ensure that CBH does not have to pay additional overtime for the same
number of hours worked because of daylight saving.
Mr WIESE: It has been suggested that the National Party should have done more research
and been aware of the situation relating to CBH and all other industries. The Leader of the
House and the member for Peel intimated that we have known about this for six months.
When did we see clause 10? 1 know that I saw it for the first time at 10.00 am this morning
and I suspect most other members saw it at the same time. That did not give us the
opportunity to carry out research or consult with the industry. I move -

Page 7, lines 5 and 6 - To delete the words "which may include persons with
knowledge or experience in" and substitute the following -

which shall include persons living and actively involved in non-mectropolitan
The clause as it stands leaves the constitution of the advisory committee wide open by using
very wide wording. My amendment will ensure that the persons on the advisory committee
live and are actively involved in the non-metropolitan part of the community. That is
important because the role of this committee will be to look at propositions brought to it by
local government authorities on behalf of people in their communities. It is a pity that the
Leader of the House did not clarify whether the clause deals only with non-metropolitan
people or whether it deals also with metropolitan people. I hope that the Leader of the House
will clarify that at some stage.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Edwards): Before I give the call to the Leader of die
Opposition I advise the member for Wagin that under Standing Order 268 it is possible foi
him to move all the amendments he has lodged with me to clause 10 as one amendment. Is
the member happy to do that?

Point of Order
Mr WIESE: Am I able to move each amendment separately so that I might speak on each
one? If it is possible for me to do that it would make it easier for members to understand my
amendments. It will be very difficult for members to understand die three amendments if
they are dealt with together.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I was referring to clause 10 only and to the amendments that
the member has given me. Does the member want to deal with them separately?
Mr WIESE: For dhe clarification of members, it would be far better to deal widi them
separately.
Mr PEARCE: The member can do that if he likes, but the principle is the same: The
Government does not propose to accept any of his amendments and it will make it easier if
he deals with them as one amendment.
Mr WIESE: If it is possible I would like to deal with each amendment separately. If we do
that it will be explained properly in Hansard and die community will then have an
opportunity to understand what I am trying to do.
The DEPUTY CH-AIRMAN: Standing Order 268 states that if a member requests that each
amendment be proposed separately he can do that.

Committee Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: The Leader of the National Party has also proposed an amendment in
addition to the amendments proposed by the member for Wagin. I will not support the
amendment proposed by the Leader of the National Party that a person who does not
normally reside in the metropolitan area shall be a member of the advisory committee. I
understand what he is trying to achieve but it does not make sense given that there could well
be very good people with a country background living in the city who would be excluded
from being a member of the advisory committee. I suggest that instead of moving his
proposed amendment he consider amending clause 10(l) by adding the words 'country areas
in" after the word "in" on line 4. People with country experience could come from the
country or the city. I hope the Minister will choose someone who has the ability to make a
proper judgment. The subsequent amendments to clauses 11 and 12 to be moved by the
Leader of the National Party which we will support would ensure the proper result with
respect to this clause.
I do not agree with the amendments proposed by die member for Wagin to clause 10 which
seek representation from specific interest groups. It is very difficult to get a proper definition
of each of those groups. For example, there could be a suitable person from another group
other than from the Road Transport Association who would be better qualified to sit on the
advisory committee. T'he member for Wagin's amendment has drawn attention to the
definition of "commercial enterprise". He has made a good point in that he wants to delete
the words "commercial enterprise' and substitute the words "small business enterprise, as
owner or operator". The commercial enterprise could be a company like Wesfi Pty Ltd in the
south west or the Ceraldton Building Company which would not qualify to be represented
under the proposed amendment. My advice is to insert a new clause which will expand the
committee by one to include a representative from a small business enterprise as owner or
operator. The committee would then represent both large and small business.
I will not support the initial amendment outlined by the Leader of the National Party, but I
will support the proposed amendments to clauses I11 and 12. I am not prepared to support the
proposed amendment to be moved by the member for Wagin, but if he is prepared to accept
my suggestion I will be happy to support it.
Mr PEARCE: The Government does not support the general thrust of the amendment. The
idea that only non-metropolitan people should be on this committee may be attractive to the
National Party, but it is less attractive to other people. When it comes down to whether
organisations will nominate suitable people to the committee, we may find that they will not
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always nominate people from the country. I spent a lot of rime negotiating with fishermen in
Carnai-von about issues involving Shark Bay and on moost occasions they insisted on being
represented by city-based people from the Western Australian Fishing Industry Council. I
thought that was rather strange and I remonstrated with them over that, but that was their
wish. However, individual organisations should not be doing the nominating. What is
required is a balance of people who will cover the options involved. I am involved in the
appointment of people to committees and I know that the Parliament has thought up different
models over the years for inclusion in legislation. In this case we have to work out the areas
to be covered and a greater flexibility of appointment will produce the best results. It will
provide a greater level of consultation with people, and interest groups can be considered
separately. When putting together a group of people like that, we can cover all the options
available. The member, in crying to be too specific, may find char he is tying the hands of
people for the future.
Under this legislation the Minister will make the final decision and he will be accountable for
that decision. To that extent, the advisory committee is not the final deciding power. The
other amendments the member wishes to move will make that the case and we may feel more
strongly about who is on the committee. Having the Minister responsible for appointing the
members of the committee is the smarter thing to do. Having a level of flexibility in who can
be nominated to the committee is smart also.
Mr WIESE: It is a pity that the Leader of the House has not clarified whether the moderation
of effect of summer time will apply wholly and solely to non-metropolitan areas. Will it
apply to any other area or region of the State?
Mr Pearce: It applies to the country. Although the clause states that it will be any region or
area of the State, representations must be made by a non -metropolitan municipality. The
definition of a non-metropolitan municipality is a municipality constituted under the Local
Government Act 1960, the whole of the district of which is situated outside the metropolitan
area as defined in the Electoral Distribution Act 1947. The metropolitan area is defined in
that Act as that area covered by the metropolitan region town planning scheme boundary.
Mr WIESE: The Bill does not spell that out. However, I believe that is the intent of the Bill.
As the clause is worded, if any part of the State or community within the metropolitan area
were to persuade a country shire to make an approach to the advisory committee, under this
legislation the committee could deal with an application for moderation of effect of summer
time in the metropolitan area.
Mr Pearce: Subclause (2) on page 8 clearly stares that the council of any non-metropolitan
municipality may make representations to the committee seeking moderation of the effect of
summer time within its district. A council is constrained to making applications only for
things affecting its district.
Mr WIESE: I accept that explanation, which clarifies the point I was querying. As this
moderation applies only in non-metropolitan Western Australia, I believe the people making
the decisions should come from non-metropolitan Western Australia. I fail to see how a
decision of that nature is relevant to metropolitan Western Australia. The people in country
areas will be affected by decisions made by the advisory committee and people from country
arma should make those decisions. I have cried very hard to make sure that the wording of
the amendment clearly sets out that the members of that advisory committee shall be persons
living in and actively involved in non-metropolitan Western Australia. It would be a total
distortion of the Government's intention of moderating the effects of summer time if those
decisions were made by people who are based in metropolitan areas of this Stare. I am
disappointed that the Leader of the Opposition does not agree with me and the amendment I
am trying to incorporate in the legislation.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (5)

Mr Cowan M is
NU House (Teller)
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Noes (30)
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr Grill Mr McNee Mr Fred Tubby
Mrs Beggs Mrs Henderson Mr Omodel Dr Watson
Mr Bloffwitch Mr Kierath Mr Pearce Mr Wall
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mr Lewis Mr D.L. Smith Mr Bradshaw (feller)
Dr Gallop Mr Macinnon Mr Strickland Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Grahamn Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Grayden Mr McGinty Mr Troy

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7, line 8 - To delete the words "commercial enterprise" and substitute the
following -

small business enterprise as owner or operator
The Leader of the House has made his feelings quite clear; I believe he is wrong and I am
disappointed at the attitude he has taken to these amendments. I am trying to ensure that the
person on the advisory committee representing the commercial world is involved in that area
as a small business operator or owner. That is the sort of person who should be represented
on this advisory committee, and who should be one of the people making the decisions. In
its present very wide form the person representing this sector on the advisory committee
could be a person with a knowledge of or experience in commercial enterprise. That could
be a shop employee or a staff member in any business, or it could be a person who has no
involvement at all in commercial enterprise but who has a knowledge of commercial
enterprise. That is far too wide a definition. The person making decisions in relation to
moderating summer time on behalf of the commercial world in non-metropolitan Western
Australia should be very actively involved as an owner or operator. They are the people who
will be most affected by the decision on the moderation of the effect of summer time.
Mr MacKINNON: I have no objection to the principle involved in the amendment.
However, I believe that one of the persons appointed to the advisory committee should come
from a small business enterprise. Therefore, I will vote against the amendment. I will move
then to have a new clause inserted which will include a small business enterprise owner or
operator as a member of the committee, thereby expanding its number by one.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7, line 9. - To delete die words "local government" and substitute the following -

local government, jointly nominated by the Country Shirt Councils
Association and the Country Urban Councils Association

The intent of this amendment is obvious. I do not wish to see a person appointed to the
committee who, although he has knowledge or experience of local government, comes from
or is nominated by the Western Australian Municipal Association. The membership of the
advisory committee is to deal with local government in non-metropolitan areas of the State
and therefore the person nominated from local government should come from one of the two
local government organisations representing non-metropolitan areas.

Mr Troy: Do you not trust WAMA?

Mr WIESE: I trust WAMA, which has been a marvellous step forward for local government
in Western Australia and is doing a great job for local government. However, I believe it
made a poor decision when it agreed to allow a referendum to be held on die same day as
voting for local government elections. I do not believe WAMA is the right organisation to
do this job. I reiterate that the representatives of country people are the Country Shire
Councils Association and the Country Urban Councils Association. This amendment will
ensure that the local government representative on the advisory council comes from one of
those bodies.
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Mr MacKINNON: The member for Wagin has put a good argument in support of his
amendment. It seems to make sense and is logical, so the Opposition will support it.
Mr PEARCE: The simple fact is we must have one system or the other - either we have
people who are picked from various categories of which they -are representative resulting in
general flexibility or a system that is largely representative. The Government has gone for
one option and the member for Wagin the other. The Leader of' the Opposition seems to be
halfway between. It seems to me that our system is the better one. From my experience in
nominating people to various bodies I have found that this system works best as it allows a
balance of people on a committee. If one moves to a representative model one finds that the
people appointed are. representative of the nominators and not of the areas so one is obliged
to have a single nominator for a wide area. If the member looks at the areas concerned he
will see that that is the case.
Mr Wiese: That is the case no matter what one does - there is only one representative.
Mr PEARCE: That is correct. One can try to find a balance of interest. If one has six
people coming from different categories one tries to balance the mix in different ways. If
people are nominated by organisations that is not the case. It is important that women, for
instance, be represented on this committee as they may hold a different view on daylight
saving from the one held by men. if six nominators put up men that would be the end of the
matter and nothing could be done about it. If one is putting a group together one can look at
areas of balance. When the member reaches the stage of putting together committees he will
find that is what one must do. One can get a wider balance using a nomination arrangement.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7. line 10 - To delete the word "transport" and substitute the following -

transport as a member of the Road Transport Association
I am pleased to see agreement relating to the previous amendment on this side of the
Committee. This is a good proposal. I take on board the comments made by the Leader of
the House. I believe strongly that all persons on the advisory committee should come from
non-mnetro)politan Western Australia as they are the people who will be affected by the
decision. If the word "transport" were left in the clause one would be talking about someone
with knowledge or experience in transport who again could come from within the
bureaucracy, such as the transport board, and who could be seen as fitting the requirement.
However, I do not believe any such person should be appointed. At present that is how the
Bill reads under the definition of the word "transport". Substiwution of these words will result
in the appointment to the advisory committee of a person closer to my requirements for
membership of the committee. I commend the amendment to the Committee.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7, lines I11 and 12 - To delete the words "education in either or both the public
or private school system" and substitute the following -

education as a parent representative on a recognised school parent
organisation

My amendment seeks to ensure that the person who represents education on the advisory
committee is a parent - not a teacher - and is aware of the real problems that parents and their
children will suffer as a result of the introduction of daylight saving. A teacher or someone
who is involved in some other area of the education system would certainly meet the
criterion of someone with knowledge or experience in education, but may not meet the
criterion of being a country parent directly affected by this Bill. If that person was also a
representative of a recognised school parent organisation, we would ensure that the parent
representative on the advisory committee was fully involved and committed to the best
interests of the education of children in country schools.
Amendment put and negatived.
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Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7, line 13 - To delete the words.
We seek to delete the wortis that one of the members of the advisory committee be a person
with knowledge or experience in public administration. We do not need someone on the
committee from the bureaucracy. The people on the committee must represent those
members of the community who are involved in private enterprise or in other aspects of
country life and who will be severely affected by the introduction of daylight saving.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr MacKINNON: I move -

Page 7. after line 13 - To insert new paragraph (g) -
small business enterprise as an owner or operator.

That amendment will expand the membership of the committee by one person and will
provide representation for the small business sector, as the member for Wagin was seeking
earlier, and with which we agree.
Mr PEARCE: I will not argue against this amtendment with any strength, but while it is fair
enough to make the division in the commercial area that the Leader of the Opposition has
sought to make, we could do that also in every other area that is listed for representation by
the committee; for example, we could look at trade unions and industrial representation. The
member for Wagin made it clear that he wanted a parent rather than a teacher to represent
schools. That is one clear split. We could also divide it up into public and private schools.
We could have sets and subsets of all the groups that are listed. We have a committee with a
clear representative from each sector that is involved, and the amendment moved by the
Leader of the Opposition will upset that balance and could lead to other sectors demanding
an equivalent split. What we have at the moment is clear and neat and should be supported.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7, line 15 - To insert after the word "any" the words "non metropolitan".
This will clarify the situation that we have already discussed during the debate on this clause.
The Leader of the House has indicated that the intention of this legislation is that it shall
apply only to non-metropolitan Western Australia. The insertion of these words will clarify
that intention.
Mr PEARCE: We are prepared to accept that.
Amendment put and passed.
Mr WIESE: I move -

Page 7, line 18 - To insert after the word "Moinister" the following -

and shall be imposed by regulation
This amendment is very important. I have spoken at some length bath at the second reading
stage and during the Committee, so I will not labour the point, but the fact that the Minister
will have such enormous power in relation to the operation, setting up and functioning of the
advisory committee means that in reality the Minister will have the power to make all
decisions in relation to the moderation of the effect of summer time, which is what subclause
(3) is all about. I am trying to ensure that the terms and conditions that the Minister may
impose on the members of the committee are not just determined by the Minister but also are
subject to the scrutiny of both Houses of Parliament.
The best way to do it would be to have those terms and conditions imposed by regulation.
They could then be tabled in the Parliament and be subject to scrutiny by the Parliament. In
order to ensure that this advisory committee operates along the lines that we as a Parliament
believe it should, we must ensure that those terms and conditions are subject to the scrutiny
of the Parliament. This amendment will achieve that result.
Mr PEARCE: The simple fact is that if the member wants to do the whole thing by
regulation, he will have to reword the whole clause. To say that the matter will be
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determined by the Minister and imposed by regulation does not give automatic capacity for
Parliament to review a decision made by the Minister.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (17)
Mr Ainswortih Mr Kierath Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Mr Ci. Barnett Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Bradshaw (Teller)
Mr Bloffwiwch Mr Macainon Mr Tienorden
Mr Cowan Mr McNee Mr Fred Tubby
Mr House Mr Minson Mr Watt

Noes (19)
Mr Michael Barnett Dr Gallop Mr McGinty Mr Tray
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Pearce Dir Watson
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mrs Henderson Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Watins (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas

Par

Mr Clarko Mr Leahy
Dr Tubull Mr Taylor
Mr Blaikie Mr Gordon Hill
Mrs Edwanles Mr Bridge
Mr Shave Dr Lawrence
Mr Court Mr Read
Mr Nicholls MrIPJ. Sm ith
Mr Gniyden Mr Cunningham

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 11: Representations to the Committee -

Mr COWAN: There is a fundamental difference between what the Bill proposes in relation
to this clause and what is proposed by the National Party's proposed amendnment. Because of
the rapidity with which we are expected to produce changes which reflect the views of the
National Party, there has been at least one and perhaps even two errors. In general terms I
would like to outline to the Committee precisely what the National Party seeks to do not only
in relation to this clause but also to clauses 12, 13 and 14. The view of the National Party is
that, having established a committee, it is not appropriate that that committee should be
bound by a series of provisions which will make it a committee appointed to give advice
which can be very easily rejected or overlooked by the Minister. We have attempted to
restruture the wording so that instead of there being representations made to a committee,
applications are made to it. Having received the applications, the committee will have some
teeth to deal with them rather than deal with them as representations to make
recommendations to the Minister which the Minister can totally disregard, or perhaps act
upon if he wishes.
We seek to delete the word "representation" or "representations" where it occurs with a view
to replacing it with the word "application" or "applications".
The written amendments I have presented to you, Mr Chairman, begin at page 8, line 4. In
fact they start with the heading on line 21, page 7, where the heading "Representations to the
Committee" appears. We believe that should be "Applications to the Committee". In
subsequent clauses there is reference to the powers of the committee, particularly in relation
to the Minister, and I shall deal with them later. What I would like to test a: the moment is
whether the Committee is prepared to accept the changing of the word "representations" to
"1applicationss or "aplication", whichever makes the correct grammar. I move -
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Page 7, line 21 - To delete the word "Representations" and substitute
"Applications".

Mr PEARCE: I do not have much difficulty with changing the word "representations" to
"applications". What I do have difficulty with is the whole process which the Leader of the
National Party wants to adopt. I am happy to ask my Government colleagues to agree to
change "representations" to 'applications" where it occurs in this clause, but I am not
prepared to agree to anything else the Leader of the National Party is asking for. Is it worth
it in those circumstances? Does he see some purpose being served in making these changes
if we are not prepared to accept the proposition which makes the committee the decider
rather than the Minister? The Bill allows the committee to have a whole range of extra input;
to call for submissions, to hear what people have to say and so on. It involves itself in all the
possibilities of consultation. The Leader of the National Party is seeking to delete that,
which I find a little surprising.
Mr Cowan: No, I am not. That is an error.
Mr PEARCE: Perhaps the Leader of the National Party could explain again what he is
seeking to do.
Mr COWAN: Because the word is not all that important and I might be regarded as being
pedantic, I will forward my proposed amendment to the office of the Leader of the House
and ask him to examine it. While it is not my practice to accept changes to legislation in
another place, after consideration, given the limited amount of time available -
Mr Pearce: You misunderstand me. I am not voting by myself; I have my colleagues with
me. We might be able to make that change now, if you saw some purpose in it other than as
part of an overall package.
Mr COWAN: This is another classic example of our having to speed legislation through this
place without the proper amount of time to consider it. We have had since two o'clock
yesterday afternoon to prepare amendments which might effect some changes to this
legislation, after our initial assault on the legislation has been defeated, given our views on
the Hill as it might be passed through the Chamber. The ward itself is not so important.
Clause 12 is the one to which the Leader of the House referred. What we are trying to do is
to ensure that the committee hears and determines the applications and makes
recommendations to the Minister. We seek some change to that operative clause where the
Minister considers those recommendations, but we are leaving the Minister with the power to
accept or reject recommendations. However, we do not believe that that committee, having
been established by the Minister, should remain so much of a pawn of the Minister that it
may as well not be there and the Minister may as well make the decision on the advice of one
or two bureaucrats. We are trying to establish the committee so that it can receive
applications, make decisions on those applications, and make subsequent recommendations
to the Minister. The Minister would still have the power to accept or reject those
recommendations but the committee would not be quite so bound by the directions of the
Minister. In other words the committee, having been appointed, would have some powers of
its own.
As to what the Leader of the House was talking about, page 9, lines 8 to 10 should be
modified; in other words, clause 12(b), and those guidelines which are given by the Minister
to the committee are rejected altogether in clause 13. The substitution of these words in the
various clauses can be treated separately. In this clause it is not quite so important, but when
we reach clauses 12, 13 and 14 it will be important. I have moved this amendment because
we want to substitute the word "applications" for the word "representations" in the first
instance and this is where it first appears. This amendment will make very little difference to
our proposed changes to clause 12. I will deal with that separately, and perhaps the Leader
of the House will then understand. He has said that he will examine it to see whether it
deserves change. However, if he wants to oppose this amendment, or if he makes the change
in an appropriate place, this part of the proposal is not all that important.
Mr Pearce: 'he option of examining it before it goes to another place sounds attractive.
Mr WIESE: I believe the word "applications" is far better than "representations" because it
sets up a formal procedure. First an application is made to the council, which then makes an
application to the advisory committee. That would create a kind of structure in which to
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operate. After all, exactly what is a representation? Is it when a group makes a deputation to
the council or when an individual speaks to the shire president and says that he is unhappy
with something? It is a matter of working out what is a representation for the purposes of
this legislation, if we are to retain that word.
Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 12: Consideration by Committee -
Mr COWAN: This is the clause which is of importance to the National Party, and it is the
one in which the Government might object to our proposed changes. Paragraph (a) gives the
committee the opportunity to conduct any investigations or hold any hearings as are, in its
opinion, necessary or desirable. However, paragraph (b) restricts the committee's ability to
provide advice to the Minister as it considers necessary or desirable in relation to the
representations - or what we want to call applications - and recommendations.
My proposed amendment to this clause throws the onus of responsibility quite differently on
the way in which the committee operates. We are saying that where a non-metropolitan
council makes an application for a variation under the provisions of this legislation the
committee assumes that that application should be granted, and it can make
recommendations to the Minister only as to why it should not be granted. It must point to the
reasons for its advice or to the practical difficulties that might be experienced if the
application by that non-metropolitan council were to be granted. In other words, it would be
a transfer of assumption that the application is to be granted rather than that the application
may be granted by the Minister. That is very important. The councils would not make
applications lightly. Applications would be made because the majority of people found that
daylight saving was not to their liking, or that it disadvantaged them in some way. Having
made an application, they would prefer to make it on the expectation that unless a valid
reason could be given not to grant it the application would be granted almost automatically.
On chat basis, I move -

Page 9. lines 8 to 10 - To delete the lines and substitute the following -

(b) shall advise the Minister of any practical difficulty that may result
from the granting of the application.

Mr PEARCE: This approach is not accepted by the Government. I understand the Leader of
the National Party's intentions but it is our view that these things should not be treated as
being automatically accepted unless there is good reason to the contrary. Applications to
vary summer time should be treated on their merits; that means that the person, organisation,
or council that wants to make a change must prove the merits of the case.
Mr MacKINNON: The Liberal Party agrees with the National Party, and the Leader of the
National Party has explained the reasons for the amendment. Again, if applications axe to be
made the committee should advise the Minister if any practical difficulty were likely to result
from the granting of the application. The committee must provide a reason that it cannot
grant an application rather than the other way around. We support the amendment.

Division

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (16)
Mr Ainsworth~ Mr Howse Mr MCNee Mr Fred Tubby
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Kierat Mr Minson Mr wan
Mr Dloffwitch Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Wiese
Mr Cowan Mr Mac Kinnon Mr Trenorden Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

Noes (19)
Mr Michael Barnett Dr Gallop Mr Mcoiinty Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Pearce Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Donovan Mrs Henderson Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
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Mr Clarko Mr Leahy
Dr Turnbull Mr Taylor
Mr Blaikie MrGordon Hill
Mrs Edwarles Mr Bridge
Mr Shave Dr Lawrence
Mr Court Mr Read
Nr Nicholls Mr P.1. Smith
Mr Grayden Mr Cunningham

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 13: Guidelines to the Committee -

Mr WIESE: The previous clause and ibis clause reinforce my earlier comments about
ministerial powers; potentially, the Minister has total power over the operations of the
advisory committee. The advisory committee will be a farce because it will be dictated to by
the Minister. The Minister will have the power to dictate the terms and conditions for the
committee's operations. We have already spoken about how the committee may provide
advice to the Minister, if necessary, but no compulsion is placed upon the Minister to take
the slightest notice of any representations made to him by the committee.
This clause will enable the Minister, by notice in the Goverrmen: Gazette, to set the
guidelines for the committee, the manner in which the committee will undertake
investigations or its hearings; and, more particularly, under subsection (b) the Minister will
be able to issue guidelines to the committee on any matter for which the Minister considers
guidelines are necessary. Therefore the Minister will have complete control of the
committee and, without any reference to anyone, by notice in the Government Gazette, can
publish whatever conditions or guidelines he wishes to impose on the committee and it will
be bound by them. The committee will be an absolute farce. The whole concept is
incredible and part 3 of the Bill is an absolute farce.
This amendment will delete the reference to the Minister providing notice through
publication in the Government Gazette and substitute words stating that the Minister must
give notice by regulations of guidelines to the committee. This is an attempt to ensure that
some of the total powers the Minister has under this proposal are slightly modified with a
requirement for the Minister to be accountable to the Parliament. The setting of guidelines
by regulation will ensure a requirement for tabling in both Houses of Parliament, which will
result in their scrutiny by both Houses. That is a sensible and acceptable procedure. I would
not be surprised if all members accepted such a sensible amendment. Therefore, I move -

Page 9, lines 12 and 13 - To delete the lines and substitute the following -

13. The Minister may by regulation issue guidelines to the Committee as to -
Mr PEARCE: I regret that I am not one of those people the member for Wagin said would
support the amendment; the member no doubt will be disappointed but not surprised. The
procedure laid down within the Bill in its present form is fair and reasonable. Rather than
dealing with a plethora of decisions involving applications made across the State, the
guidelines for the committee will be made available to everyone through publication in the
Government Gazette. The Minister will make the arrangement and he must answer to the
Parliament and to the people for decisions made. The member has a different view about
how the committee will operate, and his view has not been agreed to by the Chamber. The
second part of the arrangement fits into the arrangement we have proposed in this clause; the
member's amendment does not fit this arrangement.
Mr WIESE: I take issue with the Leader of the House. Publishing a notice in the
Government Gazette is merely a matter of publishing the guidelines which then begin to
operate. These mattens would not be tabled in the Parliament for its scrutiny. Therefore no
scrutiny whatsoever will take place. These matters should be dealt with by regulation. The
Parliament has a role and a duty to oversee the operation of such powers as granted to the
Minister through this clause.
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Division
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (17)

Mr Ainsworth Mr Kieratli Mr Omoded Mr Wiese
Mr CJ. Burnett Mr Lewis Mr Strickland Mr Bradshaw
Mr Blolfwitch Mr Macinnon Mr Trenorderi (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mir McNee Mr Fred Tubby
Mr House Mr Minsort MY watt

Noes (19)
Mr Michael Barnett Mr Graham Mr McG inty Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Mr Grill Mr Pearce Dr Watson
My Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Dr Edwards Mr Kobelke Mr DL. Smith Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas

Pairs

Mr Clarko Mr Leahy
Dr Turnbull Mr Taylor
Mr Blaike Mr Gordon Hill
Mrs Edwanles Mr Bridge
Mr Shave Dr Lawrence
Mr Court Mr Read
Mr Nicholls Mr P2. Smith
Mr Grayden Mr Cunningham

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 14: Consideration by the Minister -

Mr COWAN: The amendment I intended to move on this clause was consequential to
amendments moved on clause 12. Therefore, it would be out of sequence to move these
amendments; I would like them to be part of the Bill, but I doubt whether the Government
would agree to them. The way in which this committee has been established and the powers
it has been granted, and the way in which these powers are completely fettered by ministerial
control, means that the committee has very little power to exercise. It may give advice which
may or may not be accepted by the Minister. After one or two meetings it is most likely that
the committee would feel so frustrated in the exercise of its limited powers that it would
never seek to meet again. This clause indicates what the Government thinks of part 3 of the
legislation.
Under this proposal the Minister can receive advice from the committee regarding
recommendations to moderate summer time. However, the Minister can decide to adopt the
recommendations if they agree with his opinion. H-ow will we predict what the Minister's
opinion will be from one day to the next? The Minister might have had a pretty tough day.
IHe might have been up all night in the Parliament and the decisions he made the next day
might be fairly horrible ones. The point is that the establishment of the committee has no
effect because ultimately the Minister can completely ignore the advice given by the
committee in any of its deliberations and that proves what a hollow exercise paragraph (3) is.
That sums up the Government's attitude to this pant of the legislation. It was put in to make
sure that the Government had a majority in the other place. It will be shown clearly that the
price the Government paid has been cheap indeed and in some respects that is a pity because
the majority of people in Western Australia are opposed to daylight saving. They have had
daylight saving inflicted upon them very cheaply indeed.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 1S put and passed.
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Title -
Mr COWAN: The long title is very much a misnomer. We should be saying that it is an Act
to impose daylight saving on Western Australians against their clearly expressed wishes at
two referendums and to accede to the wishes of certain business interests and other select
groups of the community. It is not about anything other than that. I can assure the
Government that the National Party will continue in its opposition to daylight saving with
one view in mind; that is, to bring home a referendum that, just as in 1984, increased its
majority of those in apposition to daylight saving in order to lay to rest forever this argument
that because we have another generation they should be given the right to vote and that the
vote will change this time. I heard the daylight saving debates in 1983 and 1984 and I read
them again, and the same things have been said again. My colleagues and I will make sure
that we increase the majority of those who are opposed to daylight saving.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, with amendments, and the report adopted.
Third Reading

MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [4.25 am]: I move -

Thai the Bill be now read a third time.
MR COWAN (Menredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.26 am]: I am not trying to
break any record here, but I want to place on record the National Party's total opposition to
daylight saving in Western Australia. I can say that from the safety of knowing that on two
previous occasions a majority of Western Australians have been on our side. We will make
it our objective to ensure that when the referendum is held - and it does not matter whether
the Government holds it as late as it possibly can in May - we will be launching a campaign
against daylight saving to be sure that it comes back with a resounding no vote. I do not
think I will be in Parliament when this happens again but an unfortunate fact of life is that
even if there is a resounding no vote same people will be foolish enough once again, even
next year, to talk about how daylight saving should be introduced because there will be some
value in that to the economy or that it will lift the State out of the recession. I have no doubt
all of those issues will be raised again, but it will not diminish in any way the resolve of the
National Party to represent the people who elected us to this place and to ensure that their
opposition to daylight saving is very loudly heard and to win a resounding majority against
daylight saving ever being introduced into this State again.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.28 am]: I have a few words to say on the process we have
seen tonight We have seen legislation created in the exact opposite manner in which it
should happen. We have had government by crisis. We have seen daylight saving
legislation bundled through the upper House and brought down here redrafted and introduced
in this House with no notice given. At the beginning of the second reading debate the Leader
of the House said that the National Party was not acting in accordance with the conventions
of this House. I suggest that if anyone in this Chamber had acted properly over the last few
years it is the National Party or the Opposition. The Government does not have a great
record in this area. It is a pity we must have legislation like this and that the people who do
not want daylight saving look like getting it at the eleventh hour without any chance to
prepare an opposition to it. Legislation brought into the House in this manner is an absolute
disgrace and it does this State no justice whatever.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [4.30 am]: I agree with the
member for Avon that the handling of the Daylight Saving Bill through the Parliament has
been totally predicated by a motivation which has been highlighted throughout this debate;
that is, it is not a Bill about the Government's sincere commitment to daylight saving, but is
a political attempt to divert attention from its problems. My prediction is that it will cause
the Government more problems than it will save it. It has backfired. The Bill has been
adopted along the lines of the Liberal Party's decision in June and we will now have a trial
with a referendum at the end of it. That is far preferable to the alternative which was
daylight saving without any trial which would have been the outcome had we not pressed for
the referendum process. Finally, it is interesting that the Minister for Health and the
members for Pilbara and Bunbury support the Opposition's point of view and they will be

6052 [ASSEMBLY)



[Tuesday, 5 November 1991])05

exercising their opposition with several other members of the Government to vote against
daylight saving. The people of this State will ultimately make the decision and 1, as Leader
of the Liberal Party, will abide by that decision.

Division
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Orl
Mrs Henderson
Mr Lewis
Mr Mac Kinnon
Mr Marlborough
Mr Mc~inty
Mr Pearce

Mr House
Mr McNee
Mr Minson

Ayes (25)
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Thomas
Mr Troy
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Watson

Noes (10)
Mr Omodel
Mr Trenorden
Mr Wiese

Mr Wan
Mr Wilson
Mr Kierath (Teller)
Mrs Watins (TellerJ

Mr Bradshaw (Teller)

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

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until 2.00 pm this day.
Hose adjourned at 4.3S amn (Wednesday)

Mr CJ. Hanieti
Mrs Bes
Mr Catania
Mr Donovan
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
MrGraham

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Dtoffwitch
Mr Cowan
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION MINISTRY - CAPITAL WORKS BUDGET ALLOCATIONS
School Construction, Refiurbi shmiem

125 1. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) In this year's capital works budget what is the total amount allocated to each

of the following areas -

(a) the construction of new schools;
(b) the construction of additional buildings at existing schools;
(c) the refurbishment (i.e. repainting and renovation) of existing buildings

in schools?
(2) What was the allocation in each of these areas for the 1988-89, 1989-90 and

1990-91 financial years?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) (a) $24 159000.

(b) $36 472 000.
(c) $11970000.

(2) Allocations in each of the areas for the 1988-89, 1989-90
financial years are as follows -

Area 1988-89
$000

A
B
C

22 141
29 841
3 800

1989-90
$000

32718
31 238
5 543

and 1990-91

1990-91
$000

28001
20 005
2 920

EDUCATION MINISTRY - MINOR WORKS ALLOCATION
Education Districts

1254. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) What is the total minor works allocation for this financial year?
(2) What is the allocation of minor works funds for each education district this

financial year?
(3) What was the allocation of minor works funds for each education district in

1989-90 and 1990-91 ?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) $5.4 million comprising -

$1.2 million for schools for works up to $500 in value
$1.2 million for contributions up to $1 500 for projects submitted by
parents and citizens' associations
$2.7 million district minor works
$0.2 million for traffic management at schools
$0.1 million for senior colleges, camp schools, agricultural schools
which operate from central budgets.

Allocations to district education offices for years 1989-90, 1990-91 and 1991-
92 are shown on the table below. Please note that allocations for district
based minor works form only part of the total minor works allocation of
$5.4 million in 1991-92. The breakdown of the total minor works allocation
can be seen in the response to (1).
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Minor Works 1991-92 1990-91 1989-90
Districts
Albany 94700 75400 177700
Anrnadaic 92500 78800 172900
Balga 117100 102700 202800
Bayswater 115800 107000 219 900
Bunbury -North 71000O 63200 132500
Bwibury -South 85700 77450 157900
Cockburn 104800 95900 187 100
Darling Range 98500 94100 184500
Dianella 105200 91900 191 100
Espeace 61500 52300 115200
Geraldton -North 89200 63600 148400
Gerald=o - South 78500 73000 181 600
Hedland -Port 82000 78800 153000
Joondalup 147800 131300 250100
Kalgoorlie 117800 108900 224700
Kaimiha 78000 74350 181000O
Kimnberley 91800 77200 171900
Manjimup 52900 42100 125200
Melville 94900 38900 171400
Merredin 68200 58800 130800
Moora 84800 53500 125400
Narrogin 74200 70200 143500
Northamn 82800 71300 154100
peel 118600 101000 206700
Perth -South 99200 88600 188800
Scarborough 120000D 112400 226900
Swanboume 99300 95900 189300
Thombic 102800 97700 182300
willecton 112900 105 2M 203000
Total 2689100 2425100 5070000

POLICE ABORIGINAL LIAISON COMM ITTEE, GERALDTON - GOVERNMENT
FUNDING

1305. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:

(1) Is the Government responsible for funding the Police Aboriginal liaison
committee at Geraidron?

(2) If so, what is the current level of funding?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) $ 100 per monthly meeting.

CHILD SEXUAL ABUSE - POLICE UNIT STATISTICS
1381. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister representing the Mfinister for Police:

How many allegations of child sexual abuse which have been investigated by
the Police unit were made in -

(a) 1988;

(b) 1989;

(c) 1990 and 1991?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:

(1) 707

(b) 914

6055



6056 [ASSEMBLY]

(c) 2 946 and 1485.
The statistical increase is attributed to the Police Department's ongoing
community awareness campaign, educational programs and positive media
attention on this subject to encourage persons to report allegations of child
sexual abuse.

SECURITY - GUARDS. COMMERCIAL AGENTS
Regulation Authority - Registrations

1425. Mr NICHOLLS to the Mlinister representing the Mlinister for Police:
(1) Who regulates and monitors security guards/commercial agents in Western

Australia?
(2) How many agents were registered in Western Australia for each year from

1980?
(3) How many agents were registered in Mandurah for each year from 1980?
(4) How many agents, if any, have had their licence revoked since 1980 and for

what measons?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) The Commercial Agents Squad. Perth, CIB.
(2) 1980-67 1984-39 1988- 73

1981-70 1985-54 1989- 92
1982-45 1986-50 1990- 122
1983-47 1987-74 1991- 88

(3) 1980- 2 1984- 1 1988-2
1981- 3 1985- 1 1989-2
1982 - nil 1986 - nil 1990-3
1983- 3 1987- 2 1991-4

(4) Three agents have had their licences revoked since 1980. The reason for the
revocation would require a manual search of all files and this will entail
considerable time of police officers.

SCHOOLS ROAD SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTE - MEMBERS
Meetings

1428. Mrs EDWARDES to the Mlinister representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Who are the members of the schools road safety advisory committee?
(2) What was the date of the committee's last meeting?
(3) What is the date of the next meeting?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) There are no permanent individual members of this committee.

Representatives from the following organisations attend in the event of a
meeting being required -

Police Traffic Branch, who provide the chairperson;
The Western Australian Council of State School
Organisations Inc;
Ministrly of Education;
Westrail;
Main Roads Department;
Department of Planning and Urban Development;
Department of Local Government.

The advisory committee is only required to meet in the event of policy
decisions being required in relation to the establishment of school crossings.
However, as policies in this regard have been formulated as a result of the
experience accumulated over a 27 year period, the committee is only required
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to meet at infrequent intervals. This committee should not be confused with
the school crossings road safety committee which meets regularly and
considers applications for class A school crossings.

EDUCATION MINISTRY - MINOR WORKS ALLOCATION
Joondalup and Balga District Offices

1435. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
What amounts of money axe allocated to the district offices for minor works
allocation in the 199 1-1992 Budget for Joondalup and Balga?

Dr GALLOP replied:
District Minor Works
Joondalup $1176100
Balga. 170
Further, schools in these districts will benefit from $1.2 million which has
been allocated Statewide for minor works projects by P & C associations or
school community groups, together with $1.2 million for direct expenditure
by school principals on minor works valued at less than $500 per job.
In addition, $284 000 has been allocated for centrally administered projects
for high priority Works maintenance in these districts -

Joondalup $194 000
Balga $90 000

COMMUNITY SPORTING AND RECREATION FACILITIES FUND - PROJECTS
1436. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister representing the Minister for Sport and

Recreation:
(1) Have there been any projects committed to the community sporting and

recreation facilities fund for 1991-1992?
(2) If so, what are the projects?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes. These commitments relate to projects previously approved but the grant

or portion of the grant has not yet been paid.
(2) The projects are -

Shire of Dardanup -
Eaton sports ground extension

Bunbury City Soccer Club -
Changerooms and shower block

Wyndham Lions Club -
Development of Wyndharn Lions Park

York Pony Club -
Avon Zone cross country course

Apex Camp Jurien (Inc) -
The construction of a paraquad ablution block

Augusta and Districts Tennis Club -
Construction of two new hardi surface tennis courts and
a building for a club house

Derby Sportsmen's Club Inc -
The provision of male/female ablution facilities
attached to the sportsmen's club building

Mandurah Pistol Club -
Construction of a range and club rooms

Mukinbudin Pistol Club -
The connection of SEC power

Thornlie Football and Sportsmen's Club
Extensions to existing club rooms
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Town of Kwinana -
Relocation of netball courts adjacent to Thomnas Oval
Pavilion

Yunderup Sports and Recreation Club Inc -
Adjacent recreation area

Goldfields Equestrian Centre Management Committee -
Relocation and construction of new equestrian centre

First Westfield Scout Group -
Club rooms

Geraldton Skateboard Association -
Construction of a skateboard track on the Bill Sewell complex

Peel Districts Canoe Club -
To assist with the construction of facilities to conduct the Australian
championships.

Shire of Boddington -
Indoor recreationlaquatic centre stage three

Greenbushes Swimming Pool Committee -
Rehabilitation of the Greenbushes pool

Shire of Dumbleyung -
1990-91 and 1991-92 allocation

Augusta Croquet Club -
Construction of croquet greens and additions to pavilion

City of Cockburn
Construction and equipping of an outdoor play area in South Lakes

Town of Narrogin
Modify creche facilities in Narrogin Recreation Centre

City of Gosnells -
Creche facility at the existing Richard Rush ton Centre

City of Gosnells -
The provision of creche facility to be included in the new City of Gosnells
leisure centre

Condingup and Districts Recreation Association -
The provision of child care facilities in the Condingup Community Centre

Southern Suburban Badminton Association (Inc) -
The provision of a creche to be established at Owynne Park in the City of
Armadale

Willetton Basketball Association -
Modifications to the Willeuton Basketball Stadium to include a child care
facility

Acra WA Inc - An~nadale Recr-eation Centre -
Provision of creche facilities

Derby Rodeo and Horsexiders' Association
Provision of child care facilities

Perth Netbali Association Incorporated -
Provision of creche facilities

YMCA - Eastern Goldfields -
Provision of creche facility

Herb Graham Recreation Centre -
Upgrade the facilities at the creche

Jurien Community Centre -
Modify the existing building at the Jurien Community Centre to include
child care facilities

Town of Port Hedland -
Recreation centre.

SCHOOLS - SPRINGFIELD) PRIMARY SCHOOL
Maintenance Program

1461. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Springfield Primary School listed for attention in terms of a

maintenance program during 1991-92?
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(2) If so, what will be the nature of that work and when will it be canried out?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Repairs to carpet in two teaching blocks and the music room will be

undertaken during fourth term. Repairs to roof cladding, gutters and down
pipes will be caried out prior to April 1992.

ROADS - LAKE KING-CASCADES ROAD
Upgrading Plans

1501. Mr OMODEI to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does the Government have any plans to upgrade the Lake King-Cascades

Road?
(2) If not, why not?
(3) Will the Minister advise as to the benefits of upgrading the Lake King-

Cascades Road?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) What is the estimated cost for construction of the Lake King-Cascades Road?
(6) Has the Government been lobbied by landholders within the Lake King-

Cascade area for the construction of the road; and, if so, what was its
response?

(7) If the Government has not responded to landholders int the Lake King-Cascade
area, why not?

Mrs BEGOS replied:
(1) No.
(2) A report prepared by a working party in 1988 indicated that the cost of

constructing the road could not be justified by transport cost savings alone.
This was confirmed by a subsequent economic assessment of the route. This
study indicated that the cost of constructing and maintaining the road over a
20 year period would greatly exceed the benefits available. There are many
other road needs in the State where the cost of upgrading can be justified and
these must be given a higher priority.

(3)-(4)
The main benefit would be a reduction in travel distance by about 20
kilomnetits between the Lake King area and Esperance.

(5) Preliminary estimates indicate a reasonable gravel road could be built for
approximately $3 million.

(6)-(7)
Representatives of the landholders and the Esperance-Cascades-Lake King
Road have made approaches to the Government seeking construction of the
road. Although there are no plans for construction in the foreseeable future it
has been agreed that the road reserve would be surveyed and gazetted. This
work is currently in progress.

ABORIGINAL CHILDREN - PLACEMENTS LEGISLATION
1505. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs;

(1) Does the Minister propose to introduce legislation incorporating Aboriginal
child placement principles?

(2) If yes, when will such legislation be introduced?
Dr WATSON replied:
(1)-(2)

No. The question should be directed to the Minister for Comm unity Services.
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ROiTNEST ISLAND - EFFLUENT LEVELS
Boat Pump Out Facilities

1506. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Have any effluent levels been taken in the ocean waters around Rottnest

Island?
(2) If so, what have been the results?
(3) Does the Raunest Island Board have any plans for pump out facilities for

boats to be provided at Rotinest Island?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes. By the Health Department of WA, the Commonwealth Scientific and

Industrial Research Organisation and the Roanrest Island Authority.
(2) Bacteriological results from samples taken in Thomson Bay have not

indicated sewage pollution during periods of high concentration of craft.
Samples taken by the CSIRO over a 17 day period in January 1992 in four
bays showed no evidence of nitrates or phosphates in excess of background
levels.

(3) The waste water treatment facilities at Rottnest could not handle effluent
pumped out from boats. Owners are encouraged to use the toilets in the
majority of bays in which craft are moored or anchored, or discharge effluent
front chemical toilets into the mainland sewerage system on their return.

LEGAL ADVISORY SERVICE - STYLES, MR
Western Women Depositors

15 10. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for assisting the Minister for Women's Interests:
(1) What are the terms of appointment of Mr Styles to the legal advisory service

to the Western Women depositors?
(2) where is the service operating from, and what support is the service being

given in respect to staff and other administrative support?
(3) for how long will the legal advisory service operate?
(4) what is the budget allocation for the service, and its actual expenditure to

date?
Dr WATSON replied:
(1) The terms of appointment of Mr Styles were -

to assist and advise investors on their legal options;
to maintain regular contact with the liquidator, Ms Diana Newman, Bird
Cameron Partners, to enable the provision of up-to-date information on
proceedings;
to provide assistance in the completion of necessary forms and documents
relating to the liquidation proceedings.

(2) (a) The service operated from the Consumer Credit Legal Service
33 Barrack Street, Perth 6000.

(b) Secretarial and receptionist services and contingencies were provided
through and reimbursed to the Consumer Credit Legal Service.

(3) The service operated from I July to 30 August 1991.
(4) The cost of providing the service for two months was $15 604.08.

ROADS - FEDERAL ROAD FUNDING PROJECIT SIGNS
1515. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) How many signs have been erected in Western Australia which indicate that
the particular development is a federally funded road project?
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(2) How much did the signs themselves cast?
(3) How much did it cost to erect the signs?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) It has been a requirement of Federal road funding legislation since 1982 that

such signs be erected on all major road construction projects undertaken by
the Main Roads Department and local government. The legislation includes
the Australian Bicentennial Road Development Act 1982, the Australian Land
Transport Act 1985 and the Australian Centennial Road Development Act
1988. Different conditions applied for the erection of signs on projects funded
under these Acts. Due to the time that has elapsed since the signing
requirement commenced, the information is not readily available.

(2) Several different sized signs have been used depending on the size and
location of the project. The current cost of manufacturing the signs varies
from approximately 570 for the smallest sign to $750 for the largest sign.

(3) The cost of erection also varies according to the size of the sign and the
location of the project. Approximate costs are -
Metro area - $30 to $200 per sign.
Rural area -$50 to $1 100 per sign.

STREPTOCOCCI BACTERIA - EYE SURGERY INFECTIONS
Hospital Statistics

1530. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Health:
In respect of answer to question on notice 1368 of 1991, if a case of total and
permanent loss of sight in the eye infected resulting from a streptococci
bacteria infection following a lens implant operation at Bethesda Hospital,
Claremont, on 22 October last, failed to be readily apparent from the statistics
compiled under the Health Department's morbidity program, how many other
instances of this kind are similarly concealed by the current method of
collating hospital statistics?

Mr WILSON replied:
As indicated in reply to question 919 of 1991, in 1990 six patients who had
undergone eye operations were subsequently readmitted to hospital for eye
infections. As indicated in reply to question 1368 of 1991, the morbidity
system does not indicate a loss of sight complication for any of the above
patients. It should be noted that, as the morbidity system relates to episodes
of inpatient care, the complication of blindness due to infection nay not have
been detected during the original admission for eye surgery and would
therefore not be detailed by the morbidity system.
It may be that the member's concerns would be better addressed by discussing
the matter with Dr Ian Rouse, Director, Health Service Statistics and
Epidemiology at the Health Department of Western Australia.

MOTOR VEHICLE INSPECTION STATIONS - REGISTERED STATIONS
Fee

1532. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:
(1) Is a fee to be now charged to garages or mechanics who are registered

inspection stations for the purpose of inspecting motor vehicles for licensing
purposes?

(2) If so, how much is the charge?
(3) how many registered inspection stations currently exist?
(4) How much revenue is expected from such a fee?
(5) Why has a fee now been struck?
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Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) yes.
(2) $50 annually.
(3) 184.
(4) $9 200.
(5) To offset the costs involved in administering the scheme; chat is,

correspondence, postage and updating of vehicle specification sheets.
POISONS INFORMATION CENTRE - OPENING HOURS

1534. Mr CLARKO to the Minister for Health:
(1) What axe the hours of operation of the Poisons Information Centre in Western

Australia?
(2) What hours is this service connected to the Poisons Centre at the Children's

Hospital at Camperdown, New South Wales?
(3) Are there pressures on the Children's Hospital at Caniperdown so that on a

number of occasions there have been delays in answering the telephone?
(4) Should a 24 hour service be provided in Western Australia?
(5) What would be the extra cost of providing this additional service?
(6) Will the Minister review the current system so as to provide a comprehensive

service for residents in Western Australia?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) 8.30 amn - 9.00 pm seven days a week.
(2) All other times.
(3) All poisons information centres experience pressures from time to time but I

am not await of any significant delays occurring at Camperdown.
(4) The matter is under discussion by the Australian Health Ministers Advisory

council.
(5) A 24 hour per day service has not been costed, but it is anticipated that it

would be substantial.
(6) The matter is under review at a national level - see question (4) above.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - "K" TARIFF
CHANGES

1535. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) Does the State Energy Commission intend to alter the "K" tariff by allowing

more units as domestic use?
(2) If so, what will the changes be and when will they occur?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(l)-(2)

The Government is currently considering a range of measures relating to
tariffs, including the "K" tariff.

TRAFFIC OFFENCES - REVENUE
1538. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:

What was the amount of revenue collected from traffic offences in 1999
and the expected revenue estimate for 1991-92?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
Crown Law Department collects and records all revenue for traffic offences.

6062 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 5 November 1991J]06

MULTANOVA - POLICE VEHICLES
Speeding Procedures and Policy

1539. Mrs EDWARDES to the inister representing the Mlinister for Police:
What procedures and policy are followed by the Police Department when
police vehicles, marked or unmarked, are detected speeding by Multanova
speed cameras?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
Inquiries are instigated trough the relevant commander/chief superintendent
of the portfolio concerned. Depending on the explanation given, i.e. on urgent
official business, and the recommendation of the commander/chief
superintendent, the appropriate action is taken.

EDUCATION MINISTRY - WILLETTON DISTRICT EDUCATION OFFICE
Schools - Preventive Maintenance Budget Allocation

1540. Mr KIBRATh to the Minister for Construction:
What proportion of the $7 million allocated from the 1991-92 budget for
preventive maintenance at schools has been assigned to the Wifletton District
Education Office?

Mr McCINTY replied:
The Statewide education maintenance and minor works allocation is
$35.6 million for 1991-92 compared with expenditure of $18.56 million for
1990-91. The $35.6 million is made up as follows -

Breakdowns $18.23 million
Preventive maintenance $11.97 million
Mnor improvements $5.40 million

All essential faults and breakdown repairs will be attended to when reported.
The preventive maintenance allocation has been divided into -

Priority works $4.97 million
District allocations $7.00 million

The $4.97 million priority maintenance works have been determined on the
basis of Statewide priorities and involves roof maintenance, bitumen repair,
air-conditioning replacement in the north of the State and paintdng in the
metropolitan area. T'he $7 million district allocations have been distributed to
the 29 district education offices to determine their own priorities. The
Willetton education district has been allocated preventive maintenance funds
as follows -

Priority works $86 000
District allocation $312 730
Total $3987130

SUPERANNUATION .- NON-CONTRIBUTORY BENEFIT
Salary Increase Replacement

1541. Mr TUBBY to the Minister assisting the Treasurer
(1) Further to question on notice 1329 of 1991, was the non-contributory

superannuation payment made by departments on behalf of their employees
granted in place of a salary increase?

(2) If so, how are employees who did not convert to the lump sum scheme, but
still contribute to the Government Employees Superannuation Scheme, able to
benefit when the three per cent non-contributory payment does not apply to
them?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The three per cent non-contributory benefit in the Government employees

superannuation scheme was the' outcome of negotiations between the State
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Government and public sector unions and was not specifically in place of a
salary increase. The benefit resulted from the ACflJ's 1986 national wage
case claim for either a four per cent productivity wage increase or,
alternatively, a three per cent superannuation benefit.

(2) The agreement reached between the Government and the unions was
embodied in the Government Employees Superannuation Act and has been
confirmed by both Federal and State industrial tribunals as being consistent
with national wage fixing principles. Public sector employees have no
entitlement to the non-contributory superannuation benefit other than through
participation in t GES scheme. Members of the closed pension scheme,
having decided not to transfer to the lump sum scheme, have no right to the
three per cent benefit.

WHEAT - GOVERNMENT UNDERWRITING
1545. Mr MacKIhJNON to the Acting Premier:

(1) What arrangements has the Government made to fund any underwriting for
this year's wheat crop?

(2) On what constitutional basis has that arrangement been made?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The Government's arrangements publicly released on 7 August 1991 will

remain in place until the Australian Wheat Board sets its pool return for this
season's crop. However, the Government will be released from its
commitment if the Wheat Board's latest estimates of $150 a tonne are
realised.

(2) Not applicable.

JUJVENILE PANEL AGE REQUIREMENT - CHANGES
1548. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:

(1) has the juvenile panel age requirement been raised from 16 to 18 years?
(2) When was the decision made?
(3) By whom was the decision made?
(4) Why was the decision made?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:

* (1) Yes.
(2) Assented to on 22 December 1990.
(3) The Parliament of Western Australia in Child Welfare Amendment Act

(No 2), No 83 of 1990 - proclaimed on and effective from 1 August 1991.
* (4) To afford every child who is eligible the opportunity to be dealt with by a

Childrens (Suspended Proceedings) Panel.

SCHOOLS - JURlEN SECONDARY SCHOOL
Stage Two Constuction Commencement

1549. Mr MacKiNNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
When will construction of stage two of the Jurien secondary school
commence?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Ministry of Education has a commitment to provide a second stage of
building works at Jurien District High School. The project will be undertaken
when enrolment patterns and secondary numbers are well established.
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EXMQUTH - MARINA DEVELOPMENT
Expressions of Interest

1550. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Has the Government advertised for expressions of interest in the proposed

Exmoudh Marina development?
(2) On what basis are those expressions of interest being invited?
(3) Where have advertisements been placed inviting expressions of interest?
(4) Who is con trolling this project for the Government?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Expressions of interest were invited on the basis of total or partial

development of the project.
(3) In local, interstate and selected international media.
(4) The Department of Marine and Harbours,

MARINE AND HARBOURS DEPARTMENT - AIRPORTS
Management Control

155 1. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does the Department of Marine and Harbours, have management control of

any airports in Western Australia?
(2) If so, which airports?
(3) Does the Department currenidy have applications or is it applying for the

management control of other airports in Western Australia?
(4) if so, which airports?
(5) Why is the Department of Marine and Harbours involving itself in this area?
Mrs BEOGS replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3)-(4)

Cabinet has appwoved the Department of Marine and Harbours taking over the
ownership and operation of the Wyndhanm Aerodrome under the aerodrome
local ownership plan - ALO)P. Also preliminary discussions have taken place
with the Department of Transport and Communications regarding the civil
airport at Learmonth.

(5) At Wyndham economies of operation are achievable by jointly operating the
seaport with the airport. This could be done by utilising staff already
employed at Wyndhanm Port - in other words, maximising the use of human
resources. The Department of Marine and Harbours is also keen to have the
Wyndham Aerodrornr- retained as a viable operation, particularly in relation to
the need for backup facilities in Wyndham for air/sea rescue operations within
the area. Retention of the Learmonth civil airport is desirable for the
successful development of Exmouth. I must add that it is not unusual for
marine authorities to operate airports; for example, Cairns International
Airport in Queensland is operated by the Department of Harbours and Marine.
BURSWOOD RESORT CASINO - FOREIGN OWNERSHIP

Government Policy
1552. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) What is the present foreign ownership of the Burswood Casino?
(2) What is the Government's policy with respect to foreign ownership of the

casino?

6065



Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) As advised to Parliament on 21 March 1991, 50 per ce nt of u n its on issue in

the Burswood. Property Trust are held by Victoria Co Ltd and a further
eight per cent are held by other persons deemed to be foreign holders under
the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement.

(2) There has been no change in the Government's policy as outlined by ihe
Premier on 26 March 1990 and by me on 30 May 1990 in a statement to
Parliament. However, as the member for Jandacot is aware, a proposal to
change the Casino (Burswood Island) Agreement to allow a number of
managed funds in Austalia with a high level of Australian investors to invest
in the Burswood Property Trust is under consideration.

ROADS - JURIIEN-GREEN HEAD COAST ROAD CONSTRUCTION
Governent Support

1557. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does the Government support a coast road being constructed between Jurien

and Green Head?
(2) If so, what has the Government done to process that matter?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) The Government acknowledges it would be desirable to provide a coastal link

between Jurien and Green Head to muaximise the commercial and social
interaction between the towns and to assist the growth of tourism in this
scenic region. However, the timing of its construction will need to be subject
to Statewide road priorities as there are many worthwhile projects competing
for the funds available.

(2) Following discussions with the Shires of Dandaragan, Coorow and Gingin the
Main Roads Department has prepared an initial planning study which defines
possible alignments for the road. The study has been submitted to the Shire of
Dandaragan and the Shire of Coorow for consideration.

NATIONAL RAWL CORPORATION - LEGISLATION
1568. Mr MacICINNON to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What is the current position with respect to the proposed National Rail
Corporation?

(2) Is the Government going to present legislation to the Parliament with respect
to this issue?

(3) If so, when will it be presented?
(4) Which groups within the community will be consulted prior to its

presentation?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) The company has been incorporated, a board appointed and the board is now

moving to appoint the senior executives for the new organ isation.
(2) Yes.
(3) It is intended to present the legislation in the current session.
(4) Prior to the special Premiers' Conference which agreed to establish the

National Rail Corporation consultations were held with the Trades and Labor
Council, rail unions, within State Government, and between the States and the
Commonwealth. It is intended that a similar form of consultation will be
undertaken prior to presentation of the legislation before the Parliament.

SUPERANNUATION AND FAMILY BENEFITS ACT - AMENDMENTS
Bona Fide Marriages

1570. Mr MacKiNNON to the Minister assisting the Treasurer:
(1) Is the Government planning to amend the Superannuation and Family
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Benefits Act 1938 to give the Superannuation Board the discretion to pay a
pension to a widow who entered into a bona tide marriage with a pensioner?

(2) If so, when is it anticipated that this legislation will be presented to the
Parliament?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The Superannuation and Family Benefits Act currently provides for the

payment of pensions to widows who married pensioners. The payment is
immediate if the widow is aged 55 or more at the date of the pensioner's
death. In other cases, payment is made from the dare the widow attains age
55 provided she has not remarried. However, the Government Employees'
Superannuation Board is of the view that some deserving cases could be
excluded under the current legislation. The board intends referring the matter
to Government for consideration of an appropriate amendment to the Act.

(2) Subject to the Government agreeing to change the current provisions, the
necessary amending legislation would be scheduled for introduction into
Parliament during 1992.

SCHOOLS - BRIDGETOWN HIGH SCHOOL
Works 1991-92

1572. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
What works will be conducted during the 199 1-92 year at Bridgetown High
School?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The central bitumen quadrangle will be resurfaced as part of the centrally
determined high priority maintenance program. Other works, yet to be
determined, will be carried out under the district-based minor works and
preventive maintenance programs.

PAWNBROKERS - STOLEN GOODS
Prosecutions

1576. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:
How many prosecutions have been made in the last two years against pawn
brokers for receiving stolen goods?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
Within the last two years, three pawnbrokers have been prosecuted for
receiving stolen goods.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ELECTRICAL
LICENCES
Inspectors

1578. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(1) How many SEC Inspectors are currently employed to police electrical licence

registrations?
(2) How many such inspectors were employed as at 30 June -

(a) 1985;
(b) 1986;
(c) 1987;
(d) 1988;
(e) 1989;
(f) 1990;
(g) 1991?

(3) Are those numbers to be increased or decreased over the next 12 months?
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(4) If so, by how much and for what reason?
Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The State Energy Commission of WA has 49 authorised inspectors. This does

not include elecaricizy supply staff in country areas who routinely perform
electrical inspection functions as port of their day to day work.

(2) The number of 49 has not altered between 1985 and 1991.
(3) Over the next 12 months, nine inspectors will become supply operations

officers.
(4) This reduction will occur because the inspectors' current duties on supply

matters will become a responsibility of the supply operations officer. The
amount of supply work carried out by inspectors is equivalent to nine full time
inspectors, hence there will be no real reduction in the number of inspectors
carrying out inspection work.

BURS WOOD RESORT CASINO - ELECTRICAL GAMING MACHINES
Licences

1579. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) How many electronic gaining machines are currently licensed for operation at

the Burswood Casino?
(2) How many of these machines were licensed for operation in the Casino when

it first opened?
(3) When were the approvals for the increase in numbers given?
(4) By whom were the approvals given?
(5) Why were the approvals given?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

The number of gaming machines contemplated during the tender process and
the negotiation of the agreement was about 500. Of these, 201 were licensed
when the casino first opened. A series of approvals in November 1986,
February 1988 and May 1989 increased the actual number of licensed
machines to 592, which was the maximum that could be accommodated in the
available space. Following approval to extend the licensed area of the casino
gaming floor, the number of licensed machines was increased to 1 300 in
August 1989. Of these, 1 166 are in operation.

(4) The Gaming Commission of Western Australia and its predecessor, the
Casino Control Committee.

(5) All applications by the casino operator were examined and approved as being
appropriate in all circumstances.

PORTS AND HARBOURS - FREMANTLE NORTH WHARF
New Contgainer Terminal and Operator

1584. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is a new container terminal and operator to be established and will operate at

North Wharf at Fremantle?
(2) If so, who is the new operator and what is the duration of any lease that is

proposed?
(3) Will the new operator provide a service to Stateships?
(4) If so, on what basis will this new service be provided and what are the terms

or contracts, specific to the time duration of any contract with Stateships?
(5) Has or is it the intent of either Government, the Fremantle Port Authority or

Stateships to give any guarantee or written undertaking to continuity of any
contract of continuing service to be provided by this new operator, and if so,
what are the terms of such undertaktings or guarantees?
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Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) National Terminals Australia Limited. The proposed lease period will be 21

years subject to inclusion of an agreed redevelopment relocation clause and
the commencement daze for t lease will be 1 January 1992 or the date of
commencement of operations, whichever is the later.

(3) National Terminals Fremantle successfully tendered for the stevedoring of
Stateships vessels at Fremantle.

(4) The stevedoring contract between Scateships and National Terminals
Frenmantle is in accordance with the invitations to tender given to all major
stevedoring companies in Frem antle and runs for a period of three years.

(5) On the part of Stateships no guarantee or written undertaking for continuity of
services beyond the present contract has been given, nor is it intended to do
so. Apart from the proposed agreement to lease a terminal area the Fremnantle
Port Authority has given no guarantees to NIAL and has no contracts with
NTAL for services to be provided by that company.

RAILWAYS - AUSTRALIND
Operating Costs - Capital Cost Amortisation

1586. Mr WATT to the Minister for Transpont:
(1) Is the amortisation of the capital cost of the Australind included in the

operating costs for the purpose of assessing profit or loss of the service?
(2) If so, on wbat basis is the calculation made and what was the amount

calculated for the year 1990-91 ?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Yes. Interest and depreciation charges relating to the Ausiralind units are

taken into account in assessing the loss from the service.
(2) Depreciation - Historical cost method over the life of the units which is 20

years: 1990-91 - $459 000
Interest - Westrail's cost of borrowing funds: 1990-91 - $580 000.

PETROLEUM - ALBANY PORT
Sea Transport - Rail Transport Threat

1587. Mr WATT to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the transport of petroleum products to the Port of Albany by sea under

threat of being discontinued in favour of rail transport?
(2) What will be the annual loss to the port authority if the proposal is

implemented?
(3) What impact would the change to rail transport have on the price of fuel?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

Westrail does not transport bulk fuel to Albany for commercial purposes and I
am unaware of any proposal to do so.
WESTRAIL - ALBANY FORESHORE REFURBISHMENT

Locomotive Turntable Changes
1588. Mr WATT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) As part of the refurbishing of the foreshore area at Albany, can the Minister
advise if it is intended that the We stroll locomotive turntable is to be
relocated, retained in its existing location, or removed completely?

(2) If it is to be removed, what is the reason and what alternatives will be
available for the turn around of locomotives?
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Mrs BEGCS replied:
(1) The existing turntable is to be removed.
(2) The turntable is located in the area intended for redevelopment. No decision

has been made on whether it should be replaced pending the outcome of the
current land freight transport policy review.

RAILWAYS - FREIGHT TRAINS, PERTH-ALBANY
Southern Freighter - Karanning Termination Proposal

1589. Mr WAIT to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many freight trains operate each week between Perth and Albany?
(2) Is there any proposal under consideration to reduce the present number and, if

so, when is it likely to occur?
(3) Is there any proposal under consideration for the Southern Freighter to

terminate at Katanning?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Two.
(2)-(3)

The level of freight services to Albany and other great southern locations is
being maintained pending the outcome of the current land freight transport
policy review.

GOVERNMENT OFFICES - CLEANERS
Trade Union or Masters Cleaners Guild Membership Requirement

1597. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Construction:
(1) Has any instruction been issued that all cleaners contracted to clean

Government offices must join a trade union or the Master Cleaners Guild or
that membership is a prerequisite before their contracts will be renewed?

(2) If so, when was it issued, who issued it, why and under what authority?
(3) If no to (1), will the Minister assure the House that disciplinary action will be

taken against any officer of any agency within his responsibility who tells a
cleaner that he or she must join a trade union or the guild if he or she wishes
to keep working?

Mr MeGINTY replied:
(1) No. The only relevant instruction that has been issued to cleaning

contractors - employers - contracted to clean Government offices by the
Building Management Authority is that, to be eligible to render for a Perth
metropolitan or Bunbury cleaning contract, they need to be members of the
employer industry organisation, the Master Cleaners Guild. In other than the
Perth metropolitan and B u nbury areas the succes sful contractor m ust j oin the
Master Cleaners Guild within two months if they are not already members.

(2) The instruction was issued on 7 October 1991 by the Building Management
Authority, under my authority as Minister for Construction. The instruction
was issued on the basis that members of the Master Cleaners Guild are better
performing contractors than non-members because of the Master Cleaners
Guild code of conduct.

(3) No.
SCHOOLS - NEW NORCIA CATHOLIC COLLEGE

Closure
1604. Mr McNEE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Will New Norcia Catholic College be closing at the end of this school year?
(2) is the Minister making any provision for the employment of teachers from the

college, particularly those who will suffer handship as a result of the closure?
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Dr GALLO)P replied:
(1) The Catholic Education Office has confirmed that New Norcia Catholic

College will close at the end of this school year.
(2) The Catholic Education Office has also advised that its officers are working

with individual teachers to assist them in finding positions in other schools in
the Catholic education system for 1992. Any New Norcia teachers who apply
to the Ministry of Education for teaching positions will be considered,
together with other applicants for employment. In addition, negotiations have
been undertaken for the equine studies course which operates at New Norcia
to transfer to Central Midlands Senior High School in Moona. As a result, it is
planned that the part time teacher who has been responsible for the course at
New Norcia will be appointed by the Ministry of Education to continue
teaching equine studies at Central Midlands.

MIDLAND WORKSHOPS - LAND LEASE
1606. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Does the Government intend to lease the land contained in the Midland
Workshops adjacent to the Midland saleyard?

(2) If so, why is the Government leasing this land?
(3) If so, does the Minister intend to call for tenders to lease this land?
(4) If not, why not?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

() I am not awart of the specific land referred to by the member but Westrail has
no current proposals for lease of land in the vicinity of the Midland salcyard.

(2)-(4)
Not applicable.

ABORIGINAL LANDS TRUST - LAND OWNERSHIP
1608. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) How much land is held by the Aboriginal Lands Trust in Western Australia?
(2) Is this fanning land or pastoral (station) land?
(3) If so, how many hectares of farming land and how many hectares of pastoral

land is there?
(4) Is any of this land individually leased by Aboriginal persons?
(5) If so,

(a) how many hectares are individually leased by Aboriginal persons;,
(b) where is this land individually leased by Aboriginal persons;
(c) who holds these leases;
(d) what is the cost to the individuals of these leases?

Dr WATSON replied:
(1) 27 034 657.1138 hectares is held by the Aboriginal Lands Trust in Western

Australia as at 27 August 1991.
(2) Some of this land is farming land, and some is pastoral land or held under

pastoral lease.
(3) There are 28 446.1950 hectares of farming land and 1 076 092 hectares of

pastoral lease land.
(4) Yes.
(5) (a) 10 492.1200 hectares.

(b) In the south west land division.
04438-7
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(c) The relevant information is contained in the annual report of the
Aboriginal Lands Trust for 1989-90.

(d) 'Leasing arrangements for this land vary with each individual case. If
the member has a specific inquiry, details can be provided, subject to
the normal requirements of commercial confidentiality.
HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL

Monthly "Low Activry Day"
1612. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Health:

Is there a "low activity day" once a month at Royal Perth Hospital - that is,
one weekday per month treated as a Sunday?

Mr WILSON replied:
Yes. Currently a six month trial is being conducted at Royal Perth Hospital
with one "low activity day" every four weeks when the hospital operates as on
a public holiday.
HOSPITALS - KING EDWARD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL

Elective Caesarean Sections and Labour Inductions - Fridays and Weekdays Restrictions
1613. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Health:

Are there restrictions on elective caesarean sections and inductions of labour
on Fridays and weekends at King Edward Memorial Hospital?

Mr WILSON replied:
No. One of King Edward Memorial Hospital's efficiency proposals does
include no elective inductions of labour from 1400 hours Friday to 1400 hours
Sunday. This initiative has been put to senior clinical staff at KEMH but they
have yet to meet and consider the matter. The matter of no elective caesarean
sections on weekends has been given an "in principle" agreement by senior
medical staff but still requires further negotiation with the clinical staff
involved. It must be emphasised that the above proposals do not reduce the
services offered by KEMH; all they do is transfer the workload from the
weekends to the working week.

HOSPITALS - SWAN DISTRICT HOSPITAL
Elective Surgery - Weekday Closure

1615. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Health:
Is Swan Districts Hospital closed for elective surgery one day a week on a
rotating basis?

Mr WILSON replied:
Yes, but for elective overnight surgery, not day surgery. The strategy was
introduced in Match 1991, and is not related to current budget measures.
Hospital surgeons were consulted and agreed to it. In brief, the strategy was
intr~oduced as a means of better matching bed availability with operating
theatre sessions, and to reduce what was at the time an unacceptably high rate
of cancellations. I am informed by hospital management that the strategy has
so far proved successful on both counts.

CENTRAL PARK DEVELOPMENT - COMPLETION DATE
1619. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister assisting the Treasurer:

(1) When is it anticipated that the Central Park building will be completed?
(2) What is its expected completion cost?
(3) What proportion of the building has been let?
(4) Have any non-Government tenants signed up for leases and, if so, what

proportion of the building has been let to private tenants?
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Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) The tower is expected to be completed in September 1992 and the associated

site works in December 1992.
(2) $337.2 million.
(3) 16.9 percent of the 64 032 square metres of office space. In addition, the

Government Employees Superannuation Board has recently decided to take
up 2 734 square metres, which when formalised will bring total lease
commitments to 21.2 per cent.

(4) Yes - 16.9 percent.
WESTRALIA SQUARE - BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY

Multiplex Tender Agreement
1627. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Con struction:

(1) Has the Building Management Authority accepted a $7.4 million tender from
Multiplex for the fitting out of nine floors of the Westralia Square building?

(2) If so, which government departments or agencies are going into Westralia
Square on the floors that are being fitted out under that tender agreement?

(3) When were the lease agreements signed?
(4) What rental has been agreed to be paid during the term of the agreement?
(5) Have any oilier Government departments or agencies signed lease agreements

in relation to Westralia Square?
Mr McGINTY replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Crown Law Department; Environmental Protection Authority.
(3) The lease document was executed and stamped on 18 September 199 1.
(4) The rental is $420 per square mete per annum net.
(5) No.

TRANSPORT. DEPARTMENT OF - PETROL REBATES
Outstanding Payments

1651. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the Department of Transport currently running three months behind on the

payment of petrol rebates?
(2) Are there approximately 1500 claims to be processed?
(3) Does the Minister believe this is consistent with the Government's promise to

pay bills within 30 days?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1)-(2)

There ame -

180 claims awaiting payment for July
206 claims awaiting payment for August
122 claims awaiting payment for September
11 claims awaiting payment for October

621
Of the 180 for July, 105 are in the final stages of processing and cheques will
be forwarded next week.

(3) The delay has been caused because there are approximately 400 claims
outside Government guidelines for prompt payment. Also an abormally
large number of claims were received for the period May through August, and
an increase in duplicated claims has required a greater amount Of
crosschecking.
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POLICE - MANPOWER
Warwick, Wanneroo and Joondalup Police Stations

1653. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:
(I) What is the manning level at Warwick Police Station and Wanneroc Police

Station?
(2) What is the prospective manning level for Joondalup Police Station?
(3) Will this change the manning levels as outlined in (1) above?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Warwick 75, Wanneroc 15, excluding traffic branch, CIB, forensic, andi theft,

liquor inspection and regional administration.
(2) 24.
(3) A working party has been established to determine staff levels for the whole

Joondalup police complex. Manning levels are being reviewed at Wannerco
station as the Joondalup Police Station will take over some of the districts
currently policed by Wannerco.

LONGMORE - JVENILE OFFENDERS
Kimberley, Pilbara, Mid-west and Great Southern - Police Escort Costs

1654. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:
Referring to question on notice 1384 of 1991, what are the costs of the escorts
by police of juveniles from the Kinmberley; the Pilbara, the mid-west and the
great southern on remand to Langmore for -
(a) 1988;
(b) 1989;
(c) 1990;
(d) 1991?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
Financial records held by police do not allow this type of expenditure to be
identified. Action is being taken to ascertain if costs can be identified in the
future.

ABORIGINAL LANDS TRUST - LAND OWNERSHIP
1659. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) How many hectares of land are currently held by the Aboriginal Lands Trust?
(2) Where is this land located?
(3) Of this land how much is currently leased?
(4) Where is this leased land located?
(5) Who are the persons/groups who lease land held by the Aboriginal Lands

Trust?
(6) How much do each of these persons/groups pay for these leases?
(7) Since the inception of the Aboriginal Lands Trust in 1973 -

(a) how many hectares of land has the Aboriginal Lands Trust purchased;
(b) what has been the total expenditure on the purchase of land?

Dr WATSON replied:
(1) An answer to this question was provided in the reply to question 1608.
(2) Throughout Western Australia.
(3) 10 444 831.9650 hectares.
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(4) The locations of leased land are sex out in the 1989-90 annual report of the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority - appendices 5.4, 5.5, 5.6,5.7 and 5.8.

(5) This information is also contained in the above annual report.
(6) This matter is subject to the accepted commercial confidentiality practices

between the ALT and the lessees.
(7) The Aboriginal Lands Trust is a landholding body and has not histonically

exercised a specific land purchase function. Funds for land purchase for
Aboriginal groups since 1973 have derived almost exclusively from
Commonwealth Government sources.
TOBACCO CONTROL ACT - IMPLEMENTATION DATE

Sections S(2), 6(l), 11 (1) and (2), and 12; SU1)
1660. Mr MINSON to the inister for Health:

(1) When will the following sections of the Tobacco Control Act come into
operation -

(a) Sections 5(2), 6(1), 11 (1) and (2), and 12;
(b) Section 5(1)?

(2) When these sections come into operation will it become illegal to -
(a) own constructed and unconstructed plastic model kits containing water

slide transfers of tobacco manufacturers' logos;,
(b) import into Western Australia plastic model kits containing water slide

transfers of tobacco manufacturers' logos;
(c) display completed plastic model kits showing tobacco manufacturers'

logos in public;
(d) sell plastic model kits containing water slide transfers of tobacco

manufacturers' logos to and between members of sporting or
modelling clubs?

(3) If yes to any of questions (2)(a-d) under which section of the Act would these
apply?

(4) When the sections of the Act mentioned in (1) come into operation, will it be
illegal to supply any reference material held within sporting or modelling club
libraries which may contain tobacco advertising or feature photographs of
vehicles wearing tobacco sponsors' logos on loan to juniors, those under 17
and other library users?

(5) Is it the intention of this legislation to remove from the public library system
any or all reference materials which deal with tobacco?

(6) Will clubs such as the International Plastic Modellers Society of WA Inc be
able to publish any articles or photographs in their in-house publications
which may feature vehicles displaying logos of tobacco manufacturers?

(7) Will it be an offence to build or construct and display any model or diorama
containing figures, vehicles or buildings containing any form of tobacco
advertising or manufacturers' logos?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) (a) All of these sections took effect on 8 August 1991.

(b) Section 5(l) will take effect on 8 February 1992.
(2) (a) It is not illegal to own model kits containing tobacco manufacturers'

logos. Rather, the Act states that - section 5(2) - it is an offence to
sell, hire or supply objects that contain or constitute a tobacco
advertisement for any direct or indirect benefit.

(b) Simple importation of plastic models for personal and private use
would not appear to be a breach of the Act. However, the distribution
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or sale of these models for direct or indirect benefit will be an
offence - section 5(2).

(c) As from 8 February 1992 any person in Western Australia who
publicly displays a tobacco advertisement for direct or indirect benefit
commits an offence - section 5(l).

(d) It is technically illegal under the Act to sell any object containing a
tobacco advertisement if the object is sold for the direct or indirect
benefit of the person selling it - section 5(2).

In each of the above, the determination of whether the sale or display was for
direct or indirect benefit can only be based on the facts of each particular case.

(3) As in (2) above.
(4) The mere possession of a book which contains a tobacco advertisement is not

an offence. Also a book printed outside Western Australia when its sole or
main purpose is other than the promotion of tobacco products is exempted
from prohibition under the Act, It may well be that a book available for loan
is supplying an object without direct or indirect benefit and therefore would
not be an offence under the Act.

(5) It is not the intention of this legislation to remove from the public library
system reference material which deals with tobacco. Again, possession of
objects which contain tobacco advertisements within the meaning of the Act
is not an offence, and it must be proved that there is a direct or indirect benefit

-in the distribution of those books.
(6) 'Me Act applies only to publications printed or published in Western

Australia. There is no provision in the Act to allow for the publication of
incidental tobacco advertisements by way of in-house publications.
Therefore, the appearance of tobacco logos in an in-house publication would
be prohibited under the Act.

(7) It is not an offence to build or construct any model containing tobacco
advertising. The problemn arises when such a figure. vehicle or building etc is
publicly displayed for any "direct or indirect benefit".
The Commissioner of Health is able to exercise discretion in consideration of
any prosecution under the Act.

HOSPITALS - PUBLIC HOSPITALS
Doctors' Restrooms Refurbishment

1663. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Health:
(1) Have any doctors' restrooms in public hospitals been refurbished in the last

three months?
(2) If so, which hospital/hospitals?
(3) Was an architect and/or a designer used in the refurbishing?
(4) What was the cost per metre of the fabric used for the bedspreads?
(5) What was the total cost of the bedspreads?
Mr WILSON replied:

Not to my knowledge but the clinical staff lounge at King Edward Memorial
Hospital was relocated to allow for the commissioning of the adult special
care area. All physical work was completed more than three months ago but
some of the furniture may have been delivered in the last three months.

(3) I sin advised that an interior designer from the Building Management
Authority gave advice on the relocation.

(4)-(5)
Not applicable.
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BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - GOVERNMENT OFFICES
REFURBISHMENT

Goods Purchasing Officer
1664. Mr MINSON to the Minister for Consmruction:

(1) Does the Building Management Authority use a purchasing officer for the
purchase of goods for the refurbishing of Government departmental offices?

(2) If so, does this purchasing officer deal direct with the companies supplying
the goods?

(3) If the purchasing officer deals through an intermediary, why is this?
Mr McCIINTY replied:
(1)-(2)

Yes.
(3) Not applicable.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN ACT - AMENDMENTS
1666. Dr CONSTABLE to the Minister for Community Services:

(1) Given that the final report of the Adoption Legislative Review Committee
was commissioned in December 1988 and a final report was issued in
February 1991, when will amendments to the Adoption of Children Act be
brought before the Parliament?

(2) If not this year, why not?
Mr RIPPER replied:
(1) It is proposed to introduce the Adoption Act 1991 either in the current spring

session of Parliament or the autumn session in 1992:
(2) The final report of the Adoption Legislative Review Committee was released

for public comment in April 1991. Opportunity has been provided for
members of the public to comment and consideration is being given to all the
views presented.

CUSTODY OF CHILDREN - WESTERN AUSTRALIA STATISTICS
1674. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Community Services:

(1) How many children in Western Australia were placed in custodial care, for
each year since 1981 ?

(2) With regard to (1), what were the number and gender of children in the
following age groups -
(a) 0-2;
(b) 2-4;
(c) 4-6;
(di) 6-8;
(e) 8-10;
(f) 10- 12;
(g) 12-14;
(hi) 14- 18?

(3) Have any of the children under custodial care or State Government
responsibility been identified as "homeless children"?

(4) If so, how many, and what age and gender were they?
Mr RIPPER replied:
(1)-(4)

The Department for Community Services does not operate custodial care
programs as such. Children are either placed in custody - detention - or foster
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care. Could the member please be more specific about what information he
requires.

CUSTODY OF CHILDREN - COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT
Custodian Screening Arrangements

1675. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Community Services:
(1) What are the screening arrangements for custodians employed by the

Department of Community Services, prior to approving them?
(2) What screening/monitoring arrangements are used for custodians who are

employed by DCS, after they have been engaged?
(3) How many approved DCS custodians are in Western Australia presently?
(4) How many were approved for each year since 1981?
(5) How many children in custodial care have reported physical, emotional or

sexual abuse since 1981?
(6) How many custodians have had their approval withdrawn since 1981?
Mr RIPPER replied:

The Department for Community Services does not operate custodial care
programs as such. Children are either placed in custody - detention - or foster
care. Could the member please be more specific about what information he
requires.

MINES DEPARTMENT - EXPLORATION
Approved Locations - Public Identification Procedures

1695. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Does the Mines Department have procedures in place to allow members of the

public to identify locations approved for exploration?
(2) If yes, what are these procedures?
(3) If no, what am the reasons for not allowing members of the public to have

access to the information?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The public is able to view plans at the offices of the Department of Mines,

which show the boundaries of both applied for and granted mining tenements.
Information as to the status of mining tenements is provided free of charge.

(3) Not applicable.
PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETY - PRESENT STATUS

1697. Mr BLOFFWITCH to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) What is the present position of the Permanent Building Society?
(2) When will investors be able to draw from their deposits and at what

percentage?
(3) What money has been returned to date?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) The society has been served with a direction by the registrar pursuant to

section 45 of the Building Societies Act 1976 and an administrator has been
appointed to conduct the affairs of the society.

(2) In the administrator's report of 10 October 1991 he indicated that he was
endeavouring to sell the society as a going concern. Both the timing and
amount of repayments would be significantly improved by such a sale.

(3) Nil, excluding hardship cases amounting to $45 000.
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POLICE - GERALDTON POLICE STATION
Manpower Shortages - Gravel Road Pursuits

1698. Mr BLOFFWITCH to the Minister representing the inister for Police:
(1) Are there staff shortages in patrols and manning of the Geraldion Police

Station due to lack of funds?
(2) During the pursuit of stolen vehicles, are police vehicles not allowed to chase

on gravel road?
(3) If so, does this make a joke of our Police Force?
(4) How many cars were reported stolen in Geraldton over the weekend

19-20 October 1991?
(5) Is there low police force morale in Geraidron?
(6) Has a senior police officer in (Jeraldton recently resigned?
Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) No.
(2) Non-pursuit vehicles negotiate all types of woads. Traffic vehicles are

restricted depending on the situation; that is, emergency or urgent
circumstances.

(3) No.
(4) Two. Vehicles recovered. Three offenders charged.
(5)-(6)

No.

APPLE SCAB - WEST AUSTRALIAN FRUIT GROWERS ASSOCIATION
Fund Continuation Proposal

1714. Mr OMODET to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Has The West Australian Fruit Growers' Association proposed to fund the

continuation of the Apple Scab eradication program?
(2) If so, will the Minister introduce legislation into the Parliament before the end

of this session to facilitate the proposal?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) Will the Minister act expeditiously to initiate action on this issue?
(5) Does the Government intend to match funds on a ratio of two dollars -

Government - to $1 - industry - to match the contribution from the apple
industry?

(6) If not, why not?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Yes, in that the Western Australian Fruit Growers Association has asked the

Minister for Agriculture to take the necessary steps to effect a special
supplementary levy of 200 per 36 litre box for 12 months to provide funds for
compensation of growers financially disadvantaged by the apple scab
eradication program.

(2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Yes.
(5) The Government has no such proposal before it at the moment. If such a

proposal were made, it would be considered by Cabinet.
(6) Not applicable.
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GUARDIANSHIP AND ADMINISTRATION ACT - PROCLAMATION
1720. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

When is it expected that the Guardianship and Administration Act 1990 will
be proclaimed?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
1 July 1992.

PERMANENT BUILDING SOCIETY - INVESTORS' PAYOUT DATE
172 1. Mr CLARKO to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

In reference to the recent announcement that investors in Permanent Building
Society should receive around 800 in the dollar of their investment, what is
the anticipated date when this payout will be made to investors?

Mr DiL. SMIT H replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following response -

See answer to question 1697.

QUESTIONS WITH OUT NOTICE

LAND TAX - NEW ASSESSMENTS
Payments

449. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier
I am pleased to see the Premier fit and healthy again.
(1) When will people paying land tax receive amended assessments for 1991-92?
(2) Is it correct that only about one third of taxpayers will receive relief under the

Government's amended scheme?
(3) Why is this so, given that the majority of taxpayers will still be paying tax

assessments well in excess of the rate of inflation in direct contradiction of the
Premier's commitment on taxes and charges increases.

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1)-(3)

[ thank t Leader of the Opposition for his good wishes and the members
opposite who were kind enough to send me a brief note while I was in
hospital. It is nice to be back with a question like this first up.
Clearly, when the Government set the tax regime in this year's Budget it was
clear in its commitment to keep the impact on business as low as possible.
Members opposite would be await that the Budget figures were framed early
this year. It cakes time for them to get to the Parliament. It was understood,
and no secret was made of the fact, that the additional revenue flowing from
using the same rate of land tax and same principles of valuation as previously
would be 20 per cent higher than in previous years. As I have said in this
House before, that unfortunately is not atypical of what has occurred in the
past. Members would have seen increases in land tax over the years, under
bock this and previous Governments, of the order of 20 per cent and beyond
and as low as three per cent, without changing the system of collection.
This is clearly a tax which requires reform and which has an unacceptable
impact on businesses in the current climate. That is precisely why, when it
became clear what the effect of the new valuations was, particularly on small
business with costs being passed on to them from land owners and building
owners in the central business district, we moved to revert to the earlier
valuations. It is true that not all taxpayers will benefit from that change, but
chose most affected by the new valuation and with the highest rates of
increase will benefit. I understand that about 50 000 taxpayers will receive
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relief this year and 30 000 next year. The new assessments will go out in the
next two to three months and we expect that in light of the total tax burden in
this State that will be a significant improvement in difficult times.
I hope that members opposite, particularly, will support the Government's
attempts, and my attempts at the Premiers' Conference, to change the
complexity of our tax raising in this State. The only way we can do that is to
have a clear and predictable share of taxpayer revenue to ensure that in future
we need rely less on taxes such as land tax, payroll tax, and stamp duty all of
which have regressive elements and most of which decline in an economic
downturn but still affect businesses adversely. The Government is conscious
of that and its push towards reforming land tax, keeping the tax burden as low
as possible, keeping charges below the inflation rate, and reforming
Government trading enterprises and Commonwealth-State financial relations
are part of its recognition of that problem. I hope that members opposite
support the Government in a bipartisan way in its attempts to change the
Federal system.

PRISONS - CASUARINA
Escape Inquiry

450. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister representing the Minister for Corrective
Services:

(1) What is the state of the inquiry being carried out by the Department of
Corrective Services into the break-out from the Casuarina Prison?

(2) Can the Minister assure the House, and in particular the people of my
electorate, that that inquiry will investigate all facets of management of the
prison to ensure that such an escape cannot occur again?

Mr DL. SMITH replied:
(1)-(2)

It is obviously of concern to all members that an escape occurred so early in
the history of Casuarina Prison. I can assure members that an inquiry has
been initiated. The Minister for Corrective Services expects to have a result
from that inquiry within a week. I can assure the member that any problems
disclosed by that report will be corrected immediately. I would like to be able
to assure him that there will never be another such escape from the prison, but
that is impossible to do, prisons being what they are. We will seek to ensure
that there are no further escapes of this kind.

FEDERAL-STATE FINANCIAL RELATIONS - INCOME TAX POWERS
State Revenue Increase - Premier's Submission

451. Mr COWAN to the Premier:
As the Prime Minister has already ruled out the States' resuming income
taxing powers and allocation of a fixed share of tax revenue to the States, can
the Premier advise just what form her submission to the Commonwealth
Government will take at the Premiers' Conference in an attempt to generate
additional revenue options for the State?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
The Prime Minister appeared yesterday to rule out income tax powers for the
States. In fact, our advice is that he could not, in any case, do that as the
States have the power to levy income tax should they wish to do so. The
States examined that option along with others when putting together what was
hoped would be a joint proposal to the Commonwealth Government and the
Prime Minister. However, the other States rejected that option, partly because
they recognised the need for the Commonwealth Government to have national
economic objects and goals and to be able to manage the economy in the
national interest. We took that attitude then, as we did in relation to other
matters such as the recognition of goods and services, qualifications, and so

6081



on. The States have set aside regional and parochial interests in order to
improve national economic performance.
In that spirit we decided that a State income tax option was not desirable. We
believe it is important that the States have a fixed share of the revenue
collected from the taxpayers of Australia - not the Commonwealth's
taxpayers, but the taxpayers of Australia - so that this Parliament can rely on
receiving that revenue and so that we can aver time, through a reduction in
duplication of services - which is another strand that will be addressed at the
Premiers' Conference -

Mr Cowan: All you have done so far is give away powers.
Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all. A clear quid pro quo will be involved. It is important

that people understand that.
Mr Macinnon: They take the quid.
Dr LAWRENCE: If we are talking about maintaining boundaries, I must agree. We

must be united. We cannot be any different from the European community or
the United States of America. We are in very deep economic trouble as it is,
and it is important to remove those obstacles. The States expect the question
of Commonwealth-Stat 'e financial arrangements to remain on the agenda. The
Premiers have all been working very hard towards that end. I understand, as a
result perhaps of my standing on my feet on that question a little today, that
the matter will not be removed from the agenda. We will have a couple of
weeks to ensure - and I hope members opposite will join the Government in
this - that that impetus is not lost in the temporary political squabbles going on
in Canberra at the moment.

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION BILL - PRESENTATION DATE
452. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier:

Can the Premier indicate when the freedom of information Bill will be
presented to the Parliament, and whether it will be retrospective in its
application?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I am delighted to do so, particularly because I am awart of the interest nor
only of members of my own party but also of some members opposite. One
of the newer members, the member for Floreat, in her maiden speech
suggested that she was interested in freedom of information legislation. This
Bill is of great importance to the Government. To the extent that we want to
underline that, it will be fully retrospective.
Other jurisdictions limit the amount of information available in time to their
constituents. New South Wales. Victoria, Tasmania, South Australia and the
Commonwealth, all of which have freedom of information legislation, grant
full access by individuals to their personal files, but official documents cannot
be requested beyond five years. It is important, in my view, as part of the
process of ensuring that Parliament and the people of Western Australia know
what goes on in Government, that there be no such time limit, and it will not
be included in our legislation. That means that the legislation must be very
careful to protect private interests, personal files and personal information. It
also means that for the first time in this country we will have legislation which
will be a model on that question.
This Bill is pant of a very important set of Bills to come before this House,
one which members opposite do not take very seriously. In fact they are
inclined to dismiss them. I have listened with dismay to some of the debates
today on the Acts Amendment (Representation) Bill. This Bill seeks to
establish what other democracies take for granted. It seeks to establish what
people in Eastern Europe are fighting for. It seeks to establish for Western
Australia a position which will enable us to hold our heads up and not be seen
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as scapegoats on this question. Queensland has gone; we remain the one
bastion of a Parliament which is not prepared to look fairly and squarely at the
question of equal representation.
Two other questions clearly relate to the accountability of members of
Parliament and to the performance of members in this place. They refer to
members' financial interests and the disclosure of political donations. Those
matters are very important to this Parliament and to the people of Western
Australia, and if members opposite have any consistency at all, I expect them
to support both Bills and not be cynical in the way they have been for the last
decade.

PREMIERS' CONFERENCE - NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION
COMMITMENT

National Road Transport Corporation Commitment
453. Mr LEWIS to the Premier:

(1) Is it a fact that the Premier, at a Premiers' Conference, committed the Stare
to -

(a) a national rail corporation; and
(b) a national woad transpont corporation?

(2) If yes to (1), is it a fact that to honour this commitment it will be necessary for
the sovereign State of Western Australia to surrender or abrogate to Federal
authorities the State's right to -

(a) administer and regulate Western Australia's own standard gauge
railway network; and

(b) administer, regulate and charge for the licensing of motor vehicles in
Western Australia?

(3) If yes to (1) and (2), on what basis has the surrendering of the sovereign right
of this State been given away without any information, the terms of such
agreements being made known, or otherwise the approval of the Parliament of
Western Australia?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Obviously some of what I have said today, the debate which has been going
on for the last 12 months, the views of the business community and the views
of the rural community have all fallen on deaf ears opposite. I do nor know
where the member has been. The people of Western Australia understand
why the member is not interested in looking to the future of this State. They
understand the member is consistently prepared to pander to sectional
interests against the national interests and against the interests of the people of
Western Australia. We are nlot. If the member is careful in his assessment of
what has already been made known publicly, and what will be the subject of
legislation before this Parliament, he will realise that this State will retain full
sharreholding in the case of the national rail freight corporation. It will be
party to decisions, and in the case of the national road charging system it will
have the right of veto. I do not believe that those matters are ones with which
any sensible member of this Parliament or of this community would disagree.
I am amazed to hear the member for Applecross suggest that this has not been
one of the most public processes in the history of the federation of Australia;
that it has not been one of the most sought after reforms in the history of the
country, and one of the most welcome reforms accepted by economists, the
business community, and thinking members of this community.

An Opposition member Bring it before the Parliament.
Dr LAWRENCE: It will eventually come to this Parliament.
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POSSUMS - SHOOTING LEGALISATION
454. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for the Environment:

Is the Government planning to make it legal to pursue the shooting of
possums in Western Australia as was implied by Hon P.G. Pendal at the
weekend?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The simple answer to that question is no, but I was a touch alarmed by the
publicity given to comments made by that gentleman, who I understand is
now wriggling on the hook with regard to duck shooting now that the Bill will
pass through both Houses of Parliament.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I think he has been caught fishing. We have him neatly hooked.

T'here was no suggestion that this Bill should be given a priority over and
above several other important matters.

Mr Macinnon: Will you put it ahead of freedom of information legislation?
Mr PEARCE: Not at all. We will deal with it in its proper place. There are many

issues to be addressed in this Parliament. I am becoming sick of the
Opposition saying that we should be giving something else priority every time
a matter which concerns the people of Western Australia is addressed in this
House. A proper legislative program covers many priorities - things which
are important in many sectors of the community.

Mr Omodei: Is this on the list of Bills you want passed?
Mr PEARCE: It is not a Bill which is currently on the Notice Paper.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: For heaven's sake! Members asked me for a list of priorities for Bills
on the Notice Paper.
Several members inteijected.
Mr PEARCE: It is not on the Notice Paper.
The SPEAKER: Order! If members are as hungry as I am they will keep

interjecting and we will share an early dinner.
Mr PEARCE: I am hungry, so I am prepared to heip out there. Members opposite

asked for a list of items on the Notice Paper with which the Government
wanted to deal.

Mr Cowan: That is not true; I asked for a list of things you wanted to deal with, not
what was on the Notice Paper.

Several members interjected-
Mr PEARCE: I said there were some additional Bills to be introduced. That is for

the Government to decide, in conjunction with other members who have Bills
on the Notice Paper. I am nor saying the Government will inwrouce the duck
shooting Bill this session. What 1 am saying is that an Opposition member
has been reported in the newspaper because he knows how much the
environmental people want the duck shooting Bill to pass. As Opposition
spokesman on the environment he is trying to make himself popular on this
issue. Because he is wriggling on that hook he is trying to suggest that the
Government is about to make it legal to shoot possums. That is not true. It is
not legal to shoot possums in this State. They are a protected species, and
there is nothing in the proposal by the Minister for Health which would make
it legal to shoot possums.

Mr Lewis: Aboriginal people are allowed to shoot possums.
Mr PEARCE: I am concerned that people, acting on that kind of report, may believe

that it is now legal to shoot possums in this State, therefore I have instructed
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the Department of Conservation and Land Management to insert
advertisements in the weekend Press to draw it to the attention of people that
the shooting of possums in Western Australia is illegal.

Mr Lewis: It is legal for Aboriginal people.
Mr PEARCE: Possums are a protected species. Before we start the member for

South Perth going on this subject, I ami sure we will hear more about this
when the debate comes on. Some members opposite should take account of
their responsibilities Co the community.

Mr MacKinnon: It will be a political argument.
Mr PEARCE: It will not be. I will address that. I will ensure that the wording of the

advertisements does not in any way involve debate about duck shooting or
refer to the comments of the gentleman concerned. They will simply tell
people that it is illegal to shoot possums. Members opposite should be more
responsible about these issues. I understand the business of trying to score
political points, but it is Mnother matter to introduce these kinds of measures
that mislead people about rights under the law. I understand that Hon Phillip
Pendai is proposing to set up a Select Committee to inquire into these Bills. I
will look forward to the establishment of the Select Committee because I want
to be on that committee. In the Sunday Times recently Hon Phillip Pendal
said that he had been assured that the amendment to the Health Act would
allow possums to be killed in Western Australia although at present they were
a protected species. I want to know who assured him of that. Is it the same
Queen's Counsel that the Liberal Party uses who gives opinions now and then
on issues before the Parliament? Who could possibly have assured Mr Pendal
about the environmental laws of this State - which under certain Acts have
priority over almost all other legislation in this State? Who could have
assured Mr Pendal that the proposed legislative changes would make it legal
to shoot possums in this State? No competent person could have done that. I
want to be on that Select Committee when it is set up to ask those questions
myself.

POWER STATIONS - COAL FIRED POWER STATION, COLLIE
No Government Assistance Undertaking

455. Dr ALEXANDER to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:
(I) Can the Minister give an unequivocal undertaking that there will be no

Government subsidy or financial assistance, direct or indirect, to the proposed
private power station at Collie?

(2) Will the Minister tell the House if the proposed guarantee to purchase a set
amount of power amounts to indirect financial assistance?

Dr GALLOP replied:
(1) There is no Government subsidy. We have allocated risk in the project; the

risk has been passed to the private developers. Th1ey must produce the power
and at the price agreed upon if they are to make a profit. Of course that power
will be purchased by the State Energy Commission, and will allow us to start
to reduce electricity tariffs in this State throughout the 1990s and beyond, for
30 years.

(2) The second part of the question deals with the terms of the support that has
been agreed upon by the Government - which will be brought to Parliament -
to underpin this project. That support, of course, amounts to securing a
contract.

Mr Wiese: That's beautiful!
Dr GALLOP: It is not; it is the English language. The English language is a

wonderful language. I have the ability to use that language correctly.
Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr GALLOP: In considering this matter, the Government took very clear advice that

the nature of the State agreement - which will be bmought to the Parliament
and debated - will have no impact on the credit rating of this State. Therefore,
as a result, it will have no impact on the State's finances. We were very
insistent that that be the case. We protected our State's interests but at the
same time we worked very hard to make sure that this project gets under way.
The same thing cannot be said about members opposite. This project is the
biggest private power project in the world currently. The rest of the world is
astounded and interested -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Dr GALLOP: The rest of the world is astounded by the bravery of this Government

in opening up a great deal of our infrastructure to private sector development.
The rest of the world is very interested because people know that this is the
direction we should take to progress in this country. The pathetic creatures
opposite have no faith in the State of Western Australia.

The SPEAKER: Order!
An Opposition member: Is this Parliament, or is this "Fast Forward"?
The SPEAKER: Order! It is not Parliament; it is more like "East Forward". When

the Minister sits down I will fast forward this place, and leave.
Dr GALLOP: This project is very important to this State in the short, medium and

long run. The member for Perth would be well advised to be well read on this
subject when he faces the electorate of Perth next time.
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