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of which 12 were assessed to be frivolous,
it would seem that the public is improving
and therefore there is a reduced need for
this legislation, when we compare the
present situation with that of 1965.

Point of Order
The Hon. 0. C. MacKINNON: On a

point of order, is it possible in this House
for me to move that the honourable mem-
ber's comments be continued at another
time?

The PRESIDENT: I know of no such
Standing Order.

Debate Resumed
The Hon. R. F. CLAUGHTON: I will

be only another minute or so. Members
can refer to Hansard for the remainder of
those figures.

Clause 13 relates to deregistration. I
have several remarks to make in relation
to this clause, but I will leave them until
the Committee stage. Clause 14 concerns
fees to be prescribed. Perhaps the Mini-
lster could ascertain what the suggested
level of fees will be because the second
reading speech gave no indication of this.

I have already dealt with the amend-
ments I have on the notice paper, so with
those remarks I support the second read-
ing.

Debated adjourned, on motion by the
H-on. Olive Grifiths.

BILS (5): RECEIPT AND FIRST
READING

1. Taxi-cars (Co-ordination and Con-
trol) Act Amendment Bill. -

2. Transport Commission Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bills received from the Assembly; and,
on motions by the Hon. N. E. Bax-
ter (Minister for Health), read a
first time.

3. Motor Vehicle (Third Party Insur-
ance) Act Amendment Bill (No. 2).

4. Town Planning and Development Act
Amendment Bill.

5. Metropolitan Region Town Planning
Scheme Act Amendment Bill.

Bills received from the Assembly;
and, on motions by the Hon. 1. 0.
Medcalf (Honorary Minister), read
a first time.
House adjourned at 6.14 p.m.

£CrI01UI1Ut Atiarmty
Tuesday, the 9th September, 1975

The SPEAKER (Mr Hutchinson) took
the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

BILLS (4): MESSAGES
Appropriations

Messages from the Lieuteniant-Governor
received and read recommending appro-
priations for the purposes of the following
Bills-

1. Metropolitan Region Town Planning
Scheme Act Amendment Bill.

2. Juries Act Amendment Bill.
3. Supreme Court Act Amendment Bill.
4. Health Education Council Act Amend-

ment Bill.

QUESTIONS (43): ON NOTICE
1. SANTA MARIA DEVELOPMENT

Study Group

Mr TAYLOR, to the minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:
(1) Who are the members of the study

group inquiring Into proposed land
uses in the Santa Maria area?

(2) When was this group formed?
Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) (a) That portion of the Santa

Maria land contained within
the Mussel Pool area--

D. C. Munro, Convenor,
H. E. Hunt;
Dr I. D Can;,
L. D. Marshall:

with power of co-option.
(b) The remaining land-

Town Planning Department.
(2) 16th July, 1975.

2. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Land Acquisition: Yilbunga Pastoral

Company
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Further to my question 19 of 26th
August, 1975, as I was not refer-
ring to the Wilbinga Pastoral
Company but to the Yllbunga
Pastoral Company, will he lit the
price of land resumed from that
company?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:

As no resumption took place from
Yilbunga Pastoral Company, there
is no price to be listed.

3. iNDUSTRIL DEVELOPMENT
Land Acquisition: Wilbinqa Pastoral

Company

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Where is the location of 5 000
acres now the subject of resump-
tion from the Wilbinga Pastoral
Company?
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Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:

On the coast 64 km north of Perth
and about midway between Gull-
derton and Yanchep Sun City.

4. INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY
Resumptions

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

Are there any areas which are
presently the subject of resump-
tion by the Industrial Lands
Development Authority specifically
for purposes associated with
Urban Land Council objectives?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:

No.

5. SANTA AhRIA DEVELOPMENT
Plan; Town Planning Department and

Community Recreation Council
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
nling:-
(1) Will he table the draft plan pre-

pared by the Town Planning De-
partment which relates to the pur-
chase of recreational land north
of Perth?

(2) Will he table the comments of the
Community Recreation Council on
this plan, if there were any writ-
ten comments?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Yes, draf t plan Is tabled as re-

quested.
(2) There are no written comments

available.
The plan was tabled (see paper No-
LiZ).

6. RURAL RECONSTRUCTION SCHEME
Applications: Roe Electorate

Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What was the number of applica-

tions for rural reconstruction in
Shires of Esperance, Ravensthorpe,
Kent, Lake Grace and Onowan-
gerup in the years of 1970-71,
1971-72, 1972-73, 1973-74 and
1974-75?

(2) How many of these were for debt
reconstruction and how many for
farm build-up?

(3) How many applications were suc-
cessful In each category?

(4) Of the applications rejected could
he detail the reasons for refusal?

(5) (a) Is he concerned with the
number of cases rejected on
the grounds of viability;

(b) If "Yes" to (a) does he pro-
pose to have the situation in-
vestigated in an attempt to
permit more cases to be ap-
proved?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) to (3) The authority commenced

operations during 1971 and statis-
tics were not compiled until after
June of that year.
Esperance - Ravensihorpe Kent -
Lake Grace and Onowangerup

Shires~
Year Debt Reconstruction

Received Approved Declined
1072 -161 43 95
1973 U3 2_ 17

1947 5 0
1975 34 0 18

&1 8 130

Year

1972 ..
1973 ..
19741 .

7.

Received
5$

20

124

Farm Bunild-up
A pproved

14
22
28
14

78

(4) Esperance - Ravensthorpe Kent -
Lake Grace and Onowangerup
Shires~

Not viable-122.
Not in need-21.
Not eligible-23.

(5) (a) and (b Yes. I have had a
number of discussions with the
chairman of the authority to see
If any alteration should be made
to present levels of assessment.

PAY-ROLL TAX
Rebates: Applications

Mr TAYLOR, to the Treasurer:
With respect to his news release
(Ret: P75/663 of 25th July) re-

garding pay-roll tax rebates and
as reported in The West Austra-
lian-
(a) in which of the statistical

divisions of the State did the
25 Industries referred to have
their principal place of busi-
ness;

(b) how many industries made
application for such asistance
and from which statistical
divisions;

(c) on what date or dates were
advertisements placed inviting
industries to apply;

(d) was any closing date for
receipt of applications indi-
cated;
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(e) will he Indicate the sums of
money Involved with respect
to those businesses In which

....the rebates represented
the total pay-roll tax collec-
tion of the businesses con-
cerned";

(f) how many of the 25 Industries
referred to " . . .would have
had to cease operations ... P
and what amount of money
was involved in each case?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
Applications were recorded in re-
gional areas rather than statisti-
cal divisions and in this context
the information sought is as fol-
lows-
(a) Albany ..... .. 4

Eunbury 3
Eastern Goldfields-

Esperance .. .... 3
Narrogin-Northarn-

Merredin ... ... 3
Geraldton .. ... 2
Carnarvon ... 2
Pilbara .~ .. 1
Kimberley .... .... 2
Special areas as per the

Act -. .. .. 5

Where approved decentralised
operations had a metropoli-
tan head office, the operation
which qualified for relief has
been included in the appro-
priate region.

(b) A total of 480 applications for
assistance under the Act was
received. As many of the
applicants were in fact branch
operations of metropolitan
businesses and the nalance of
applications were recorded in
the terms of the above re-
gional areas, segregated in-
formation on a statistical
division basis is not available.

(c) Advertisements were placed in
the major metropolitan and
Provincial newspapers during
the period 29th January, 1975
to 2nd February, 1975.

(d) Yes. 31st March, 1975.
(e) The total payment made was

$49 922.89 which represents
the total pay-roll tax pay-
ments made in respect of the
aplications approved.

(f) It is not possible to provide a
categorical answer in this re-
spect. Each of the approved
applicants had experienced
difficult trading times, how-
ever, and most could be con-
sidered to face continuing dif-
ficulties.

8.

The appropriate part tLf the
Press statement referred to
"Wr either newly-estab-
lished, planning expansion or
have had to cease operations
had pay-roll tax rebates not
been available to them".

MEAT INDUSTRY
Select Commnittee: Constitutionaolity

Mr JAMIESON, to the Speaker:
(1) In view of Standing order 355 is

the Select Committee appointed by
this House on Wednesday, 3rd
September, 1975, properly consti-
tuted?

(2) If because of their farming inter-
ests some members of the commit-
tee are deemed to be ineligible, In
what way can this now be cor-
rected?

The SPEAKER replied:
In reply to parts (1) and (2), I
advise that it would have been best
to have raised the matter as a
point of order at the time the
motion for appointment was be-
fore the House; however, as I see
it, the definition of "Pecuniary
Interest" in Standing Order 2
clearly indicates that there is no
infringement,

9. STATE ELECTRICITY COMMISSION
Collie Coal and Fuel Oil: Prices
Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:
(1) What was the average price the

SEC was paying for Collie coal as
at 1st September, 1975?

(2) What was the price the SEC was
paying for fuel oil as at 1st Sep-
tember, 1975?

(3) What is the Btu value of a ton
of Collie coal?

(4) what is the Btu value of a ton of
fuel oil?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) For the month of August, 1975,

the average price of a tonne of
coal from all sources-excluding
rail freight-was $8.08. A new
three-year period contract price
however will have retrospective ef-
fect from 1st July, 1975, when
negotiations are concluded.

(2) $58 per tonne.
(3) Average for the 12-month period

ended 30th June, 1975, 20.00
MJ/kg (8 599 Btu/lb).

(4) Average for the 12-month period
ended 30th June, 1975, 43.31
MJ/kg (18 546 Btu/Ib).
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1. EAST PERTH AND KWINANA
POWER STATIONS

Generation Output: Reduction
Mr T'. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Fuel and Energy:
(1) Is it correct that the East Perth

power station has been reduced in
output, and only working a limited
number of days per week?

(2) If so, will he outline the restricted
production hours and the reasons?

(3) Has the output from the Ewinana
oil burning station also been re-
duced on a comparable basis?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) Yes.
(2) As from the 7th September, 1975,

staff will be rostered to operate
the generating plant for two shifts
per day, Mondays to Fridays in-
clusive. The system loads are not
sufficient to economically justify
the running of East Perth plant
over night or during week ends.

(3) The output from the Kwlnana oil
burning station is kept to a mini-
mum commensurate with system
security and this has not changed.

11. PROSTITUTION
Kalgoorlie: Files

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Police:
(1) Is there a file kept in Perth police

headquarters re Kalgoorlie broth-
els?

(2) Does it contain the facts concern-
ing Henley and Wilkinson?

(3) Will he table the file or that part
of the file dealing with these offi-
cers?

(4) Is there a file kept by the police
at Kalgoorlie dealing with brothels
in Kalgoorlie?

(5) Is this file known as the "Do's
and Dont's" file relating to broth-
els?

(6) Will he table that file?
Mr
Ple'
(1)

O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
d:
A file is kept at police head-
Quarters re brothels at Perth and
Kalgoorlie.

(2) and (3) No.
(4) No. There is a register contain-

ing names of prostitutes working
in Kalgoorlie, together with names
of the next-of-kin and a list of
their convictions.

(5) and (6) No.

12. CHIROPRACTORS

Qualifications
Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Minister consider any

degree or qualifications are
necessary for the protection of the
public, for Persons other than
qualified physiotherapists and
M.fls. practising spinal manipu-
lations in Western Australia?

(2) If none, then why is it necessary
to require such qualifications and
registration of chiropractors?

(3) If any qualifications are necessary
could he please give such qualifi-
cations in clear detail, training re-
quired where such courses are
available and the manner in
which these courses have been
recognised by the Western Aus-
tralian Department of Public
Health?

(4) (a) Is the Chiropractors Regis-
tration Board effectively ad-
ministering Part 4. section 19
of the Act;

(b) is the board aware of any
Persons suspected of breach-
ing that section of the Act.
and if so, what action is the
board taking on this matter;

(c) has the Chiropractors Regis-
tration Board requested
amendments to the Chiro-
practors Act;

(d) if so, for what reason and
what action has the Minister
taken In this matter since
taking office;

(e) has he In his official capacity
met with the members of that
board, or visited a chiroprac-
tor's office?

(5) Could the Minister please advise
who may practise chiropractic in
Western Australia and what qual-
fications are necessary?

(6) Does the Act allow anyone who
wants to, to Practise manipula-
tion, providing he does not call
himself a chiropractor?

(7) Does the Minister believe the ori-
ginal purpose or intent of the Act
was to-

()protect the name and use of
the name chiropractor; or

(b) Provide for adequate quali-
fication of chiropractors and
thus assure the public of some
measure of Protection from
persons with inadequate
training skill or qualifications
who attempted to practise
chiropractic?
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(8) Can the Minister assure the House (13) It is understood that matricula-
that the Act is being so admninis-
tered as to afford ideal protec-
tion to the Public, and appropriate
qualifications for all persons who
claim to be chiropractors or who
practise chiropractic?

(9) Has the Minister made himself
familiar with any of the various
governmental inquiries and Royal
Commission into chiropractic?

(10) If so, is he satisfied that the cur-
rent Act is equal to the many
other Acts governing this profes-
sion elsewhere In the world?

(11) Does the current definition of
chiropractic compare favourably
with definitions used in more re-
cent legislation, such as Canada
or the U.S.A.?

(12) Does the current wording of the
Act compare favourably with the
generally accepted legislative con-
cept of what a chiropractor does?

(13) What are the current entrance
qualifications necessary for Aus-
tralian students wishing to com-
mence study in those U.S.A. col-
leges that are mentioned in the
rules of the Chiropractors Act?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Yes, the Minister considers rules

made under section 18 subsection
(c) of the Chiropractors Act pro-
vide for the necessary qualifica-
tions.

(2) Answered by (1).
(3) Copy of rules are tabled.

(4) (a) Yes.
(b) No.
(C) Yes.
(d) The Minister has considered

a Proposed amendment from
the board, referred it to
Crown Law, considered the
Crown Law opinion and de-
cided the amendment could
not be made operable.

(e) The Minister has met mem-
bers of the board but has r-ot
visited a chiropractor's riffice.

(5) I refer the Member to section 20
of the Chiropractors Act.

(6) I refer the Member to section 19
of the Chiropractors Act.

('7) (a) and (b3) Yes.
(8) and (9) Yes.

(10) Yes, although the Acts in other
Countries of the world are not
known.

Q11) This is not known.
(12) Yes.

13.

tion plus two years' college type
education is necessary.

Copy of the rules was tabled (see
Paper No. 372).

LAND
Warn bro Sound: Town Planning Policy,

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:

Referring to question 4 of 18th
September, 1974, regarding use of
land in the Warnbro Sound, can
he advise the present position?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
Representations have recently
been made by the Warnbro Sound
Conservation Society and the
Rockingham Shire Council re-
garding the acquisition of an
extensive foreshore area under
one of the Commonwealth fin-
anced programmes. This recom-
mendation is being examined.

14. RAILWAYS
Rockinghzam-Garden Island Line
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Transport:

Relative to the proposed railway
line through Rockingham to
Garden Island-
(a) what is the expected date of

commencement of construc-
tion;,

(b) what is the estimated date
of completion;

(c) what is the estimated cost of
construction;

(d) what is the number of people
who will be employed on the
construction;

(e) will construction workers be
drawn from the Rockingham
area;

(f) is it expected that a passenger
service to Fremantle will oper-
ate on the line;

(g) what gauge will the line be;
(h) how many trains per day

during the first two years of
operation are expected to use
the line;

(I) how much revenue does the
department expect to derive
from the line within the first
two years of operation?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:

(a) The construction of the
Mangles Bay railway line
through Rockingham and ter-
minating in the vicinity of the
existing causeway to Garden
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Island, is dependent upon
plans for development of new
harbour facilities in the area.
The question of extension of
this railway over the cause-
way to Garden Island is a
matter for the Commonwealth
Government.

(b) to (i). The proposal is a long
term one and no detailed
planning, other than the loca-
tion of the route, has been
carried out. Therefore, ques-
tions (b) to Q) cannot be
answered at this stage.

15. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Home Medications: Sale Outlets

Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Is he aware that pressure is being

exerted to restrict the sales of
home medications, i.e. cough mix-
tures, headache tablets and pow-
ders, laxatives, etc.. to Pharmacies
only?

(2) Does he realise that such action,
if successful, would be detrimien-
tal to consumers?

(3) What action does he propose to
take?

Mr ORAYDEN replied:
(1) I am aware that suggestions have

been made to restrict the sales of
analgesics to pharmacies only.
Inquiries have not disclosed any
Pressures or suggestions to have
the other home medications re-
stricted to pharmacies. However,
I remind the Member that sales of
compounds containing poisons in
certain schedules of the Poisons
Act have always been restricted.

(2) It is realised that successful
action to restrict the sales of all
home medications would be detri-
mental to consumers.

(3) None at this time. Any appli-
cation submitted to vary the list
of exempted goods would be deter-
mined by the Retail Trade Ad-
visory and Control Committee.

18. CONSUMER PROTECTION
Dangerous Goods: Recommendations

Mr HARMAN, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Has the Consumer Affairs Coun-

cil considered matters relating to
dangerous goods?

Q2) Has the Consumer Affairs Coun-
cil made any recommendations on
this subject to him?

(3) What were the recommendations
and what action has he taken or
does he propose to take?

Mr
(1)

GRAYDEN replied:
and (2) Yes.

(3) The recommendations
under examination.

17.

18.

are still

HOUSING
Rental Accommodation: Cockburn

Electorate
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) With respect to the proposed rent

increases on SHC accommodation,
how many units of rental accom-
modation are situated in-
(a) the Kwlnana Shire;
(b) Coolbellup:
(c) Hamilton Hill and East Hamn-

ilton Hill?
(2) What is the estimated total of

the additional revenue expected
with respect to rent increases in
each of the above areas?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) Kwinana Shire-i 251 units.

(b) Coolbellup-811 units.
(c) Hamilton Hill and East Ham-

ilton HIII-344 units.
(2) Estimated total of additional rev-

enue in a full Year-
(a) Rwinana Area-$207 000.
(b) Coolbellup-$158 000.
(c) Hamilton Hill and East Ham-

ilton HIII-$61 000.

HOUSING

46 McKenzie Way, Embleton: Sale
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Is he aware that Mrs Norwood of

46 McKenzie Way, Embleton was
requested by myself acting on the
advice of Mr Brian David, to seek
an appointment with Mr David
at the State Housing Commission
but was refused permission to see
him when she went in to the com-
mission?

(2) Is he aware that my constituent
is in poor health but nevertheless
made a special trip to Perth as re-
quested?

(3) Is he also aware that many people
complain of the overbearing atti-
tude of counter staff at the com-
mission?

(4) Is it a fact that No. 46 McKenzie
Way is being purchased by Stuart
McGillvra who also owns a house
in Mundaring?
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(5) Is it legitimate that he should own
such a bouse as well as purchas-
ing a State Housing Commission
dwelling?

(6) What are the conditions governing
the letting of houses which are in
the process of being purchased
from the State Housing Commis-
sion?

(7) What are the responsibilities of
a purchaser of a SHC house to see
that the house is left in a reason-
able condition of repair?

(6) Is he aware that the house Is
badly affected by termites and is
otherwise In a poor condition?

Mr
(1)

20.

P. V, JONES replied:
to (8) Having regard that some of
the information required by the
Member is of a personal nature,
I propose to answer in writing in
the next few days.

19. MOTOR VEHICLES
Main Roads Department Study of Numbers

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Adverting to the answer to ques-

tion on notice 24 of 3rd Septem-
ber. 1975 in which he stated that
no study on State population and
motor vehicle numbers was made
by the Main Roads Department in
1972, is he aware of the existence
of a study entitled "Etstimates of
1985 population and motor vehicle
numbers in the State, local gov-
ernmient and locality areas" dated
January 1972?

(2) If so, will he table It?
Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:
(1) The study referred to was carried

out in 1971 and listed population
and motor vehicles numbers for
the State, local government and
locality areas for 1966 and esti-
mates for 1985. It did not include
population or motor vehicle num-
bers for 1972.
The study was not published as it
was completed by the Main Roads
Department solely for the purpose
of assisting the department with
the planning of the future road
system, particularly in country
areas. These population and
vehicle estimates, like all fore-
casts, will be subject to variations
with time.

(2) I hereby table a copy of the study.
Copy of study was tabled (see paper
No. 373).

SEWERAGE
Effluent at Mullaloo

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) What will be the precise nature

of the effluent to be discharged
into the ocean at the proposed
sewerage outfall at Mullaoo?

(2) What are the details of the I reat-
ment which will be accorded the
effluent before such discharge?

(3) Is the OSIRO investigating the
efficacy of using sewerage effluent
to water pine plantations?

(4) If so, at what stage is the research
at present?

(5) Has the possibility of such a use
of effluent affecting the quality of
water in the Gnangara mound
been investigated?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) The precise nature of the effluent

will turn on the nature of the raw
sewage input. It is anticipated
the following analysis will apply-

.O.D.
ftuIspcn'frt solids
Total nitrogen
1'hnaphorus ..

Chromiumw ..
Cadmium
Lo1per
IMercury
Anic
ron .

Milll1grmmm/LiI re
20
so

le&A. than 15
15

1cm than 0-04
itM9 tbun 0-02
less thani 001

0.1
0-2
00002

Ln'i titan 0-02
0.1,

(2) It will be the product of a modern
conventional activated sludge
waste water treatment plant pro-
viding primary and secondary
physico-biological treatment. Its
performance will be monitored by
professional chemists. The plant
is designed to achieve what is
known as the "Royal Commission"
standard which in general terms
is recognised as a suitable stand-
ard of effluent allowing for dis-
charge into a flowing river with
only an 8 to I dilution.

(3) and (4) Yes. A project has been
proceeding at Beenyup in which
the pines have received trickle
irrigation using the effluent
produced by the extended aeration
plant. This plant is about to be
converted to a conventional acti-
vated sludge plant.

(5) At the level of the present appli-
cation and having regard to the
recharge area, the depth of natural
sand filter to water level and the
distance from the proposed bores
of the Onangara Mound, it Is con-
sidered that these waters are ade-
quately protected.
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21. TOWN PLANNING
Eneabba, Leeman, and Gin gin:

Co-ordinating Authtority
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:
(1) Further to questions on notice 72

and 39 asked on 8th May and 12th
August respectively, what is the
current situation concerning the
planning of Eneabba, Leeman and
Gingin, in anticipation of their
development to house workers
(and their families) involved in
mineral sand mining projects?

(2) (a) What is the approximate
population size of these
centres at the present time
and what Is, the anticipated
population by 1980;

(b) what is the present extent of
community services at these
centres, e.g., WAGR service to
Perth, electricity, water sup-
ply, schools, police station,
telephone, doctor, airstrip,
ambulance service?

(3) Which authority is co-ordinating
development and servicing at
these centres?

(4) Which of these towns are covered
by approved town planning
schemes?

(5) What specific opportunities are
being provided for existing resid-
ents of these towns to participate
In planning town development?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) (a) Eneabba-Provision of roads

and services to the area cov-
ered by Stage 1 of the Ene-
abba Townsite Plan pre-
pared by the Town Planning
Department, is nearly com-
plete.

(b) Leeman-Initial demand by
Western Titanium Is for 56
residential lots which is ex-
pected to increase to 100 lots
in two years' time. The Town
Planning Department has
agreed to undertake:
0) conceptual planning for

the future growth of the
townsite, and

(Hi) detailed subdivision de-
sign to accommodate the
company's requirements
and other land releases
by the Department of
Lands and Surveys.

(c) Oingin-A guided develop-
ment plan for the townsite is
being formulated with ade-
quate provision of land

zoned for residential pur-
poses; no concrete negotia-
tions have been entered into
regarding possible housing
requirements for any mineral
sands company.

(2) (a)-
Town; present population;
estimated population 1980.
Eneabba; approximately 400

people; not available.
Leeman; approximately 320

people; not available.
Gingin; approximately 340

people; not available,
Population by 1960 depends
largely on future work force
requirements.

(b) Community services:
(i) Eneabba: General store,

2 fuel depots, tavern,
primary school, voluntary
ambulance service, oval,
airstrip. Roads and ser-
vices covering Stage I of
townsite plan.

(ii) Leeman: General store,
roadhouse, caravan park
and camping area, lic-
ensed club, oval, fore-
shore picnic areas, air-
strip. .

(ill) Gingin: General store,
service stations, caravan
park, hotel, railway, oval,
basketball courts, tele-
phone exchange, police
station, post office, bowl-
ing club, church, tennis
courts, primary school,
library and council build-
ings, C.W.A. rest rooms.

(3) Ca) Eneabba: Townsltes Develop-
ment Committee. Planning
and development is controlled
by the Shire of Carnamah
under an interim development
order.

(b) Leeman., Coorow Shire Coun-
cil under its interim develop-
ment order. Lands Depart-
ment significantly controls
release of Crown land lots
and servicing requirements.
Intended to come under the
co-ordination and control of
the Town Sites Development
Committee.

(o) Gingin: Gingin Council under
its town planning scheme No.
2 which covers the whole
Shire. A guided development
plan is currently being for-
mulated.

(4) Gingin.
(5) Ca) Eneabba: A public meeting

was held at Eneabba on 20th
August. 1974, where the town-
site plan was discussed and
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debated. Local authority is
represented on the Townaites
Development Committee's
Sub-Committee on Eneabba.

(b) Leeman: Local authority re-
presentative on the Townsites
Development Committee.

(c) Gingin: The Gingin Rate-
payers' Town Planning Com-
mittee and the Gingin Coun-
cil are preparing a guided
development plan for Gingin
In consultation with the
Town Planning Department.

22. TOWN PLANNING
Jurien, Greenhead, and Leeman:

Priorities
Mr A. R. TONKCIN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
nling:
(1) Further to questions on notice 23

and 10, asked on 17th and 24th
April respectively, have Priorities
yet been determined in the plan-
ning and servicing of centres on
the West Midlands coast?

(2) If so, what are the Priorities and
what Is the position in regard to
Jurien, Oreenhead and Leeman in
particular?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) NO.
(2) See above.

23. TOWN PLANNING
Eneabba and Leeman: Co-ordinating

Authority
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Industrial flevelopment:
(1) Further to questions on notice. 19

and 39, asked on 7th May and 12th
August respectively, would he
please table plans showing pro-
posed development and servicing
of the Eneabba and Leeman town-
sites?

(2) Which authority is, responsible for
co-ordinating development of
these centres?

(3) Having regard for the zoning
clause in the mineral sands agree-
rnents, for the strong community
feeling at both Leeman and
Greenhead as indicated in tabled
paper 158. and the desire for local
involvement by Eneabba residents
as indicated in a recent issue of
Community (published by DURD),
what specific opportunities are
being provided for these towns-
people to readily participate in
planning development of their
towns?

(4) (a) In view of the intrusion of
mineral sand deposits and
mining tenements In the

Eneabba townsite, what con-
sideration has been given to
the provision of a greenbelt
around the town;

(b) what planning has taken
Place to plant a shield of
trees around the town; what
number, species and age trees
will be Planted; in general
terms, what is the planting
schedule; which authority will
be responsible for funding and
imnplenmenting the scheme?

(5) How many workers will actually
live adjacent to mining areas
rather than In Eneabba itself?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
pied:

(1) A copy of the Eneabba plan will
be prepared and tabled. Planning
for Leeman is in progress in con-
sultation with the local authority.

(2) Townsites Development Commit-
tee of the Planning and Co-ordin-
ating Authority.

(3) This is a function of the local
authority and I understand in the
case of Eneabba. planning, public
meetings were held to discuss the
proposals.

(4) (a) Eneabba townshte boundary
has been extended to include
a greenbelt.

(b) The Shire of Carnatnab is
proceeding with a tree plant-
ing programme on the advice
of the Forests Department.

(5) A very limited number for special
operational purposes.

24. TOWN PLANNI1NG
Eneabba: Studies

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
industrial Development:
(1) Prior to the signing of the Allied

Eneabba Agreement and the deci-
sion to house the mining work
force at Eneabba, 'what climato-
logical and socio-environmental
studies were undertaken to assess
the suitability of the town for
residential development?

(2) Who made the assessment and
what were the conciusions and
recommend ations?

(3) What is the average maximum
temperature at Eneabba during
the months of December, January,
February and March?

(4) What outdoor recreation facilities
exist and are proposed at
Eneabba?
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Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) 1 have been advised that studies

were undertaken by the mining
companies when considering the
alternative locations for work force
housing prior to the Tonkin Gov-
ernment and the mining compan-
ies agreeing on a course of action.

(2) At that time the Tonkin Govern-
ment did not oblige the companies
to submit planning studies to the
State.

(3) Eneabba: December, 33.1: Janu-
ary, 34.6; February, 35.7; March,
32.2.

(4) Planning incorporated the exist-
ing oval and envisages further re-
creational facilities including a
golf course,
The Shire of Carnamah and the
community are to be compli-
mented on their efforts to im-
prove the amenities in the town-
ship.

25. TOWN PLANNING
Leemnan: Selection as Principal Centre

Mr A. R, TONKIN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Why was Leeman or some other

coastail locality not selected as the
principal centre for residential
consolidation to service the
Efleabba. area, particularly since
Western Titanium has favoured
this concept?

(2) Having regard for tabled paper
157 does the Department of
Industrial Development acknow-
ledge there Is a need to consolidate
coastal settlement in the West
Midlands?

(3) What is the average maximum
temperature at Jurten or Leeman-
Greenhead during the months of
December, January, February and
March?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) As the decision was taken during

the time of the Tonkin Govern-
ment, the Member may find the
answer from his colleagues.
My understanding is that the first
two mining companies to initiate
development at Eneabba, after
considering alternative sites on the
coast and elsewhere, proceeded to
take part in collaboration with
the State and local authority In
Eneabba re-development.

(2) Yes.

(3) Jurien-
December-28.5
January-29.3
February-30.2
March-28.9

Leeman/Greenhead
not available.

26.

figures are

This question was postponed.

27. WILDLIFE RESERVE
Eneabba

Mr A. R. TONIN.D to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) What recommendations has the

W.A, Wild Life Authority made in
regard to reserving additional land
in the Eneabba area as alter-
natives to reserve 31030, which Is
largely pegged for heavy mineral
sands?)

(2) What recommendations has the
W.A. Wild Life Authority made in
regard to the mining of reserve
31030, and its rehabilitation alter
mining?

(3) Could any proposals relative to
(1) and (2) please be depicted on
a suitable map extracted from the
Conservation Through Reserves
Committee report and be tabled?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Recommended the reservation of

Victoria location 10235. Recom-
mendation from the Conservation
Council of Western Australia
about a further area north-west
of Eneabba. has been held over
pending the results of public
comment on the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee's re-
port.

(2) Recommended that a biological
survey be undertaken as a pre-
liminary to the mining company
submitting proposals for the pro-
tection and management of the
environment including rehabilita-
tion and/or restoration of the
mined area.

(3) The maps in the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee's
Report are not suitable for defin-
ing the areas, but these can be
readily viewed at the Department
of Fisheries and Wildlife,

28. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mineral Sands Reserves: Eneabba
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) (a) Further to questions on notice

32 and 33, asked on 1st May,
what examination and consid-
eration has been given to re-
serves 26001, 27886 and 31030
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concerning mineral sand mini-
lng and associated develop-
ment in the Eneabba area;

(b) will he please table the EPA's
recommnendations concerning
the above?

(2) (a) What is the EPA's general
opinion concerning the
CTRC's recommendations re-
lating to resente 31030;

(b) what feedback has the EPA
received in regard to the
CTRC recommendations con-
cerning conservation areas in
the Eneabba district?

(3) (a) In regard to both the Western
Titanium and Allied Eneabba
agreements, is it intended to
rehabilitate reserve 31030 by
attempting to regenerate
native vegetation, or to rehab-
ilitate to pasture or use the
land after mining for some
other use;

(b) what are the SPA's recom-
mendations concerning (a)
above?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) Recommendations will be

made after receipt and assess-
ment of the environmental
review.

(b) Answered by (a).
(2) (a) The Environmental Protec-

tion Authority is still review-
Ing the Conservation Through
Reserves Committee 'recom-
mendations in conjunction
with public comments.

(b) Approximately one diozen
comments have been received
from the Chamber of Mines,
mining companies, Govern-
ment departments and private
individuals and organisations.
These are being evaluated.

(3) (a) Not known, These alterna-
tives are expected to be the
subject of discussion in the
forthcoming environmental
review.

(b) Answered by (a).

ROADS
Lance~in-Greenheo4

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What proposals are there to ex-

tend the coast road northward
from Lancelin, in the future to
Cervantes, Jurlen, Greenbead and
Cliff Head?

(2) How advanced Is this planning
and when is it envisaged that ex-
tensions northward from Lancelin,
or southward from Greenhead
might be constructed?

(3) What extent of upgrading and/or
realignment is planned, if any, of
the route between Jurlen, Green-
head and Cliff Head?

(4) (a) Has the Main Roads Depart-
ment taken into consideration
the recommendations of the
Conservation Through Reser-
ves Committee, concerning the
Beekeepers Reserve, the Mt.
Lesuer Reserves and the asso-
ciated coastal lagoon wet-
lands;

(b) has the Main Roads Depart-
ment referred any road pro-
posals, concerning the area at
(a) above to the EPA and/or
Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
pied,
(1) Long range planning proposals

envisage the extension of a coastal
road between Lancelin and Cliff
Head.

(2) Planning investigations have been
carried to the stage where a pre-
ferred alignment for the proposed
route has been determined. Con-
struction northward from Lance-
liii or southward from Greenhead
is not envisaged in the near
future.

(3) There are no firm plans for up-
grading the Jurien to Greenhead
section.
On the Greenhead to Cliff Head
section the upgrading of the Lee-
man to Coolimba section is pro-
posed in the near future in con-
junction with Western Titanium
which will have some of its
Eneabba work force based at Lee-
man. The upgrading will gener-
ally be on the alignment of the
existing road until in the vicinity
of Coolimba it veers inand slightly
to connect with the Eneabba-
Coolinba Road at a point which is
the ~omnmencement of the align-
ment pronos-d fnr future devel-
opment of the Coolimba to Cliff
Read section. The proposepd align-
mnt frrrn thi, nriirt tF" Cliff H-.id
is slliahtlv more Inland than the
existing route.

(4) (a) No. However, prior to the
adoption of a final alignment
for any further upgrading, the
recommendations of the Con-
servation Through Reserves
Committee will be studi'd.

(b) No. As there are no firm
plans for upgrading other
than the Leeman to Coolimba
section, there will be time for
consultation with the En-
vironmental Protection Auth-
ority and the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife.
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30. ROADS
Eneabba-Leeman

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Transport:

Further to question on notice 33
asked on 1st May, what considera-
tion has been taken in regard to
planned road development be-
tween Eneabba and Leemnan, con-
cerning the Conservation Through
Reserves Committee's recommen-
dations for the Lake Indoon
Reserve?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:

The report of the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee was
not available until February. 1975,
whereas the initial construction
on the route adopted for the
Eneabba to Coolimba, Road was
carried out during the financial
years 1972-73 and 1973-74. The
road intrudes only slightly into
the northern part of Lake Indoon
reserve.

31. LOGUE AND INDOON LAKES
Usage: Planning

Mr
for
(1)

A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
Fisheries and Wildlife:
To what extent has the Depart-
ment of Fisheries and Wildlife
and/or the W.A. Wild Life
Authority been involved in the
planning of anticipated in-
creased recreational usage of
Lakes Logue and Indoon?

33.

(2) (a) Has the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife and/
or the W.A. Wild Life Auth-
ority made any assessment of
the likely impact of mining
proposals and associated
Population, town and road
development on these wet-
land areas:

(b) If so, what recommendations
have been made?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Not recently, although about six

years ago discussion was held
with the Shire of Carnamah on
the use of Lake Indoon for recrea-
tion.

(2) (a) and (b). No.

32. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Wetlands: Jurien-Clighlead

Mr
for
(1)

A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
Fisheries and Wildlife:
What approaches has the De-
partment of Fisheries and Wild-
life and/or the W.A. Wild Life
Authority made to other relevant

authorities concerning lagoon]l
wetlands In the Jurien-Cliff Head
area (Wetland Complex 5 in the
CTRC Report)?

(2) What has been the response?
(3) What effects will mining projects

in the .Turlen-Eneabba area and
associated roading and population
expansion have on this wetland
complex?

Mr
(1)

P. V. JONES replied:
Consideration of these wetlands
formed Part of the Western Aus-
tralian Wild Life Authority's sub-
mission to the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee.

(2) Recommendations of the Environ-
mental Protection Authority on
the report of the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee are
not yet available.

(3) This is not possible to judge in
the absence of detailed knowledge
of population growth. However,
some of the wetlands are in areas
of mobile sand dunes and would
be fragile to increasing people
pressure.

LAND
Reserves 26001. 29072, and 29073
Mr A.' R.' TONKIN, to the Minister for
Lands:*

Further to question on notice 33
asked on 1st May, what are the
effects, use, changes in area,
status, etc.. likely to be in regard
to reserves 26001, 29072 and 29073
in regard to mineral sand miing
development in the Eneabba area?

Mr RIDGE replied:
Reserve 26001 is now being
amended to excise the portions
surveyed as Eneabba lots 372 and
374 and the Three Springs-Ene-
abba Road and Johnston Street,
with the area being reduced to
102.096 6 hectares. Further
amendments of this reserve will
be required for the Geraldton
Highway, Sneabba-Oeraldton
railway and Eneabba townsite.
The purpose of this reserve is
"camping and conservation of
flora" and does not include
"Fauna" as incorrectly advised in
the reply to question 33 on 1st
May, 1975, for which I apologise.
It is not expected there will be
any change in the status of this
reserve, but in view of its close
proximity to Eneabba townsite. it
is expected there will be further
changes in regard to the area and
use of portions of the reserve. The
Conservation Council of Western
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Australia has previously recog-
nised that this reserve is too small
and too near Eneabba townslte
to be viable for conservation pur-
poses.
The Lands and Surveys Depart-
ment is not aware of any effects,
uses or changes in area and status
of reserves 29072 and 29073.

34. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Wetlands: Eneabba

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) (a) Further to questions on notice

33 and 32 asked on 1st and
8th May respectively, has the
EPA reviewed road proposals
associated with mineral sands
projects in the Eneabba area,
in particular, in regard to
wetland complex 5 and re-
serves 29072 and 29073 refer-
red to in the CTRC report;

(b) if so, what recommendations
has the EPA made?

(2) (a) Has the EPA generally re-
viewed the CTRC's report on
system 5 yet:

(b) if so, what are its
regard to wetland
and reserves 29072

opinions in
complex 5,
and 29073?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) No. These matters are ex-

pected to be the subject of
discussion in the forthcoming
environmental review.

(b) Answered by (a).
(2) (a) and (b) Answered by (2) (a)

of Question 28 on today's
notice paper.

MINERAL SANDS
Operations: Reference to EPA

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) As clause 5 of both the Allied

Eneabba and Western Titanium
Agreements requires the corn-
panies to submit proposals of their
operations, have such submissions
been made and what are their
present status?

(2) Have the proposals been referred
to the EPA: if so, on what date?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) and (2) Proposals have been re-

ceived from Allied Eneabba and
referred to the Environmental
Protection Authority.
Western Titanium will be submit-
ting Its proposalsa in accordance
with the agreement.

36. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Ilmenite and Titanium Dioxide Plants

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Further to question on notice 7

asked on 6th August, 1974, what
discussions has the Government
had with Tioxide Australia Pty.
Ltd. and/or Ilmenite Pty. Ltd.
concerning the establishment of
ilmenite processing plants at
either Perth, Gingin or Geraldton?

(2) Has the Government also dis-
cussed with Western Mining Cor-
poration the possibility of estab-
lishing synthetic rutile or titanium
dioxide plants at either Perth or
Geraldton?

(3) Which other companies having
mining interests in the Jurlen-
Eneabba area also have shown
interest in producing upgraded
ilmenite or titanium dioxide?

(4) Further to question on notice 42,
asked on 13th August, are negotia-
tions for execution of agreements
also proceeding with Ilmenite Pty.
Ltd. and Jennings Mining?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) There have been preliminary dis-

cussions but details are conflden-
tal

(2) No.
(3) Each of the companies is accept-

ing processing obligations. It is
premature to commnent on the
likely form in which these will be
discharged.

(4) Yes.

37. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Lennard Oil NL-Westralian Sands Ltd.

Agreement

Mr A. ft. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Further to questions on notice 4

and 5 asked on 10th April, why
should the plant proposed by Len-
nard oil NL/Westralian Sands
Ltd. require an agreement with the
State when such an agreement
was not entered into by the State
in regard to a similar plant re-
cently established by Western
Titanium NL at Capel?

(2) Apart from the several synthetic
rutile plant proposals presently
before the Government, what
other proposals are there to estab-
lish f urther titanium dioxide
plants within the State?
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Mr O'Neil (for Mr MENSAROS) re-
plied:
(1) The Government's policy is

directed towards co-ordination
and some rationalisation of the
development of the various min-
eral sand resources in Western
Australia,
We consider that this objective
which has been accepted in prin-
ciple by the mineral sand pro-
ducers is best achieved through
negotiation of an agreement
which clearly establishes the
rights and obligations in regard
to the development.

(2) None at present.

3e. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mineral Sands: impact Study

Mr A. B. TONKIN, to theM.Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) What arrangements have been

made for environmental consult-
ants to undertake a programme of
research and investigation into the
impact of mining and processing
operations-
(a) in the Eneabba area;
(b) at Meru?

(2) (a) What is the name of the con-
sultant and who recommend-
ed the firm;

(b2) who engaged the firm, who
paid for the study, and what
was the cost?

(3) (a) What were the terms of ref-
erence;,

(b2) was a study of the social re-
quirements of townspeople
at Eneabba and Leeman in-
cluded;

(c) was an investigation of the
recreation use, or other as-
pects, of Lake Indoon in-
eluded;

(d) did the study include an as-
sessment of road develop-
ment between Eneabba and
Leeman?

(4) Could he please table a copy of
the environmental review?

(5) What recommendations has the
EPA made in regard to mining
and processing operations, In-
cluding the need for a monitoring
programme?

Mr P. V_ JONES replied:
(1) and (2) The five companies sub-

ject to agreement Acts for heavy
mineral sand mining in the area
have appointed W. D. Scott &
Company to undertake an envi-
ronmental review covering mining
and processing operations. The
consultant was chosen by the

companies in conjunction with the
Chamber of Mines, from a list pro-
vided by the Department of Con-
servation and Environment. The
cost of the study is a matter be-
tween the consultant and the
companies. I understand that the
cost is shared between the com-
panies.

(3) (a) to (d) The terms of reference
of the study are a matter between
the consultant and the companies.
However, they are based on gen-
eralised guidelines provided by the
Department of Conservation and
Environment to the Department
of industrial Development. A
COPY of these guidelines is tabled.

(4) No. It has not been received by
my department,

(5) This will be determined after the
companies' environmental review
has been received and assessed.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
3?').

39. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mineral Sands., Recommendations
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) What are the requirements of the

environmental review in regard
to the rehabilitation of mined
areas at Eneabba?

(2) (a) What are the requirements
of the environmental review
in regard to processing opera-
tions at Meru;

(b2) further to question on notice
20 asked on 23rd April, and
associated tabled paper 164,
what recommendations have
been made by the EPA;

(c) how many tonnes of kyanite
concentrate per annum will be
produced by each company;
how is It intended to dispose
of this product;

(d) what measures will be taken
to treat and dispose of the
water used in separation pro-
cesses, and other waste mate-
rial produced?

(3) What recommendations have the
EPA made in regard to the haul-
age of processed minerals from
Meru to Gerald ton harbour and
concerning aspects relating to
harbour operations?

(4) (a) What consideration has the
EPA given to the anticipated
tertiary processing of mine-
rals (e.g., synthetic rutile,
titanium dioxide production)
In the area, and disposal of
effluent;

(b) what recommendations has
the EPA made?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Not known. Environmental pro-

posals have only recently been re-
ceived for one of the operations
in the area and are currently be-
ing assessed.

(2) (a) As for (1).
(b) These will be made after as-

sessment of the env iron-
mental review.

(c) and (d) As for (1).
(3) and (4) Answered by (2) (b).

40. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mineral Sands Operations: Revieu,
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) Have Allied Eneabba and Western

Titanium submitted detailed
proposals of their operations pur-
suant to their agreements?

(2) (a) Have these been referred to
the EPA;

(b) if so, what recommendations
were made by the EPA?

(3) (a) Which authority will be man-
aging environmental pro-
grammes associated with
these agreements;

(b) what are the costing arrange-
ments?

(4) (a) Has an environmental Impact
statement been prepared for
submission to the Australian
Government;

(b) if so, who prepared the en-
vironmental impact state-
ment;

(c) would he please table a copy?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) This question should be directed

to the Minister for Industrial De-
velopment who administers these
agreement Acts.

(2) (a) Environmental proposals Pur-
suant to clause 5 of the Allied
Eneabba. agreement were re-
ceived by the Department of
Conservation and Environ-
ment on 4th September and
are being assessed.

(b) Answered by (a).
(3) (a) The individual companies.

(b) Answered by (a).
(4) (a) Not to moy knowledge.

(b) and (c) Answered by (a).

41. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
Mineral Sands Operations: Review
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) (a) Were drafts of the Allied

Eneabba and Western Titan-
ium agreements submitted to
the EPA for comment, prior to
their execution;,

(b) further to questions on notice
15, 32 and 53, asked on 22nd
April, 30th April and 12th
August respectively, what
recommendations did the
EPA make in regard to clause
5 of the mineral sands agree-
ments;

(c) what recommendations did
the EPA make in regard to
clause 8 of the draft agree-
ments;

(d) is the EPA satisfied in that
the agreements do not oblige
the Minister administering
them to refer detailed pro-
posals from the companies to
the authority for comment, it
is not obligatory for that
Minister to refer environ-
mental reports to the auth-
ority for comment and it is
not specifically stated that
the Minister may take some
action on receiving Interim
annual environmental re-
ports?

(2) (a) Is the EPA satisfied in that
the agreements provide the
Minister administering the
agreement discretion in vary-
ing the times referred to in
the agreement and does not
provide for obligatory prior
consultation with interested
parties;

(b) what recommendations has
the EPA made?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) (a) Yes.

(b) The Environmental Protec-
tion Authority recommended
that the clause be altered to
become a request for the com-
panies, proposals for environ-
mental management and for
the provision of environ-
mental review. Such was in-
chided in the final agreement.

(c) The Environmental Protec-
tion Authority recommended
that the companies should re-
port annually on environ-
mental monitoring and
management programmes.
Again such was included In
the final agreement.

(d) The Environmental Protec-
tion Authority has proposals
referred to it, and, where rele-
vant, this will continue.

(2) (a) Realistically, the Environ-
mental Protection Authority
considers that the Minister
must have appropriate flexi-
bility in time allocations. The
Environmental Protection
Authority does, however, con-
sider that prior consultation
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with Interested parties should
be obligatory within reason-
able bounds.

(b) The Environmental Protec-
tion Authority has recom-
mended along the lines in the
answer to (1).

MEDINA SCHOOL
Manual Training Centre

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) With respect to the Medina Pri-

mary School, what are the ap-
proximate dimensions of the
former manual training or craft
centre, that is, that building situ-
ated in the northwestern corner
of the school grounds?

(2) When was the building con-
structed and for what purpose?

(3) For how many years has it been
used as a classroom?

(4) How many students are presently
occupying the building?

(5) Has the department received com-
plaints either from the school or
parents as to-
(a) excessive heat during summer

months;
(b) the cold and draughts during

winter months;
(c) noise problems and general

unsuitability for the teaching
of academic type subjects?

(8) (a) Has the department any
plans for replacing the unit
with conventional type ac-
commodation;

(b) if "Yes" when?
(7) Can anything be done in the

short term to alleviate the prob-
lems being experienced presently
by both students and staff?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) The building contains two areas

used for teaching purposes-
(a) 28 feet by 20 feet.
(b) 40 feet by 20 feet.

(2) The building was constructed in
1953 for the purpose of manual
arts instruction.

(3) The building has been used for
classroom purposes by the prim-
ary school for approximately
14 years.

(4) (a) 20 pupils in the smaller room.
(b) 25 pupils in the larger room.

(5)
(8)

(87)

Ca) to (c) Yes.
and (7) in view of the acute
shortage of funds and the re-
cently announced cuts in the Fed-
eral commitment to cducation, it

43.

is not Possible at present to indi-
cate when the building will be
replaced or upgraded.

MARGINAL DAIRY FARMS
ASSISTANCE SCHEME

Applications
Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Since the commencement of the

Marginal Dairy Farms Assistance
Scheme what was the-
(a) total number of applications

received to 15th August, 1975;
(b) number of applications ap-

proved and amount expended
as (a) above;

(c) applications approved and
the amount expended for-

Ci) milk vats;
Cii structural improvements,
(iii) property purchase?

(2) (a) How many applications have
been received for considera-
tion through the above scheme
since 15th August, 1975?

(b) what has been the estimated
cost of implementation?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) (a) In the current Australian

Dairy Adjustment Programme
334 applications were received
between 24-10-74 and
15-8-75.

Cb) 249 applications were ap-
Proved and the amount ex-
pended was $2 488 335.

(e) Applications Amount
approved expended

Ql)
00i

(1hi)

(2) (a)

(b)

195
38
is

1 240 357
284 908
953 070

91 applications were received
between 18-8-75 and 3 1-8-75.
It is estimated that loan
funds amounting to $590 000
would be required for the 91
applicants.

QUESTIONS (5): WITHOUT NOTICE

1. POLICE DEPARTMENT
Telephone Tapping

Mr J, T. TONKIN, to the Acting Min-
ister for Police:
(1) Will he ascertain whether the

Commissioner of Police (Mr G. 0.
Leitch) was correctly reported in
Saturday's issue of The west
Australian in that he had de-
clined to comment on allegations
that there was phone tapping in
the Police Department and had
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said, "I am not going to confirm
or deny it. What we do within our
organisation is nobody else's
business"?

(2) If the commissioner was correctly
reported, is what he said in ac-
cordance with Government policy?

Mr O'NEn., replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) This is a matter administered

within the Police Department and
rnot a matter in which any Gov-
erment would normally interfere.

2. ELECTORAL
Metropolitan Seats: Average Enrolment

Mr
(1)

BRYCE, to the Premier:
My question relates to an article
in The Sound Advertiser of the
3rd September. I ask the Premier
to confirm whether or not he was
correctly reported as saying, "The
average enrolment for the 27
metropolitan districts would be
about 15 700 compared with 17 350
for the present 23 districts"?

(2) If he confirms that this is correct,
will he explain to the House how
he derived the figure of 15 700?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) I have not seen the pub-

lication to which the honourable
member refers but if he makes a
copy of it available to me I will
be only too pleased to check the
statement which he says appears
as being attributed to me.

LUPINS
Statutory Marketing

Mr CRANE, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) Is it proposed to hold a referen-

dum of lupin growers to deter-
mine their attitude towards statu-
tory marketing?

(2) If so, what is to be the date of
the poll?

(3) When will the conditions relating
to eligibility be advertised?

(4) What are the questions proposed
to be asked?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The 22nd October, 1975.
(3) Rural Press, the 11th September,

1975;
The West Australian, the 13th
September, 1975.

(4) "Are you in favour of marketing
of sweet white lupin seed by a
Single Grain Marketing Authority
on the basis of full acquisition for

4.

both export and local sales with
provision for aproval by the
Authority of farmer to farmer
sales and farmer to processor
sales?

OR
Are you in favour of marketing of
sweet white lupin seed by a Single
Grain Marketing Authority on the
basis of acquisition of all seed de-
livered to Co-operative Bulk
Handling with no control by the
Authority over farmer to farmer
sales or farmer to processor sales?"

PROSTITUTION
Inquiry by Mr Brinsden

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Premier:
(1) What protection and immunity

against Possible legal action has
Mr Peter Hrinsden, QC, the In-
dependent legal authority ap-
Pointed by the Government to in-
quire into the desirability or
otherwise of a Royal Commission
on prostitution?

(2) Were any terms of reference given
to Mr Brinsden?

(3) If so, what were they and when
were they given to him?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) 1 understand this Question is out

of order in that it seeks from me
an expression of opinion on a
question of law.

(2) and (3) Permission to table a
copy of letter dated the 5th Sep-
tember, 1975, to Mr P. F. Brins-
den, QC Is requested.

The paper was tabled (see paper No.
375).

5. ABATTOIRS
Near Metropolitan: Establishment
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

What are the regulations and/or
requirements Pertaining to the
establishment of a new abattoir
in the near metropolitan area?

Mr OLD replied:
Any person desiring to establish
an abattoir within the metro-
politan area must obtain the ap-
proval of the Minister under the
provisions of the Abattoirs Act.

BILLS (3): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

1. Main Roads Act Amendment Hill.
2. Government Railways Act Amend-

ment Bill (No. 2).
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr

O'Neil (Minister for Works), and
read a first time.
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3, Local Government Act Amendment
Bill (No. 3).

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr
Rushton (Minister for Local Gov-
erment), and read a first time.

BILLS (3): THIRD READING
1. Taxi-cars (Ca-ordination and Con-

trol) Act Amendment Bill.
2. Transport Commission Act Amend-

ment Bill.
Bills read a third time, on motions

by Mr Q'Neil (Minister for Works).
and transmitted to the Council.

3. Motor Vehicle (Third Party Insur-
ance) Act Amendment Bill (No. 2).

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

TOWN PLANNING AND
DEVELOPMENT ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Third Reading
MR RUSHTON (Dale-Miister for

Urban Development and Town Planning)
[5.14 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third
time.

MR TAYLOR (Cockburn) [5.15 p.m.]:
May I ask through you, Mr Speaker,
whether the Minister can advise the House
if he has considered the matters put for-
ward by the Opposition in respect of this
Bill, and whether he has yet been able
to reach a decision about amending the
legislation in another place?

MR RUSUTON (Dale-Minister for Ur-
ban Development and Town Planning)
(5.16 p.m.,]: I would like to answer this
query about which I gave an undertaking.
A review of this item indicates that no
other scheme or amendment has been
found to be more than one day short of
the statutory requirement for advertising.
However, it Is considered that if more ex-
haustive research were undertaken back
to 1928, it may be that a weekend has
extended the period to three days on some
occasions. Generally speaking these varia-
tions have taken place since 1965, 1 be-
lieve, due to the interpretation of an
officer calculating the day, I tell the hon-
ourable member that the general opinion
of the Crown Law Department is that it
is safer to leave the provision as it Is.

Mr Taylor: Safer for whom?
Mr RUSHTON: I would like to complete

my conmments first. The opinion is that it
is safer to leave the provision as It is to
cover a period perhaps of just a few days.

The honourable member raised the is-
sue as to time. of course, at the present
time the Minister has not the power to
vary the period of objection for the full

scheme, but where there are amendments,
the Minister can alter the time down to
21 days, and this action is taken from time
to time. The general intention is that this
validation is purely related to time, and
any variations in the past will be picked
up in the next review. However, if the
honourable member insists on his view, it
is considered that we could provide for a
period of seven days in the legislation. If
we leave this matter to the discretion of
the Minister, as suggested by the honour-
able member, it will take away the auth-
ority from Parliament. We miust also
realise that from now on there will be no
change because we are simply validating
Past actions. Is the honourable member
agreeable with my suggestion of a seven-
day period?

Mr Taylor: If I may say by way of In-
terjection, you may take it that we object
to a blanket proposal, and certainly we
would be far happier with a set time period.

Mr RUSHTON: I undertake to have this
amendment prepared by the Parliamentary
Counsel and moved in another place.

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

to the Council.

METROPOLITAN REGION TOWN
PLANNING SCHEME ACT AMENDMENT

BILL
Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr Rushton (Minister for Urban Develop-
ment and Town Planning), and trans-
mitted to the Council.

BILLS (4). RETURNED
1. Mineral Sands (Western Titanium)

Agreement Bill.
2. Mineral Sands (Allied Eneabba)

Agreement Bill.
3. State Housing Death Benefit Scheme

Act Amendment Bill.
4. Criminal Code Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council with-
out amendment.

GOVERNMENT RAILWAYS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR OWEIL (East Melville-Minister for

Works) [5.21 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second

time.
At the new railway administration/
terminal building which is under construc-
tion at East Perth, and is scheduled for
completion early next year. it is intended
to provide parking facilities for both the
general public and railway staff who will
be employed in the new centre.

A large area will be set aside for this
purpose, and members will appreciate that
control over parking will be necessary.
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This can be managed most effectively by
raising fees by means of parking meters
and, as the Government Railways Act does
not empower the Commissioner of Rail-
ways to do this at present, this legisla-
tion is being introduced to give him this
authority.

It will be noticed that the amendment
amplifies the commissioner's existing gen-
eral powers to make by-laws regarding
parking and extends them specifically to
authorise the charging of a parking fee
wherever these areas exist.

I wish to assure members that at the
present time there is, no intention of
charging for parking on any railway land
other than the area at the East Perth
terminal,

It is possible, however, that changing
circumstances in the future may make
this desirable, and the amendment has
been made generally applicable to all rail-
way land on which parking is permitted.
This has been done to avoid the necessity
to introduce further legislation to amend
the Government Railways Act should this
occur.

The raising of charges In other areas
could of course be implemented only
through a by-law approved by the GOV-
ernment.

I recommend that this Bill be agreed to
by the House and wish to thank members
on both sides for the attention they have
given to my explanation of the legislation.

Mr T. D. Evans: Who wrote that?
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

T. H. Jones.

AUSTRALIAN CONSTITUTIONAL
CON VENTION

Postponement andc Review: Motion
Debate resumed, from the 4th September.

on the following motion by Sir Charles
Court (Premier)-

it is the opinion of this House that
the Australian Constitution Conven-
tion is not proceeding In accordance
with the original basic concepts of the
Convention.

It is resolved that the Premier re-
quest the Chairman of the Convention
to secure the postponement of the
meetings convened for 24/26 Septem-
ber and arrange an early meeting of
the Executive Committee to review the
whole of the work of the Convention
to date, and to re-assess whether it is
fulfilling its original objectives, before
a further meeting of the Convention
is held.

It is further resolved that, if the
postponement is not agreed to, the
delegation appointed by resolution of
the Legislative Assembly on 20th
August, 1974 and concurred in by the
Legislative Council on 28th August,
1974 will not attend the Convention
meetings convened for Melbourne 24/

26 September, 1975 as delegates of
this Parliament.

It is also resolved that the Legis-
lative Council be acquainted with this
resolution and its concurrence desired
therewith.

MVR 3. T. TONKCIN (Melville-Leader of
the Opposition) 15.23 p.m.]: It is obvious
the Government has made up its mind
that it wanted to prevent the Constitu-
tional Convention from taking place. I
think the responsibility for the fact that
the convention will not be held can be
squarely laid on the Governments of Wes-
tern Australia and Queensland.

I have just been handed a copy of a
telegram which Is supposed to be delivered
to me either today or tomorrow. It is from
the Chairman of the Australian Constitu-
tional Convention, and it reads as follows-

The Victorian Government has de-
termined that no good purpose would
be served by participating in a con-
vention when Queensland and Western
Australia are not represented and
South Australia only partially repre-
sented. It is understood that a similar
view is taken by the New South Wales
Government, I therefore propose that
there should be a meeting of the exe-
cutive Committee as soon as possible
and suggest Friday, 12th September,
so that the committee might decide
upon what course it should follow.

So we will go through this exercise that
a committee meeting will be called in order
to determine something that has already
been determined previously-that there
should be a national convention this
month. The reason we are placed in this
Position is that the Government of Wes-
tern Australia decided to go along with
the Government of Queensland to boycott
the convention.

Now there are some points about this
matter that I cannot add up. The reasons
which the Premier gave when he moved
the motion we are now debating were
known to him when he advised the Par-
liament that we would adjourn for a fort-
night because the convention was to take
place, If the Government had then given
consideration to what was to be dealt with
at the convention, surely it should not at
that stage have indicated Western Austra-
lia would attend the convention. So it is
clear that it was because Mr Bielke-
Petersen from Queensland-who seems to
have a propensity for upsetting things-
decided to communicate with the Premier
of Western Australia that this change took
place.

In his speech to the House the Premier
said the Government's view was that the
original concept of the convention had been
lost. The Government would have had
that view weeks ago when it was providing
for Parliament to adjourn for a fortnight:,
and yet the Premier continued with his
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arguments and said that one of the reasons
for suggesting the meeting of the executive
commitee was to consider the future course
to take. Well, if the original concept has
been lost, what is the use of an executive
committee meeting to think about it, and
then come to the same conclusion that
the Premier has also reached? The com-
mon-sense thing to do under those cir-
cumstances would be to scrub the matter
completely and forget about it.

What has been overlooked completely is
the fact that it has taken a long time to
reach the situation where the States were
able to be brought together with the Com-
monwealth for the purpose of giving care-
ful and serious consideration to the ex-
isting situation, what alterations should
be made to the Constitution, and how
these might be brought about. For months
members from the various States have
given up their time to attend committee
meetings as well as incurring expenditure
in connection with travelling and accom-
modation. For what purpose has all this
taken place? So that it can all be scrubbed
because the Premier of Queensland did
not want to attend, and he convinced the
Premier of Western Australia that he
should not attend either.

The agenda of the conference has been
well known, and I do not agree with the
Premier's criticism of what has been done
already and what was likely to be achieved
at the convention. One has only to look
at the items on the agenda to see that
they are very worth-while items upon
which a decision could be of considerable
benefit.

Although the Premier said he felt it
was a mistake to have the Commnonwealth
at the convention, the situation arose
where, when it appeared that the Com-
monwealth was going to pull out of the
discussions, the executive committee dis-
cussed the matter for a considerable time
and decided that representatives of the
executive should Proceed to Canberra for
the purpose of trying to induce the Prime
Minister to have the Commonwealth con-
tinue in the discussions. That is a very
contradictory situation, if we are to be-
lieve that we would have been better off
if the Commonwealth had not been Invited
to participate in the first place.

It is very necessary to go through some
of these agenda items in order to evaluate
the action which is now Proposed and to
see whether it is Justified, because if there
is no convention nothing will be achieved.
If the convention is put off from the date
arranged, and the executive committee
meets and subsequently decides that it
should proceed, will the Western Aus-
tralian Government Participate? Neither
the reasons nor the situation will change;
we will still have to consider this agenda.

It would appear to me to be a com-
pletely futile exercise, if this motion is
passed, for us then to go along to an ex-
ecutive committee meeting to see whether

or not we should hold a convention when
it was already decided that one should be
held.

If we pass over the ordinary, formal
items which are merely machinery matters
and look at some of these notices of mo-
tion. we can get an idea of what would
have been discussed if the Australian Con-
stitutional Convention had been held as
previously arranged. Item S3 states-

That this Convention recommends
that the Constitution be altered by
inserting after section 108 the follow-
ing sections:-

lOBA. (1) The Parliament of
the Commonwealth may designate
a matter as a matter in relation
to which this section is to apply
and, where a matter is so desig-
nated, the powers of the Parlia-
ment of a State to make laws of
the State extend, subject to this
section, to the making of laws for
the peace, order and good gov-
ernment of the State with respect
to that matter and with respect
to matters Incidental to the exe-
cution of the power to make such
laws.

That seems to me to be a very desirable
state of affairs to bring about. It con-
tinues-

(2) The power of the Parliament
of the Commonwealth to designate a
matter under this section is not
limited by the provisions of this Con-
stitution other than this section.

(3) The powers of the Parliament
of a State under this section-

(a) are not affected by the fact
that any power of the Par-
liament of the Commonwealth
is, apart from this section, ex-
clusive, and are not affected
by section 86;

(b) are in all other respects sub-
ject to the provisions of this
Constitution that apply to the
powers of the Parliaments of
the States;

(c) are subject to any conditions
applicable under the Act of
the Parliament of the Com-
monwealth by which the mat-
ter concerned was designated;
and

(d) are not subject to any res-
strictions or conditions other
than those that are referred
to in paragraphs (b) and (c)
of this sub-section or are ap-
plicable from time to time
under any law to the manner
of the making, and the form,
of laws of the State.

(4) Nothing in this section de-
rogates from the powers that the Par-
liament of a State has apart from
this section.
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108B. (1) The reference of a mat-
ter by the Parliament of a State for
the purposes of Paragraph (xxxvii)
of section 51 or the designation of a
matter by the Parliament of the Com-
monwealth for the purposes of sec-
tion 108A-

(a) shall be by Act of the Par-
liament making the reference
or designation;

(b) may be so made as to take
effect at a future time or sub-
ject to a condition precedent;

(c) may be so made as to cease
to have eff ect, if not sooner
revoked, at a fixed time or
upon a particular event, or
at a time to be fixed;

(d) may be revoked at any time
by the Parliament by which
the reference or designation
was made, but only by an Act
of that Parliament that ex-
pressly revokes the reference
or designation;

(c) may be extended in duration
by, or In accordance with Pro-
vision made by, an Act of the
Parliament by which the re-
ference or designation was
made;

(f) may be so made as to be sub-
ject to conditions, including
conditions as to the laws that
may be made by vitrue of the
reference or designation or as
to the operation of those
laws; and

(g) does not prevent the exercise
of any power by the Parlia-
ment by which the reference
or designation was made.

(2) Where a reference or designa-
tion referred to in this section is re-
voked or otherwise ceases to have ef-
fect, a law of the Commonwealth or
of a State, to the extent that it is in
force by virtue of the reference or
designation, ceases to have effect,
but where a reference or designation
is extended in duration beyond the
time at which it would otherwise have
ceased to have effect but without other
change, it shall not be taken to have
ceased to have effect at that time.

I think it would have been a decided
improvement had that power been written
into the existing Constitution. and I can
see no reason that agreement could not
have been reached on the point, had the
convention been held.

A further proposal which must recom-
mend itself to members is that the Aus-
tralian Capital Territory and the Northern
Territory should be given a vote at refe-
rendums seeking the alteration of the
Australian Constitution; at present they
are voteless. Surely it is desirable that
these People, who are subjected to the
laws made under the Constitution, should

be entitled to have a voice in any ref e-
rendumn relating to the alteration of the
Constitution. This proposal was designed
to give them a voice and in my opinion
a favourable decision at the Australian
Constitutional Convention on that matter
would have been a very desirable one.

Members will be aware that to carry a
referendum at present, it requires a ma-
jority of the electors In a majority of the
States. A proposal which the convention
was to consider was that the Constitution
should be altered to enable an amendment
to the Constitution to be made If in at
least half of the States a majority of
the electors voting approved the proposed
law and If a majority of the electors voting
throughout the Commonwealth also ap-
Proved the Proposed law, Surely, par-
ticularly for those of us who believe in
one- vote -one -value, as Government sup-
porters do under certain circumstances--

Mr Thompson: Name them.
Mr Sibson: Which circumstances?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: As a matter of fact,

the Liberal Party actually issued a docu-
ment in connection with a certain pro-
posal of the Australian Government, and
pointed out In that document that Its
members believed in the Principle of one-
vote-one-value, and that what the Gov-
ernment was proposing was an abnegation
of that principle. So, I1 must take it-to
look for some consistency in the policy
of the Liberal Party, however difficult It
may be to find it--

Mr Thompson: You have not been par-
ticularly consistent on the principle of
one -vote -one -value.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Would the honour-
able member like me to produce the docu-
ment?

Mr Thompson: We will produce a docu-
ment which shows that you have not been
consistent on that principle.

Mr Taylor: Your inconsistency is very
recent.

Mr Thompson: But yours happened.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Here we have a

proposal that if half the States agree to
a change, and the majority of the electors
throughout the Commonwealth agree that
a change should be made-in other words,
the voice of the people-the referendum
is carried.

I read somewhere years ago the Latin
phrase vox poyui, vox Dei which means,
"The voice of the people is the voice of
God." But of course, the Liberal Party
is not prepared to listen to the voice of
God.

Another Important proposal, If carried.
would have been of tremendous advant-
age to local governing authorities, which
are experiencing serious difficulty at pre-
sent. I refer to item SB, which states-

That this Convention-
Recognising the fundamental role of

local government in the system of gov-
ernment in Australia:
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Recognising that the traditional
sources of revenue available to local
government are inadequate:

Declares that local government
bodies should as a general principle
be elected:

Declares that the legislatures of the
States and Territories should foster
and encourage the role of local gov-
ernment in local matters:

Recommends that-
(a) the existing right of local

government bodies to derive
revenue from the rating of
Property in their areas should
be maintained; and

(b) the Commonwealth and State
governments should co-ope-
rate in investigating means by
which local government bodies
might be given access to suf-
ficient financial resources to
enable them to more effec-
tively carry out their essential
functions.

Another proposal relating to local govern-
ment states--

That this Convention recommends
that the Constitution be altered-

(a.) by inserting after paragraph
(iv) of section 51 the follow-
Ing Paragraph:-

O(vA) The borrowing of
money by the Common-
wealth for local government
bodies constituted under the
law of a State or Terri-
tory:"; and

(b) by inserting after section 96
the following section:-

"96A. The Parliament
may grant financial assist-
ance to any local govern-
ment body constituted under
the law of a State or Ter-
ritory On such terms and
conditions as the Parlia-
ment thinks fit."

Surely, having regard to the needs of local
governing bodies, it is desirable that the
Power should be vested in the Parliament
-not the Government, but the Parliament
-of Australia to determine that money
can be Provided to meet the needs of local
governing authorities. These are some of
the matters which the Australian Consti-
tutional Convention would have discussed,
and upon which decisions most likely
would have been made.

Because steps have been taken by West-
ern Australia and Queensland, it appears
that the convention is not likely to be held
at all. If what has taken place means
only a deferment then the disruption is
not at all justified, and it merely messes
people about. I am forced to the con-
clusion that the executive committee meet-
ing will be futile, and we have seen the
end of the convention for some years.

Under the circumstances that is a very
sorry state of affairs. Having regard to
all the work that has been done by the
various committees, to say nothing about
the expenditure involved, the scrapping of
the convention in this way simply because
it does not suit Mr Bielke-Petersen to
attend is, in my opinion, indefensible.

If the Parliament agrees to the motion
introduced by the Premier it will mean
that so far as we are concerned the dele-
gation will not attend the convention
and Western Australia will not be repre-
sented. The statement in a telegram which
has been sent to me indicates that in
view of the decision of Queensland and
Western Australia, Victoria is likely to
take a different view from the one it took
previously, and so is New South Wales.

I do not think any weight can be
attached to the fact that South Australia
is sending a reduced delegation. I have
discussed this matter with the Deputy
Premier of South Australia, in the absence
of the Premier, and he told me that the
only reason South Australia had reduced
its delegation from 12 to eight was that
the Parliament had so much to deal with
that the Premier did not feel disposed to
put Parliament in recess for a period.
He wanted the Parliament to continue in
session.

So, by agreement with the Opposition
the Government of South Australia re-
duced the delegation from 12 to eight, but
in any event it is fairly representative of
both House 's and both parties. So, I do
not attach any weight at all, in trying
to determine whether New South Wales
and Victoria had a basis for their action,
on the fact that the South Australian
delegation was reduced from 12 to eight.
In my opinion that does not show any
lack of sincerity on the part of South
Australia, because I believe eight repre-
sentatives could argue the points just as
well as 12 representatives, and possibly
argue the points better.

As both parties and both Houses are
fairly represented In the South Australian
delegation, and having regard to the fact
that South Australia felt it desirable to
keep Parliament sitting, one cannot cavil
at its decision to reduce the size of its
delegation.

In his argument in introducing this mo-
tion the Premier Maid that the States still
had the basic responsibilities and duties
In most areas in respect of the inroads
which had been made into them by the
present Commonwealth Government. Mr
Speaker, you would know that although
the Commonwealth Government has made
inroads Into certain areas of activities of
the States, they are inroads which have
been welcomed and for which Western
Australia has received substantial financial
assistance.

Let us take the schools that have been
provided with libraries. What chance would
they have had if they depended on the
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State for the Provision of libraries and
science rooms? So, it was a good thing
that the Commonwealth decided to conmc
into this area and improve the educa-
tional facilities.

Mr Thompson: Would it not have been
better had the Commonwealth made the
money available to the States which un-
derstood the Priorities better than Can-
berra?

Mr J. T. TONKIN: It might have been,
but under those circumstances Western
Australia would not have been able to
obtain that money. in my view It is better
for the State not to get the money but
have the libraries and science rooms pro-
vided at the schools, rather than to stick
out and say to the Commonwealth, "Be-
cause you will not give us the money to
spend it in this way we will let the schools
go without their libraries."

There is this aspect: I have examples
to indicate where this Government has
deliberately refrained f rom spending
money on schools situated in electorates
held by Labor members, in order to spend
the money on schools in areas held by
Government members. I am not prepared
to go along with that situation: I think
it is far better that the Australian Gov-
ernment should be in the position to assist
the schools, irrespective of In whose elec-
torate the assistance is to be provided.

Mr Thompson: A sum of $311 000 has
been spent to provide a gymnasium at a
particular school, when the State cannot
get sufficient money to build adequate
school accommodation!

Mr Moiler: Are you feeling guilty?
Mr Thompson: No.
Mr Moiler: What brought on that in-

terjection?
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Premier has

said the main reason for this motion and
for withdrawing the Western Australian
delegation is that his Government has no
wish to participate in a political farce. I
have already indicated the nature of the
items on the agenda. I cannot agree that
If those resolutions had been passed at the
convention we would in any way have
contributed to a political farce. I think
It would have been a decided advance and
improvement, and it would have been most
beneficial in a number of ways. So, to
introduce this phraseology characterising
the convention as a Political farce is, in
my opinion, completely unjustified, and
this has only been availed of by the Pre-
mier because he is lacking in argument.

It was very clear initially that Victoria
and New South Wales wanted the con-
vention to proceed. It was only when
Mr Bielke-Petersen came along and
prodded the Western Australian Premier
that we have been forced into the posi-
tion in which we now find ourselves. Are
we to be dragged all around the Place at
the behest of Mr Ejelke-Petersen? Is he

to determine the policies which are to be
followed by the various State Govern-
ments? It seems to be so.

I protest against that. Our attitude is
that it is wrong to disregard what has
already been done, and the number of
times members have had to proceed to
the east to give their time to a considera-
tion of these items. It is wrong to forget
altogether the very considerable expenses
which have been incurred to hold these
meetings, and it is also wrong to say we
will scrap the lot because the Premier
considers it to be a Political farce.

We had not woken up to this previously.
We have allowed our delegates to go to the
Eastern States time and time again to
attend the meetings; we have spent a lot
of money; and we have known all along
what was taking place. Now, it seems we
have arrived at the conclusion that this
is a political farce, and we will not have
anything to do with it! In order to show
that we want to phase Western Australia
out we suggest we will have a conference
or executive meeting beforehand, so that
we can tell ourselves it is a Political farce
and Western Australian delegates should
not attend!

We on this side of the House will have
no part of that, and if we can possibly
prevent it we will do so. I say it is a poor
show that after all this time when we have
reached the stage where there is a possi-
bility of Passing some worth-while resolu-
tions we should scrap the idea and say we
will not play. I hope the Government will
have second thoughts about this matter.
After all, what was there to lose if the
convention had been allowed to take place
at the time fixed? It did not bind anybody
to agree to the items; It provided the op-
portunity to consider them. What do we
gain by saying that we will stay away,
and we would like an executive meeting to
see whether there should be a convention,
so that later on we could make up our
minds as to whether or not we would at-
tend? That does not make any sense to
me.

Without taking up more of the time of
the House I indicate very clearly that the
Opposition is most strenuously opposed to
the course which the Government pro-
poses to follow. I hope there are sufficient
members in the Parliament who believe
we should not throw away this opportunity,
which has not been easily gained, to try
to effect some improvement in the Aus-
tralian Constitution.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) (5.57 p.m.]: I
have read several times the Premier's
address in introducing the motion, but
each time I could not really see what he
was trying to get at. In one Part of his
address he said there should be a conven-
tion; but in another part he said there
should not be one, and he gave his reasons

2608



(Tuesday, 9 September, 1975) 60

why there should not be one. He claimed
that the original concept of the whole idea
had been lost.

I say the original concept has not been
lost. The Leader of the Opposition has
explained the original concept; and it has,
in fact, been in operation since the plenary
session of the convention. The Premier
might not have done much work in respect
of this question, but I guarantee the Deputy
Premier has been associated with a con-
siderable amount of the work done by the
various committees. I am also sure that
the member for Mt. Marshall in more re-
cent times has been associated with a fair
amount of the work and activities of the
convention. All this work has been done
for what? I suggest for nothing at all, if
there is a farcical situation in which we
are involved, it has resulted only from the
Premier's attitude.

At the original convention I was rather
amazed at what one of my political col-
leagues from Queensland had to say after
he heard our Premier, who was then the
Leader of the Opposition, say to the con-
vention. He sat down next to me and said.
"I thought we had the ace reactionary in
Queensland, but after what we heard we
give the prize elsewhere." After reading the
transcript of the proceedings of the Aus-
tralian Constitutional Convention I felt It
was no wonder some delegate said that.

In moving the motion the Premier said
that the Prime Minister had made all sorts
of statements in his first address to the
convention. Let us examine a few of these.
It is very interesting to know exactly what
was in the Prime Minister's mind when he
addressed the convention. At page 13 of
the Proceedings he is recorded as having
said-

I sincerely hope that this Conven-
tion will share what I believe was the
true spirit of the great Convention of
1891.

The record sets out other statements of the
Prime Minister relating to the early
pioneers who formulated the ideas that
brought the Australian Constitution to
fruition.

Some very interesting remarks appear
on page 14, and they read as follows--

I have no doubt that the overrid-
ing consideration in many minds here
relates to the financial relations
between the Australian G3overnment
and the States. Some of you may pre-
fer to believe that the overriding con-
sideration in my mind is to continue
and even compound the present situa-
tion by which the national Govern-
ment dominates the financial relations
between it and the States. That is
not true. My overriding consideration
and concern In this context is to bal-
ance the functions and finances of
the Australian Government, State gov-
ernments and local government to en-
sure adequate services and develop-
mnent of resources. I wish each level

of government to be in a position to
perform better its assigned functions,
for the greater welfare of all our
citizens, wherever they live. When this
Convention was first mooted on the
initiative of Sir Henry Bolte in 1971,
I said:

I express my gratification that the
State parliaments agreed to the par-
ticipiation here of representatives of
local government.

That is different from what the Premier
would have us believe. His first onslaught
into this affair was one of denying the
very fundamental that the States went to
the convention looking for some change in
their financial agreements. It seems to
pique the Premier that this proposed
agenda item Is not near the top of the list.

It is the considered view of the officers
of the convention that the meeting would
not have gone beyond recommendation 6,
whatever happened, because of the es-
timated time which would be devoted to
each recommendation. For that reason,
many items would have had to be dis-
cussed at a later stage.

Not very much will be achieved by not
attendi.ng the convention. I should imagine
the financial situation of the States, or
whatever item it is which concerns the
Premier, is one which will be dealt with
sooner or later.

I would like to quote several extracts
from the initial speech by one, Bjelke-
Petersen. He said-

All the delegates and represent-
atives from State and federal gov-
ernments here today have been en-
trusted with a great and responsible
task by the people of Australia. It
behoves us all to approach our duties
with the highest of motives and the
most sincere of intentions. The de-
legates from the Parliament of
Queensland are keenly aware of their
responsibilities and appreciate the
necessity for the Utmost Co-operation
by all parties concerned to approach
the task of reviewing the Constitution
without the restriction of political bias.

Mr May: Who said that?
Mr JAMIESON: Bjelke-Petersen. Other

rather interesting remarks, by the same
representative, were-

It may be that the work of this
Convention will not be speedily or
easily completed. At the same time,
I believe we have to approach our re-
sponsibilities with a firm determina-
tion to achieve positive and effective
results as soon as possible, in the best
interests of the people of Australia.
I know that full and careful considera-
tion of all the agenda items affecting
the future structure of the Constitu-
tion of the Commonwealth of Aus-
tralia is demanded of us. I can as-
sure you that the Queensland delega-
tion will strongly support any efforts
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able Period

complete the work of the
within the most reason-
of time.

ilow what has he done? He has placed the
whole convention in a state of flux where
it looks as though it will never get off the
ground.

I would like to continue to quote from
the report of the first meeting of delegates
to the convention, and refer to what the
then Leader of the Opposition in Western
Australia had to say. At least Ejelke-
Petersen showed some interest, but the
present Premier of Western Australia be-
lieved in a broadside straightaway. He
said-

I do not support this motion with
any enthusiasm. It is one-sided. It
talks only about powers to be given
to the Commonwealth Government so
that it has adequate powers to man-
age the economy. I was hoping that
out of this Convention and the de-
liberations to follow we should at least
give some thought to strengthening
the position of the States. It cannot
be just a one-sided deal. I had hoped
that in the course of introducing this
motion the Prime Minister would give
delegates a fairly detailed summary
of the powers that the Commonwealth
seeks. We have had no detailed sum-
mary at all, nor have we had a chance
from his comments to make an assess-
ment whether the powers that the
Prime Minister seeks on behalf of his
Government are necessary to give it
the capacity and competence to man-
age the economy, or whether the
powers are sought to implement an
ideology. That was something the Con-
vention was entitled to know.

Now, of course, the present Government
has headed straight in on that basis. The
rest of the speech by the present Premier
is worth reading, If members have the
time available to them, However, none
of his comments are aimed at developing
a conciliatory attitude between the Com-
monwealth and the States. Despite those
comments, of course, his own political
party is at variance with his views. This
is something I am unable to reconcile at
any time. I believe a party should show
some degree of loyalty even though the
leader may have isms, ideas, and ideolo-
gies with which the rest of the party do
not agree.

Page 7 of the Liberal Party platform
is headed, "Federalism-the Responsible
Exercise of Power".

Mr Thompson: You seem to have ready
access to our stuff.

Mr JAM'IESON: I have; I have spies
in all sorts of places. The member op-
posite would be surprised.

Mr Bertram: Previously we were not
able to get it at all.

Mr JAMIESON: The principal matter
to which I wish to refer here is that
the Liberal Party supports--

11. Periodic reconsideration of the
Constitution to assess the effects
of economic and social develop-
mnents on the Australian Federa-
tion, to recommend changes that
might be determined by referen-
dum, and to ensure that the Con-
stitution is not subverted by any
dominant financial power of the
Commonwealth.

Unless we can get to the conference table
we cannot achieve that purpose. We will
not reach that state as a result of the
Premier firing shots across the desert,
or Bielke-Petersen firing shots from
Queensland. We have to get around the
conference table and talk about these
things. Although at this stage of the
proceedings there may not be a proposi-
tion to discuss financial matters, a num-
ber of associated items will certainly be
discussed in the course of arriving at some
final conclusion with regard to the chang-
ing of the Constitution. Many of these
matters have already been mentioned, and
I will refer to a few of them again a little
later in my speech.

The Premier has often said that he is
a full bottle on Federal affairs, or, at least
he has given the impression that that
is his opinion. In particular, he gives
the impression that he is a full bottle
on the Australian Labor Party's Political
affairs. During last year, and earlier this
year, the Premier told us on many occa-
sions that Wilam held his Position only
because he was a front man, and that
Cairns could take over at any time. How-
ever, Cairns was the person who was being
pushed around. I wonder how the Pre-
mier reconciles his former attitude with
the present situation. He was so know-
ledgeable; he knew all about it. The Pre-
mier knew the situation; it was so clear
and concise. He said that Cairns was the
man who really ruled the roost, The
Premier knew, and he was able to tell
us!

History has proved the Premier wrong,
as history often does. In this instance
the Person who was trying to forecast
the future did not really know any of the
fundamentals of the party he was talking
about.

We have often heard it said there Is
an endeavour by the Federal Labor Party,
or the Prime Minister, to get rid of the
Federal system. We have often beard it
said that the Prime Minister (Mr Whit-
lam) would like to institute a republic, or
would institute a republic, or something
of that nature. I would Point out to
members that if it were not for the Con-
stitution Australia would be a republic to-
day. It would not be a republic set up
as a result of the Whitlam Government,
but a republic set up by none other than
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Ejelke-Petersen. He would have a first-
class banana republic in Queensland in
nio ime at all if it were not for the fact
that the Constitution held him back. He
would throw everything overboard and go
his own way. Anyone who follows a
leader such as that will get nowhere.
Bielke-Petersen has been known to go his
own way, in all sorts of matters and on
so many occasions that it just is not
funny. it does not acid up3 to a Federal
system.

During the whole of our lifetime, and
during the lifetime of our children, and
our grandchildren, we will have a Federal
system similar to that which now exists
because there is very little chance of alter-
tIg the system, unless we are all prepared
to play along mn an endeavour to alter
certain sections of the Constitution.

one of the problems faced at the original
session of the convention was caused by
the attitude of many of the State dele-
gates. By their very actions they caused
the Federal representatives to become a
one-tongued delegation. After one had
been present for some time one could
see the effects of the battering which the
States had given the Commonwealth. I
do not deplore the attitude of the States.
However, the Federal delegation was
clearly driven into one solid organisation.
One could not tell whether the speaker
was from the Liberal Party, the DIP, or
the Country Party. The representatives
of the States were forced into the situa-
tion of having to defend one another. That
situation did not help to solve the pro-
blems which the convention had to con-
sider, and that Is the point I now come to.

At the first meeting of the convention
brief consideration was given to the
agenda, but a lot of politicking occurred.
The Prime Minister did his share, and the
present Premier did his share. Wher-
ever politicians meet they do a fair amount
of politicking. I have learnt to live with
this fact. I have even learnt to live with
members of the Liberal Party; they are
part of the system. Some members op-
posite seem to think that I have not
reached that stage, but I have.

However, the Premier does not seem to
recognise that there is another group of
people In the system who have other idcas
an,' other ideologies which they Put for-
ward as their point of view. As a con-
sequence, I suggest that the Premier
change his point of view so that we can
get together around the conference table
and consider the many matters which still
need attention, despite what he has said.

Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr JAMIESON: In his introduction to
this motion the Premier had this to say
about the constitutional fathers- -

The situation, In my experience, is
that the Constitution is not all that
much out of (late. It is out of date in

the inds of some People who want
an entirely different system of gov-
ernment.

I do not know who those people are.
There are no portents in any of the ALP
platforms I have read, either State or
Federal, espousing that. However, I will
deal with that matter later on, The Prem-
ier also said-

even If recommendations were bull-
dfozed through the convention by a
disciplined vote, they would still have
to go to a referendum. The result
could be negative because there would
be so much disunity anti feeling in
the community.

This is the very point at issue. In the
first place, recommendations could not be
bulldozed through because of the very
nature of the convention. The delegates
are evenly polarised, at least politically,
and that alone would ensure nothing could
be bulldozed through the convention.

However, we see that the poliltical par-
ties are of a similar mind in -%vanting some
powers altered; and I think the Premier
has completely misjudged the Federal par-
liamentary personnel. Although in his
speech to the convention he mentioned
there was a tendency towards centralia.-
tion-and I must admit there is in some
respects,-there are some matters which
the Federal Government would like to un-
load very quickly. However, I point out
that in a list of matters which the Liberal
Party supports, as set out in the Federal
Platform of that party, Item No. 2 reads--

The Commonwealth Government be-
ing responsible for the overall manage-
ment of the economy and problems
clearly requiring a national solution.

I was interested to note that under the
heading "Constitutional Matters" in the
Australian Labor Party's Federal platform
the following appears-

(I) to clothe the Parliament of Aus-
tralia with such plenary powers
as are necessary and desirable to
achieve international co-opera-
tion, national planning and the
party's economic and social ob-
jectives.

It seems both parties aspire towards the
same end, and whatever the States think,
or whatever I or other members of this
Parliament might think, in a Federation
it is important that the Federal Govern-
ment of the system has the economic con-
trol. If it did not have the economic con-
trol, we would have more difficulties than
we could ever hope to handle. This is para-
mount in all Federal systems, and the
Premier must be able to concede this for
other considerations.

The various committees have indulged
in many other considerations. I do not
think this needs to be overstressed but the
Premier said only the Commonwealth can
initiate a referendum. That is true, but
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one of the proposals of standing commit-
tee "B" is--

That this Convention recommends a
constitutional alteration to confer upon
State Parliaments a right to initiate
referendums of the electors upon pro-
posed alterations of the Constitution,
by making provision along the follow-
ing lines,.-

It goes on to indicate that if the Parlia-
mnents of the number of States required
under section 128 of the Constitution
Passed in one year legislation requesting
a constitutional alteration, the Common-
wealth would have to conduct a referen-
dumn and the Premier would be obliged to
abide by the result of it. Whether the al-
teration related to finance or anything else,
the Premier would be obliged to sign it
into law.

Mr Hartrey: Nominally the Senate can
make amendments to the Constitution but
It cannot put them to a referendum.

Mr JAMIESON: But the Constitution
could be amended to enable the Governor-
General so to do. This is one of the many
proposals from standing connnittee "B".

Strangely enough, while there was quite
a variety of thought on these matters-
and the member for Mt. Marshall would
back me up in this--In some matters the
committee was inclined to polarise politic-
ally. However, in regard to matters such
as the one I have just quoted members of
the committee were almost unanimous. One
or two members did not understand what
it was all about but that will always be
the case with a committee. As a conse-
quence, the committee was prepared to
make this recommendation to the conven-
tion rather forcibly.

It would be a pity if matters of this kind
could not be considered because of the
attitude adopted by the Premier of this
State. Another proposal is-

That this Convention, recognising
the need for the restoration of the
Federal balance, recommends that
the Constitution be altered to pro-
vide for State participation in the
appointment of High Court justices.

As I understand it, no High Court judge
has ever been appointed from any of the
lesser States, except perhaps South Aus-
tralia. Judicial people from the lesser
States, knowing the requirements of those
States, should be promoted to positions
on the High Court which makes decisions
on constitutional matters on behalf of the
people of Australia- But the Premier is
denying us all this.

Another minor matter is that I see no
reason why approval could not be given
to the recommendation that section 41 be
amended so as to define an adult person
as one who has attained the age of 18
years. As far as the Commonwealth is con-
cerned, at present an adult person is one
who has attained the age of 21. This

leads to some difficulties because all the
electoral Acts and State Constitutions have
been amended-to my belief anyway-to
define an adult person as one who has
attained the age of 18 years.

The Premier said that the Constitution
does not need amending. He told us that
these old gentlemen who drew up our Con-
stitution were shrewd, and having regard
for the time it was drawn up, I would
agree with him. However, I believe also
that if they were here today establishing
a Constitution, they would probably in-
clude many of these amendments now
proposed. These are reasonable amend-
ments, and ones that should be proceeded
with.

Let us lock at the amendment that has
been in the hands of the member for
Mt. Marshall. It refers to the prohibition
of unrelated matters from being included
in one law for the alteration of the Con-
stitution. I believe this is a vital amend-
ment. I would argue with Mr Whitlam or
anyone else until the cows come home that
dissimilar matters should not be included
in one referendum. This action was taken
at the last referendum, and It was very
unfair. I will never agree that it is correct
to include two different matters in one
referendum. It should be clearly spelt out
in the constitution that questions should
be singularised so that people may make
their determination on single issues.

These are good recommendations and
they have taken many hours to prepare.
I was associated with committee "B", and
it set Up several subcommittees.

The former member for Roe went to
Darwin and other places to look at the
problems of the territories. That reminds
me also that some things which we do
not consider to be of much importance
to us are of great import to the territories.
The States have their own rights and can
make laws regarding, for instance, church
activities, but an examination of the Con-
stitution reveals that it is very doubtful
whether the Commonwealth can supply
money for hospitals, institutions, or
schools of a religious nature In the ter-
ritories. The Commonwealth can supply
money to the States, and the States can
then fund the money to church schools;
there is no doubt about that. However,
because of the Constitution there is con-
siderable doubt about the situation in the
territories. Matters such as these will
have to be untangled sooner or later, If
our hands are tied by the Premier, and
he insists on his attitude towards the
convention, then of course we do not even
get to the conference table.

I hope, even as hard as he is, that
his attitude to these matters will mellow
to the degree that he is prepared to talk.
I have talked with him on occasions, and
he has talked with me. Although the
Premier and I are polarised on political
lines, and I do not go along with a lot
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of what he says, surely on this occasion
nothing but good can come from a dis-
cussion.

The Premier is constantly conferring on
Mr Whitlam the responsibliy for creat-
ing a republic. I do not think Mr Whit-
lam is bent that way at all. I have at-
tended Federal Conferences of the Auis-
tralian Labor Party for many years and
I have never heard the matter of a re-
public even mentioned, let alone debated.
Eventually It may come to that, and I
suppose, from my own point of view, if
I were king I would be all for a republic.
However, I am not, and I do not think
I could ever sell the idea to my party-
certainly not in my lifetime. Undoubtedly
I would opt for a republic, not because
I have any disrespect for the ethnic
background of the United Kingdom from
whence we developed, but I do not like
people who hang onto apron strings. Per-
haps because in my own upbringing I did
not have any apron strings to hang on
to, I do not like others to do so.

As a nation we have grown up, and we
should stand on our own feet, although
I do not say we should disregard our
ties with the United Kingdom. Other
countries such as Sri Lanka have been
tied to the Commonwealth for a long
time. They do not desert their respon-
sibilities, but their Prime Ministers are
thought no less of when they attend
Prime Ministers' Conferences in the United
Kingdom.

It is a matter of having a clear indi-
cation of where we stand. We still have
our ties with the United Kingdom, but
we vote In our own way in the assemblies
of the United Nations. We make deci-
sions of this sort on our own, but when
it comes to the final crunch, we are still
considered by some to be a colonial ana-
chronism. This is my opinion, and only
my opinion because I do not think my
party has espoused this view. It may
eventually, but I have not heard it dis-
cussed. Party delegates to conferences
seem to have more important things in
mind in regard to solving Problems which
are more mundane but perhaps more easily
overcome.

Finally, I would like to say that I hope
the Premier will have another look at
this matter before it goes too far. Mem-
bers have heard the Leader of the op-
position tonight read out the telegram
which Presumably he will receive tomor-
row. Let the Premier withdraw this
motion, or at least adjourn it. If the
meeting of the executive decides to pro-
ceed with the conference, surely we are
entitled to representation.

If this motion is Passed in this House
and in another place, the situation be-
comes ludicrous. Our Government says
we cannot be represented at the confer-
ence, and yet one of our officers-the
Clerk of the Parliaments in this State-
will have to attend because he is now

one of the officers of the convention. No
doubt he was appointed to this position
with the approval of the presiding officers
of this Parliament. Perhaps I was instru-
mental In his appointment, because whilst
I was in the east I was approached by
one of the senior officers of the confer-
ence and asked whether I thought the
Clerk of the Parliaments in this State
would be Prepared to take up a position
as an officer of the convention. I replied
that I thought he would, because I felt
that the idea of giving different States
a turn in these matters augured well for
good co-operation. It is now rather stu-
pid for the Government of Western Aus-
tralia to boycott the conference.

The Premier has listened to the rantings
and ravings of Mr Ejelke-Petersen, and
yet this gentleman was exceedingly mild
in his address to the conference. He wants
to do something now because he has put
himself in the same position as the Prem-
ier of this State. Representatives have
attended committee meetings and discus-
sed for hours the problems as we see
them in the various constitutional sub-
committees. Just a few short weeks ago
representatives of the Government of
Queensland were in Sydney when the
member for Mt. Marshall and I were there
and I spoke with them at the meetings
which were preparatory to the convention.
Mr Bielke-Petersen said nothing to any-
one, including members of his own politi-
cal ilk, about not attending the conference.
Suddenly he says, 'Unless we play it our
way, we will take the ball away and none
of you can Play." This is a rather childish
and churlish attitude, and it seems quite
unrealistic that the Premier of this State
can go along with it. ours is a large State,
and we will become one of the mast im-
portant States. Western Australia is im-
portant to us now, but within the next
several decades it will become very im-
portant to the Commonwealth. However,
while we are getting to that stage, surely
we need to be around that conference
table.

As has been mentioned often in this
House and other Places, it took '70-odd
years even to get the convention off the
ground. It is very important to go along
to the conference, hear what the commit-
tees have brought forward after their de-
liberations, and see what we can rescue
from it.

The Premier referred to the cost, etc.:
but the matter is more important than its
cost because we could gain a lot in the
future. How would the Premier like to be
in the situation of the people in Mel-
bourne? The convention has been listed for
Melbourne, and all the documentation has
been supplied to delegates, and now sud-
denly the Premier decides to pull out his
team; he has refused to play and has
taken off his guernsey and run away. I
cannot see any Australian fair play in
that attitude. It seems to go against the
grain of our system of fair Play.
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I suggest the Premier has not put suffi-
cient thought into the matter. Admittedly
he is busy; I know how busy a Premier
can be, but I also know how busy other
members can be and I suggest that if he
had Paid more attention to this matter as
other people have-like Mr Thompson, the
Acting Premier of Victoria, and others who
have Put their hearts into it-he would
not be so keen to throw it away. He would
not be so keen to say, "Because we cannot
have the financial considerations placed on
the top of the agenda at this stage we will
give the lot away, subject to its being re-
viewed by the executive committee."

All the arrangements have been made.
and thc Premier must have left the Vic-
torian People in one hell of a mess. They
would not know even at this stage whether
they should cancel reservations. The
Premier, by his action, has placed the
whole of the system in a mess. It should
not have been necessary for the Premier
to do anything other than say to the
Premier of Queensland, 'Look, it has gone
this far, we will go along and see what
happens when the committees present
their reports."

Of course, the convention itself is in
complete control of its own affairs. I
notice one of the early resolutions dealt
with the manner in which the order of
business would be determined, so if the
States have the numbers-and they might
have-they could move to have a particu-
lar agenda item considered ahead of other
items. I suggest there is every reason that
we should attend the convention, and very
few reasons that we should not. I would
not like to see a discourse of politicking-
as the Premier calls It-across the cham-
ber as occurred previously: and perhaps
the Federal people as well as the States
might have learnt a lesson from what
occurred previously.

Bear in mind all delegates determined
at the start of the convention that they
would refer various matters to committees
so that they could be thoroughly examined
and reported upon to enable them to be
more clearly defined than they are at the
moment. Having experienced all this, I
think the process should be continued until
we get somewhere. Without a conference
around the table on such matters we get
nowhere; we finish up by saying it is
unfair that the Commonwealth is not giv-
ing us sufficient money this year, and we
say the same thing again next year.

In a Federation there is room for the
States to be given Proper taxing rights and
powers. I have seen this operate in other
Federations, and operate well, too. Whether
Australia will continue to operate as a
Federation or under some different system
-possibly a republic or some other system
-only the future will tell. In the mean-
time we have to make the best we can of
the situation before us. We have to im-
prove the Constitution we have been given:
certainly a great deal should be removed

from it. Some of the Items in the Con-
stitution were never intended to remain
there in the Present circumstances. For
instance, the Constitution gives certain
authority to the Federal Council of Aus-
tralasia, and I do not know why the Pre-
mier thinks that should remain because
that section has never been valid and never
will be valid as New Zealand does not
look like coming into our Federation.

Many aspects of the Constitution are
in need of amendment. If the Common-
wealth Government insists on being called
the Australian Government it will have
to find some way of amending not only
the Constitution but also the Constitution
Act. Sections 3, 4, and 5 of the Act state
what the Commonwealth Government
shall be called, and that Government has
no power to amend the Act because it is
not part of the Constitution: the Con-
stitution Is the schedule to the Act. Con-
seqluently many problems exist. I do not
know whether this could be overcome by
going to Whitehall and saying, "Let us
scrub the Act and leave us with the Con-
stitution In the schedule", or whether some
other method of overcoming it could be
evolved; but certainly we are not able to
judge this without giving it further con-
sideration around the convention table.

I think it will be a sad day for us if the
Premier does not rethink his decision. If
the executive meets on Friday and deter-
mines not to attend the convention there
is nothing we can do about it. However,
Western Australia is important to me, and
even if it is not important to the Premier
that Western Australia be represented at
the convention that also is important to
me. I think the Premier should prevail
upon the Premier of Queensland not to be
so childish. He should tell the Premier of
Queensland that even though he plays
some other type of football that we do
not know much about, the ball is similar,
so let him bring the ball along and let
us have a game. We will make up somne
rules as we go along and score the right
goals in the long run.

I think I have said all I need to say.
I emphasise that we should attend the
convention and be fully represented in
order to know what is going on. We should
enable our delegates who have been at-
tending the various committees to put for-
ward their Propositions if called upon to
do so.

ME TAYLOR (Cockburn) ('7.58 p.m.]: I
oppose the motion presented to the House
and in so doing support the remarks made
by the Leader and the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition. Between them they have
summed up very well the reasons why the
Premier should reconsider his decision,
withhold this motion, and allow western
Australia to participate in the convention
in a fortnight's time. If the Premier does
not reconsider his decision I would sug-
gest, as other members have suggested,
that his conduct in this matter both in this
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place and outside smacks of duplicity be-
cause this motion goes against his words
mentioned at the convention and against
actions taken by him and on his behalf.

I suggest that, in effect, by withdraw-
ing this State from the convention he-
and not Queensland-will be wrecking the
convention. I also suggest there is a rea-
son other than politics why this State and
Queensland should be leading the move to
destroy the convention. As the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition pointed out,
members of this House over some two
years now have worked on committees to
consider propositions put forward, and
each of those committees has had equal
representation from each State; so there
has been a balance both in terms of States
and in terms of the political parties of
each State. No matter could go through
with a majority decision unless delegates
of both major political groupings in this
country agreed to it. No item could get
a majority vote unless people from both
sides of the political spectrum agreed.
Every matter which appears on the agenda
of this convention has been approved in
principle to go on to the agenda by these
committees.

This State was represented on all those
committees. At no time can I recall any
member from either side of the House in
either Chamber reporting back either to
his party or the Parliament that some
matter was being referred to the convention
of which he did not approve; I stress that
by "approve" I do not mean that he neces-
sarily approved of the item itself, but
merely that he had no objection to the
matter going forward to the convention for
discussion.

We are to withhold our representation
from that convention, yet every item on
the agenda has already been discussed and
debated by members from both sides of
bath Chambers in this Parliament. What
reason can we have for not attending a
convention in which we have participated
before and to which we have by our votes
Put forward the very agenda items that
are to be discussed?

These items have been debated by mem-
bers on both sides of the Chamber and
members from both political sides have
already supported these very propositions.
Robw, here they are on the agenda but we
are not going to be there either to sup-
Port, amend or defeat matters which we
have already debated and put for-
ward. There does not seem to be a valid
reason for not attending the convention.

The suggestion has been made that the
Commonwealth is destroying the conven-
tion. I1 should like to reminld members
that the Commonwealth is in a minority
on the convention. The States have equal
representation with each other and the
Commonwealth. Of course, the Common-
wealth is a two-party group, as are the
States.

Mr Hartrey: Not on the subject of cen-
tralism, they are not.

Mr TAYLOR: Perhaps not, but certainly
in terms of political representation, they
are. The Commonwealth delegation con-
tains an equal number of members from
both sides of the political spectrum in
the Australian Parliament. They do not
collectively outvote two States; they are
equal only to the votes of two States.

Mr Rushton. They have the whip hand.

Mr TAYLOR: By "they" presumably the
Minister means the Prime Minister, be-
cause tkere is equal representation on the
delegation from the Australian Parliament
-not a majority from the Government
side or a majority from the Opposition
side.

Sir Charles Court: Have you attended
a, meeting of committee "A" with the
Prime Minister presiding?

Mr TAYLOR: Yes, I have; I will refer
to that point later, because the Premier
also has attended those committee meet-
ings and I have never seen minutes of such
meetings where the Premier has moved
motions and asked the committee to vote
either for such motions or against a motion
moved by the Prime Minister. Certainly,
the Prime Minister as chairman would be
In a Strong position, but the Premier
would know that on committee "A", the
Prime minister has only one vote and the
Premier himself has one vote.

Sir Charles Court: I will tell you in a
minute.

Mr TAYLOR: I will be very interested
to hear about it. I cannot envisage a
committee which contains an equal num-
ber of members from the Liberal Party
and an equal number from the Labor Party
being dominated by the Prime Minister.

The Premier mentioned when moving his
motion that he objected to certain cir-
cumstances relating to finance, and said
that he would not attend the convention
unless those matters were considered. As
far as I am aware, he has never moved
any motion on committee "A", of which
he and the Prime Minister are members,
to endeavour to have this particular matter
to which he now objects considered by
the convention.

The Premier mentioned that the Prime
Minister said certain matters were not
negotiable. However, that would niot pre-
clude the Premier or any other member
of the committee from moving a motion
that a particular matter be discussed by
the convention; the Prime Minister could
not overrule that motion; It could be passed
by the committee, despite the objections
of the Prime Mnister, and could be placed
on the agenda for discussion at the next
convention. However, the matter In ques-
tion is not on the agenda because the
Premier did not move the necessary motion.
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Of course, if we look at the motion we fault at that time, and because of this the
are debating now we Will see that it will
Prevent members of this Parliament from
attending only this Particular meeting of
the convention; it will not prevent them
from attending other committee meetings.
Presumably at the next meeting of com-
mittee "A" the Premier could still raise
this matter and if he could sway the vote
and obtain the numbers he could have the
matter Put forward for discussion at a
subsequent meeting of the convention.

The second point which Indicates the
Premier's duplicity in this matter relates to
the bulk of the agenda items. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition covered the de-
tails; I should like to refer to the agenda
as a whole. The agenda for this convention
is that which was Put forward to be de-
bated at a meeting of the convention which
was to be held in August last year. Virtu-
ally all the matters listed for consideration
at the forthcoming convention were in fact
on the agenda for consideration in Adelaide
in August last year.

Mr O'Neil: Are You sure of that?

Mr TAYLOR: Yes.
Mr Jamieson: They have not altered

much; different people have moved the
motions, but that is all.

Mr TAYLOR: I quote from the booklet,
"Australian Constitutional Convention:
Information for Delegates". It states-

1. STANDING COMMITTEE
REPORTS

The reports to be tabled by the
Chairman of Standing Committees
"H'.. "C" and "D" will be the reports
Previously distributed in preparation
for the session of the Convention pro-
posed to be held In Adelaide in 1974.
The Executive Committee has decided
not to reprint these reports to avoid
unnecessary expense. However, the re-
port to be tabled by Standing Commit-
tee "A" has been expanded because of
the further work done by that Com-
mittee In relation to Local Government.

This confirms the point.
Mr O'Neil: That is right.
Mr TAYLOR: It now specifies the same

items.
Mr O'Neil: But on whose demand?
Sir Charles Court: Not "request"; whose

demand?
Mr TAYLOR: Each member of the con-

vention has a large Pile of documents;
they were Presented to those of us who
were to attend the last meeting of the
convention.

Mr O'Neil: Who said he would not play
if that happened? It was chairman
Gough!

Mr TAYLOR: All delegates were going
to attend that convention, but now the
Premier has introduced a motion where he
indicates that the Commonwealth was at

convention was not then held. I take the
point also, that Queensland was to have
an election at that time. But for those
circumstances, this State would have been
represented at the convention that was
planned to be held in Adelaide in August
last year; and that convention in fact
would have debated all the items which
were listed for consideration in a few
weeks' time.

flow can this State withdraw its dele-
gation from a convention which we would
have attended In August last year, had the
meeting been held, and at which we would
have debated the same items as we are
now declining to debate? That just does
not add up. The only additional items
on this year's agenda concern local govern-
ment, and I will refer to that point in a
moment.

Let us have a look at a further ex-
ample of duplicity. As I have already
indicated, members of this Parliament
have already considered, discussed and
voted on all matters appearing on the
present agenda: nothing is to be thrust
In front of delegates of which they are
not aware; members from both sides of
the House have participated In discussion
on all items. As I indicated earlier, no
member from either House has recorded
his votes against any items.

Let us now look to the last few weeks.
As late as the 13th August this year-
three weeks and six days ago-the proxy
of the Premier attended a meeting in Can-
berra of the executive committee, the
very committee which the Premier now
insists should be called instead of the con-
vention. That meeting of the executive
committee, which was attended by repre-
sentatives of the Premiers and Leaders
of the Opposition in all States, agreed
that the agenda as then put forward was
worth considering by the convention.
Deputy Premiers, Ministers and repre-
sentatives of the highest political office in
the country agreed, three weeks and six
days ago, that it was worth while con-
vening the convention.

Mr Jamieson: was Ejelke-Petersen
represented there?

Mr TAYLOR: He was represented by
his Minister for Justice. The committee
also agreed just three weeks and six days
ago that the convention should proceed
as per the arrangements made; there was
no demur at all as to what was included
on the agenda. No voice was raised in
protest that some things were not included
that should have been included; all repre-
sentatives agreed. The agenda was to be
as presented, and the arrangements made
were considered to be satisfactory.

The proxy for the Premier at that
time was his new Honorary Minister-
the Minister Assisting the Minister for
Federal Affairs, who is the Premier. He
was the man who was present at that
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meeting held three weeks and six days
ago. The matters to be discussed were
in the Possession of the Premier's De-
partment weeks before for review by his
proxy delegate. The Premier's proxy
voted for the agenda items at that meet-
ing and remember that most of the motions
have been in the Premier's bands for
roughly 12 months. He knew of the situa-
tion pertaining to those items on the
agenda for the Adelaide convention last
year, and the Honorary Minister did not
object to those same items for that con-
vention going forward again. And this
was Just three weeks and six days ago.

Where do we go from here? Here was
a special Minister of State appointed-
an extra man to assist the Premier-
and one of the major reasons given for
his appointment was that he should keep
a tab on Federal affairs-he is appointed
to assist the Premier, he is the delegate
and proxy of the Premier and he sup-
ports the holding of the convention, and
presumably he reports back to the Pre-
mier.

Sir Charles Court: Did be support the
motion by the Prime Minister about a
certain order of items on the agenda?

Mr TAYLOR: No, he did not. The
point raised by the Premier is worth
while considering.

Sir Charles Court: Did he not make
certain conditions? That is, that either
they did what he said in regard to the
order of the agenda or he would not come.

Mr TAYLOR: No. I think the Premier
is asisting my case. Discussion was cer-
tainly held on what items should be con-
sidered and whether all the items on the
agenda could be expeditiously dealt with
in three days. The draft minutes of that
particular meeting show that the follow-
Ing was resolved-

9. General Business
(a) Standing orders

RESOLVED on the motion of
Senator Greenwood, seconded
Mr Knox, that the Executive
recommend that Standing
Orders be amended so that
amendments received before
the Convention relating to
any Items on the Agenda shall
be capable of being moved
during the course of the
Convention.

That means, as from the 13th August,
any amendment put forward right up to
the morning of the convention, can be
considered. Even in the next week and
a half amendments can be Put forward
for consideration by the convention.

Sir Charles Court: Tell us what the
Prime Minister said about certain motions.

Mr TAYLOR: I do not recall the Prime
Minister making any objection whatso-
ever on the motions. Categorically, no

motion was rejected by the Prime Minister.
In fact, I cannot see how he could with-
out such a move going to a vote.

Sir Charles Court: Are you talking about
standing committee "A"?

Mr TAYLOR: Yes, standing committee
"A" in the first instance, and the executive
subsequently. The minutes I Quoted from
were the minutes of the executive com-
mittee. This particular item was raised
because some members felt the Prime Min-
ister may wish to push through certain
items relating to local government, and
that the convention may bog down on
these, which would mean there may not be
an opportunity to reach other items which
they felt strongly should be debated by the
convention. It was the States that were
putting these latter points forward. These
are the very people we now intend to
prevent from discussing those matters. To
make sure their items were discussed they
put forward aL motion that there should
be an opportunity for the agenda to be
changed depending on how much time was
spent on each item.

in answer, on the Prime Minister's sug-
gestion it was agreed that the executive
would meet each morning-that is, on
Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday morn-
ings--to review progress. At that execu-
tive meeting there would be two Federal
representatives and 12 representatives from
the States and It is they who would have
power to rearrange that agenda. Sub-
sequently, ad following a suggestion by
Senator Greenwood it was moved that the
standing orders be so arranged as to allow
any amendments to be put forward before
the convention.

Therefore how can we, at this stage,
allow this State to withdraw from the con-
vention becaluse we say that nothing will
be done; that we should agree to what the
Premier desires in terms of financial mat-
ters. when I think it can be adequately
shown that the matter was not pushed by
himself or his reprcentative at the meet-

ing held three and a half weeks ago? His
representative approved of the holding of
the convention, and, with certain of the
other States, agreed to a suggestion where-
by additional items could be Placed on
the agenda if they were needed, and that
means that some matters to which the
Premier objects at this stage might still
be included.

I agree with the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition that such matters to which the
Premier refers are best resolved by attend-
ing the convention, and that after '75 years
neglect, nothing will be gained by staying
away from the convention. If the Premier
is successful in his objective and he insists
that this State will not attend any future
meetings of the convention unless certain
matters relating to finance are Put for-
ward, I suggest that we, as a State, will
never attend another meeting of the con-
vention, because no matter which party is
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in power in Canberra, no national Govern-
ment will agree to the requests of the
Premier to amend section 96 of the Con-
stitution. If the Premier sticks by his
demands, then this State will never be
represented at any future convention.

The only point that has been made by
the Leader of the Opposition is that he
requires as a prerequisite that certain fin-
ancial changes will be made in the in-
terests of the State, but no Aus-
tralian Government will move to change
the Constitution in the way he desires.
What the Premier is asking for is just not
possible.

For my part, I am a member of standing
committee "A" and also a member of a
small subcommittee to discuss minor mat-
ters, principally the case of Moore -v. Doyle.
We have met on two or three occasions,
and If any matter is Important to the
State, that one is. The representatives are
from Tasmania, South Australia, Queens-
land, and Western Australia. Two repre-
sentatives are from States governed by a
Labor Party and two from States governed
by a Liberal-Country Party coalition. That
matter will be one of many which may
now not be resolved. Presumably we will
not meet until somebody in the Federal
sphere-belonging either to a Liberal Gov-
ernment or a Labor Government-will
agree to something in a concrete form
under the Constitution relating to finance.
As I say, the Premier has used duplicity
in his approach to this whole question.

in conclusion I would like to suggest
an alternative reason why this matter may
have arisen at this time, other than the
pure politicking by Mr Bjelke-Petersen.
As I pointed out earlier, the agenda that
is to be considered-hopefully, In two weeks'
time-is substantially that which was put
to delegates for consideration at a meet-
Ing which was held In Adelaide last August.
The major additional items of any con-
sequence which have been put forward
since are those affecting local government,
bearing in mind that local government does
not appear anywhere in the Constitution-
it is a child of the States.

Mr Hartrey: it should remain with the
States, too.

Mr TAYLOR: That may be the opinion
of the member for Boulder-Dundas, but it
is certainly not the opinion Of local gv-
ernment. I remind this Chamber that we
voted to allow three delegates to attend
from this State as representatives of local
government. Are those three representa-
tives also to be precluded from attending
the convention? The Premier may answer
that question by interjection. We await the
Premier's answer.

Sir Charles Court: They are not named
in the parliamentary delegation.

Mr TAYLOR: Will they be attending?
Sir Charles Court: They are not named

in the parliamentary delegation, so it is

up to the Commonwealth to pay the ex-
penses.

Mr TAYLOR: What a situation we have
before us! We have three representatives
of local government from Western Aus-
tralia consisting of Mr Ernie Clark, the
immediate past-president of the Local
Government Association, the Lord Mayor
of Perth (Mr Ernest Lee-Steere), and Mr
A. A. Mills an executive member of the
Country Shire Councils' Association.

Mr O'Neil: Not now.
Mr TAYLOR: Mr Mills was at the time.

These three gentlemen attended the con-
vention, together with the representatives
of local government from other States.
Local Government is well and truly repre-
sented at the convention and it has a
major voice In determining those matters
of interest to it.

Mr Jamieson: They have been on some
subcommittees.

Mr TAYLOR: That is so. Local govern-
ment representatives have been on some
committees including committee "A". We
have the situation where three represen-
tatives of local government in Western
Australia are members of the convention.
Bearing in mind the interjection by the
Premier, I wonder whether those three
gentlemen will attend. Where does the con-
vention go if it decides to meet and discuss
matters pertaining to local government,
and in Particular as to whether local gov-
ernment should obtain recognition in the
Constitution? The three members of local
government will have a vote, but members
of this Parliament will not. What a farcical
situation that is!

The only conclusion I can draw is that
nonparticipation by Western Australia and
Queensland is an effort to prevent local
government getting recognition in the
Constitution. I would remind members
that the only major items additional to
those agreed to In August last for dis-
cussion at the convention are those per-
taining to local government. Local
government wants to be represented, and
that has been shown all the way through.
When pertinent matters come to a vote at
the convention local government will win
because Governments of all Political
persuasions will not want to be seen as
opposing them. I say that by their logical
submissions the local governmecnt rep-
resentatives will win the day.

Mr Jamieson: They will have the num-
bers, niot only from Queensland but also
from western Australia.

Mr TAYLOR: However. presumably
members from this Parliament will not be
attending unless certain guarantees are
first given with regard to financial rela-
tions between the Commonwealth and the
States: and that matter is considered as
a constitutional item. I have made the
point that neither national party if in
Government would agree to that.
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As far as the convention is concerned,
local government issues are to be debated.
Local government representatives have
been attending the convention, and they
have made it plain at each meeting I
attended that they desire recognition in
the Constitution.

I would remind the House again that
the Honorary Minister who represented the
Premier at the last meeting three and a
half weeks ago approved the agenda, and
yet since that time a cbange of attitude
has come about. At that meeting items
relating to local government were in-
cluded in the agenda, and they were the
only additional items of any consequence
included. Just three weeks later, and not
three and a half weeks later, the Premier
framed the present motion to present to
the House.

Not an argument can be put forward by
the Premier to indicate that his action Is
not duplicity in the extreme. If we ana-
lyse what has gone on in the past we find
that not one of the arguments of the
Premier can be justified. Members oppo-
site are aware of this, too, because some
of them took part in earlier Convention
debates, and the matters they debated are
now to be included in the agenda. Pre-
sumably those members opposite will vote
in favour of the motion, and against the
opportunity to debate the very issues they
may have raised and which they considered
to be at least worthy of inclusion in the
agenda.

The Premier's argument will not stand
examination. In regard to the final item
of the cost of attending the convention,
I submit we will not be wasting the State's
money by attending. Already a telegram
has arrived requesting the attendance of
the Premier next Friday to discuss the
present bnpass6. Perhaps the Premier will
not go, but his proxy will. I do not know
how he will face up to the committee. He
will have to cast a vote, but when he
returns presumably he will have to check
to ascertain whether he voted in the right
direction.

Whilst the motion proposes that the
Western Australian parliamentary dele-
gates do not attend the convention, it
does not propose that we do not attend
the committee meetings. That being the
case, do we have to go through a farcical
procedure? Will parliamentary members
attend the conmmittee meetings with the
attendant costs, while they cannot attend
the convention meetings because it Is
claimed by the Premier that the cost is
too much?

The Premier has not put forward one
argument which really makes sense accord-
ing to any form of logic. I feel the House
should implore the Premier to reconsider
the situation, and to allow the Western
Australian delegates to attend with the
other States so that they may consider
items which are brought forward, and
also the matters on which he feels so

strongly about and for which he seeks the
support of the other States. If the Premier
agrees to this course of action this nation
will have a chance of succeeding; how-
ever, If the motion we have before us suc-
ceeds then I feel we as a nation will con-
tinue to stagnate.

I oppose the motion.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [8.27
p~m.]: Togethnr with previous speakers
from the Labor Opposition I oppose the
motion. To recapitulate the situation
briefly, the motion could produce a reso-
lution of this House requiring the Premier
to request the Chairman of the Australian
Constitutional Convention to secure the
postponement of the meetings convened
for the 24th to the 26th September for
certain purposes.

The motion could also be the means of
resolving further that, if the postponement
is not agreed to, the delegates--that is to
say, of this Parliament comprising mem-
bers of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly appointed by resolu-
tion of the Legislative Assembly on the
20th August, 1974, and concurred in by
the Legislative Council on the 28th August,
1914-will not attend the convention meet-
ings convened for Melbourne on the 24th
to 26th September, 1975, as delegates 6f
this Parliament.

In the State of Western Australia it is
still unlawful for people to participate in
strikes, and a penalty for such participa-
tion can be sustained by people who com-
bine together for the purpose of deciding
to strike or to take strike action-a strike
being the withdrawal of labour unlawfully.

That is the law for those people through-
out Western Australia who are not mem-
bers of and sitting in this Parliament. In
other words, that is the law for the rest
of the people, and not for ourselves in
respect of this motion. Whilst it is a fair
time since I attended a strike meeting,
this is the first occasion I have actually
participated in one. What we have before
us Is a strike meeting designed to decide
-not on merit, but contrary to my con-
science and the conscience of other mem-
bers on this side-on the withdrawal of
our labour or presence from a properly
constituted convention meeting. I suppose
this is the highest forum one is likely to
find in Australia.

So, whether or not I like it, I am here
debating whether I shall go on strike in
relation to that meeting. We are debating
the withdrawal of our presence-our labour
-from a Constitutional Convention of
Australia, perhaps the most important
meeting one could possibly hope ever to
attend, and a perfectly lawful meeting
with the highest aspirations and so abso-
lutely necessary, furthermore, in order that
our very much outdated Constitution of
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Australia may be considered and brought
up to date-at least in some respects,
because we will not get unanimity.

one has only to look at the Constitu-
tion to realise there Is a very real and
urgent need to renovate it and bring it up
to date-not merely to patch it up-be-
cause we have in Australia today, for
example, television, which was not even
heard of at the 1st January, 1901. Clearly
this is a subject being dealt with by the
Australian Government, but the word
"television" is not even in the Australian
Constitution.

As I said, here we are at a strike meet-
ing which, worse still. is a farce. The Pre-
mier complained with his tongue in his
cheek because at page 2553 of Hansaird for
the 4th September, 1975, the Premier
said-

I repeat that we have no intention
of being in a political farce.

I wonder how the Premier would get on
if he were a member of the Australian
Labor Party in this Parliament.

Mr Sibson: Heaven forbid!
Mr B. T. Burke: We would not have him!
Mr BERTRAM: That is true; he would

never sign up with us.
Mr Sibson: He is glad about that!
Mr BERTRAM: I can assure members

that his gladness does not match ours!I
The Australian Labor Party in this Par-
liament has never governed. It has been
only in office. What the Premier really is
saying is that he does not mind a farce so
long as the numbers favour him.

He has a very real fear-and I think
witn justification-that in any Australian
Constitutional Convention henceforth his
views will not be sustained substantially
and he will not be in Possession of the
numbers there as he is here.

We are currently here at a strike meet-
ing which is a farce because I am one of
those on this side of the House who do
not believe that we, In Opposition, have
the faintest hope of defeating this motion.
It is a foregone conclusion before the
debate commences. So if we are going
through the rigmarole of debate, well
knowing that whatever we say will not
alter the decision, that is merely a hol-
low mockery of Parliament or-I repeat
those two words--a farce.

Mr Thompson: Has it ever been any
other way?

Mr BERTRAM: It certainly has, as the
member for Kalamunda, would know, be-
cause he has been a member of Parlia-
ment since 1071. He knows that when we
were on the other side of the House it was
not a farce-

Mr Thompson: In this House it was.
Mr BERTRAM: -because he used to

stand up here and tell us, "Wait until it
gets up there. We will fix you."

Mr Thompson: I did not.
Mr BERTRAM: If the member for Kala-

inunda did not, some of his colleagues did
because they knew in advance what would
happen.

Mr Nanovich:. But that is a House of
Review up there.

Mr BERTRAM: From which ark did the
member for Toodyay come?

Mr Thompson: What happened to my
Private member's Bill on swimmning pools?

Mr BERTRAM: The ALP simply held
office; it did not hold Power because the
ultimate power resided in its Opponents.

Perhaps the main aspect involved con-
cerns the fact that the Premier, whilst
calling himself a Liberal and not being
one, is a conservative. He finds himself
in a position where he is, in fact, a living
anachronism. He is a conservative and
his views not only do not coincide with the
Labor Party's views; they do not coincide
with the Liberal Party's views, and he can
see, as can his friend in Queensland-and
this was touched on by the Deputy Leader
of the opposition-that when the conven-
tion gets under way, many delegates
will be speaking in such a manner that
It will be impossible to decide whether they
are Labor or Liberal.

A number of reasons exist for this.
Many of the delegates realise there is a
need for an amendment of the Australian
Constitution and they are determined that
they will do something for their nation,
which is a meritorious desire. In addition,
the Australian Labor Party and the Liberal
Party are both pro-centralist. Therefore
it is not surprising that they should look
at the Australian Constitution in a similar
light.

We have already discussed this. The
member for Boulder-Dundas and I have
made the observation that most of the
centralist legislation we have in Australia
today has come down over decades and
has been introduced not by Labor Gov-
ernments, because there has not been a
Labor Government in office for more than
17 of the 75 years-or is it now 19? It
has come down through conservative
channels.

Mr Hartrey: Quite true.
Mr BERTRAM: If members opposite

would look at their own platform and
could point to me some place in it which
indicates that the Liberal Party is opposed
to centralism, I will be indebted to them
because I am telling members opposite
that the Liberal Party is not opposed to
centralism in its platform; it only says it
is. Those on this side of the House are
not concerned with what those on the
other side say, but only with their plat-
form because that is what the public ought
to be interested in. They are concerned
not with what members opposite preach,
but with what they do.
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So Mr Bjelke-Petersen and the Premier
here can see the inevitable writing is on
the wall, and this motion is a ploy to slow
down the inevitable; to wit, very sig-
nificant amendments of the Constitution.
The Premier here made an extraordinary
statement. He said-

The situation, in my experience, is
that the Constitution is not all that
much out of date. It is out of date
in the minds of some people who want
an entirely different system of gov-
ernment.

I can assure members that it is completely
out of date in the opinion of people who
are not interested in the Political scene
at all, but who have just had a look at
the Constitution, have two eyes, and are
capable of reading a few words.

The Constitution is out of date, and
not only according to people who allegedly
want an entirely different system of gov-
ernment; that is not so at all.

From time to time the Judges of the
High Court of Australia have said that
something should be done about the Aus-
tralian Constitution, and very few judges
of the Australian High Court have been
Labor appointees. Up till a couple of
years ago there had been only two Labor
appointees in 73 years. I do not know
what entirely different system of govern-
ment Sir Garfield Barwick wants, but I
would be interested to know.

I do not think Sir Garfield Barwick is
conservative; I would say he is more on
the Liberal side. His view, and that of
the Premier, on the Australian Constitu-
tion are as far apart as the North and
South Poles, a fact of which the Premier
Is well aware-as is Ejelke-Petersen. If
a convention is not held the Constitution
cannot be touched: that is basically the
thinking.

The Premier is not one to be seen com-
pletely in the minority at a convention
made up of a cross-section of all the
parties in Australia; completely and clearly
in the minority at a meeting which in-
cludes representatives from local govern-
ing bodies. That is what he does not
want, but that is most certainly what he
will get, whether the convention is held
this month or at some future time. If
it is not held this month I begin to won-
der whether and by what moral or other
measure of fairness it should be held at
some future time.

Mr Taylor: Judging from the Premier's
remarks, it will not be held at all.

Mr BERTRAM: I wonder whether it
will be held without the Government
changing its complexion. I wonder about
that because, as I have said, the Liberal
Party in Canberra is centralist-if not
before getting to Canberra, then soon after
arriving.

Mr Hartrey: They are all central ists
when they get there.

Mr BERTRAM: Yes. That is one in-
gredient. Another point is that this motion
manifests the belief and the state of mind
of the Premier and his supporters: that is,
they have no confidence in their Liberal
Party colleagues in Canberra. There is
a manifestation of that belief here when
a salvo is fired by him in this Parliament
to deal with something happening on the
Australian scene. That occurs because
the Premier does not Possess confidence
In the fellows who represent him in Can-
berra. Did members ever hear the Premier
praise Snedden? I do not recall it. Some
belated support is now emerging for Fra-
ser.

Mr Davies: He likes Ejelke-Petersen.

Mr BERTRAM: The Premier has no
confidence in the philosophy of those who
represent him in Canberra; it is contrary
to his philosophy. They do not measure
up: he is better than they are.

I have mentioned that there is a need
to bring the Australian Constitution up to
date. That is not necessarily only my
view; it is the view expressed by leading
thinkers throughout Australia and it in-
cludes a number of justices of the High
Court of Australia whose job it is--as we
well know in the final resort-to decide
questions affecting the Australian Con-
stitution.

The first plenary session of the conven-
tion was held In September, 1973. At that
time committees were established to deal
with given subjects. From those com-
mittees working Parties were established
and since September, 1973, up till now all
those committees have been meeting. They
have met in Sydney, Melbourne, and Perth.
I have been on a working party and have
met in those cities at considerable expense
-obviously-and at some inconvenience.
Yet the Premier, in his remarks support-
ing the motion In opposition to the pre-
sentation of a case at all, felt constrained
to say-

I would remind the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition that the 1973 Sep-
tember convention was wrecked by the
Prime Minister in his opening re-
marks.

Was wrecked!I
Mr Taylor: Yet it continued for another

18 months!
Mr BERTRAM: It continued, wasting

our money and wasting our time. I might
add that clear progress was made by the
committee of which I was a member. Re-
commendations have been made and
agreed upon. The committee on which I
worked did not make decisions on a party
basis. So far as I could see decisions
were arrived at on a merit basis. The
working parties were allowed to go off and
do their work, and make recommendations
to the committee. The recommendations
were thrashed out and sometimes Country
Party members voted with Labor mem-
bers or Liberal members, and that is the
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way it should have been done. I am not
so naive as to believe it will always operate
that way, and that the convention will
always work that way; quite clearly, it
will not. However, there are occasions
when it has happened, and it will continue
to happen.

If people were able to hold a convention
and reach a decision over a period of years
prior to 1901, surely we are capable of
doing the same thing in 1975.

The Premier took umbrage-and once
again this is an instance of his sort of
double standard-at what the Prime Min-
ister said. I refer to page 2552 of Bansard,
1975, where the Premier stated-

This was partly because the Prime
Minister took the view that the Com-
monwealth would never sponsor a re-
ferendum proposal involving a change
in section 96 ...

A little later the Premier said-
As far as the Prime Minister is

concerned, this Is, to quote his own
words, "not negotiable".

Well, what do we suggest the Prime Min-
ister should say? Nothing; that it is not
negotiable, or should he be diplomatic and
say that it is negotiable? Or, should he
come out flatly and Plainly, and honestly,
and say this is "not negotiable"?

Mr Hartrey: But what sort of conven-
tion would it be if It was not negotiable?

Mr Taylor: But someone would be able
to Put the motion forward. Under the
present proposal it will never be put for-
ward.

Mr BERTRAM: That is only one seg-
ment, but does it lie in the mouth of the
Premier to complain about that? it does
not, because we well remember when the
Present member for Cockburn attempted
to amend the State Government Insurance
Office Act he was told that the proposal
was not In the Liberal Party Platform, so
out went the amendment.

Mr Taylor: On two occasions.

Mr BERTRAM: The Premier considers
it to be all right to complain about the
Prime Minister when he administers the
same medicine as was administered to us.
The same thing applied in respect of the
price-fixing legislation. He did not bona
fide defeat it. As I recall the situation we
were told in advance that It would be
thrown out In the upper House.

Mr Davies: Can You change Your tack?
I think you are embarrassing the Govern-
ment.

Mr Skidmore: That is impossible.

Mr BERTRAM: We have this double
standard situation coming up all the time.
and we do not appreciate it. I think one
or two other observations are justified be-
fore I resume my seat. I made the point
earlier that it seems to me to be hardly
evidence of ordinary fairness, proper con-
sideration, and common sense to allow the
situation to drift on month after month.

People have worked hard and I suppose
there is a percentage of members who were
delegates and who conscientiously pursued
their work because they thought the game
was dinkum. They were doing their work
and coming to grips with the Problems
which required a lot of research-I can
assure members of that-and then at the
deathknock-three weeks plus I think I
heard It said-we are summarily told,
without any real attempt to make out a
case, that there shall, in effect, be no
convention. The effort which has been
put in is to go straight down the drain.

I question whether that very brawny
fellow with a few teeth missing, who
weighs about 20 stone, is not too clean, who
holds a jug of beer and inevitably has his
foot on the bar rail, and who appears in
cartoons in the Daily News would regard
that as fair dealing. He is supposed to be
the average Australian-I question wheth-
er he is-but I think he has a rather good
sense of what is fair play; and I know
what he would think about this deal.

It is not at all unusual for people who
are conservative by nature and in their
politics to be fearful, and I think there is
a very real ingredient of fear residing be-
hind this motion. I have indicated this
and I think it is important. I think the
Premier can clearly see that he is behind
the times. He is entitled to have his own
views in respect of what should be in the
Australian Constitution but I am saying
his views are well behind present-day
thinking; they are no longer modern. Al-
most with eveny day Australia is shrinking
in size. I can ring Canberra from this
H-ouse Just as quickly as I can ring Mt.
Hawthorn. So, whether or not we like
it, in the years to come the Australian
Constitution will have an increasing in-
fluence upon our daily lives.

In closing, I should have thought if
there were no other amendment to the
Australian Constitution one which is now
manifestly urgently required is an amend-
ment to the Australian Constitution to
make it mandatory as to what will hap-
pen in the event of a senator of the Aus-
tralian Parliament dying during his term
of office. We have now had two instances
within a few months where it has been
necessary to replace Labor senators. One of
them retired and, in a complete breach of
the convention, his place was filled by a
non-Labor person. Some rather flimsy ex-
cuses were given in alleged justification of
that breach. I have not yet heard even
any alleged excuses by way of Justification
of the replacement of the late Senator
Milliner of Queensland by a non-Labor
person.

So if certain persons in Australia are
preparcd willy-nillv. at their whim, and
notwithstardin the odium it attracts
unto them in the eyes of the Australian
public, to rip un rules, conventions, and
traditonq, and if they can no longer be
relied upon to do the right thing, that
convention will have to be written Into
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the Australian Constitution; and the
quicker it is written in the better. As I
see it, the consequences of the kind or
conduct we have seen in this matter could
be very dire and drastic.

There is a very real and urgent need to
amend the Constitution. The appropriate
vehicle with which to do it is the Consti-
tutional Convention which is scheduled for
the 24th to the 26th September. As I
have said, I have not the slightest doubt
that members of this Parliament will not
be attending that convention.

AM IIAITREY (Boulder-Dundas) (8.55
p.m.]: I may surprise the House somewhat
by stating I am about to vote with the
members who have already spoken-my
colleagues on this side of the House-
although for very different reasons from
most of those which have already been
advanced.

I think this nation of Australia is com-
ing bit by bit to quite a serious crisis in
its constitutional history. Five years ago.
when I had the honour to enter this House
for the first time, a Liberal-Country Party
Government was in power In Canberra,
and it was a great deal more centralist
than suited its own rank-and-file fol-
lowers. For that statement I will quote
from a very interesting work which I have
occasionally quoted before, a symposium
entitled "Looking at the Liberals". It
is factual that when Mr Snedden for a
time held leadership of the Liberal Party
in Opposition he issued a circular to most
branches of the party inquiring what
they thought about a variety of subjects.
The book goes on to say-

Branches treated Mr Snedden's let-
ter very seriously indeed. It was prob-
ably the first communication of its
kind from the leader to the branches
in the history of the party.

That might well be true. It goes on to
say-

The final analysis grouped the re-
sponses in each of the twenty-eight
policy areas into ten categories...
In some areas, of course, the degree
of consensus was such that ten mean-
ingful categories could not be easily
identified. The clearest example of
this was in the area headed "Federal
System" where there was an almost
unanimous response urging "maintain
the 3-tier system", "more autonomy
for states", and "oppose centralist
policy".

I really believe that if a referendum were
taken of the people who generally vote
Labor a very substantial proportion of them
would give very much the same kind of
answer.

The people of this State have nothing to
thank Canberra for. The people of this
State exercise very little control over gov-
ernment which comes from Canberra. The
Constitution of the nation provides that we

have equal representation in the Senate,
but by converting the Senate into a party
House that influence has been totally
neutralised and destroyed. The people of
Tasmania. certainly have nothing to thank
Canberra for, and the people of Queens-
land are quite obviously not enthusiastic
about Canberra. I think there quite prob-
ably will be a very strong element In New
South Wales and Victoria subscribing to
much the same opinions.

What I think the people ought to do
through their respective Parliaments-be-
cause the problem Is ours, not that of Can-
berra-Is go amongst the people, consult
them, and if necessary rouse and galvan-
Ise them into enthusiasm for a Constitu-
tional Convention of a real kind: not one in
which one man can stand up and say,
"Section 96 is not negotiable; section 105A
Is not negotiable; you can talk your heads
off as much as you like but I have the
power-or if it is not I it will be my suc-
cessor who will have the same constitu-
tional power as I and will exercise it in
the same direction, irrespective of party."
A convention of that kind cannot hope to
achieve anything.

I am going to ask the Premier to with-
draw his motion and allow us to be repre-
sented at the convention this time, and the
only reason for my doing so is to give the
convention a last chance to show any
kind of seriousness. it is all very fine to
discuss how to change the word "adult"
into "18-year-old" in the Constitution, and
how to make other minor amendments in
the Constitution which might smooth the
machinery of government:, but the real
problem that confronts the States today,
and has confronted them Increasingly ever
since the war, is the maldistribution of
money. All the money flows to one centre,
and It is dispersed by that centre as that
centre sees fit. When we come to analyse
what that means, it means as the heads
of the big Government departments-the
monolithic bureaucracy in Canberra-see
fit and what, in the name of the Lord,
does the bureaucracy of Canberra know
about the needs of Meekatharra?
It would not know where Meekatharra is,
and no doubt it could not post a letter
there without reference to a postcode. The
bureaucracy of Canberra does not know
anything about many parts of many places
in this country of Australia, which is our
country, not Canberra's country. It now
has the cheek to call itself the Australian
Parliament. No law dignifies it with that
title. If this assembly I am addressing now
Is not an Australian Parliament, I do not
know what It is. It is not a Chinese, a
Vietnamese, nor an Eskimo Parliament.
This Parliament is made up of freely-
elected members.

Mr Bryce: On crooked boundaries.
Mr HARTREY: That is another issue

altogether. The honourable member knows
very well that I am with him on the prin-
ciple of one-vote-one-value. I am with
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Opposition members all the way. However,
that is not what I am talking about now.
One vote or no vote. Canberra is not the
place from which we get our nationality.
I have my nationality from Boulder; I was
born there. I was born in Boulder, in Aus-
tralia, long before Mr Whitlam called him-
self the Prime Minister of the Australian
Government. I do not get my nationality
from him, and I do not want it from him
either. I come from a place I am proud of;
I live in a State I am proud of; and I
belong to a country I am proud of. I would
be the last one to talk about dismembering
the country of Australia. The idea of hav-
ing half a dlozen navies, half a dozen
armies, or half a dozen customs set-ups is
completely ridiculous, and no Australian
would take such a suggestion seriously.
However, we are not being invited to do
that.

Very many grave and important national
responsibilities repose In the Federal Gov-
ernment. and rightly repose in it. If the
Federal Government devoted its attention
to the promotion and discharge efficiently
of the functions that have been entrusted
to it, it would be a very good thing indeed.
I am perfectly convinced that a Postage
stamp for 18ic is not the best the Federal
Governmcnt could do if It really devoted
its attention to its function as the head
of the postal department. I am perfectly
convinced we would not have a deficit
approaching $4 000 million if the Federal
Government devoted Itself to Its functions
relating to the very wide financial control
it has over banks, corporations, insurance
companies, exchange rates, etc.

I say straightout and seriously that the
people of Australia as a whole are very
inclined today to limit the extension of
powers to the central Government. This
Parliament is concerned to protect the
people of the State. That is our responsi-
bility. We are not concerned to preserve
the personal liberties of the people in
Queensland, although God knows, they are
our fellow countrymen and I should like
to see their liberties preserved. However,
our job is to preserve the personal liberties
of the People of this State. I believe all
State Governments are realising increas-
ingly that responsibility.

It was not the Federal Government
which organised the convention to start
with; it was the States, but unfortunately
along the wrong lines. They are just talk-
ing politely to people who tell them, "'This
is not negotiable", and "That is not
negotiable."

On this occasion I will vote to send our
delegation back, just to tell Canberra that
these matters are negotiable. Our delega-
tion should tell the Federal Government
that it is the last time we will negotiate,
and after this we will go out to Australia
and take the fight to the people in our
respective States. We will raise enthusiasm

against centralism, the monopoly of Gov-
ernment, and power in the monolithic
bureaucracy in Canberra. We can then
say to the Federal Parliament, "If you
cannot do the people's will, they will turn
you out on Your necks." We can do this
and we will do it if the people want it.
It is the function of this Parliament and
this State to see it done.

What Mr Ejelke-Petersen does is not
my business. I do not propose to criticise
him nor to praise him, In fact, I do not
propose to make any reference to him at
all because he has nothing to do with me.
It is not my function to do anything about
him. It is the function of the people in
Queznsland, and I leave it to them. How-
ever, it is certainly the function of the
Parliament of this State to stand up for
the rights of the people of Western Aus-
tralia. We should not have to go begging,
cap in hand, year after year to the Federal
Government to say, "Please give us some
of our own money. Please give us some
back-look what you take from us.",

Mr Barnett: Come on. They give us back
a lot more than they receive from us.

Mr HARThEY: Oh yes, of course. Has
the honourable member ever read the
Commonwealth year book? Has he ever
read how much we buy from the Eastern
States in comparison with what they buy
frYom us.

Mr Sodeman: Three to one!
Mr Barnett: What has that to do with

taxes?
Mr HARTREY: The honourable member

would not know, but It is time he learnt.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HARTREY: I do not mind inter-

ruptions from growing boys.
Mr B. T. Burke: They give us plenty

of money for geriatric services.
Mr HARTREY: When I need them I

will ask for them.
Mr B. T. Burke: Then you would not

know.
Mr HA*RTREY: Even geriatric people

are not necessarily dills. That is more
than can be said for some people half my
age.

Several members interjected.
Tb2 SPEAKER: Order!
Mr HARTREY: Yes, Sir, I was becoming

a little disorderly myself. It is about time
I devoted myself to the cause.

I am intending to vote to send the dele-
gation this year, and therefore, I intend
to vote against the Premier's motion. Of
course, my action will be futile anyway
because the motion will be carried. How-
ever, with a good conscience, I will vote
for the sending of the delegation this year
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even if it Is merely to do what the deputa-
tion which went to James I did when he
said, "Bring stools for the ambassadors."
The delegates told him they would not
negotiate with him any more and that
they were going out to the people of
England to negotiate. Not very long after
that the king's son lost his head because
the monarchy would not negotiate with the
right people. I am not, of course, preach-
Ing revolution!I

Mr Bryce: It would not be Charles I in
Western Australia!

Mr HARTREY: The head of the honour-
able member would not be much loss. At
the same time, I hope it will continue to
go along with his body far many years to
come. Even a central ganglion will sus-
tain life.

I am not preaching revolution, but I am
preaching direct appeal to the people of
Australia by the States of Australia-by
the Parliaments of Australia. Do not
forget that Australia consists of the States
of Australia. Before the Constitution
there was no Canberra, no Federal Par-
liament. It was the will of the people of
Australia that created this great partner-
ship of six States, as different in as many
respects, but all having so many Interests
in common. The essence of federalism Vs
the essence of what we need in this
country. I say to those chuckling young
lizards on this side of the H-ouse1 that Is
all right; there is no law against chuck-
ling. As a. matter of fact, laughter is the
music of life, and I like to bear It.

Mr B. T. Burke: As long as it is iln
tune.

Mr Sodeman: You will have to learn to
sing.

Mr B. T. Burke: As long as you do not
fiddle!1

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Boulder-Dundas.

Mr HARTREY: I do not think I need to
say more. I wanted to explain what other-
wise might appear to be an inconsistency
on my part by voting against the motion.
I agree this convention has not achieved
anything so f ar, nor do I think it will
achieve anything in the future; but I think
we should send our delegates back once
again to tell the convention to get down
to taws and start discussing money which,
although I know it is the root of all evil,
is also vital for the State. If the conven-
tion is not prepared seriously to discuss an
arrangement by which the States in their
own right spend the money of their own
People on the various and multifarious
duties cast upon them under the Consti-
tution, the delegation should say, "We will
leave you and will not return, like the
ambassador to James I, but will go out
among the people of Australia and arouse
them-"

1f that occurred the matter would soon
go further than that and those who sit

in Canberra would listen with great at-
tention to the clamour of the People who
put them there; and if they did not listen
they would cease to be there and others
would take their Places, because one of the
advantages of the Commonwealth Consti-
tution is that it makes provisions for one-
vote-one-value and for one vote for every
man, woman, and child In Australia. By
"child" I mean a person of 18 years of
age, who is still a child to me even though
the law says he is an adult.

I hope the Premier will reconsider his
decision and send his delegation with one
last ultimatum before the whole thing
breaks down and we take the fight into
the country where it really belongs; and
in each of the States, and we can count
on at least four States to start with.

SIR CHLARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [9.12 p.m.]: I refer at the out-
set to a comment made by the member
for Mt. Hawthorn when he referred to
this motion as being a motion for a strike.
I cannot Imagine any more frivolous des-
cription of the motion;, but, on the other
hand, if all strikes had to be approved
by motion in both H-ouses of Parlia-
ment 1 do not think we would have many.

I refer to the points made by the mem-
ber who has just resumed his seat-the
member for Boulder-Dundas. He put
forward the proposition that we should
go back once more and try to get a bit
of sense out of the convention. Quite
frankly. if I felt we could get anywhere on
this occasion I would not be opposing the
idca of going to this meeting on the 24th
to 26th September. However, it Is imn-
portant that I remind the member for
Cockburn, who was at the meeting of the
13th August, that it was the Prime Min-
ister who laid down the law. He laid down
the rules, and he was the one who said-
and this is the point I was trying to get
across by way of interjection when the
member was speaking-that if his items
were not placed high on the agenda it
would be a betrayal of the arrangements
he made with the people who Induced him
to bring the Commonwealth back to the
convention.

As far as I am concerned he should
have stayed away from the convention if
he Intended to lay down rules such as
that. I have to remind members, because
it does support what the member for
Boulder-Dundas said, that there are two
particular items on the agenda which the
Prime Minister insisted should have a high
priority. I refer specifically to items 85
on page 4 of the agenda and 86, part 2-
one to be moved by Mr Whitlam and the
other to be moved by Aldermnan Jones.
The Prime Minister was quite emphatic--
and my colleague, the Honorary Minister
for Federal Affairs with whom I have
checked again this evening informed me
of this-not only on this occasion but on
a previous occasion that if he did not
obtain an assurance that those items would
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be dealt with as a matter of priority he
would not allow the Commonwealth dele-
gation to attend. What sort of a con-
vention is that?

Mr Bryce: When were you known for
your give and take? Ask the Country
Party how much give and take you allowed
them.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We listened to
members from the other side in compara-
tive silence; more interjections have come
from their side against one of their own
members than from this side.

I invite the attention of members oppo-
site to item 55 on page 4 and item 822
on page 9 of the agenda. The chances
of the States ever getting to item 822 on
this occasion are precisely nil.

Mr Taylor: The agenda can be changed
each morning.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Now that the
member for Cockburn is present, I want
to emphasise that the Prime Minister
made it clear that if these items did not
receive high priority he would regard it
as a betrayal-and that is his word, not
mine.

Mr Taylor:, When did he say those
words? Certainly not at the meeting L
attended.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The member for
Cockburn was at the meeting of the 13th
August--

Mr Taylor: For the record, when did he
say that?

Sir CHARLES COURT: -and so was
my colleague, the Deputy Premier, at
other meetings.

Mr Taylor: We are telling you-
Sir CHARLES COURT: 1 am telling the

member for Cockburn, and if he wants to
accuse the Hon. I. G. Medcalf of telling
an untruth, let him do so.

Mr Taylor: 'He and I could be at the
same meeting in a few days' time; perhaps
we could produce Hansard reports and see
what happened.

Sir CHARLES COURT: My Deputy
Premier was also at a meeting when the
Prime Minister made this a condition on
behalf of the Commonwealth.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Now, it has been

accepted that if-
Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Just a minute!

We listened to members opposite.
Mr Barnett: But we spoke common

sense.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members knlow

what I am going to say, and it Is this:
it is permissible for a member to Interject
on another, but when different members
from different parts of the Chamber carry

on interjecting one after the other it is
impossible for a. speaker to make sense
of what he is saying. This is tantamount
to trying to Prevent a member from say-
ing what he wants to say. Members know
that, so I ask them to bear with each
other when an interjection is made and
not set up a chorus. That applies right
throughout the House. The Premier.

Mr Skidmore: Apart from listening to
nonsense that makes no sense.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I come back to
the point, because I think the member
for Cockburn should get this clear-

Mr Taylor: He is very clear.
Sir CHARLES COURT: -that the

Prime Minister made it a very definite
condition that before the Commonwealth
contingent would come back to the con-
vention he had to have an assurance that
certain items would be given priority on
the agenda. It is true that the conven-
tion can manipulate, regulate, or change
the agenda day by day.

Mr Taylor: The executive committee can,
of which he is a member.

Sir CHARLES COURT: However, I
want to tell the member for Cockburn
that if the convention did exercise this
right on any morning and the two
matters which the Prime Minister wished
to be dealt with were not dealt with, the
Commonwealth contingent would not, be
present the next day.

Mr Taylor:" How can you say that? I
was present at the meeting-

Mr Bryce interjected.
Mr Taylor: -with your representative

when this was discussed.
The SPEAKER: Order! I warn the

member for Ascot to refrain from inter-
jecting when one of his members is already
interjecting. I warn the member for Ascot.

Mr Jamieson: They are a couple of
pussy items, anyway; they do not mean
anything.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition says that, but
as far as the Prime Minister is concerned
they are vital items.

Mr Jamieson: They are not; they are
pussy items.

Sir CHARLES COURT: They are crucial
items.

Mr Taylor: In a three-day convention.
Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to say

most of the time on the first day would
be taken up with dealing with only one of
the items, let alone the rest. So the simple
fact is that we have a situation In which
the whole thing is a farce. I think when
the Commonwealth started playing prima
donnaa it should have been left out in the
cold and tne States should have got on
with the job. I still believe the States
would be wise to convene together and
work out what Is desirable from their
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point of view to amend the Constitution
to bring it up to date and to remove any
anomalies that exist. This can then be
put to the Commonwealth. and Ithe Comn-
monwealth has its own ideas the whole
lot can be combined. By this means we
would have a fighting chance of getting
some sort of sense and arriving at amnend-
ments that are generally acceptable.

I want also to remind the member for
Cockburnl-and I am not quite sure
whether he was the delegate then or
whether someone else from his side was-
that at a meeting of committee "A"l which
the Prime Minister chaired there appeared
to be unanimity amongst everybody pre-
sent-with the exception of the Prime
Minister-on a particular issue.

Ur Jamieson: He is hard to get on with,
and so are you.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Perhaps I am,
too.

Mr Bryce: Maybe his ego is as big as
yours,

Sir CHARLES COURT: Here was a de-
legation comprising senior people through-
out Australia, of all parties, which looked
like being unanimous on a particular point.
But where did we get to?

Mr Taylor: Did you ask for a vote on it?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Just listen for

a moment. In the morning they just let
it go because the Prime Minister said,
"You are wasting your time because it will
never get to Caucus, and if It does not get
to Caucus it will never get to Parliament
and You will never have a referendum."

Mr Taylor: And the Premiers accepted
it?

Sir CHARLES COURT:, in the afternoon
we did not. In the morning I was ab-
solutely amazed at the way people, includ-
ing the Prime Minister's own people, ac-
cepted it. However, they did not accept
it in the afternoon on another issue.

Mr Bamnett: You had a win, then.
Sir CHIARLES COURT: I remind the

honourable member that the Prime Min-
ister made It clear that It would not; get
to Parliament because it would not be
referred to Caucus. Members must un-
derstand that referendums can get to the
people only if the Government of the day
in Canberra Is prepared to allow that
course to be followed: that is the situa-
tion under our Constitution. Some of us
believe there should be another way of
getting to the people to give the people
a chance to express themselves. What
chance would we have of reaching Item
S22?

Mr Jamieson: I would say every chance
because it marries in with Item 5.

Mr Taylor: These matters have already
been debated and approved by members
of this Parliament.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to warn
members opposite-

Mr Skidmnore: We do not need warnings.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -that we have
had our first taste of the pursestrings of
Canberra being used as puppet strings,
and this will be reflected when the Stats
Budget is presented later in the session.
The Commonwealth claims to have
launched great initiatives, but all of a sud-
den in its latest Budget it has decided
it does not want to proceed with some
of them and we are left lamenting, This
is how it shows some of the power of
the purse to which the member for Boul-
der-Dund as referred.

Mr Jamieson: That happens all the
time with Commonwealth Governments.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Yes, but not to
this extent.

Mr Jamieson: You Complained about the
Menzies and Holt Governments,

Sir CHARLES COURT: Of course we
did!J I would not tolerate such a situation
whether it were produced by a Liberal-
Country Party Government or a Labor
Government. I have been just as critical
about Liberal Governments as I have about
Labor Governments. Members opposite
would know that I was just as critical
in the days of Robert Gordon Menzies,
Halt, and Gorton.

Mr Jamieson: Which does not show you
in very good light.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Well, we got a
few concessions from being critical be-
cause at least we had a chance of win-
ing a battle with them; and we did wiin
a few battles.

Mr B. T. Burke: Listen to him!
Mr Sodeman: At least he stands up for

the State, and does not give it away.
Mr Jamieson: You would not know.
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Leader of

the Opposition said we were going to have
the week off commencing Tuesday the
24th September because of the conven-
tion. It is not because of the convention
at all: it happens to be Royal Show week
and we would not have been sitting any-
way.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Why are you having
a fortnight off?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Because I be-
loeve members would profit by having a
fortnight's break in the middle of the
session so that they could carry out private
electoral work in their electorates; it is
a sensible provision. The simple fact is
that we have made precisely no progress at
all in the convention on the question of
financial powers.

Mr Jamieson: We have, you know. We
have these other possibilities.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We have made
no progress at all; there is not a thing
on this agenda relating to financial
power&-

Mr Jamieson: That shows how mad
you are.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: -on which we
can make any progress. It would not
matter if a lot of the Items on the agenda
were not passed for 100 years, because
they do not get to the root of the prob-
lem Bolie set out to resolve when he first
mooted the convening of the Constitutional
Convention. We need to get back to the
basics of the problem and not deal only
with these superficial matters, important
as they might be from a legalistic point
of view.

The Leader of the Opposition said that
if the convention did not convene between
the 24th and the 26th September it would
be on the heads of Western Australia
and Queensland. I accept that responsi-
bility; I do not hide behind what Ejelke-
Petersen has done. It so happens that
the Western Australian Government, for
good reason, believes the convention has
become a farce and it would be a goad
thing if we did not attend the meeting
laid down for later this month. The
executive committee should sit down and
have a good look-

Mr Jamieson: Will you go to the exe-
cutive committee?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The executive
committee meeting scheduled for Friday
is not to review the progress made by the
Constitutional Convention; it will make a
decision only as to whether the meeting
laid down for the 24th, 25th, and 26th
September should go on.

Mr Jamieson: Will you go to the one
we are talking about?

Sir CHARLES COURT:
guarantee to go to Friday's
I will go to the other one.

I will not
meeting, but

Mr Jamieson: This is the trouble; you
want to pick, and argue afterwards.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I assure the
honourable member that I will certainly
agree to attend the executive committee
meeting held to review the progress made
by the convention.

Mr Jamieson: Will you agree with the
decisions of that committee?

Sir CHARLES COURT: if the decision
of the executive committee is that the
convention should proceed, we will make a
decision In our own way and in our own
time. The Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion knows it would be a parliamentary
decision.

If there is any criticism of Western Aus-
tralia and Queensland, I accept our share
because we are doing what we are doing
deliberately, with a full knowledge of why
we are doing it. I believe we would get
nowhere by attending the convention.

Mr T. D. Evans:
ment on whether
representatives will

Will the Premier corn-
the local government
attend the convention?

Sir CHARLES COURT: If there is a
convention meeting from the 24th to the

26th September, to the best of my know-
ledge the local government delegation is
free to attend; any decision taken here will
relate only to the State parliamentary del-
egation. The Prime Minister, as part of
the wooing process, winl pay the fares and
expenses of local government represent-
atives. If the convention meeting is held
I assume they will go, and I will not at-
tempt to stop them. I hope the local goy-
ermnent delegation does not go, but if It
decides to attend, that Is its business.

I do not think there is anything more
to be said. We have seen a great deal of
this usurping of power by one Common-
wealth Government after another, and I
believe the whole Idea of the convention
was to try to remedy this problem. The
only way we will remedy the situation is
to place more financial power In the hands
of the States. However, we have made no
progress in trying to achieve such a situa-
tion and accordingly I support the motion.

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Blalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coynle
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr OraYden
Mr (rewar
Mr P. V. Jonas
Mr Lauirance
Mr McPharlin
Mr NanoviCh

Mr Bamet
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Cart
Mr Davies
Mr H. D). Evans
Mr T. D. Evans

Ayeft
Mr O'Connor
Mr Mensaos

Ayes-25
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarke

Noes-20
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Pairn

(Teller)

Hartney
Jamieson
T. H. Jones
May
Mclver
Skidmore
Taylor
A. R. Tonkin
J. T. Tornkin
Moller

Noes
Mr Pletcher
Mr Harman

Question thus passed.

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

In Committee
Resumed from the 2nd September. The

Chairman of Committees (Mr Thompson)
in the Chair; Mr O'Neil (Minister for
Works) In charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short Title and Citation-
The CHAIRMAN: Progress was reported

on clause 1.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I take strong ex-

ception to the title Of this Act-Electoral
Districts Act Amendment Act, 1975. I will
not weary the Committee by talking about
other Acts of Parliament that were roguish
and were called by various syrupy names.
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I certainly cannot acquiesce to the title
of this Act, because it would be on my con-
science for the rest of my life. This is a
corrupt Bill introduced by a corrupt Gov-
ernment.

We believe that this Bill has been delib-
erately framed in order to save the seats
of certain members of Parliament who were
becoming "windy". It deliberately contin-
ues the rape of democracy in Western Aus-
tralia and for this reason I move an am-
endment-

Page 1-Delete subclause (1).
If I am successful with my amendment,
and I have every reason to believe that I
will be because there may be some hcnest
men on the other side of the Chamber-

Mr Nanovich: There are; plenty of them!

Mr A. R. TONKIN: That is the most
encouraging sound I have heard since I
sat in this place. The fact that the menm-
ber for Toodyay, who is concerned about
his seat, is prepared to say that there
are honest men on that side of the Cham-
ber, and that they are not Prepared to
agree to this Bill is one of the most en-
couraging sounds I have ever heard since
I have been here. I salute the member for
Toodyay. He may seem a little inhuman
but I known his heart is in the right place
that is, on the right side.

Mr Nanovich: I have more heart than
you have.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: We are very heart-
ened by this show of heart by the member
for Toodyay who has indicated that he,
too, will not stomach this Bill.

Mr Nanovich: I did not.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I1 distinctly heard

the member for Toodyay say he was an
honest man and, as such, he would sup-
port my amendment.

Mr Sodeman: He did not say that at
all so that makes You a dishonest man.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I apologise to the
Committee for my misunderstanding, but
I thought the member for Toodyay said
he was an honest man.

Mr B. T. Burke: What he meant to
say was that he was big on heart but
short on brains.

Mr A. ft. TOl'KIN: Despite that set-
back to our campaign I still believe we
will have the support of some members
on the other side of the Chamber. For
example, there are six National Country
Party members who will not benefit by the
travesty of that line; that infamous line--
we have heard of the Bob Menzies Bris-
bane line, this Is. however, the Court line.

Mr Bryce; No-one claims responsibility
for it. They are ashamed of it.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: It is very rarely a.
parent claims responsibility for a bas-
tardised offspring and that is what this
line is. It is a disgrace to this Chamber,

to this State, and to all those men who
went overseas and fought for democracy.
They went to the islands; they went to
France, and they went to Britain.

Sir Charles Court: Would you like a
handkerchief? You of all people talking
like that!

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: I had a father and
three brothers who fought in the last war.
The only reason I did not fight was that
I was too young. Here is the arch cynic,
the man responsible for this filthy Bill,
asking: "Would you like a handkerchief?"
A corrupt Government led by a corrupt
leader.

Point of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: I rise on a

point of order, Mr Chairman. We havle
been very patient and tolerant, but I ask
that those words be withdrawn, because
we find them objectionable; that Is, the
reference to a corrupt Government and
a corrupt leader.

The CHAIRMAN: The words used by
the member for Morley are unparliament-
ary and I ask him to withdraw.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Mr Chairman, you
must be joking!

The CHAIRMAN: Will the member
withdraw?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: No.
The CHAIRMAN: I rule that the words

are unparliamentary and I ask you to
withdraw.

Mr A. R. TONKIN. How can accur-
ate words be unparliamentary? This line
has been drawn so as to split the-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Would the
honourable member resume his seat? I
rule that the words spoken by the mem-
ber for Morley are unparliamentary and
I ask him to withdraw.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: There is something
more important than parliament and that
is democracy and the people.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It is clear
that the member for Morley is not going
to withdraw. In those circumstances i
have no alternative but to name the mem-
ber for Morley and. in accordance with
Standing Orders, I will report to the House.

Dissent from Chairman's Ruling
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I move-

That the Chairman's ruling be dis-
agreed with.

The Chairman has turned his back on me.
Sir Charles Court: You are making a

complete fool of yourself.
Mr A. Rt. TONKINq: Am I? What a

filthy Bill this is!
Sir Charles Court: I wish we could Lake

a picture of you.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: What a filthy Bill

this is!I
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Mr Bryce: Ejelke-Petersen is not the The SPEAKER: I am denying the rnem-
only Bible Dasher.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: Our men died for
democracy just for us to see the Premier
do this today..

[The Speaker resumed the Chair]
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES:

Mr Speaker, during the course of the
debate in the Committee stage of the
Electoral Districts Act Amendment Bill,
the member for Morley used certain words
which I ruled to be unparliamentary, -and
I asked him to withdraw. He refused on
every occasion to withdraw and I felt I
had no other course but to name the
member for Morley.

Points of Order
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: The Chairman gave

a ruling and I immediately moved to dis-
sent from the Chairman's ruling, but the
Chairman refused to give me the call.

The SPEAKER: Will the member resume
his seat? There can be no debate and
that is the Procedure the member must
follow.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: On a point of order-
The SPEAKER: There is no point of

order.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: You have not heard

my point of order.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I do not want any in-

terruption from anyone else, otherwise
there will be further naming. I will hear
the point of order.

Mr A. R. TONKINq: In the best parlia-
mentary tradition I have moved to dis-
sent from the Chairman's rifling, as did
the "great" Robert Gordon Menzies In the
House of Representatives some Years ago.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber will resume his seat. I have checked
on the position. This Is the first time
this has happened in my term as Speaker.
I see from the Standing Orders that "the
Speaker shiall forthwith put the question".

Mr A. R. TONKINq: I wish to move to
dissent from your ruling, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
will resume his seat.

Mr BRYCE: On a point of order-
The SPEAKER: The member will re-

sume his seat. There will be no debate.
If the member will not resume his seat I
will name him.

Mr BRYCE: You say there is no point
of order-

The SPEAKER: I name the member for
Ascot. Will he resume his seat?

Mr A. ft. Tonkin: A kangaroo court.
Mr BRYCE: There is no member on his

feet, This place is becoming a farce.
The SPEAKER: Will the member resume

his seat?
Mr BRYCE: You are denying me the

right to speak.

ber the right to be on his feet.
Mr H. D. EVANS: On a point of order-
The SPEAKER: The member will resume

his seat, or else I will name him.
Mr JAMIESON: There must be a right,

surely.
Mr Skidmore: Name us all.
The SPEAKER: There must not be a

rabble like this in this Parliament.
Mr JAMIESON: Surely there must be

a right to members--
The SPEAKER: Unless the member for

Welshpool permits the Proper course to be
followed on this matter I will name hini.

Mr B. T. Burke: Name everybody.
Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: We must have a point

of order.

Suspension of Member
Sir CHARLES COURT: 11 move-

That the member for Morley be sus-
pended from the service of the House.

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

Remarks during Division
Mr B. T. Burke: What a sham!
Mr Bryce: What a disgraceful perform-

ance!
Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: On the 23rd Novem-

ber, 1972, you, Mr Speaker, voted to keep
the member for Narrogin in after he had
been named by our Chairman of Commit-
tees. This is a disgraceful exhibition.

Mr Jamieson: It is hypocrisy.

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Mr Blaifle
Sir Charles Comrt
Mr Cowvan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Groear
Mr P. V. J0110
Mr Laureace
Mr McPharlin
Mr Nanovich

Mr Barnett
Mr Blateman
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Canr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evane
Mr T, D. Evans
Mr Harman

Aye
Mr O'Connor

Ayes-25
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Sbaiders
Mr Sibeon
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephees
Ur Thompson
Mr watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarke

(Teller)

Now -21
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Hartrey,
Jamnieson
T. H. Jone"
lMay
McIver
Skidmore
Taylor
A. R.' Tonkin
J1. T. Tonkin
Moller

(Teller)
Pair

No
Mr Fletcher

Motion thus passed.
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Suspension of Member
The SPEAKER: The member for Morley

will leave the House.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: I regard that as a

wonderful exhibition!
The SPEAKER: The member for Morley

will leave the House.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I do not believe that

division-
The SPEAKER: The member will leave

the House.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I am rising on a

point of order.
The SPEAKER: There is no point of

order. If the member does not leave the
House I will take further action; I will
name him again.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: I rose on a point of
order. You are denying me the right to do
that.

The SPEAKER: Will the member for
Morley leave the House? The H-ouse has
determined that his service will be sus-
pended.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: Quite improperly. I
rise on a point of order but You refuse
to take it.

The SPEAKER: I will leave the Chair
until the ringing of the bells.
Sitting suspended from 9.47 to 10.02 p.m

The SPEAKER: I regret that the mem-
ber for Morley still remains defiantly In
his seat. I just want to say that Stand-
ing Orders have been followed and if the
member for Morley continues to persist
in the line he is taking he will bring
further discredit on himself and on this
House of Parliament, and he will reflect,
in a way, on all of us in this Chamber.

I want to ask him again to leave the
Chamber and suffer the penalty of being
suspended. This means he will be sus-
pended for one full day, not including the
remainder of today's sitting. Wml the
member remove himself? I must ask the
Sergeant-at-Arms to escort the member
from his seat outside the precincts of the
House. Will the member for Morley please
comply?

[Mr A. Rt. Tonkin was escorted from
the Chamber by the Sergeant-at-Arms.]

The SPEAKER: I now proceed with the
further naming procedure in connection
with the member for Ascot. I have al-
ready named the member for Ascot.

Mr BRYCE: On what basis?
Mr J. T. TONKINJ: Mr Speaker-
Mr BRYCE: I rise on a point of order-
The SPEAKER: There is no debate on

this motion.
Mr Barnett: What motion?
The SPEAKER: The Standing Orders

are Quite explicit on the matter.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker-
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Mr Speaker-

The SPEAKER: Will the Leader of the
Opposition resume his seat? There is no
point of order.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I say there is. and,
with respect, I ask you to hear me.

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition will resume his seat. For the in-
formation of the House, Standing Order
71 reads-

If the offence has been committed
in the House, the Speaker shall forth-
with put the question, on a motion
being made, no amendment, adjourn-
ment, or debate being allowed, "That
such Member be suspended from the
service of the House"; and, if the
off ence-

Mr Barnett: What offence?
The SPEAKER: Who is that interrupt-

ing me?
Mr Barnett: Me.
The SPEAKER: I warn the member for

Rockingham not to do it again. There
is no need to be rude in this matter.

Mr Barnett: It is very hard.
The SPEAKER: The Standing Order

continues-
-has been committed in Commit-
tee, the Chairman shall forthwith sus-
pend the proceedings of the Commit-
tee and report the circumstances to
the House; and the Speaker shall
forthwith, on a motion being made,
put the same question, without amend-
ment, adjournment, or debate, as if
the offence had been committed in
the House itself.

Suspension of Member
Sir CHARLES COURT: I move-

That the member for Ascot be sus-
pended from the service of the House.

Mr Bryce: You are corrupt: so is your
Government!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: So too is this Bill, you know

full well!1
Motion put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remarks During Division
Mr T. J. Burke: There wasn't a motion

before the Chair!
Several members interjected.
Mr Jamieson: You ought to see what

they did when we moved for someone to
go out!

Mr B. T. Burke: That's fixed your three
years, Mr Speaker!

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the mem-
ber for Balga, to withdraw those remarks
and apologise.
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Mr B. T. BURKE: Qute happily.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I do not want remarks

like that from the member for Swan.
Mr Skidmnore: You might get more of

it.
The SPEAKER: Will the member for

Swan withdraw and apologise?
Mr SKIDMORE: I withdraw and apo-

logise, Mr Speaker.
Mr B. T. Burke: I will enjoy tomorrow

very much!
Mr Bryce: Corruption!
Mr Barnett: No points of order!
Mr Bryce: A cowardly way for the Gov-

ernment to hide behind the Speaker!
Sir Charles Court: I am sorry for you

people!
Mr Bryce: This Is electoral corruption

and the Premier knows it!
Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: A latter-day John Forrest

and corrupt electoral laws of this State,
and you know it!

Sir Charles Court; Your leader will not
be enjoying this.

Mr Bryce: Finally the public will find
out and the younger members opposite
should be ashamed of the fact that they
are associated with it!

Mr Earnett: They are!
Mr Shalders: I am not ashamed!
Mr Bryce: Dirty hands! The lot of It.
Several members interjected.
Mr Bryce: The member for Murray will

not be here long enough to be ashamed.
Several members Interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Mr Blalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Grower
Mr P. V. Jon..
Mr Leurance
Mr MoPharlin
Air Nanovich

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr navies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans

Ayes
Mr O'Connor
Mr Mensaros

Ayes-fl5
Mr Old
Mr O'Nel
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr BShalere
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

Noes-IS
Mr Kartrey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmnore
Mr Taylor
Mr J3. T. Tonki
Mr Moller

Pairs
Noes

Mr Pletcher
Mr Harman

Motion thus passed.

The SPEAKER: Will the member for
Ascot withdraw?

Mr BRYCE:, As I withdraw-
The SPEAKER: Just withdraw from the

House without any comment.
Mr BRYCE: -from a toy Parliament

corrupted by a vile Government-
The SPEAKER: Withdraw from Par-

liament. I ask the Sergeant-at-Arms to
escort the member for Ascot from the
Chamber.

Mr BRYCE: It is a sorry day!
[Mr Bryce left the Chamber.]
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Mr Speaker-
Mr Skidmnore'. Smile you;, please smile.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: Order! Wml the Leader

of the Opposition resume his seat? Thank
you. Do I understand the member for
Swan was speaking to me?

Mr SKIDMORE:, I was not speaking to
you, Mr Speaker,

The SPEAKER: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

Mr Skidmore: My remarks were directed
at the Premier.

Mr T. J. Burke: Very apt, too.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of

the Opposition.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: With respect, Mr

Speaker, I suggest I have every right to
raise a point of order. I consider mistakes
were made on both sides and whilst I
agree entirely with what you read out I
say, with respect, you overlooked this
point: the Standing Orders provide that
when the Chairman of Committees or a
Speaker asks a member to withdraw, a
point of order can be raised so that the
decision made by the Chairman of Com-
mittees or the Speaker can be challenged.

Mr Bateman: That is right.

Mr J, T. TONKIN: That right was
denied the member for Morley, and if it
had not been denied I think the trouble
would have been avoided. So, the mis-
take was made there.

Mr T. J. Burke: Hear, hear!

Mr 3. T. TONKIN: The member for
(Teller) Morley was denied his right to challenge

the decision of the Chairman of Commit-
tees: that the words he used were unpar-
liamentary. Apart altogether from the
merits of the case, as to whether or not
the words were unparliamentary, any
member has the right to challenge a deci-
sion of the Chairman Of Committees or the

In Speaker, and that right was withheld from
(Tle) the member. So, I suggest that mistakes
(Tle) were made on both sides.

Mr Barnett: Bring them both back.
The SPEAKER: I think that is a sug-

gestion, and not a point of order. The
Committee will resume.
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Committee resumedJ
The Chairman of Committees (Mr

Thompson) in the Chair; Mr O'Neil (Min-
ister for Works) in charge of the Bill.

Mr JAMIESON: I rise on a point of
order. The words which were littered were
also uttered earlier when no objection was
taken to them. You, Mr Chairman, did not
ask the member to withdraw those words,
nor was objection taken. In the circum-
stances, if we are to get anywhere then
members who want to be touchy should
be touchy in the first instance. If the
words have been recorded in Hansard then
I suggest they cannot be objectionable
when they are used a second time.

The CHAIRMAN: I ruled that the words
used by the member for Morley were un-
parliamentary and askcd him to with-
draw, and I believe I acted in accordance
with Standing Orders in adopting the
course I followed.

I submit that the matter is closed and
I ask the Committee to resume debate on
the clause.

Clause 1: Short title and citation
(partly considered)-

Mr CARR: This clause refers to the
title of the Bill now under discussion, and
suggests that it is a Bill for an AL t to
amend the Electoral Districts Act. I op-
pose the clause because I do not consider
the title to be appropriate to the contents
of the Bill.

That Is not the purpose of introducing
this Bill into the Parliament. The Bill was
introduced into the Parliament to keep
the Government in power.

Mr Barnett: For ever and a day.
Mr CARE: The introduction of this Bill

follows a survey conducted by the Liberal
Party.

Mr Skidmore: Stop muttering over
there.

Mr CARRt: That survey, as quoted in
The National Times, showed that if an
election were to be held in this State in
the near future the Court Government
would be hard-pressed to retain power.
The Premier is well aware that there are
a couple of seats in this State which he
would certainly lose immediately if an
election were held.

Mr Barnett: Nedlands is one.
Mr CARR: He knows full well that

another couple of seats on the outskirts
of the metropolitan area have reached the
point of being marginal. He is also well
aware that Toodyny would be lost if an
election were held, as would the seat of
Dale.

Mr Rushton: Do not talk so :nuch rub-
bish.

Mr CARR: So we have a crooked,
crooked line as part of this crooked,
crooked Bill to save Cyril's seat and keep
this Government in power.

(Be)

Mr Nanovich: Grow up, little boy.
Mr Bertram: Can't you see it; are you

blind?
Several members interjected.
Mr NANOVICH: On a point of order,

Mr Chairman, I feel the remark passed
by the member for Mundaring is offensive,
and I ask that it be withdrawn.

Mr Skidmore: The member for Mundar-
Ing did not remark.

Mr N'ANOVICH: He did.
The CHAIRMAN: Order. I ask the

member to resume his seat. Several
interjections have been made. I submit
Hansard would be hard-pressed to get
anything other than the words spoken by
the member for Geraldton, and I rule
there is no point of order.

Mr CARE: When looking at the map
which is before us this evening one does
not need to be very observant to see- Why
the line has been drawn in its present
position. It is in and out, and all over
the Place. There is no logical explana-
tion for it. How can anyone justify the
line going through the middle of Arma-
dale? How can It be justified that one
part of Armadale Is on one side of the
line and the other Part on the other side
of the line?

Sir Charles Court: What has this to do
with the title?

Mr CARR: Is it because, as was said the
other night, the constituents in that elec-
torate are having trouble with their flying
doctor service?

The CHAIRMAN: Could I respectfully
ask the member for Geraldton to refer his
remarks to clause 1 of the Bill?

Mr CARR: Certainly. Clause 1 refers to
the title of the Bill and suggests that the
Bill will amend the Electoral Districts Act.
I am opposed to that suggestion because
the title does not Properly describe the
purpose of the Bill. A much more appro-
priate title would be "a Bill to keep the
Court Government in power for as long as
possible". That is exactly what the mea-
sure is. It is a Bill for an Act to keep
the Court Government, and those of the
same party that follow It, in power for as
long as possible.

The Government has played with the
rules governing elections. It has shown no
respect for democracy. As we agreed in
this place the other night, the first princi-
ple of democracy Is that all people are
equally important. Because all people are
equally important they should have equal
say in choosing the Government by which
they will be ruled.

The Government opposite has shown no
respect whatever for the principle of de-
mocracy. It has stuck to bygone days. If
there was a reason for different sized elec-
torates, because of distances and suchlike,
those special circumstances have gone. We
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have a situation where the Government is
changing the rules to keep itself in power.
The Premier is changing the rules of the
game to keep himself in power-he is a
cheat-and I do not believe we can possibly
pass off that action with a procedure such
as the introduction of a Bill to amend the
Electoral Districts Act. The Bill is not
that at all; it is a Bill for an Act to keep
the Court Government in power forever.

Mr SKIDMORE: I rise to debate this
Bill which proposes to amend the electoral
boundaries and, in turn, has had bestowed
upon it the title, "a Bill for an Act to
amend the Electoral Districts Act". one
might say, perchance, that in speaking to
the title of the Bill we should make sure
we do not canvass other areas which may
be available to us In future debate.

I would not quarrel with that for one
minute, being a stickler for adhering to
the rules of debate. One might perhaps
take some license tonight in that people
who give lip service to the rules of debate
In Parliament should be very careful that
those rules do not reflect upon them on
a future occasion. if perchance I should
stray from the narrow concept whether or
not we should agree to the title of the
Bill, one should give cognizance to the fact
that the Chairman and members of this
Committee have committed a grievous sin
against those tenets of Parliament which
people should hold dear.

The title of the Bill suggests it Is an
amendment to the Electoral Districts
Act. Surely an amendment to the
Electoral Districts Act should amend
the Act in a fair and Just way,
bearing in mind equity, good conscience,
and the substantial mnerits of the case
presented by all persons and all members
of this Chamber. when we look at the
boundaries which have been Proposed as
a just and equitable distribution of the
metropolitan area, we must reflect on the
validity of the title. If the boundaries
established under the legislation now be-
fore us were fair and just, there would be
no quarrel; but not In our wildest dreams
would we in the Opposition accept that
as a substantial fact, because It is not.

When we look at the name of the Bill
and what it endeavours to achieve, we
can only assume It is a desire on the part
of the present Government to remain In
Power for ever and a day. I am not
given to making statements like that un-
less I am prepared to back them up. On
numerous occasions during the very short
debate on the second reading stage of this
legislation, I heard it suggested the Bill
was designed to save Cyril's seat. I might
concur with that.

The tenor of an amendment to the Elec-
toral Districts Act should surely be the
preservation of justice and equity and the
rights of people to be fairly represented
and to be able to say they have not been
placed in a Position of gerrymander. So
when we look at the title we can only

come to the conclusion that It is not a just
title. It does not amend the Electoral
Districts Act as such; it merely amends
the Act to allow a gerrymander to take
place.

Mr T. J. Burke: A "Charliemander".
Mr SKIDMORE: I use parliamentary

verbiage, it is a gerrymander. I might be
able to concede it is a "Charliemander"
but I do not want to give any credit to
the Premier for this infamous legislation.
He might want to run away from it on
a later occasion.

Mr T. J. Burke: He is responsible for It.
Mr SKIDMORE: I merely say we must

try to find some validity In the title of
the Bill to ensure it is germane to the
original Act. I believe It has failed dis-
mally in this.

I may have to wander away from what
you, Mr Chairman, may feel is the qutes-
tion in regard to the title of the Bill. In
all fairness, it is diffcult, to debate the
question of the title of a Bill unless we
roam along the avenues available to us
in the clauses. After all, are they not
what the Bill Is all about? If the title
does not introduce the Bill, how do the
questions of representation, boundaries,
and the number of members In this
Chamber apply? Of course, we should roam
far and wide on all those questions.

When 'we come to the question of how
many members there will be in this
Chamber under the proposed new bound-
aries--which no doubt the Court Govern-
ment feels will be the law in the very near
future-I wonder whether or not the
people really want to be represented in
that way. I wonder whether the people
of Western Australia are prepared to ac-
cept the title of an amending Bill, so
called, when It does not amend the riets
of people but takes away their rights. This
Bill takes away the right of people to
exuress atn opinion on whether they are
entitled to be considered equal, whether
they live in the metropolitan area or in
a country area. is there any great dif-
ference in the minds of the people? Am I
Inferior or superior to anybody else merely
because the member for Dale is being pro-
tected by having the boundary racing
madly down the middle of a 3 ft. B In.
gauge railway line? The people on one side
will have so many votes and the people
on the other side will have a different
number of votes. Whichever side I am on.
I am an elector. What is the difference?

I suggest the title, Which purports to be
an amendment, Is a. travesty. It is a
travesty to suggest the title really means
what it says. It does not mean that at
all. It means, as has been suggested by
my colleagues, a "Charliemander". I will
not give the Premier the credit for first
Introducing a "Charliemander" into a
House of Parliament in Australia. It is an
honour which should not be bestowed upon
him. I will refer to it as a gerrymander.
It is significant in the extreme. It almost
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reflects upon the thinking of some other
People who have gerrymandered in another
area. and one might refer to a good friend
of the Premier-Joh Bjelke-Petersen.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I suggest the
honourable member is not now in any way
speaking to clause 1 of the Bill, and I
ask him kindly to confine his remarks to
clause 1 of the Bill.

Mr SKIODMORE: It may be true that
you, Mr Chairman, in your innocence can-
not understand that at the present time I
am propounding a theory in relation to
Job Bielke-Petersen and the attitude of
the Premier. It becomes difficult if you
are going to adopt that attitude because
you do not allow me the opportunity to
propound my theory. If you do not allow
me to do so, I will drop it, but I intended
to relate it specifically to the title of the
Bill. However, if you deny me that right,
I accept your will.

Mr T. J. Burke:. You take it too easily.
Mr SKID)MORE: I am a forgiving kind

of character. I will not debate the ques-
tion of veracity or the willingness of the
Chairman to allow open debate in this
Chamber.

Mr Sibson: It looks as though you are
going for a hat-trick.

Mr SKIDMORE: The question of doing
the hat-trick is to be decided by me, and
if any member wants to challenge me he
might have the satisfaction of saying the
hat-trick had been done, but he is not
to be dismayed if it is not..

The title of this Bill is a misnomer. It
creates nothing but distaste and distrust
in the minds of the people who look to
an amendment to the Electoral Act to give
them something of value to which they
can look in the future as having shown
that a Government was prepared to
accept the limitations which had been 'um-
posed upon it by the present Electoral Act.

I am afraid when one looks at this par-
ticular amending provision it does not do
what I said It did, Mr Chairman. You
stopped me, and you can stop me again If
you want to prevent open debate. I agree
all along the line because I happen to be
an accommodating person.

Mr T. J. Burke: They have the numbers.
Mr SKIDMORE: That is right; they

have the numbers. When I look to see
whether we can successfully sustain that
we are entitled to four more Assembly
seats within the boundaries laid down by
this amending measure, I must say I doubt
it. One might say one could use numbers,
but one can play games with numbers.
We could say we want a quota of 12 000
electors per seat in the metropolitan area;
or Perhaps we could divide X number of
electors by X number of members. But
surely to goodness electoral legislation
should look at the question of amendment
on a fair and equitable basis. The title
of the Bill suggests It is an amendment

in a fair and equitable way, otherwise it
should not be here. We have had no oppor-
tunity to determine the number to repre-
sent any portion of the electorate, whether
it should be an electorate with 15 000,
12 000, or 10 000 electors.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has
three minutes.

Mr SKIDMORE: We are faced with the
situation of trying to determine in our
own minds whether or not the title of the
Bill is fair and just. r say quite cate-
gorically that it is not. if one looks
at the question of area, I wonder
whether Government members have been,
in the vernacular of the Australian,
fair dinkum. Have Government mern-
hers been fair dinkum or have they
Pulled the shutter of duplicity dawn
upon the window of the electorate so that
when one looks out one can see nothing
other than a blind-a blind hiding the true
intent of the Bill before us?

I merely say that in my candid opinion
there is no question in our mind that the
present piece of legislation has been put
forward by a corrupt Government, There
is no question about it; it is a corrupt
Government that has come forward with
the Bill that is before us at the present
time, and one may even be tempted to
suggest that the leader of this Govern-
ment Is corrupt in bringing it before this
Chamber.

With drawal of Remark
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Chairman, I

take exception to the phrase and I ask
for it to be withdrawn. I find it offensive.

Chairman's Ruling
The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Premier

has taken offence at the words used by
the member for Swan, which words I re-
mind the honourable member were those
which were the subject of discussion
earlier this evening. I rule them unparlia-
mentary and I ask him to withdraw them.

Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Chairman, in no
way will I withdraw those remarks. I
believe implicitly that they are true, and
that I have the right in this Legislaaive
Assembly to express that opinion.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I again ask the
member for Swan to withdraw the
remarks.

Mr SKIDMORE: Again I simply say
that as a legislator in this Assembly I
believe I have the right to express what
in my opinion is honest and I will not
withdraw what I said.

Dissent from Chairman's Ruling
Mr B. T. BURKE: On a point of order,

I rise to disagree with your ruling, Sir,
that the words used by the member for
Swan were unparliamentary, and to point
out to you and to the Committee that the
comparison you said existed between the
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words used by the member for Swan and
those used by the member for Morley does
not exist because the member for Swan
said quite clearly that the situation he out-
lined might lead one to suggest that the
Premier was corrupt. He was not making
that suggestion himself,' and was saying
simply that the situation which he postu-
lated was one from which it was reason-
able to draw the conclusion that there was
some corruption. So, Mr Chairman, your
ruling in this case has misled the Cham-
ber. In your ruling you said that the
words used were those words used earlier
which led to the suspension of a member
of this Chamber, when in fact the words
were not those used. I ask You. Sir, to
check with Mansard to see whether
Hansard in fact points out that the word
"suggest" was used and that it was used
in the context of the situation previously
Postulated by the Speaker.

If you find on checking with Hansard
that the word "suggest" was used, I would
submit there is no point of order and that
the words used were not unparliamentary.
The onus is on you, Mr Chairman, to
verily your position and your failure to do
so can only be viewed in a dim light.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Balga is entitled to move to disagree with
my ruling, but I make the point that
under Standing Order 141 it is necessary
for him to hand to me his objection In
writing.

Mr Skidmnore: Give him time to write
it.

The CHAIRMAN: Th accordance with
the provisions of Standing Orders, I will
now report to the House.

The Speaker resumed the Chair
The CHAIRMAN OF COMMflTTEES:

Mr Speaker, during the course of the de-
bate on the Committee stage of the Elec-
toral Districts Act Amendment Bill the
member for Swan used some words that
were objected to by the Premier. The
Premier asked for them to be withdrawn-
I ruled them to be unparliamentary and I
asked the member for Swan to withdraw.
On two or three occasions the member for
Swan refused to withdraw, and I had no
alternative but to move to name him, and
I point that out.

The SPEAKER: You did not name him?

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMIrTRS8: I
did not name him. At this time the mem-
ber for Balga, rose on a point of order,
and in accordance with Standing Orders.
I report to you that the member for Balga
has handed me the following motion-

I move to disagree with the Chair-
man's ruling in that the words he
sought to be withdrawn were not un-
parliamentary and were not those
used earlier as claimed by the Chair-
man.

Signed: Brian Burke

The SPEAKER: The member may re-
sume his seat. In order to determine the
issue I direct Mansard to discover for me
the offending words. I will leave the Chair
until the ringing of the bells.

Sitting suspended from 10.39 to 11.02 P.M.
The SPEAKER: I must announce that

I uphold the Chairman's ruling that the
words he sought to have withdrawn were
unparliamentary. There is no doubt in my
mind about that. I do not know whether
the House wants tue to read the relevant
section of the debate. I discovered the
offending words, and although they are
not the same they are similar to words
used on a previous occasion which merited
a suspension.

I note the member for Swan is not in
his place. It was my intention to request
him to withdraw the words, and have done
with the matter.

Mr T. J. Burke: He is probably in the
toilet.

The SPEAKER; I do not want any mem-
ber interrupting me when I am on my
feet. Was that the member for Perth?

Mr T, J. Burke: Yes.
The SPEAKER: I trust you will not

offend again. I do not want to ask you
to apologise at this juncture, but I point
out it is very disorderly to speak under
such circumstances. I do not think any
of us--no. matter on which side of the
House he may sit--is very happy under
the circumstances applying tonight.

In the absence of the member for Swan
I cannot proceed with my request. I
propose to see him subsequently and to ask
him to apologise and withdraw the words.

Committee Resumed
The Chairman of Conmnittees (Mr

Thompson) in the Chair; Mr O'Neil (Min-
ister for Works) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1: Short title and citation (part-
ly considered)-

The CHAIERMAN: Confusion appears to
have reigned. Prior to his suspension
from the Chamber, the member for Mor-
ley moved an amendment to delete sub-
clause (1). I have allowed debate to
continue subsequent to that, and I take It
that debate has been in respect of the
amendment. The question is that sub-
clause (1) be deleted.

Point of Order
Mr B_ T. BURKE: The member for

Swan at the time of the -suspension of
the sitting was on his feet and his time
had not expired. Under those circum-
stances, my point of order is that it is
not competent for You, Mr Chairman, to
continue the Committee stage of the Bill
until that member is in the Chamber and
Is able to continue his speech.

The CHAIRMAN: There is no Point
of order.

2636



[Tuesday, 9 September, 1975)

Committee Resumed

Mr B. T. BURKE: In that case I wish
to support the amendment moved by the
member for Morley prior to his suspen-
sion.

We have all heard of Pinnochlo, the
wooden puppet 'whose nose grew longer
with the lies he told. In this Parliament
Plnnoehlo is the Premier, and the title
given to this Bill is a lie because it is not
a title which truly reflects the content
of the Bill: it is a misnomer, As in the
case of Pinnochio the strings that make
him seem to be what he is not are being
pulled in this instance by the Premier
of Queensland (Mr Joh Blelke-Petersen)
who has caused the Plnnochio in this
Parliament to bring before the Chamber
a Bill that is not truly what it would
claim to be.

This Bill is no more a move to redi-
stribute the boundaries or to change the
existing Electoral Districts Act than is
this Premier acting of his own volition,
It Is abundantly obvious to all members
of the Chamber that this is a Bill which
will malapportion the voting strength of
the community within the State of West-
ern Australia; a Bill that will give to some
People living on one side of a road in
Armadale voting strength equal to an
amount many times that held by the
friends, residents, and relatives who live
on the other side of the road. In that
case, the Opposition's point of view is
that the Government has an obligation
and a responsibility to tell the people
exactly what it Is doing, and not hide
behind the regular and ordinary sorts of
names attached to legislation such as this.

If the Government wishes to subvert the
democratic process, then let it say that Is
what it wishes to do; if the Government
wishes to rob the people living in some
parts of this State of their inherent right
to elect and control the Parliaments that
are formed in Western Australia, then let
it say tha~t, is what it wants to do; if the
Government is intent on bringing into
existence electoral laws that will perpe-
tuate Itself or Governments of a similar
colour, then let It say that is what it
intends to do. Let it not dress up; let
It not hide behind: let It not flee to the
cover of a misnomer such as that which
is the title of this Bill.

Consistently we have seen the Govern-
ment hide behind the big smokescreen-
the finely woven web of half-truths that
so often we witness the Premier weaving.
It seems quite plain that the Government
has not only Introduced Into this Chamber
a very drastic and reprehensible measure,
but it has compounded that reprehensi-
bility by hiding behind a title that does
not truly reflect the contents of the Bill.

We all know that this is a game of
politics and that the numbers are on the
other side of the Chamber. Perhaps it
is-futile to continue to hammer and badger
the Government and tell it that what we
believe is fair is not what is being done,

Despite the futility that seems obvious,
the members on this side of the Chamber
cannot deny their ultimate responsibility
and cannot say that during the time this
Bill was debated and voted upon they were
silent. Of course we will not be silent,
On each clause of the Bill we will take
except-ion to the machinations and the
methods this Government is using to im-
plement its long-term aimn of remaining
in power forever.

The misnomer that is the title of this
Bill is an essential part of that method-
ology. I might touch briefly upon the oft
disputed claim that has been made and re-
jected and made once again that this Gov-
ernment, through its political wing, com-
missioned an electoral survey which
showed that its performance was not the
kind of Performance whizh would ensure
its return at a general election, were that
election held now.

That is quite true. The result of the
survey is one of the reasons this Govern-
ment is forced to flee behind a misnomer.
My electorate was included in the survey.
I understand the person taking the poll
had also been to other suburbs within
close proximity and had commented to
some of the people she interviewed that
the answers to the questions she asked
were similar, wherever she went;, namely,
that the Premier was despised by and not
acceptable to the people of Western Aus-
tralia.

Sir Charles Court: You w'ould like to
think that.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Given that situation.
is it any wonder that the Government is
not Possessed of the courage to say to the
people of Western Australia, "This is what
we are doing"? Instead, it must say, "This
is what we say we are doing, but in reality
we are doing something else".

I should like to comment once again on
another aspect of this matter, and the rea-
sons that the Government benches are so
quiet and the Country Party, which is
doomed to extinction by this Bill and can-
not hope to win any of the new seats to be
created within the metropolitan area, has
not used its voice in objection and in fact
supports the move that this misnomer
shall be the head of the Bill.

Strangely enough, there came into my
possession in the last week or so minutes
of a Country Party conference between
Parliamentary and lay members of the
party. At the same time there came into
my possession a statutory declaration
sworn out by a very prominent member of
the Country Party. A close inspection of
both documents reveals quite clearly that
there is a very serious case of perjury
'which I have no doubt the Crown Law
Department shortly will be investigating.

The existence of that perjury is one of
the springs from which comes the reluc-
tance of the Country Party to challenge
the lie that is Inherent in the title of this
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Bill. If the Country Party will not chal-
lenge that lie, members of the Opposition
will not flinch from the task. our voice
will be recorded in opposition and that
position will persist while this Government
continues to cause to be debated before
this Chamber such Iniquitous measures.

Mr O'NEIL: Mr Chairman, you and I
have been here for some considerable time.
and I think we are both aware of the in-
dication that has been given by the Oppo-
sition as to its approach to this Bill in
debating clause 1. We all know that it is
a very rare occurrence for clause 1 to be
debated. It is a clear indication, of course,
that the Labor Party is obeying the edicts
of its State executive.

Mr B. T. Burke: Here is the guillotine!
Mr Moiler: Not one speaker from Your

side has had the courage to stand and
defend the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr O'NEIL: Members opposite are obey-

ing the edicts of the State Executive of the
Australian Labor Party, which has told
them they must oppose and speak to every
clause of this Bill. I notice the member
for Boulder-Dundas did not go along with
that idea.

Mr Hartrey: I did stand just as you did,
but I missed the call.

Mr O'NEIL: I am not sure whether the
member for Boulder-Dundas is going to
obey that edict and debate every clause
of this Bill; I do not know whether he will
be pulled into line like his colleagues.

Mr May: Do not egg him on.
Mr B. T. Burke: The fuel and energy

legislation, the redistribution Bill and
police in the Chamber!

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The Minister
is entitled to be heard.

Mr O'NEIL: Not one argument has been
raised which is appropriate to the title of
this Bill.

Mr May: That is a reflection on the
Chairman!

Mr B. T. Burke: And on the Speaker.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr May: Name him!
Mr T. D. Evans: it is a reflection on the

Chairman.
Mr O'NEIL: We will display our con-

tempt for the actions of the Opposition
by not making any further comment on
this clause.

Mr RARTHEY: I support the proposi-
tion that subelause (1) be deleted, and I
suggest that the following should lie sub-
stituted-

An Act for the perpetuation of the
political inferiority of the metropolitan
electorates.

Mr TAYLOR: I join with my colleagues
In supporting the deletion of this subclause.
The short title of the Bill Is the "Electoral

Districts Act Amendment Act, 1975'; It
seeks to amend an Act which may be cited
as the "Electoral Districts Act, 1947-1965".
If one refers to that Act, one will see that
its long title reads, "An Act to make pro-
vision for the better representation of the
people of Western Australia in Parliament".

I submit to the House that the title of
the Bill has no relevance to the title of
the Act: it is impossible to see how the
two can run together. Can we say that
this Bill will provide better representation
for the people of Western Australia? "Bet-
ter" implies some progress; "better" implies
better acceptability to the people.

I had occasion the other night, as I
will have occasion on later clauses of the
Bill to refer to the area r represent. I make
just two points:, A survey recently con-
ducted in the Kwinana, area showed that
16 per cent, or one in every six, of the
people in the area came from rural areas.
This Bill will not change the voting struc-
ture In the Ewinana area. How can It be
said that this Bill will Provide better repre-
sentation for the people of Western Aus-
tralia when that 16 per cent in my elec-
torate will have the value of their vote
halved?

In addition, 63 per cent of the people
in my area were born overseas, 21 per cent
coming direct from overseas to the Kwin-
ana area. It is interesting to note the
comment made in the survey conducted by
the University of Western Australia, It
reads as follows--

Twenty-one per cent came directly
from overseas and for this group
Kwlnana represents a first experience
of living conditions in Australia.

Of that group, those who came from the
United Kingdom would have come from a
better electoral system. How then can this
be providing better representation to the
people of Western Australia In Parliament?
Under this clause, we are not to amend
the long title but we are to amend the
short title, which has no relevance to It.
The short title should be deleted and
substituted with something more appro-
priate.

Other speakers have referred to the fact
that this Bill will do nothing at all to
assist In providing better representation. I
believe that while the word "electoral" Is
appropriate, the word "districts" could well
be deleted. One could call It the "Electoral
Restrictions Act".

Mr May:. or "constriction".
Mr TAYLOR: That was my second

choice-the "Electoral Constrictions Act".
That would also be a More appropriate
definition of the Bill. We could also call
it the "Electoral Malapportionment. Act".

Mr May: It could be the "Electoral
Prostitution Act".

Mr TAYLOR: Again, that would he an
appropriate definition of the Bill. I wonder
whether in fact the words "Electoral Dis-
tricts" should be deleted altogether, so
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that we can start from scratch. For reasons
I have mentioned, the short title has no
relevance to the long title. It has no
relevance to the better representation in
Parliament of the people of Western Aus-
tralia, and therefore should be deleted.

Mr BERTRAM: I support the amend-ment. During the Committee stage I
understand that each member has a right
to speak for 20 minutes on the first occa-
sion and then on two subsequent occasions
for 10 minutes each.

The CHAIRMAN: He has the right to
speak for 15 minutes, then 10 minutes.
and then 10 minutes again.

Mr BERTRAM: That is somewhat
extraordinary, because several speakers
have already spoken and of the 51 mem-
bers in the Chamber only one member from
the Government side has spoken.

As I understand it the Minister hand-
ling the Hill can speak as often as he
wishes and for as long as he wishes. So
he is one person who does not
come within the Standing Order already
mentioned. The fact of the matter is--
Putting the position logically and comn-
pletely free of any emotional heat-that
the title given to this Bill is Incorrect. I
completely agree with the member for
Halga, because he has said the title is a
misnomer. Surely when one names some-
thing, whether It be a place, a Bill, or
whatever, some attempt should be made by
the name to describe the thing being
named.

The member for Boulder-Dundas has
given his viewpoint on what the Hill seeks
to do. We have also had comments from
other members, but we are having great
difficulty in getting our message across.
All the Deputy Leader of the Government
was able to say was that no case had been
made out, and the main reason he is saying
that is that the Government's approach
to this measure-which Is typical-is out
of date: not by Just a year or two, but
well out of date. The Government's think-
ing is, or purports to be that, because that
sort of thing could be done with the
Electoral Districts Act in 1937 the same
can be done in 1975.

However, in other countries of the world
there has been a remarkable change of
viewpoint in the space of 30 or 40 years.
In fact, there has been a remarkable
change of outlook in the past 10 years.
So whilst it was all right in years gone
by to fiddle around with the Electoral
Districts Act in the manner now being
attempted, it s certainly not all right
now. Nevertheless, no matter how good
our case is the Government will not listen
to us, but we have an obligation to get
our point across. Whether notice will
be taken of us is another matter. We
will certainly not win the vote.

However, there has been an extra-
ordinary change of attitude in other parts
of the world, as I mentioned in my second

reading speech a few nights ago. In 1937.
In the United States of America, it would
have been perfectly lawful for any State to
have introduced a Bill similar to the one
now before the Committee, or to have
introduced a Bill along the lines of the
principal Act which, by this Bill, we axe
now seeking to amend. In 1937 that would
have been perfectly lawful, even though
to some people it was grossly harsh
and unconscionable, because cer-
tainly in at least one State of the
United States of America in that year
there were electorates with a disparity of
3 000 in one electorate and something like
70 000 or thereabouts in the next-door
electorate.

Nevertheless, this was lawful in the
United States of America at that time, or
that was the way It appeared. In 1941
the same position would have pertained.
It would have been perfectly lawful to
introduce a Hill such as this. I notice
that a correspondent wrote to the
newspaper this morning. Apparently he
had some sort of vested interest in this
measure, and he had the audacity to re-
fer to something the Leader of the Op-
position did in regard to a Bill introduced
in 1937 and also in regard to a Bill in-
troduced in 1947. That is completely ir-
relevant, and what the Government seems
to be unable to do is to bring itself some-
where near up to date, It is determined
it will not do that.

So here is the Government introducing
a Bill according to out-of-date Philoso-
phies and approaches. As I Pointed out
the other evening, if this Bill were in-
troduced in any of the States of the
United States of America it would be
completely void and invalid for the simple
reason it would be held to be unlawful.
I also pointed out the position concerning
the Parliaments and the electorates in
the United States of America which Is
not dissimilar to the position in Australia.
Both countries have a Federal system. In
both countries the individual States gave
unto the central body of government the
powers it now has. In all States of
the United States of America, with the
exception of one, there is a bicameral
Parliament. So It can be seen that there
is a real comparison between the two
countries.

Yet since 1984, in the United States of
America, a Bill of this kind would be re-
garded as unla.wful. Despite this, 11 years
later, we are still playing according to
ancient rules, and the Government is still
wandering around In the days of antiquity.
it is still playing the same games as those
that were played here on other occasions
with the Electoral Districts Act.

What we are asking the Government to
do is to bring itself up to date, and deal
with electoral matters and electoral bound-
aries in a proper, fair, reasonable, Just
and decent manner. In the process Of
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doing that the Government would Inevit-
ably come to the conclusion that the
title of this Bill is just out of tune. The
title proposed by the member for Boulder-
Dundas is far more preferable, because he
Says it is to discount, decrease,-

Mr Hartrey: To Perpetuate the in-
feriority of metropolitan electors.

Mr BERTRAM: That is so. That is one
title we can give to the Bill. Other mem-
bers, without moving amendments, have
said it is a Hill to perpetuate the present
Government. is that not a more accurate
description of this Bill than the misnomer
appearing in clause 1 which contains a
neutral title and conveys nothing at all?

The Hill is before us to assist the
Liberal Party, to the apparent exclusion
of the Country Party, to maintain power
for just as long as it thinks it can bluff
the Opposition and the people. I believe
the Premier is relying very much on what
he regards as the absolute stupidity of
the electors at large. We in the Opposi-
tion are relying very heavily on the ordin-
an' decency and fairness of the people of
this State.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has three
minutes remaining.

Mr BERTRAM: I would remind the
Committee about a bit of the history of
what happened in the United States of
America. Having made the statements I
have, it is incumbent on me to Present
the facts on which I base them. This is
not altogether a usual Procedure; but it
is a procedure which we ought to encour-
age from time to time.

The first case in the USA was the case
of Colegrove v. Green in 1946, The
Supreme Court of that country, it being
the highest judicial body, declined to have
anything to do with the malapportion-
ments which then existed in the USA, ex-
pressing the opinion that it should not
fiddle with political matters, or words to
that effect. It said it should leave that
to the Politicians. In a nutshell it would
not accept jurisdiction in apportionment
cases. It might be more correct to say it
would not accept jurisdiction in malappor-
tionment cases.

Next was the celebrated case of Baker
v. Carr. In that case the Supreme
Court's decision was limited, although it
did rule that if a system other than one
based on population was used for appor-
tionment, the resulting districts must not
be arbitrary or irrational in composition.
So, what we are purporting to do under
the Bill before us runs directly counter
to the requirements In the Baker v. Carr
case.

It was not until 1964 that the USA
Supreme Court extended the decision in
the Baker v. Carr ease. In the case
of Wesberry v. Sanders in February,
1964, it ruled that legislative districts for
the national House of Representatives

must be drawn so as to provide equal re-
Presentation for equal numbers of people.
In suits that directly involved 15 States,
once again the USA Supreme Court ruled
in the case of Reynolds v'. SIms that
districts of State Legislatures must also
be substantially equal in population.

The CHAIRMAN: The member's time
has expired. I note that the member for
Swan has resumed his seat in the Chamn-
ber. I have also been advised that the
member for Swan has spoken to the
Speaker. To give him the opportunity to
make some comments I give him the call.

Withdrawal of Remarks
Mr SKIDMORE: I have been asked to

withdraw the remarks I made. I with-
draw those remarks.

Committee Resumed
Mr DAVIES: I would like to get some

advice from you, Mr Chairman. Can you
tell us who is in charge of the Bill? It
was introduced by the premier, and he
replied to the second reading debate. How-
ever, he does not seem to be taking any
interest in it now. His deputy seems to
be handling the Bill. Because certain
privileges are extended to the person
handling a Bill can the Government in-
dicate who is in charge of the Bill

Sir Charles Court: You know very well
the Mlinister representing the Minister for
Justice is handling the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: my understanding is
the Bill is being handled by the Deputy
Premier.

Mr SKIDMORE: Having made the state-
ment I made, I assume it has been ac-
cepted by the Chamber.

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Mr MOILER: Like the member for Cock-

burn I also draw attention to the iact that
the parent Act states that the provisions
of this legislation are for the better rep-
resentation in Parliament of the people of
Western Australia. The amending Bill,
which this Government has seen fit to in-
troduce, cuts right across the wording
and the intention of the parent Act. What
this Government is introducing is not for
the better representation in Parliament of
the people of Western Australia.

Previous speakers have emphasised this,
but I emphasise It again: the Government
has introduced a Bill which does rot pro-
vide better representation In Parliament
of the people within Western Australia.
Over the years some memoers of Parlia-
ment have had to face the fact that as a
result of the redistribution of boundlaries
they have had to desert or forgo represent-
ation of some of their electors.

Even the Leader of the Opposition has
been affected, and the range of his rep-
resentation has varied over a wide radius
in the years he has been a member of
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this Chamber. Because of the increase in
population it has become necessary at
various times for the experts-I emphasise
the word "experts" and not parliamen-
tarians-the Electoral Boundaries Com-
mission to draw up boundaries. Occasion-
ally, some part of the electorate is excised
from a member's constituency, and
another part is added to it. So, over the
years the People whom a member of Par-liament represents can range over a wide
area.

When a part of a near metropolitan
electorate is excised from that electorate
and included in a metropolitan electorate
-as will happen in the electorates of Kala-
rounda, and Dale-the parliamentary rep-
resentation of the people in the excised
part is reduced in value from 100 per cent
to 50 per cent, because they are embraced
in a metropolitan electorate instead of a
country electorate. I believe this conflicts
with the provisions of the parent Act.

It states that the Act is to make pro-
vision for the better parliamentary rep-
resentation of the people of Western Aus-
tralia. Obviously the people in Forrest-
field, High Wycombe, and Maida, Vale,
whom the member for Kalamunda repres-
ents, and the people in Armadale and Gas-
nells, whom the member for Dale rep-
resents will have poorer representation
than they have had up to date. Even
though that representation has been very
poor in the past in those two electorates,
nevertheless it could deteriorate even
more.

Obviously the title of the Bill is con-
trary to what the Government is seeking
to achieve.

We have asked time and time again who
drew the line to decide the representation
in the metropolitan area, but we have not
been able to find out. Under the parent
Act it is the experts who decide where the
line will be drawn. Therefore it would be
reasonable to expect that in those circum-
stances they would draw the line to pro-
vide in their opinion better representa-
tion. However, we have not been advised
who drew this line. Obviously the parlia-
mentary members in the metropolitan area
are twice as good as those members out-
side it because they have to represent
twice as many people.

Mr Canr: Don't forget the sheep.

Mr MOILER: And the sheep, cows, pigs,
and so on. On a number of occasions I have
mentioned the area of Kalamunda because
I consider it warrants mention. If mnem-
bers study the map they will see that
Kalamunda is quite close to the centre of
Perth and Yet under the Bill it is classified
as a country electorate.

I would like to read one small passage
from a letter from the Shire of Kala-
munda. A similar letter was addressed to

Mr Abbey, Mr Masters, and Mr Ian
Thompson. Portion of the letter reads-

Kalamunda is situated approxim-
ately 11 miles from the centre of Perth
and is in need of sewerage reticulation.

The development in the area is such that
sewerage reticulation is necessary, yet it
is being classified as a country area ac-
cording to the Premier who introduced the
Bill and who is not Prepared to name the
person who drew the line.

According to some mysterious, faceless
Person Kalainunda with its dense popula-
tion-

Mr Barnett: I'll say!
Mr MOILER: -is to be classified as a

country area. Members opposite are not
only dense, but also blind because they
cannot see that there is an urban develop-
ment in that area.

I consider that the Shire of Kalamunda
is reasonable in suggesting that the State
and Federal Governments should coni-
tribute $25 million towards the sewerage
reticulation in that area. Those people
are not asking to be treated as people in
a rural area.

I notice that the Premier has now left
the Chamber. The only People who con-
sider that the residents in Kalamunda
should be classified as living In a rural
area are those responsible for the intro-
duction of the Bill, not the residents them-
selves. However, the Premier has obvious-
ly considered the Gooseberry Hill polling
results and also those of Kalamunda and
Lesmurdie. He knows that the residents
in those areas are predominantly Liberal
and so he wants to keep those People in
order to obtain an extra seat in this
Chamber. There is no other reason for
what he is doing. We know It and so
does everyone else who has taken the
trouble to study the Bill.

A similar situation exists at Dale. Any-
one can see the development on both sides
of the thick black line on the map, and
yet the People on the eastern side of the
line are, under this legislation, classified
as living in a rural area: but they are
not living in a rural area.

It is obvious that these steps are being
taken for no other reason but to keep
this very weak Government in offce.
Members on the Opposite side will sit
there with heads on them like mice and
allow anything to occur. Obviously be-
cause the Premier is out of his seat they
have not been given the nod as to what
to do. They are prepared to allow the
addition of another six members of Par-
liament with little or no benefit whatever.

Without taking into account the Coun-
cil provinces, if we introduced a redis-
tribution of Assembly seats under the
present Act.-and I will explain to mem-
bers Opposite what is entailed under that
Act-we all know what would happen. At
least the previous Liberal Government had
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the courage of its convictions. It indi-
cated to the electoral commissioners it
wanted the line to be drawn so that the
metropolitan area would have twice as
many people as the country area.

The CHAIRMAN:. The honourable mem-
ber has two minutes remaining.

Mr MOILER: Thank you. The point 1
am making is that if the same thing had
occurred on this occasion the electorates
of the members for Kalamunda, Dale,
Mundaring, Rockingham, and Toodyay
would have been absorbed into the metro-
politan area and all those members, ex-
cept the member for Mundaring, would
have lost their seats at the next election.

Mr SIDMORE: The Bill now before
us, according to its title, seeks to amend
the Electoral Districts Act. Perhaps one
should try to define the meaning of the
word "amend".

Mr O'Neil: A different motion is before
the Committee at the moment.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am well aware of
that. I understand we are still debating
the title of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The question before
the Committee is that the words contained
in subclause (1) be deleted. I understood
the member to say he was discussing
clause 1.

Mr SKIDUMORE: I appreciate the help
of the Chairman for a person who is not
too much aware of what can happen.

Mr O'Neil: You have been absent for
a. while.

Mr SKIDJMORE: I am not amused by
the help of the member who suggested we
are now on another amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: If the member takes
guidance from the Chair he will not go
wrong.

Mr O'Neil: That Is good advice.
Mr SKIDMORE: One might have re-

servations about that, Mr Chairman, but
I will not enter into a debate with you
on the point.

We suggested that certain words should
be deleted from the title of the Bill. It
appears we should try to find a valid
reason for the deletion of the words. The
title of the Bill suggests it Is a B31l1 to
amend. I have sought guidance from
The Concise Oxford Dictionary and I have
found that "amend" means "abandon evil
ways." The words which we propose
should be deleted impose on the people of
Western Australian nothing other than an
evil act. The word "amendment" suggests
that the Government Intends to abandon
an evil way.

I suggest that members look at the vary-
Ing line on the map which supposedly
outlines the metropolitan area and reflect
whether or not some evil force has estab-
lished that line. One would have to be
naive to accept that the line does re-
present the boundary of the metropolitan

area. However, we In this place are not
naive and we are well aware of what the
Government is seeking to achieve whereas
the people of Western Australia are not
aware of what is happening. For that
reason we are determined that the words
used should be deleted because they do
not remove any evil whatsoever.

Being a fair-minded person on the ques-
Lion of debating, I1 find that a further
definition of "amend" means "correct an
error". In brackets it is stated "legal do-
cument". If any correction is to be made
in the legal sense, it could be suggested
that the Government has been irregular
in law. There is no legal reason for the
Act to be amended. If there is such a
reason, the Government has failed to in-
form the Opposition and the people of
Western Australia.

The very silence of members opposite
seems to be an acceptance that we on
this side may carry the battle forward.
Not one member opposite has the guts
to stand up and express an opinion. I
Suggest that is a valid reason for the
deletion of the words.

A further definition of the word
"amend" Is "make Pro fessed improve-

mentrs". In this regard the Government
and I might join hands, although it would
be a very cold handshake as far as I am
concerned. Surely the suggestion of mak-
ing improvements should be for those
people we represent in this place. I am
not alIlowed to use the word I would like
to use to describe the Government, but
I will use another word which can also be
found in The Concise Oxford Dictionary,
and means exactly the same thing.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has three
minutes.

Mr SKIDMORE: The word which means
exactly the same as the word I am not
allowed to mention is "wicked". This Is a
wicked Government and it has set out to
deceive the people of Western Australia by
introducing an amending Bill in this form.
We say that because of the duplicity of
the Government the words should be re-
moved from the title of the Bill. The
only improvement achieved by this Bill
will be to ensure that the Government of
the day remains in office forever. If that
is considered to be fair and equitable I can
only say that any handshake I have with
the Government on this question will be
cold indeed. In fact, I would rather I
did not extend my hand to the Govern-
ment on this question.

The last definition of "amend" is
"make better'. Surely that would con-

note that the amendment would make the
situation better for the people of Western
Australia. I am politically naive-I do not
deny that-because my time here has been
very short, but I am not electorally naive.
I believe the people of Western Australia
are not electorally naive. The Govern-
ment has to be challenged in no uncertain
manner on its duplicity In endeavouring to
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foist on the people of Western Australia
an amending Bill which should be rejected
out of hand. That is why we on this
side support the move for the deletion of
the words.

Mr DAVIES: The further this debate
goes the more convinced I am that the
title of the Bill is a misnomer. I imagine
it is supposed to reflect properly the con-
tents of the Bill so that one may gather
what they are and how they are likely
to affect the population at large.

I might explain the question I asked a
while ago in relation to who was in con-
trol of the Bill. I was well aware that
the Minister representing the Minister in
another place under whose department it
comes is nominally in control of the Bill,
but this is not always the case. The
Premier took this Bill through the first
and second reading stages and replied to
the debate.

Mr O'Neil: I was absent on those days.
Mr DAVIES: I was about to say it was

no doubt because the Minister for Works
was absent. When we look at the Votes
and Proceedings for the 13th and 14th Au-
gust, we find that for no part of those sit-
tings was the Minister for Works present.
However, it has happened in this Chamber
that although the appropriate Minister
does not introduce a Bill he takes up the
reply to the debate should he be in the
Chamber. On this occasion the Premier,
for reasons best known to himself and the
Government, took the first and second
readings of the Bill.

Mr O'Neil: I cannot close the debate,
of course.

Mr DAVIES: It does not have to be
closed. The Minister has been here longer
than I have and knows there have been
occasions when there is no debate and the
Minister has not replied.

The Premier's only reply to all the ques-
tions which were asked during a very long
debate on that evening was to quote the
sayings of people who, with the exception
of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
are no longer in the Parliament. He quoted
Mr Arthur Moir, Mr Arthur Bickerton, a
former member for Hannans, and he even
went so far as to quote Phil Collier, a
one-time Premier of this State. Far from
acknowledging that as time evolves
pcics change, the Premier completely
ignored the points which were raised.

The questions asked most often were:
How was this boundary of the metro-
politan area decided upon? Who did the
work on it? Why was it drawn in this
way? Why did it split one large com-
munity down the centre? And why did
it maintain a principle which most people
now find abhorrent? The Premier did not
acknowledge that circumstances In regard
to representation of electors were much
altered from the days of John Forrest.
His reply took only 15 minutes. including
a division, so he must have spent only

about 12 minutes on his reply. Prom
reading It one would think he was disn-
terested or that no Points had been made
in the debate. Perhaps that was his
opinion of the debate but the fact remains
he must have realised at some time
during the evening that we wanted to
know who drew this metropolitan boun-
dary. Because we lack this information
we cannot decide whether the title is a
proper title for the Bill.

It is very easy to see why the present
Government strongly resists the appoint-
ment of parliamentary committees. If
there were a parliamentary committee to
deal with proposed legislation, this Bill
would surely be referred to it and It would
do some digging and delving to come up
with some answers which we have been
seeking ever since the second reading
debate. But all those questions have been
completely ignored. If ever we needed a
parliamentary committee, it Is to look into
legislation of this kind, because we might
be able to call before such a committee
witnesses who could enlighten us as to the
maniner in which the decisions were made.

We do not want to do away with the
secrecy of Cabinet. We do not want to
know how each Minister voted in Cabinet.
We know how the member for Dale voted
in Cabinet, for instance, and I imagine
he was there with his felt-tipped pencil
making a few quick adjustments to the
boundaries which may have been proposed.

Mr May: Would they get a vote in
Cabinet?

Mr DAVIES: From some of the utter-
ances we have heard, I very much doubt
whether Ministers would have a vote, but
the fact remains we do not want to destroy
the secrecy of Cabinet. However, I think
Parliament is entitled to some information
so that we can make up our minds
whether or not this is a proper title for
the Bill. If we had a parliamentary com-
mittee. that committee could call witnesses
and we could decide whether or not we
were being given sufficient information. I
venture to say this legislation would never
have reached the present stage because
no Parliamentary committee would have
accepted It; and even if It had accepted It
I doubt whether the party rooms would
have accepted it once the full background
was known.

So we have no answers to the questions
to help us to decide whether or
not this Is a proper title for the Bill. Why
have we not got the answers to the ques-
tions? The Minister for Works sat
through the debate and heard such
answers as we were given, and if he was coy
about entering into the debate at that
stage, he has had the opportunity to ex-
plain himself tonight. But apart from
voting for the suspension of some mem-
bers, all he has said so far Is that he did
not think the amendment was any good
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and he opposed it. He then seemed to get One of the very bases of the Bill is how
lost and he sat down.

The Minister for Works Is usually a far
better debater than that and is able to
give us the benefit of his knowledge. I
have reminded the Chamber and the
Minister on several occasions that he
usually Produces rather detailed second
reading speeches. I do not know whether
he was able to vet this speech, or whether
he did and wanted to make changes but
the Premier would not let him, or whether
the speech was written by the Crown Law
Department and he was not allowed to
make any changes; but this is not the
nature of the man's second reading
speeches.

Mr O'Neil: Flattery will get you nowhere.
Mr DAVIES: I am on record as having

said this about the Minister for Works
on several occasions. The fact remains
this is not the type of second reading
speech we have come to expect from him.
With the lack of information, we are at
some disadvantage. Indeed, counting in-
terjections when the Premier introduced
the measure-and the interjections took
up just about as much time as the Pre-
mier's comments-only some 20 minutes
of the time of the Chamber was taken
up. As the person introducing the Hill had
unlimited time, we would have expected
him to endeavour to convince us this
would make the Act a far better measure
than It is at the present time.

Everyone is concerned when changes to
the Electoral Districts Act are brought
about. It is probably a case of "Better
the devil you know than the devil you
don't know"; and we do not know it
because the Government has not done
its homework. The Government is not
able to tell us how many electors are
likely to be within the boundary of the
metropolitan area. Is Parliament not en-
titled to know this-and not only Parlia-ment but also the Public at large? The
people want to know what value they
will get for the four extra members for
whom they will be paying at least $180 000
a year for the rest of time.

Does this mean that extra people will
be brought into the metropolitan area,
that the number of electors within a dis-
trict will be less than it is now or more
than it is now? Surely we are entitled
to know this. We want to know what
kind of value we are getting for our
money, because the Government says that
on sheer weight of numbers It is trying
to bring back a better apportionent of
representation. If one takes various sets
of figures, that could be the position. How-
ever. It is obvious that the representation
will be more out of balance when the four
members are appointed, if they are ever
appointed, than it is now.

We can make these calculations only on
estimated figures because the Government
is not able to give us the information.

many electors there will be in the metro-
politan area, in the country, and in the
north-west. We know the number there
will be in the north-west and we know
that in the country and the metropolitan
area the Government now takes the total
number of electors-outside the north-
west-in the country areas and half the
number of electors in the metropolitan
area, anid that total is divided by 47. How-
ever, no-one will tell us how many elec-
tors are on each side of thiat line depicted
on the map. Surely there Is a responsibil-
ity on the Government to give us basic
information.

Until we know what is going on, we
cannot say this Hill is properly titled,
and therefore I can do no more than
oppose the clause. We could move to
refer this matter to a Select Committee
because I believe the Chamber has been
insulted by the manner in which the Bill
has been introduced and the lack of at-
tention that has been given to the ques-
tions raised. I once again ask the Minis-
ter to tell us how many electors there will
be in the metropolitan area. If the bound-
ary line remains unchanged, how many
electors will reside to the west of that
boundary line-if that Is the correct way to
put it?

Mr O'Neil: The answer is: No, I cannot
tell You. It has been explained that no
calculation has been made-only estimates,
and Yours is as good as mine. The Hill
provides that the numbers will be deter-
mined as at the 30th September.

Mr Jamieson: The Premier came out
and made a statement about it.

Mr O'Neil: There have been some
guesses In this Chamber-somewhere
between 25 000 and 30 000.

Mr Jamnieson: When the Premier makes
an estimate it generally carries more
weight.

The CHAIRMAN: The honourable mem-
ber has two minutes only to continue, and
I ask members to let him do so.

Mr Bertram: Is it possible to move for
an extension of time?

The CHAIRMAN: Not during the Com-
mittee debate.

Mr DAVIES: The Minister for Works
just admitted that no homework had been
done. I would be ashamed of that. It
should be Possible to obtain a fairly re-
liable estimate. The names of these people
are recorded on computers, and it is simply
a matter of programming the computers
to flick out the numbers. It Is for this
very reason we have computers--so that
information can be readily available.

Mr May: This Bill must have been on
a. computer-It was Just flicked out.

Mr DAVIES: I am sure the Chief Elec-
toral Officer could be requested to obtain
this information and it would be avail-
able fairly quickly. Once we know this,
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we could know whether the legislation re-
presents value for money.

Mr O'Neil: Questions have been asked
In regard to the state of the rolls at certain
dates. You are asking for a. figure in the
future.

Mr DAVIES: We are asking for an es-
timate now, If the legislation is Passed by
the 30th September, that will be the date.
However, if figures can be obtained for the
30th Semptember, surely we could be told
what they are now.

Mr O'Nell: People are going on and off
the rolls all the time.

Mr DAVIES: There will not be a great
movement in population. The number of
voters in my electorate-as is the case In
the electorate of the Minister-probably
balances out over the year. I might lose
300 this month and gain 310 nest month.
My electorate is fairly stable, and although
the East Melville electorate is probably riot
quite as stable as mine, I do not say this
is because of the representation but rather
because of the very nature of the atrea.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member's
time has expired.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I wish to support the
amendment moved by the Opposition. Es-
sentially Opposition members are saying
that the title as it now exists is a mis-
leading deception because it purports to
say the Hill is to do certain things when
in fact the Bill is not to do those things.

Mr Skidmore: That is for sure.
Mr B. T. BURKE: However, it is Prob-

ably efficient to look at the motivation of
the two coalition partners who would pre-
sent a face like this to the people, and
who would accept and promote a title that
is misleading and one which will do noth-
ing but deceive the public at large.

Firstly. I suggest the Liberal Party,
faced with the situation where its leader as
well as its policies have proved to be ex-
tremely unpopular, and a situation where
both were unacceptable to the electorate,
has obviously a vested interest in saying
to the people that the measure will do
certain things when in fact the measure
will not do those things. if the Govern-
ment said to the people what the measure
will in fact do, the Ire of the people would
be aroused perhaps to the extent where it
would be impossible for this Government
to proceed.

That looks after the Liberal Party
motivation or commitment to the decep-
tion; that is, the short title we are now
debating.

The postion of the Country Party is
much more interesting.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!
Mr B. T. BURKE: We all concede that

the Country Party has not a. hope in hell
of winning any of the new seats to be
created.

Mr Skidmore: May I refer the honour-
able member to the fact that the Country
Party has now changed Its name?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Leader of the
Country Party is in dreamland and un-
likely to be able to clarify the situation.

Mr Old: I am more alert asleep than
you are awake, old son.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Perhaps the dreams
now sweetening the thoughts of the
Leader of the Country Party are the
dreams that one day he may well be the
member for Nedlands, Thiat is quite likely
because members know he is a Liberal and
not a member of the Country Party.

I must get back to the point at issue,
but I am glad we have provoked the
Leader of the Country Party into open-
ing his attractive blue eyes.

Mr Old: Hurry up-time is ticking away,
Mr B. T. BURKE: I thought I might

draw another barb. Let us look at the
motivation of the Country Party and con-
sider the situation where a very promnin-
ent member of the parliamentary Country
Party had an occasion to draw up a sta-
tutory declaration in which he made cer-
tain statements.

Mr Bertram:, Mr Carpenter?

Mr B, T. BURKE: It was not Mr Car-
penter, although he may have witnessed
the declaration. Certain statements con-
tained in this declaration were not only
passing strange but also very Interesting.
Certain claims were made about a meet-
ing of the combined lay Country Part,-
and the parliamentary Country Party.
That declaration by a very prominent
member of this Chamber-

Mr Rushton: What has this to do with
the matter before the Chair?

Mr Skidmore: Oh, go back to sleep!
Mr Jamieson: "Preserve Cyril's seat!"
Mr B. T. BURKE: The utterances that

flow from the Minister for Local Govern-
ment make me wonder why anyone wants
to "Preserve Cyril's seat". Nevertheless,
let me repeat for the honourable member's
benefit that the motivation behind the
Country Party's acceptance of the title of
the Bill-which I said is a deception-is
very difficult to understand. I1 said that
the motivation may be explained by con-
sidering the accusations of a very prom-
inent member of the Country Party who
has sworn out a statutory declara-
tion. He said that an adjourned meeting
of the lay Party and the parliamentary
party was not properly reconvened because
certain provisions made during the ad-
jourinment of the first part of the meeting
were not complied with.

As I said earlier, the minutes of this
meeting came into my possession, and
there is just no evidence to support the
fact that any conditions were placed on
the adjournment of the first meeting and
the reconvening of the second meeting. If
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a statutory declaration is sworn which
says that these conditions of reconvening
a meeting existed when in fact the
minutes of the meeting prove that they
did not exist, that seems to me to be per-
jury. If it is perjury-

Mr O'Neil: You had better check with
a legal man about that.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -then it seems quite
clear that a person who is prepared to per-
jure himself will also be prepared to sup-
port a Proposition that is in itself a decep-
tion. That explains quite clearly why
members of the Country Party do not rise
to their feet and say they will not accept
the Government's contention that this Bill
Is what it says it Is and not what the
Opposition claims it is.

'The wild flights of fancy that lead the
Leader of the Country Party and those
who support him to believe that the crea-
tion of four metropolitan seats will boost
their numbers in this Chamber are similar
to the case of the lemmings. We find that
the Leader of the Country Party Is the
Leader of the lemmings rushing towards
a high cliff only at the last moment to
swerve; but, of course, his followers, not
being able to read their leader's mind, will
not be able to swerve as quickly, and the
Country Party will plunge over the cliff:
in which case the lemming leader will turn
into a rabbit or a Liberal and live happily
ever after.

That is exactly what is happening. The
Country Party has abdicated its responsi-
bility to the people it represents and has
said it is supporting legislation which is
undemocratic and will surely ensure the
demise of the Country Party and the de-
misc of the interests it represents In this
place.

We will hear more in the future about
the perjury of the prominent member of
the country Party and we will hear more
in the future about those elements in the
Country Party which believe that the
surest way to disappear from the political
scene is to dissolve any difference they
may have in the eyes of the electors when
they make their choice at the polls,

The CHAIRMAN: The member has two
minutes remaining.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you, Sir. Quite
clearly the Country Party has said that
it is prepared to support the deception
contained In the title of this Bill, because
those who now wield the power within the
Country Party are not truly representative
of the interests which first sent them here
and are not truly concerned about main-
taining those interests as a force within
this Parliament.

The Liberal Party has such obvious pro-
vocation to accept this deception, because
its leader is unacceptable, its policies are
unacceptable, and this unacceptability has
been shown in a poll or survey that the
party itself commissioned.

Mr BERTRAM: The debate on this
clause has now proceeded for more than
one hour.

Mr Rushton: Not much said yet, though.
Mr BERTRAM: A number of members

of the Opposition have spoken in respect
of it. Thus far all we have had from the
other side is a few scarce words from the
Minister for Works and an assertion by
the Leader of-I think it is--the National
Country Party-

Mr Skidmore: That's the word I was
trying to find!

Mr Jamieson: It is spelt with a "g".
Mr BERTRAM: -that he is awake; and

that assertion came in for a certain
amount of challenge.

Mr Skidnmore: The assertion that he
was awake, or the assertion that he was
looking his customary self?

Mr BERTRAM: I think it is at least
doubtful that any good purpose will be
served in pursuing clause 1 any further if
the Committee is simply not going to
function as a Committee; half of the Com-
mittee having resolved, or having been
directed, or by some extraordinary coin-
cidence having come to the same con-
clusion, that they will not participate in
the debate.

Mr Skidmore: They have a free vote.
Mr BERTRAM: That may well be; they

may have a genuine, free, non party-
directed conscience vote on this matter.
If they have not, then they ought to have
because if ever there should be a con-
science vote on a Bill there should be a
conscience vote on this one as it deals
with the deprivation of the rights of
people. Whatever rights people may hold
dear, their right to vote must be Just
about the most important: in any event
the suffragettes thought that was the case,
and we in the Opposition believe it is, too.

To deprive people of their fights is an
act of robbery and that is a matter which
has to do with one's moral fibre; and that
has to do with one's conscience. If it is a
conscience vote we have the odd spectacle
of the best part of 30 people all of whom
have exactly the same conscience, because
they are going to support this clause. If
it is not a conscience vote or a party-
directed vote, then it must be one of those
extraordinary votes where we have the
best Part of 30 people acting as though
they came out of a duplicator-all politic-
ally identical, saying nothing, and in a
moment voting the same way. But they
are not directed: or. at least, they are not
ev-n gninw to tell us on this occasion!

Mr Young: Name one occasion when one
member on your side has crossed the floor.

Mr BERTRAM: We make no bones
about the fact that we are solid in respect
of this measure, and we would not be a
Party's boot lace if we were not because
this is the most important Bill, with one
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possible exception, that this Parliament
will deal with. I say that because in about
18 months' time the people will go to the
polls believing they are determining who
will be the next Government when in fact
we are determining that right here and
now.

Mr Sibson: You haven't got the tech-
nique of how to win friends and Influence
people.

Mr BERTRAM: I will not describe the
lack of potential of the member for Bun-
bury because I would run the risk of
having to viithdraw.

I say once again in this place that mem-
bers of the Government have an extra-
ordinary flair for putting a name on
something and repeating it in the belief
that if they keep on repeating something
which is not right they convert it into a
fact.

Mr Sodeman: Are you talking about the
Federal Government?

Mr BERTRAM. This is most encourag-
ing, because it seems that one of the
members opposite will join in the debate.

Mr Sibs-an: We have not had much op-
portunity.

Mr BERTRAM: The debate has pro-
ceeded for an hour or more and we have
done our best to allow members opposite
to put forward their points of view. They
are determined they will not do it.

As I said earlier this Parliament, and
now this Committee, is farcical. Earlier
today the Premier complained about the
ConsLitutional Convention, and said that
he was not going to be a party to the
political farce which would take place at
that convention. As I pointed out, the
reason he will not have a bar of that farce
is that he will not have the numbers over
there, and he knows it. Here, he has a
farce which he is perfectly happy to ac-
cept because he has the numbers and is
not going to come to any harm.

It is obvious that this clause will not be
debated on its merits. The force of num-
bers is going to be employed here In a
few moments when the vote on this clause
is taken. I believe my remarks will be borne
out at that time.

progress
Mr MOILER: Members on the Govern-

ment side look tired;, they have refused to
enter the debate. Therefore, I mnove-

That the Chairman do now report
progress and ask leave to sit again.

Motion put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Canr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. PVaS=
Mr T,. D. Evans
Mr erman

Ayes -19
Mr Hartrsy
Mr Jamiteson
Mr T. H. Jone
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J. T. Tonkia
Mr Moiler

(Teller)

Mr Blalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Orewar
Mr P. V. Jane
Ur Laurance
Mr McPhartin
Mr Measaros

Aye
Mr Pletcher

Noes--25
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr BShalers
Mr Sibsan
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Ur Young
Mr Olarko

Pair
No

Mr O'Con nor

( Teller)

Motion thus negatived.

Committee Resumed
Mr CARRt; We are still debating the

amendment moved by the member for
Morley to delete the words in clause 1
with a view to inserting other words more
appropriate to the Bill. The words we
want deleted are inappropriate; In par-
ticular, the words "Electoral Districts"
have connotations of democracy. We live
in a country where we speak freely of
democracy and refer to our community at
many times and in many Ways as being a
democratic community; we refer to de-
mocratic elections for some levels of gov-
ernment.

The use of the word "electoral1 ' in this
clause carries connotations that this Bill
may in Some way he related to democracy
or democratic principles. As such, that
makes it completely inappropriate to take
Its place in this BDi.

As has been said several times previously
In this debate, democracy Is related to
equality-equality of people, of opportu-
nities for People, of importance of people,
and of rights before the law. This Bill
has nothing to do with such equality.

By introducing this Bill, the Govern-
ment is saying that all people are not
equal, that some are more important than
others, that some should have a vote that
is more important than others and that
some should have more votes than others.
It is suggested that because electorates
are different in size, there should be dif-
ferent voting strengths,

However, this is not just one of those
coincidental things, where some electorates
are large and others small; the boundaries
are drawn in a very devious way. Where
there are concentrations of People who
tend to give their support to the Aus-
tralian Labor Party, we find there are
very large electorates, trying to fit as
many people as possible into each elec-
torate. The converse situation applies in
electorates likely to support the Govern-
ment parties; we find small numbers of
electors in those areas.

Mr Clarko: Are You sure about that?
You have about the smallest electorate in
the State, with practically no people in it.

Mr CARR: I am very Pleased the mem-
ber for Karrinyup appears to show some
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interest in the debate; I am sure he will
be the next speaker when I conclude my
remarks.

Mr Clarko: Your electorate contains
about 12 square miles, two men and a dog.

Mr CARR: I was not speaking specific-
ally about my electorate, but about elec-
torates generally.

Mr Clarko: Your seat is two-thirds the
area, of my seat.

Mr CARR.: In the metropolitan area,
where the Labor Party has its greatest
strength, we find larger electorates. We
hold something like 14 out of 23 electorates
in the metropolitan area.

However, in the country areas where the
Liberal and Country Parties have their
greatest strength, we have smaller elec-
torates so that they can return as many
members as possible for the number of
voters in those areas. This is an arrange-
ment to perpetuate Liberal-Country Party
Government in power in Western Aus-
tralia.

When this Bill is passed and becomes
an Act, as it surely will, we will have
electorates in the metropolitan area of
approximately 16000 people, compared
with Just over 2 000 people in the elec-
torate of Murchison-Eyre. Therefore,
electors in the seat of Murchison-Eyre will
have about eight times the voting strength
of people In the metropolitan area- For
example, a schoolteacher at Leonora will
have about eight times the voting strength
of a schoolteacher from Bayswater; the
same situation will apply to people from
any other occupation one cares to choose.

The figure of 16 000 as a likely metro-
politan figure is my estimate: I have had
to estimate the figure because the Govern-
ment has been either unable or unwilling
to give us an indication of exactly how
many people will be moved from rural,
pastoral and mining areas Into the city
areas.

Whilst the Government has refused to
supply answers to questions asked in this
Chamber, the Premier was able to supply
information to a newspaper. To me that
appears very much like contempt of
Parliament. For the Premier to give in-
formation to a newspaper but not to the
Parliament is nothing short of contempt
of this Parliament. As well as having con-
tempt for Parliament, the Government has
no respect for justice or for the equality
of people.

It has become my firm conviction that
every member of the Government is
ashamed of this Bill, because no members
on the Government side of the Chamber
are prepared to speak In support of the
measure. Perhaps it is because they have
no argument to advance in favour of it.
My opinion that the Premier is ashamed
of the Bill It; related very much to his
speech when he closed the debate on the
second reading. He spoke for only a short

time and said nothing in relation to elec-
toral numbers, democracy, or the issues
raised in the debate. His whole argu-
ment was that at some time in the past
Australian Labor Governments had also
Supported legislation which provided for
different sized electorates. No matter
when that occurred, it does not alter the
situation. The fact that our party SUP-
ported such measures at some tine in the
past does not make them right. My party
was just as wrong in supporting them as
the Government is today in introducing
this measure.

We are here to decide what sort of
an electoral system we should have in
Western Australia in 1975. To rae the
only system that is acceptable is a demo-
cratic one.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has two
minutes remaining.

Mr CARRt: The reason the Bill has been
introduced is to keep the Government in
office. If there were an election tomorrow
on the present boundaries, the Govern-
ment knows it would lose Bunbury, Pi1-
bara, and Toodyay. Even its reasons for
amending the Electoral Districts Act do
niot stand up. Its reasons for creating
special areas because of special situations
do not stand up when they leave Pilbara
alone. The reason it is not touching P11-
bara is that the Government knows it is
likely to lose it, and if it moves some
Pilbara voters into the Kimberley, Gas-
coyne or Murchison-Eyre regions it may
lose one or more of them as well.

This is a rotten, crooked amendment to
a rotten, crooked Act. The Government
is trying to keep itself in power. If this is
not its objective I challenge the Premier
to hold an election tomorrow on the pres-
ent boundaries. He is good at challenging
other people to go to elections, so let him
put his money where his mouth is.

Sir Charles Court: What a funny little
boy!

Mr CARRt: Let the Premier put his
money where his mouth is and call a
general election tomorrow to see what
popularity he does have.

Mr SKIDMORE: As an aside, the mem-
ber for Bunbury has just asked me why
I am rising to my feet again. Having no
wish to let that remark go unchal-
lenged I merely wish to take advantage of
the right I have to speak to the Bill. I
anm entitled to speak to this Bill until such
time as the Chairman says I have run out
of time. it wil be observed that very
few members on the other side of the
Chamber are prepared to defend the Bill
that we are so vigorously opposing. It is
remarkable in the extreme that all we
can get from the people on the Govern-
ment benches is Inane interjections or
questions asked of us that have nothing
to do with the debate. Further, the inter-
jections that are made are from certain
people who should know better.
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I will refer to some of the interjections
because they are germane to the argument
we are putting forward for the deletion of
certain words. I ref er to the remarks made
by the Deputy Premier. When he was
asked by a speaker on this side of the
Chamber the reason the Government was
unable, or unwilling to give the number
of electors involved, the answer given to
us was that the legislation would be pro-
jected forward to a date to be determined
when this measure became law. That is
how I understood the honourable ment-
ber. In turn, when I resume my seat he
may like to make a contribution to the
debate. I would be delighted to hear
from him and I challenge him accordingly.

What the Deputy Premier said was, "It
does not matter what numbers are involved.
We, in our wisdom, have determined
there are reasons for an extra, four mem-
bers to be elected and we are not going to
give you those reasons." In essence that
is what he meant. If it is not to be con-
strued that way, why has not the Govern-
ment been able to produce evidence that
would allow us to qualify our thinking in
line with the amendment to delete certain
words? It only shows the Government does
know the number of electors involved; it is
aware of the significance of the number of
electors involved, but it is unable to justify
an increase of four Assembly members and
two Legislative Council members by the
amending Bill now before the Chamber.

So the only person on the Government
side of the Chamber who has volunteered
anything valid is the member for East
Melville, and he has simply said, "We are
not going to tall you the grounds on which
we have determined the redistribution of
the number of members in Parliament, or
the reason for our altering the boundaries
of the metropolitan area." The people of
Western Australia outside this Parliament
who are not listening to this debate will
not be made aware of this unless we, on
this side of the Chamber, Clearly indicate
to them the duplicity of the Government,
and that it has simply said, "We do not
care about the people of Western Austra-
lia; we will do our thing in our way and
You can cop it whether you like it or not."
So we on this side of the Chamber have
determined that the people of Western
Australia are entitled to a better deal than
that.

If that is what responsible Government
is all about it is no wonder we wish to
delete certain words so that we may insert
others which will clearly reflect the think-
ing of Opposition members on this Bill.

The member for Boulder-Dundas has
suggested to me that he knows what words
should be inserted in lieu. If he is happy to
write them down I shall be happy to move
along the lines he suggests. However, the
best title to give it Is to term it the Elec-
toral Districts Act to Gerrymander the
Electoral Districts.

The CHAIRMAN: That Is a matter the
member can discuss once the amendment
is agreed to.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am referring to the
amendment before us. We have a problem
to decide on the deletion of certain words.
It is remarkable that on each occasion I
rise to my feet I am challenged on the
areas I am canvassing, but very rarely are
other speakers so challenged. I do not say
that you, Mr Chairman, are wrong- in re-
gard to other members.

I do not mind the challenge to me. I
accept it and take it up in both hands. I
shake it and I throw it back at your feet,
because I say the remarks I make are ger-
mane to the matter before the Chamber,
As I said Previously, on other occasions
you have challenged what I have said and
whether my words should remain in
Hansard. If you do not wish to accept that
fact you can quarrel with it and give your
ruling. It is passing strange that at times
when I endeavour to relate my remarks
to the Question before the Chair I am
challenged.

I raise the point of what the member
for East Melville has said about the num-
bers which are manipulated in this ger-
rymnander. He raised this point by inter-
jection when asked what the Government
intended to do. So that we may better
evaluate whether we should proceed with
the deletion of certain words, surely it is
competent for me to question the wisdom
of the words uttered by the member for
East Melville. I say the wisdeni of those
words fails me, because he has placed his
Government at a disadvantage.

The member for East Melville has said,
"We are Concerned. There is no validity.
There are no numbers. We have not done
any exercise in this regard." I suggest
that perhapis some members of the Gov-
ernment should go back to school, because
they have certainly failed to do even a
small exercise on the number of electors
involved. So, it is almost impossible for
us to determine whether we should pro-
ceed with the deletion of the words.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has two
minutes remaining.

Mr SKIDMORE: It is a great pity I
have not more time. I would like to pro-
ceed along the lines that the Government
is unable to satisfy this side of the Cham-
ber as to its reasoning. We have said
that the Government should be charged
with the responsibility of earing for the
electors of Western Australia. The Gov-
ernment has not shown good cause why
the Opposition should not delete certain
words in the clause. Members on the
Government side have failed miserably
by their very silence and by the fact that
not one of them has the guts to get to
his feet and defend this Bill. They have
all sat still like mutes.

I hope I wilt not be challenged in using
that term, because that is precisely what
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they are. They are mutes; they sit in
silence; and they are not able to Justify
the action they have taken. To my mind
that is reprehensible of this Government
-a Government that cab so Ignore the
wishes of the People as to say to them,
"You do not count. You are only electors.
You shall have what we give you, not-
withstanding the fact that it is not good
for you!'

It is no wonder that we on this side
of the Chamber have put forward an
amendment to delete certain words in
the clause. I believe we should support
that amendment with all the ability We
possess.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result-

Mr Barniett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T, Burke
Mr T. J1. Burke
Mr Can'
Mr D~avics
Mr R. fl. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Harmoan

Mr Elsikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coynle
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Detour
Mr Orayden

Mr Urewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
M r McPharlin
Mr Mensaxos

Aye
Mr Pletcher

&yes-19
Mr Hartrey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr McIver
Mr Skidinore
Mr Taylor
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Moiler

(Teller)

Noes--25
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodernan
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

(Teller)

Pair
No

Mr O'Connor

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and a division taken with

the following result-

Mr Blaile
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr LEaurance
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensarca

Mfr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mt Canr
Mr Davies
Mr H. 0). Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Harman

Aye
Mr O'Connor

Clause thus P

fles--25
Mr Nanovich
Mr O1d
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shelters
Mr sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Btephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

Noes-Is
Mr Hartrey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jane
Mr May
Mr Mcrver
Mr Skcidmore
Mr Taylor

Mr J. T. Tank
Mr Moiler

Pair
No

Mr Fletcher

assed.

Clause 2: Section 3 amended-
Mr BERTRAM: one embarks on this

clause in the hope that the Committee
may now decide to function and to debate
the clause rather than just allow the
Opposition to put forward a case and then
defeat it as it were in default.

As indicated In the course of the second
reading debate, it is our intention to
oppose the clause, and particularly para-
graph (b). If members will look at the
notice paper they will see that I have an
amendment to clause 2 which reads as
follows-

Page 2, lines 5 to 7-Delete para-
graph (b and substitute the follow-
ing paragraph-

(b) by deleting paragraph (a)
and substituting the following
paragraph-

(a) to make Inquiries Into,
and recommendations
In respect of the divi-
sion of the State into
fifty-one electors] dis-
tricts for the election
from each district of a
member of the Legisla-
tive Assembly;

I suppose at this stage I must, in the first
instance, move to delete paragraph (b).

The CHAIRMAN: Could I warn the
member for Boulder-Dun das that if this
amendmnent is moved and voted on, it will
preclude him from talking to paragraph
(a)?

Mr BERTRAM: In that case I will con-
clude and allow the member for Boulder-
Dundas to speak.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: On a point of order, I

believe we are actually dealing with a
clause of the Bill as distinct from a por-
tion of it. The mere fact that we deliber-
ate on a later paragraph will not preclude
anyone from speaking to an earlier para-
graph.

The CHAIRMAN: Standing Orders are
clear that if the Committee makes a deci-
sion in respect of paragraph (b), Para-
graph Wa cannot then be discussed. The
reason I warned the honourable member

rur) Is that the member for Mt. Hawthorn has
Indicated that it is his Intention to move
an amendment to paragraph (b).

B Committee Resumed
Mr HARTHEY: I wish to speak to

paragraph (a) and the deletion of the
In passage '1965". 1 want this passage to

be retained because it will manifest an
Teller) anachronism, and so will the Bill.

Mr SKIDMORE: As the member for Mt.
Hawthorn has already Indicated, the
Opposition Is desirous of amending this
clause. It would appear to me that one
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must consider whether paragraph (b) Is
just. We suggest that the addition of
another four members to give a total of
55 is not in accordance with what we
believe Is fair to the electors of Western
Australia. Therefore we find ourselves
unable to accept the amendment.

I believe we must consider the number
of electors involved- When dealing with
the title of the Bill, I challenged the
Government to provide firm figures which
would give some credence to any increase.
However, the Government failed to do this
and so we are able to make a calculation
only by supposition that certain electors
will be affected by the proposed change
in the boundaries of the metropolitan
area.

In my limited way I am able to take
the number of electors who have recently
voted on a referendum Issue and presume
that it represents X number of electors
under the old metropolitan boundaries.
Then I must presume that with the en-
larged boundaries the number of electors
will be increased.

Obviously we must consider the statistics
for the last State general election and
assume that In the Girrawheen, Hillarys,
Girrawheen East, Greenwood, and War-
wick areas a number of electors will be
affected by the proposed change.

I have undertaken, In my simple way-
which seems to be beyond the capacity of
the Government--to add up the number of
electors who will be affected. I have arrived
at an estimate of an additional 30 000
People who will be Involved in the boun-
dary change.

Mr O'Neil: We have all arrived at that
guess of between 25 000 and 30 000. 1 have
mentioned that figure as an estimate.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister is pre-
pared to accept the estimate of 25 000 to
30 000, but it Is passing strange to me that
we should base a legislative change on a
guess by the Government. The reason does
not have to be valid; let us merely pluck
a figure out of tbe air!

Mr O'Neil: The member for Swan has
already plucked a figure of 30 000 out of
the air.

Mr SKIDMORE: The Minister has not
plucked any figure out of the air because
he has refused to guess.

Mr O'Neil: I have told you my estimate
of between 25 000 and 30 000, which is
about as accurate as your estimate.

Mr SKIDMORE; One would expect the
Government to be able to prove to the
people of Western Australia that it has a
valid reason to amend legislation to in-
crease the number of Legislative Assembly
members by four, rather than base that
increase on a guess. How bad can the
Government become?

Mr T. J. Burke: Wicked. Corrupt.

Mr SKIDMORE: We on this side are not
prepared to accept that guesswork is a
valid basis for electoral change. The per-
centage of electors involved, based on the
figure of same 30 000, under the existing
Act, would be 63 per cent. Under the pro-
posed amendment, the figure for the metro-
politan area would be 67 per cent. Of the
Legislative Assembly seats, the percentage
of the total would be 45 per cent represen-
ting 23 seats, and under the proposed
amendment 49 per cent would have a
representation of 27 members.

I do not want to play with figures; that
Is the choice of the Government. However,
as far as I can see they do not measure
up. When we examine the question of the
number of Legislative Council seats, as a
Percentage of the total, the present situa-
tion In the metropolitan area is that 33
Per cent of the total are represented by
10 Council members. The proposed amend-
ment will increase that figure to 37J per
cent--an increase of 41 per cent-and will
involve an additional two members.

There has been talk of malapportion-
ment. If there is to be a fair and equitable
distribution of electors surely it is not
unreasonable that there should be some
standard to equate the number of people
who will sit in Parliament to represent
the electors. I have found no equality In
the figures which have been presented to
this Committee.

It has been suggested that an increase
of 4 per cent in the population of the
metropolitan area should give us an extra
four seats in thc Legislative Assembly.
However, an Increase of 4* per cent will
mean an additional two members in the
Legislative Council. All sorts of things can
be done with statistics. I have said previ-
ously in this House that there are lies,
damn lies, and statistics so I will leave that
with the Government.

Mr Hartrey: And affidavits.

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for
Boulder-Dundas might have a point; I con-
cede "and affidavits", because some curious
people do witness affidavits, at times.

I am unable to accept that the provisions
of clause 2 (b) constitute a reasonable
proposition, and that electoral justice will
be provided for the people of Western
Australia.

The number of rural electors involved
presents an alarming picture. I do not In-
tend to dwell upon those figures but If I
am challenged during debate I will be only
too happy to substantiate my remarks. I
suggest the Government should provide us
with some figures which, apparently, it is
unable to do. It is necessary for us to argue
at length In an endeavour to convince
the Government that it is completely
wrong and that it Is misleading the people
of Western Australia. It is a wicked Bill
introduced by a wicked Government.

2651



2952

The CHAIRMAN: The member has
three minutes remaining.

Mr SKIDMORE: When one examines
the proposed new boundary one is un-
able to agree that the Government has
any validity for its effort to increase the
number of Legislative Assembly represen-
tatives from 51 to 55. 1 have no doubt
that our efforts will be in vain but if the
people were made aware that this Oppo-
sition has fought for the very tenets of
reason, so far as electoral justice in
Western Australia is concerned, our efforts
would not be in vain.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The mem-
ber's time has expired.

Mr JAMIESON: Except for a short ex-
planation I have been rather quiet on this
issue but I think it is time I Maid a few
words. I feel this is an appropriate occa-
sion to do so.

I favour the move that has been fore-
shadowed to replace this clause with some-
thing else, mainly on the basis of what
the member for Swan has been maintain-
ing; that Is, the Government is unable to
give us facts on the situation it proposes
in regard to the redistribution. I can
imagine what would happen if the boot
were on the other foot and we had brought
legislation like this to the Parliament with-
out being able to say exactly how many
people would be transferred. There would
be no end of goings on.

However, the Government seems to
think it can indulge in practices which
will not allow us to know what the
difference will be; so we can only surmise.
In surmising, I would say it would be
nearer 20 000 than 30 000, and I think that
would be a rather shrewd assessment. If
it were 20 000, it would give a quota of
i6 0oo in the metropolitan area to 8 000
in the agricultural, mining, and pastoral
area, which does not accord with what the
Premier said in an article in the Press
recently. He said it was an improvement.
but it makes the situation worse.

Mr O'Neil: Somebody by the name of
Hetherington advised your executive it was
an improvement.

Mr JAMIESON: He could be just as mis-
taken as anybody else, because the Min-
ister is unable to get the figures from
the departmental officers, so surely Mr
Hetherington's guess would be wilder than
mine. We do know that as at the 12th
August--the day I asked what the Quotas
would be under the existing legislation if
a redistribution were ordered-the figures
were 17618 for the metropolitan area and
9 155 for the agricultural, mining, and
pastoral area.

Mr O'Neil: What was the date of the
figures?

Mr JAMIESON: I asked for the figures
as at the end of July; so they are very
recent figures. The point I am making
is these are factual figures. It seems we

are to change those to 16 000 and 8 000.
which will make us proportionately worse
off.

There is a Possibility of doing something
about this situation to give us a principle
on which we can work. Working on the
51, which will be mentioned by the mem-
ber moving the amendment, we would have
a quota for each seat of 12 700. At least
we would know what we are doing, but
we certainly do not know what we are
doing with the legislation as it now stands.
The number of additional metropolitan
electors could be 10 000 more than we ex-
Pect. From knowledge of the area, from
things which have been suggested, and
from what members have indicated will
be taken from their electorates, we would
expect our estimates to be accurate. How-
ever, they are not accurate because there
have been vast changes in enrolments in
certain areas. It is safe to say at best
the quotas would be 16 000 to 8 000, but
the situation could be worse than that. If
more than 20 000 voters come into the
metropolitan area, we will be even worse
off. How the Premier can boldly say in an
article he subscribed to a country news-
paper that it is an improvement, I do not
know.

Mr Bertram: He said more than that.

Mr JAMIESON: This is bold-faced mis-
informing of the public. The Premier
deliberately set out to do that because he
was answering an article which was sub-
scribed by the far-and-away member for
Rockingham. This is typical of the
Premier. He will say anything at any
time. He does not care how near fact or
fiction it is. Very of ten what he says
sounds reasonable while he is saying it
but, Mie many of his statements in this
Chamber, when one checks it up one finds
it leaves a lot to be desired.

This situation leaves a lot to be desired.
Before we do anything, we want to know
more accurately what we are doing, We
are entitled to know. Had the boot been
on the other foot, some people-particu-
larly the member who is having his seat
saved-would be hopping up and down;
the member for Floreat would be work-
Ing out all sorts of numbers, and a few
other members would be performing a treat
because they were not given this informa-
tion.

I think the information should have
been given and that it was not unreason-
able to ask for it. I do not agree it is a
question that cannot be answered. With
computers, the districts could be taken out
on the pressing of a button. It could be
done tomorrow morning.

Mr T. J. Burke: It is done every Tues-
day.

Mr JAMIESON: It could be done to-
morrow morning. Several of us went
down to see how it worked.
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Mr ONeil: You are asking for a figure
at a date in the future.

Mr JAMIESON: We are asking for an
estimate as at this time.

Mr O'Neil: The computer does not give
estimates.

Mr JAMIESON: The Minister knows the
number at this time.

Mr O'Neil: You have asked what are
the numbers on the rolls today. You have
got that.

Mr JAMIESON: What about the esti-
mate?

Mr ONeil: The computer does not give
an estimate. We have all made our own
estimates.

Mr JAMIESON: The Minister could find
out Quite easily the numbers currently
enrolled. When I asked for them I got
nowhere, and I changed the question to
try to get somewhere. I still got nowhere.
I was told the figures were not available
and it would take too much research to
obtain them. I1 am suggesting that is not
factual, and if the department is telling
the Minister that, it is high time the Min-
ister had a word with the Chief Electoral
Officer and told him he wanted the figures
to be supplied to the Legislature so that
members would know exactly what numn-
ber would be transferred out of the agri-
cultural, mining, and pastoral area-and,
incidentally, what number would be trans-
ferred the other way. We want to know
that, too. Some will be transferred the
other way-probably 50 houscs with an
electoral population of nearly 100. That
information could he supplied without any
difficulty, because habitation indices and
other in!formation on districts are kept
and could easily be made available.

At present, all we know is that the pro-
portion of country to metropolitan elec-
tors will be worse than it is now, and the
more people who are transferred Into the
metropolitan area the worse the situation
will be. We are not prepared to accept
this kind of treatment. The Governmnent
should be able to justify its statement to
the public that there will be an improve-
ment. It has certainly not been able to
do so up to the present time so far as
the metropolitan proportion is concerned.

Mr BERTRAM: In the course of the
second reading debate we made it quite
clear that we will oppose any portion of
the Bill which is in conflict with the prin-
ciple of one-vote-one-value. If we are
successful in deleting various segments
of the Bill, we will then seek to replace
them, where appropriate, with other pro-
visions so that the finished measuire would
effectively produce a one-vote-one-value
result. This Is the first clause in which
we seek to implement that promise given
during the second reading. If the Com-
mnittee agrees to delete paragraph (b) of

clause 2 and also to replace it in the
manner we propose. section 3 of the Elec-
toral Districts Act will then read-

3. (1) As from the date of the
comning into operation of the Electoral
Districts Act Amendment Act, 1965,
it shall be the duty of the Comnmis-
sioners, subject to the provisions of
this Act,-

(a) to make inquiries into, and
recommendations in respect
of the division of the State
into fifty-one electoral dis-
tricts for the election from
each district of a member of
the Legislative Assembly;

So there we have in the clearest terms
what our proposed amendment would do.
It is intended that within the metropolitan
area as constituted by this Bill, an extra
four seats will be added so that there will
be 55 members in the Legislative Assembly
whereas at this time there are 151.

We do not see the need to increase the
number of electorates at all, and certainly
not in the way this Bill proposes. We
advise the Government to put its trust
in the electoral commissioners and In this
way get rid of the malapportionment and
the gerrymandering of politicians alto-
gether. I remind the Committee that the
Boundaries Commission comprises the
Chief Justice of Western Australia, the
Surveyor-General, and the Chief Elec-
toral Officer. We should say to the com-
missioners what the Government of the
United States of America says in a similar
situation, "There is the State of Western
Australia, We Will remove all the arti-
ficial boundaries, whether to define the
metropolitan area or tlhe north-west. You
have 51 seats to allocate, take the whole
of the State and do the job. We have
confidence in you to do it well."

By utilising this system of the three
zones--metropolitan; mining, pastoral, and
agriculture; and the north-west-in effect
we are saying to the electoral commis-
sioners. "We really have no confidence In
You at all. We will put these lines here
whether you like It or not," Then we will
say to them, "Alter we have 'cooked the
books' for you, you can then set out within
those zones electoral districts roughly
equal in number." However, we will not let
them undertake the whole job.

Mr T. J. Burke: it Is making It difficult
for the commissioners with lines on the
map.

Mr BERTRAM: Yes. We have had
examples of this type of thing before. The
attitude was clearly manifested In the road
traffic legislation when the Government
indicated its real loss of confidence In the
Commissioner of Police and the Police
Force and created another body. Now the
electoral commissioners themselves are in
a sense under challenge. This measure
is a clear display of lack of confidence in
them.
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We must look at the map each day until
this measure is disposed of. With the line
already on the map, the electoral com-
missioners really cannot do any hiarm to
the Government because they cannot
draw up boundaries any different from
those that could be drawn by people
without their skill and learning. Unless
someone went completely berserk, one
would have to battle very hard to come up
with a different result because of
the existence of the river and the way the
population is scattered throughout the
metropoiitan area. So we are not Pre-
senting the commissioners with much of a
challenge.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has two
minutes.

Mr BERTRAM: The Government has
Presented to this Parliament and to this
Committee a mast important measure
without having had any mandate what-
soever. It is a cheek and an impertinence
to bring it here, but at leist the provisions
should have been brought forward In the
fairest, most up-to-date and acceptable
form possible. As I have intimated earlier.
the Government sought no mandate to
fiddle around with the Electoral Districts
Act, and it certainly received no mandate
to do so. Having no mandate for this legis-
lation, In my submission the Government
should do the right thing. It should not
cook the boundaries to produce something
that is quite unfair according to 1975
standards. This is another reason for our
opposition to the provision.

The CHAIRMAN: Does the member in-
tend to move the amendment at this time?

Mr BERTRAM: Yes.
The CHAIRMAN: I point out that the

honourable member has one minute only
remaining.

Mr BERTRAM: Thank you, Sir. I move
an amendment-

Page 2, lines 5 to 'i-Delete para-
graph (b) with a view to substituting
the following-

(a) to make inquiries into, and
recommendations in respect
Of the division of the State
into fifty-one electoral dis-
tricts for the election from
each district of a member of
the Legislative Assembly;.

Mr O'NEIL: The member has made the
Position patently clear to us. A series of
amendments appears in his name on the
notice Paper but all relate essentially to
the proposition that the State should be
divided into electorates with equal num-
bers of voters, and that the total number
of electorates should be 51.

Mr T. J. Burke;, A very sound proposi-
tion.

Mr O'NEIL: We have to agree to dis-
agree in the Philosophy of this new found
love of the Labor Party-the principle of

one-vote-one-value which was discussed at
length in the second reading debate. As
the member for Mt. Hawthorn said, it is
the intention of the Opposition in this
place-at least at present, because they
have admitted changing their minds on
this matter over the years-

Mr Jamieson: It has been changed for
quite a few years now.

Mr O'NflL: -to press for the principle
of one-vote-one-value. We do not accept
that principle as being beneficial to the
State of Western Australia at present. Per-
haps it is a little more beneficial than it
was some time ago, but it is certainly not
applicable now.

Mr Bertram: But You agree with ft In
the Rouse of Representatives.

Mr O'NEIL: I am not in the House of
Representatives. As the honourable memi-
ber is wont to say we should discuss mat-
ters that affect this Place and this State.
It so happens that at one of the com-
mittee meetings of the Constitutional Con-
vention at least one Labor member had
sufficient Intelligence to realise the issue
upon which we were trying to make a
decision was one in respect of which
it was impossible to make a decision. He
agreed that the basic philosophies of the
parties represented were such that the
committee would never make a recommen-
dation in respect of the principle of one-
vote-one-value, He also asserted that such
a proposition would never reach a decision
even if discussed at a Constitutional Con-
vention plenary session.

On that basis, I give the member for
Mt. Hawthorn 1.0 out of 10 for trying.
However, we on this side do not believe
that what he proposes is in the best in-
terests of this State at the moment.

Mr T. J. Burke: You couldn't care less
about the State. You care only about the
liberal Party.

Mr O'NEIL: When there are no argu-
ments left members sink to sarcasm and,
of course, that is the wit of the gutter.

Mr Bertram: Where did we learn it?
Mr O'NEIL: We are not prepared to ac-

cept the amendment moved by the mem-
ber for Mt. Hawthorn. I thank him for
so clearly indicating his proposal and for
so clearly indicating that the balance of
the amendments he has on the notice
paper are designed to ensure that, if
passed, Western Australia will still have
51 members in this place and the present
number of members in the Legislative
Council; but instead of giving the present
special concession to those people who live
in country and remote areas-

Mr T. .7, Burke:' Such as Kalamunda
and Dale.

Mr OWNEIL: -they will all be treated
equally. I think1 it wxas the member for
Victor',p Park who a-zs3rted that the Pre-
mier referred only to members of the
Labor Party who are no longer in this
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place-with the exception of the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition-who had ex-
pressed a point of view different from
the one-vote-one-value theme. I think
the Premier referred to none other than
the Leader of the Opposition; and if he
did not, then his name should be men-
tioned amongst those who in recent times
have expressed the view that in Western
Australia, which has essentially a rural
economy, special concessions should be
ranted to those who live in remote areas
and to those who represent them.

In many cases the argument against
having fewer electors in the country seats
-at least from the Opposition's point of
view-has been in respect of the facilities
now available to a member. I thought
members opposite were more concerned
about people contacting members. They
made the point that a member can now
use a telephone, travel in an aeroplane,
or travel in a motorcar on a bitumen
road.

Mr Jamnieson: One generates the other.
Mr O'NEIEL: However, all the arguments

on this matter were in the interests of
members, Yet they purport to say they
are more interested in the electors.

Mr Jamieson: if the member can get
to the electors the electors can get to the
member. One is the same as the other.

Mr O'NEIL: I do not think that Is cor-
rect.

Mr Jamieson: Of course it is.
Mr O'NEIL: Of course it is not. A

member has certain financial considera-
tions made available to him to enable him
to get to the electors.

Mr Jamieson: If a metropolitan mem-
ber wants to make himself scarce and
doesn't mix amongst his people, they will
not get to him.

Mr O'NEIL: Mr Chairman, I think you
will have gathered that we are opposed
to the amendment, and that we do not
agree with this new found love of the
Labor Party.

Mr Jamnieson: It is not new found; it
has been established for a long time.

Mr Bertram: What about the United
States?

Mr O'NEIL: I suggest that the honour-
able member who is talking so much
should look at a map which shows the
distribution of electoral areas for the City
of New York. Has he done that?

Mr Bertram: No.
Mr O'NEfl: If he did he would see lines

more crooked than these ever proposed
to be.

Mr Bertram: You are using the word in
a different context.

Mr O'NEIL: I did not know the hon-
ourable member was using It in a nasty
context. He would see the malapportion-
ment of community of interest there

because somebody at some time deter-
mined that all seats should be the same
numerically; and all sorts of strange de-
signs of electorates resulted which are
far more easy to maladjust than any uinder
the system we apply. I think from the
silence of the member for Mt. Hawthorn
he probably has had a brief look at what
is produced when one sets about doing
that. If he took the matter further he
would find this system is being seriously
looked at because it can produce malad-
justed boundaries involving people with no
community of interest at all and, con-
sequently, distorted representation.

Mr T. J. Burke: You have refused to
discuss Armadale or any other of thie
electorates we are concerned about.

Mr O'NEIL: I am talking about the
amendment moved by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn.

Mr Jamieson: You have not been to New
York yourself.

Mr O'NEIL: I referred to New York
because the member for Mt. Hawthorn
referred to the situation in America which
lhe praises.

Mr T. J. Burke: Can you explain the
boundaries of Kalamunda and Dale?

Mr O'NEIL: As long as I have been in
this Parliament this State has made a
determination that there shall be a part
of the State determined for electoral pur-
poses as being the metropolitan area; and
the existence of a line was introduced
about 1962 and was supported by all parties
in both Houses of this Parliament.

Mr T. J. Burke: That doesn't make It
right.

Mr O'NEIL: If it was good enough then,
why is it so bad now?

Mr H. D. Evans: A lot happens in 12
years.

Mr Skidmore: It has been bad all the
time.

Mr O'NEH.: Has it? It is surprising that
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said
in the second reading debate that it suited
the Labor Party at the time to allow the
Government to Put through that Bill.
because the Labor Party was making
some progress.

Mr Jamieson: Yes, in respect of other
things.

Mr O'NEIL: If that is not deception, I
do not know what it is.

Mr T. J. Burke: That doesn't make it
right now.

Mr O'NEfL~: Of course It does not; the
member for Perth should take up the
matter with the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition. An officer of the Labor Party
known as Mr Hetherington was reported
in the Press as saying the Labor Party
should fight the Bill at that time even
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though it showed some improvement and
tookt some steps towards the aims the party
now espouses.

Mr Bertram: That is what we are doing
-opposing the Bill.

Mr O'NEIL: I want to compare what he
had to say to the State executive with
what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
had to say here.

Mr Skidmore: You do not know what he
said to the State executive.

Mr O'NEH.: I said, "What he had to
say here".

Mr Skidmore: What was said at your
executive on this question?

Mr O'NEIL: I do not know because,
except on very rare occasions, I do not
attend the meetings of the executive. But
at least the executive did not instruct me
to stand and make a fool of myself on
every clause of the Bill.

Mr Bertram: Then why are you doing
it?

Mr O'NEIL: I said that members on
this side have not been instructed to stand
and make fools of themselves as members
opposite intend to do-exC~pt of course for
the member for Boulder-Dundas and a
member in another place who said he took
it as an insult.

Mr Bertram; I do not intend to do that
at all.

Mr O'NEIL: I am very happy to hear
that. Having received the assurance of
the member for Mt. Hawthorn that he will
not speak on every clause in the Hill I
will resume my seat.

Mr Bertram: I did not say that.
Mr TAYLOR: I support the amendment

moved by the member for Mt. Hawthorn.
The Government recognises this amend-
ment as an attempt on the part of the
Opposition to obtain equal electorates.
When talking to the second reading, I had
occasion to refer to my electorate. I found
the comparisons I was able to draw quite
useful in making members realise the
duplicity of Government suggestions that
there was a need for special representation
in certain areas.

On that occasion I endeavoured to draw
comparisons between the Cockburn, IKala-
mounda, and Armadale areas and other
electorates. Incidentally, interjections
tonight have indicated that the Govern-
ment intends to steer clear of discussing
those two electorates and will not answer
any questions regarding them.

I should like to add some further points
which may support my argument. The
area of Ewinana contributes a great deal
to the wealth of this State. This always
is one of the arguments used from time
to time to support special representation
in rural and mining areas. If one looks
at some of the Industries at Ewinana one

finds that the "value added" of Production
of the four major industries Is between
$130 million and $150 million a year
in export and other income. In the
alumina industry alone, with bauxite
presently at $5 a tonne f.o.b. and alumina
at $50 to $60 a tonne f.o.b., the value
added production for 1973-74 was $89
million.

These types of comparisons are thrown
at the Opposition from time to time;
members opposite refer to the value of
wool, wheat, and other products in terms
of economic income. But what would be
the value added of the electorates of Kaa-
rounda, Dale, or any other country
electorate? The value of timber for 1973-
74 was just $14 million. Whole milk pro-
duced only $18.5 million in terms of value
of production. Livestock slaughtering, in-
cluded under dairying, raised an additional
$15 million, making a total of just over
$34 million from the dairying industry,
which covers a number of electorates and
is considered to be of prime Importance.
Although I agree that it is Important, the
workers and management in just one
industry in IKwinana are able to produce
something like $90 million worth of pro-
duction annually.

Fruit, according to the Western Austra-
lian Year Book, produced $15.7 million for
the same year. The total for forestry,
dairying, including livestock slaughtering.
fruit, and orchards for the year 1973-74
came to about $64 million. Yet these in-
dustries cover most of the lower south-
west. Again, just one industry in Kwin-
ana produces greater wealth than most of
the south-west.

The value of wheat is given in the Year
Book as $109 million, which can be bettered
by alumina and nickel alone in the
Kwinana areas. I recognise there are real
weaknesses in the argument I Propound.
But if these arguments are to be thrown
at us, members opposite must accept my
argument in return and it will be used
each time a member from the other side
suggests that People in Particular areas of
the State deserve better representation
because of the value of their industry to
the State.

I made the Point the other day that
certain key industries were in the Kwinana
area. Most of the State's superphosphate
is manufactured in the Kwinana area; yet
the people who produce that superphos-
phate receive half the vote of those who
use it. About 80 per cent of the State's
cement is made in the electorate, but the
People who make it receive only half the
vote of those who use it. All locally pro-
duced steel such as steel channels, fence
Posts, star pickets, and that sort of thing
is produced by workers who have half
the vote of those who use the products. I
have already mentioned the instance of
Petroleum.
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The two largest export meat abattoirs
are In my electorate; they certainly serve
rural industry, yet the people who work
there are worth only half the vote of
those who forward the animals to them.
I have already mentioned the situation re-
garding power stations.

My electorate, which is further from
the GPO. the centre of the Perth area,
than either Armadale or Kalamunda pro-
duces more wealth than half a dozen elec-
torates in the south-west which my elec-
torate services and which could not oper-
ate without the work force of Kwlnana;
they work mutually. I do not say that
this should give special electoral advantage
to Kwinana; the different areas must
work, one with the other. But If they are
so mutually dependent on each other and
if the State relies so much on export
Income from the Cockburn electorate, how
can an argument be made that other
groups are worthy of a greater vote value?

A recent survey indicated that just 2
per cent of the heads of households in
the Kwinana area work in Perth. Mr
Chairman, I wonder whether you could
tell us what percentage of the heads of
households in your electorate of Kala-
munda would work in Perth? I suggest
to you that the figure would be very much
higher than 2 Per cent: it is more
likely to be 50 per cent or even as high
as 80 per cent. The same thing would
apply to Arnadale, where the bulk of the
people living in the electorate of Dale
would work in the central business district
or the Inner metropolitan area.

If it is suggested that those in more
remote areas, outside the metropolitan
area particularly, work harder and, be-
cause of that, they are worthy of greater
value in their vote, I ask members of the
Government to consider what workers in
Kwinana may do. A percentage of them
work in blast furnaces and in intense heat.
Those members of this Chamber who have
occasion to drive south to their electorates
would see the glow from those furnaces
as they pass, and there are men working
there.

Those who work in the nickel Industry
work with the smell of ammonia. Those
who work in the phosphate industry work
with the smell of sulphuric acid. Those
who work in the alumina refinery work
with the smell of caustic-

Mr Bertram: What about those who
work in the tanneries?

Mr TAYLOR: Those who work in the
abattoirs and the tanneries just work with
the smell. Are any one of those occupa-
tions to be compared with the occupations
of people outside the metropolitan area
for whom their representatives are claim-
ing a special vote? Are these jobs so
desirable that the workers in Ewinana
should be penalised in regard to repre-
sentation in Parliament? is there an

answer? I suggest there is none. Follow-
ing that question, I ask: What degree of
desirability is there for a person to live
in the Kwinana area? I think the mem-
ber for Wellington, in her maiden speech,
suggested that country people suffer dis-
advantages that city people did not under-
stand. I put the question to her and to
other members in this Chamber who have
electorates outside the metropolitan area:
Have they any constituents who would
like to come to Ewinana, because their
home area is considered less desirable?

The CHAIRMAN: The member has three
minutes remaining.

Mr TAYLOR: Thank you, Mr Chair-
man. At Ewinana there is the cheapest
serviced land in the metropolitan area,
but no-one wants to buy it. There are
between 60 and 80 empty apartments in
the Kwinana area. It is virtually the only
Part of the State where there are a sub-
stantial number of State Housing Com-
mission apartments that are empty. Who
wants them? Of those people who miss
the advantages of the metropolitan area,
who would want to occupy the empty
apartments at Kwinana? of course nobody
would.

If people in other places do not wish
to go to Kwinana how can it be said that
they are disadvantaged by living where
they do and deserve a greater voice in this
place? I instance the case of people in
country areas who have met misfortune
and have had to leave the properties they
farmed. They are presumably stepping
down from country homes to reside in
Swinana. Is it not considered a step
down, and not a step up? That is where
they gravitated after they could no longer
subsist in the country areas. Is it sug-
gested that the metropolitan area
could be used to justify those circum-
stances? On the other hand, those resid-
ing in the area who are able to take ad-
vantage of higher wages elsewhere, par-
ticularly in the north, in fact move to an
area where there is a better voting fran-
chise.

What a reversal of a situation! We have
those in country areas with a 2 : 1 voting
ratio in their favour, going to Kwinana
only because they have nowhere else to
go. and yet others in Kwinana are leaving
to go to the north where they then
benefit from a better franchise. Yet
Kwinana is to be penalised by being re-
tained as part of the metropolitan area.
By no stretch of the imagination could
an honest comparison be made between
the electorate of Cockburn and those of
Kalamunda and Dale. I support the
amendment.

Pro gress

Mr H. D, EVANS: I move-
That the Chairman do now report

progress and ask leave to sit again.
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Motion put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D). Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Harman

Mr Blalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr (irewar
Mr P. V. Jon
Mr Laurane
Mr McPharllt.
Ur Mensaoi

Aye
Mr Pletcher

Ayes- 19
Mr Haitrey
Mrb JIamieson
Mr T. FT. Jones
Ur May
Mr Melver
Mr Skidmore
Mx Taylor
Mr. J. T. Tonkin
Mr Mailer

(Teller)

Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr R.Usto.
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

(Teller)

Pair
No

Mr O'Connor
Motion thus negatived.

Committee Resumed
Mr SKIDMORE: I wish to speak on the

amendment moved by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn. He seeks to delete certain
words with a view to inserting others. In
an effort to validate the argument ad-
vanced in favour of the amendment I will
have to refer again to an assumed set of
figures. They are the only ones available
to us, due to the fact that the Govern-
ment has been unable to produce any
figures that would substantiate the reasons
it should give for its proposed amendment.

Mr Moiler: Has the Government Indi-
cated who drew up the new boundary of
the metropolitan area?

Mr SKIDMORE: No, but It could have
resulted from the meanderings of an alco-
holic worm, or from an ant falling into
an ink Pot and then crawling over the
map. I do not think that is the case:
I think it is more cunningly contrived
than that.

If one examines the figures relating to
the number of electors in Western Aus-
tralia as at the 28th July, 1975, one finds
they indicate that for all the Assembly
seats in the metropolitan area there are
405 232 electors. Those electors represent
the voting power in 23 Assembly seats;
and of course those electors in turn elect
23 Assembly members.

When we look at the number of other
Assembly seats-I refer to the agricul-
tural, mining, and pastoral constituencies
-we find that for a total of 24 seats there
exists a voting strength of 219 737 electors.

In round figures we can compare the
405 000 electors for the 23 metropolitan
seats, with the 220 000 electors for the

24 other seats. We can see that at pre-
sent the 220 000 electors for the Other
seats elect one more member than the
405 000 electors in the metropolitan seats.

To right the wrong in that regard it is
suggested that we increase the number of
metropolitan seats by four. It is claimed
that should bring about equality and will
remove the disagreeable areas, with no
thought of gerrymandering. So, the Gov-
ernment decided to amend the Electoral
Districts Act.

One wonders how anyone can claim it is
justifiable for a certain number of elec-
tors to return one more member to this
House than twice that number of electors
return. It is amazing that we should
qualify the judgment of the Government
on the assumption that it believes a wrong
exists, and that the only way to correct It
is to increase the number of electors ini
the metropolitan area.

We should bear in mind there are ap-
proximately 220 000 electors in the agri-
cultural, mining, and pastoral area, or
185 000 fewer than in the metropolitan
area. The Government Proposes to cor-
rect the situation by increasing the num-
ber of electors in the metropolitan area by
30 000, and providing four more seats to
cater for that increase. It is no wonder
that we on this side of the Chamber are
sceptical of the Government's veracity in
its attempt to amend the Electoral Dis-
tricts Act in this way.

If we look at the proposition suggested
by. the member for Mt. Hawthorn we find
it proposes to divide the total area of
Western Australia into 51 electorates, and
then to divide the total number of elec-
tors by the 51 electorates. In doing that
we arrive at approximately 12 700 electors
for each Assembly seat. In looking at the
proposal that way we can say it is a fair
proposition.

Let us consider the effect of having a
quota of approximately 12 700 electors, and
multiplying that figure by the four ad-
ditional metropolitan seats. To give these
figures some validity we would have to in-
crease the number of voters In the metro-
politan area by some 50000, in order to
arrive at some equitable basis.

This Government cannot give us the
exact figure, but it says the number of
electors to be added to the metropolitan
area is between 25 000 and 30 000. To keep
faith with the people, I say in all honesty
that the additional number of electors in
the metropolitan area should be at least
50 000. In order to embrace an additional
50 000 voters in the metropolitan area one
might be tempted to suggest that the
metropolitan boundary should move
further east. It is not unreasonable for
this suggestion to be taken into account
by the Government.

The Government does not believe that
is an equitable proposition. The new
metropolitan boundary follows a zigzag
course. The Government assumes it has

2658



[Tuesday, 9 September, 1975]

a right to deny representation to another
20 000 electors. It is difficult to equate
statistical issues so that they become intel-
ligent to people reading them, but I am
sure members will understand what I am
saying. I say there is no shadow of a doubt
that unless we adopt the proposition put
forward by the member for Mt. Hawthorn,
this Bill will be for ever and a day the
greatest gerrymander that has been foisted
on the people of Western Australia.

Let members opposite deny the facts
I have presented, and challenge me on the
figures I have given. Let them point out
that my argument does not hold water.
I doubt whether they can, because the
figures I have presented are there for all
to see.

Some may disregard the figures I have
presented, but if they do they should look
at the figures for the last election which
did not take into account the shift in
population as at the 28th July thi year.
if I applied my exercise to those figures
I hazard a guess that the Government
would be even mare astounded at the re-
sults that would come forward from a
statistical analysis of the figures for the
election held in March, 1974. However, I
do not wish to mislead the people; I want
to be factual in the figures I present;
therefore I have updated them to the 28th
July last. With our limited resources we
on this side have been able to produce
figures which we believe represent the true
position.

In speaking to the amendment moved
by the member for Mt. Hawthorn the
Minister for Works made a remark which I
feel should not go unchallenged. He said
that we on this side of the Chamber were
making fools of ourselves when we con-
sidered it was right and proper to debate
every clause in the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The member has
three more minutes,

Mr SKIDMORE: The shallowness of that
Proposition is self-evident because there
are not many clauses we can debate, but
each and every one of them has received
fair comment from those on this side of
the Chamber,

If the Minister for Works wants to in-
clude me in his remarks, I can assure him
that I accept the tag. I do not feel alarmed
by it and I do not feel that the people of
Western Australia will consider me in that
light, either. I will very lightly brash
aside that there have been-

Mr O'Neil: I think I quoted what I be-
lieved the member for Boulder-Dundas
had to say at your State executive;, that
is, that the recommendation was foolish
and ridiculous.

Mr SKIMORE: I was referring to the
fact that the Minister for Works stated
that those on this side of the Chamber
were making fools of themselves because
they were debating the Bill clause by clause.
I simply say that we are debating the

Bill in an intelligent, compelling, honest,
and sincere way, and in a way that the
people of Western Australia must re-
cognise as being valid, This cannot be
said of the Government's argument.

We are justified in debating this Bill
clause by clause and I will continue to be
a fool if that is the definition of a fool.
I will not be intimidated by any member
of the Government into resuming my seat
simply because I would be considered tc
be foolish to continue to speak.

Mr MOILER: It is not my wish to weary
the Committee any further, but I do be-
lieve this clause is important, because it
Is the one in which the Government spellf
out that it Intends to Increase the number
of members from 51 to 55.

I admit that only a few Government
members have spoken, but not one of those
members in the hierarchy of the Govern-
ment has given any reason for finding it
democratically necessary to Increase the
number.

From the figures available to us it is
evident that under the Bill, with 55 mem-
bers, the number of constituents In a
metropolitan electorate would be 186000,
and in a rural electorate 7 600. Had thc
Government merely requested the commis-
sioners to carry out a redistribution In
accordance with the Act, an expenditure
of some $180 000 per year would have beer
avoided in connection with the additional
members of Parliament, we would have had
28 electorates in the metropolitan area
instead of the present 23, and the average
number of constituents would have been
16 400--300 more than under the proposa
in the Bill. The number in the countr3
would have been approximately 8 200; ar
additional 600 to the number now pro-
posed.

Is this too much to ask a member ol
Parliament to absorb? We would have been
saving the State of Western Australia the
sum of $180 000 per year.

We talk about representation. in my
own electorate our child health servlce
are deficient. All the representation ini
the world will not improve them, but an
additional $180 000 would go a long way
towards doing so, quite apart from helping
towards improving the deficiencies in othei
electorates. Despite this, the Government
has seen fit to introduce this measure
which will rob the State of a huge amount
of money over an extended period, and
its only purpose Is to keep this wicked
Government In office.

The parent Act states that the com-
missioners shall make Inquiries into and
recommendations in respect of the division
of the areas, and instead of having 51
electorates it is proposed that there be 55
Once the boundary between the mietro-
politan area and the rural area has beer
decided by Parliament-the Premier haq
stated that this Is the task of Parliament
but he has given no shred of evidence in
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support of his contention-the commnis-
sioners will have the job of breaking up
the areas. One could well ask why the
commissioners cannot do the entire job.
Of course the answer is obvious. The
commissioners may have a little more
consideration for democracy and may draw
the line according to-I do not want to
be evicted-what they consider should be
the correct position of the boundaries,
without any thought of political advan-
tages, but only having regard for where
the boundaries should be.

The Government is unnecessarily in-
creasing the representation in this Cham-
ber, and we see how this Chamber
operates. Some members are almost
asleep because we are forced to continue
with this debate. We could have another
100 members of Parliament in this Cham-
ber and it would make not one bit of
difference to the decision that will be
made. We might just as well have three
members opposite and two members on
this side, because the decision would be
the same whether the ratio were three to
two or 300 to 200. No amendment will
make for a better development within the
electorates we represent. We could well
afford to represent twice the number of
people we do at present if we continue
under the present system under which the
number the Government has is all that has
any effect in this Parliament.

Mr Nanovich: Surely some of your
members must agree with the proposed
line to define the metropolitan boundaries.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!

Mr MOILER: The commissioners will
have authority to draw up new boundaries
which will divide the metropolitan area
into 27 electorates. Some 60 to 100 people
who previously lived within the metro-
politan area will, in future, be situated in
the country area. To me that typifies the
fact that the line has been drawn by some
idiot; obviously a Liberal idiot. The pro-
posed boundary coincides with the John
Forrest National Park boundary for a
short distance, but then moves slightly to
the west because most of the residences
erected between the national park and the
proposed new boundary represent $40 000
or $50 000 investments so it seems the
People concerned would not want to live in
the metropolitan area, even though they
may work there. To me that indicates that
the line has been drawn by a Liberal twit.

The experts who are qualified to draw
up the boundaries have been ignored. The
Government can hardly write into a Bill
that a predominantly Liberal area has to
be favoured to some degree. Therefore,
the commissioners may present something
to this Chamber which is a little more
democratic than the rubbish we have hang-
ing here at the moment.

it is obvious that in order to survive
the Government has Introduced, firstly, a
fixed boundary and then there will be some

pretence of democracy when the matter Is
handed to the commissioners to do the
rest of the job.

I strongly object to the appointment of
an additional four members to the Leg-
islative Assembly, if only because of the
waste of an additional $180 000 each year.
The reduced anber of constituents which
each member would represent as a result
of the election of four additional mem-
bers will in no way be of material benefit
to this Parliament.

Progress
Mr DAVIES: I move--

That the Chairman do now report
progress and ask leave to sit again.

Motion put and a division taken with
the following result-

MAr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Cart
Mr Davies
Mdr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evains
Mr Harman

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr flacour
Mr Orayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurence
Mr MePharlin
Mr Mensaros

Are
Mr Pletcher

Motion thus n

Aye-in
Mr E1artrey
Mr Jamnieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Mctver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Moiler

(Teller)

Noss-25
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
MVIr RWdge

Mr Rushton
Mr Slialdera
Mr Sibson
Mr Bodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

(Teller)

Pair
No

Mr O'Connor
iegatived.

Committee Resumed
Mr DAVIES: I do not apologise for dis-

turbing the Committee in the manner in
which I did. I thought it might be oppor-
tune to remind the Premier that shortly
we will be adjourning for a fortnight, and
now that the Constitutional Convention
will not Involve members from this State
perhaps It would not have been unreason-
able to forgo one of those weeks, and sit
during hours which are reasonable.

Sir Charles Court: You would rather
have the week off.

Mr DAVIES: The lateness of the hour
will not detract from the manner in which
the Opposition will deal with this objec-
tionable piece of legislation.

Sir Charles Court: I do not think the
member for Victoria Park would have many
friends over there if we decided to cut out
that week now.

Mr DAVICES: it is unreasonable to have
to lock at Government members because
they do not look as attractive now as they
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do during normal working hours. We are
anl in need of a "Wilkinson's sword" and
something to brighten us up.

The fact remains It will not detract in
any way from the opposition to the Bill.
I remind the Chamber that at the present
time we are debating the deletion of Para-
graph (b) of clause 2. What worries me
is that the Minister handling this Bill gave
us what he seemed to consider to be the
"run-around" because of what was alleged-
ly said at meetings of our State executive.
We are happy to be able to provide him,
through the Press, with some detail of
what goes on in our State executive. We
think this gives the Goverrnent a decided
advantage and we wish it would recipro-
cate and let the Press into meetings of the
State Executive of the Liberal Party.

As I said, the Minister indicated he
thought he might give us the "run-
around" in regard to our alleged changed
attitude on this procedure but he did not
convince us why we need an extra four
members. This is what we are now de-
bating. We are saying we do not need an
extra four members. We are already the
most over-governed country in the world.

In the period between the turn of the
century and now we have found it neces-
sary to increase the number of members
of this Chamber by only one, and that
was to eliminate any likelihood of there
being equal numbers on the floor of the
Chamber and no party being able to elect
a Speaker. That increase was made in
1965; yet up to that time the population
of Western Australia had increased rather
dramatically.

I will refer to the Western Australian
Year Book for 1974, which contains a
great deal of valuable Information; and I
take the opportunity to congratulate the
people who compile it and distribute it to
us free of charge each year. I will now
quote some valuable information from
page 121, which is headed, "Population at
each census date 1848 to 1971-Western
Australia and Australia". on the 31st
March, 1901, there were 184 124 persons in
Western Australia; that is, persons, not
electors. By 1971 the population had
grown to 1 030 469. Yet during that time
-1 will not work out the percentage in-
crease because at this stage of the morn-
ing I have not my computer with me and
I could not possibly work it out in my
head-we found it necessary to increase
political representation by only one mem-
ber.

When we are talking about the numbers
of people, it is no good talking about the
electors only-we must also include the
people on the roil. I am sure allt members
of the Chamber do not represent only the
the people who vote for them; they repre-
sent every person in their electorates, from
the cradle to the grave. Some people might
be unkind enough to treat electors differ-
ently from the way they treat nonelectors,

but I am sure all genuine members treat
all persons in exactly the same way. So we
must look at the total population and not
only at the electors.

When we recently gave 18-year-olds the
right to vote, this dramatically altered the
numbers on our rolls, but it did not
dramatically alter the amount of work
members had to do because they already
represented the total number of people in
their districts, as distinct from those who
are electors. So looking at the total popu-
lation, we find it grew from 184 000 in 1901
to over one million in 1911, and only one
extra member was appointed in all that
time.

We are now saying the metropolitan
area has not been properly represented.
We must remember that during the whole
of this time at least half the population
of the State was in the area in and around
the metropolitan area; and we must also
remember that the metropolitan area has
never been clearly defined. The metropoli-
tan area means different things for differ-
ent purposes. The police, the statistical
divisions, and the licensing court have dif-
ferent definitions of the metropolitan area.
To add to the confusion, we are now to
have another definition of the metropoli-
tan area.

We have always had a metropolitan area
defined In the Electoral Act, but to con-
fuse us further we are going to alter the
boundaries. The metropolitan area we have
come to know and love under the old Act
is now to be changed, and no-one has yet
told us the reason for the change.

Another matter I find to be more than
passing strange when we are discussing
additional members coming into this
Chamber is the fact that the Country
Party members are not protesting. One
would have thought they would rise swiftly
to their feet saying, "We are being left
out in the cold. We do not believe there
should be this imbalance", as no doubt
they would claim it to be, "of members
in the metropolitan area as against mem-
bers in the country."

There Is a reason for this; Coun-
try Party members are not so naive as
people make them out to be. They know
that by putting more people into the met-
ropolitan area and stretching out the
boundaries of the metropolitan area coun-
try people will have better representation
than they have at the present time. It
stands to reason that If we have extra
members in the metropolitan area without
altering the boundaries of the metropolitan
area the balance will be seriously out of
kilter; but by extending the boundaries
of the metropolitan area and increasing
the number of members in the met-
ropolitan area, we will bring some of the
country electorates in and leave the same
number of country members to represent
a lesser number of country people. The
member for Toodyay is smiling: he knew
this all along and did not think we would
notice it. We are noticing it.
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Mr B. T. Burke: Did we trick him? some of us In this Chamber are able to
Mr DAVIES: He thought he was trick-

ing us. I am sure that accounts for the
fact that at no time during the whole of
this debate has a Country Party member
given us the benefit of his opinion. As I
said before, we take it that silence means
consent; either that, or the Country Party
members are asleep. At this stage, the
latter may be the case. However, I hope
that before the debate is closed-when-
ever that may be-we will have some ex-
Planation from Country Party members
as to why they are satisfied with the pro-
visions in the Bill. Unless they take this
opportunity to tell us, we will never know.
We are not certain what goes on at their
conferences.

Mr Bertram: The Press is not admitted.
Mr DAVIES: We are denied that Infor-

mation,

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Crane>:
The member has two minutes left.

Mr DAVIES: I am sure. Mr Deputy
Chairman, that You mean I have two
minutes left for this speech, and not two
minutes left of my life, as there are a
tremendous number of things I want to
do. However, if I had only two minutes
left of my life, they could not be better
spent than in trying to put forward demo-
cratic Principles which are denied in this
Bill.

Although the hour is late I can only
repeat that the Minister has not told us
why we are to have these extra four mem-
bers; Country Party members have not
told us whether they like or dislike the
measure; and we have not been told why
the metropolitan boundaries are being
altered. We are left In the Position that
these matters are still Puzzling us. I can
only hope that Perhaps some members on
this side can pose the question In such a
way that someone on the Government side
will be inspired to give us the answers.

Progress

Mr BERTRAM: I move-
That the Deputy Chairman do now

report progress and ask leave to sit
again.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Crane):
The time has not arrived to report pro-
gress.

Mr May: It arrived three hours ago!

Committee Resumed
Mr SKIDMORE: It Is with a great deal

of reluctance that I rise again to speak
to the amendment. I had hoped that
time had expired and that you, Mr Deputy
Chairman, would report progress. When
I1 have finished speaking, it may be that
sufficient time will have elapsed and a
motion to report progress will be passed.
This is a very important Bill, and while

stay awake and alert to debate it, it has
become patently clear that some Govern-
ment members do not even bother to listen
to the debate so they may be better in-
formed and perhaps make sonic contri-
bution.

Mr Sodeman: The member for Mun-
daring is a picture of elegance!

Mr Bertram: At least he is awake.
Mr Sodeman: He has two feet in front

of me.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Crane):

Order!
Mr Mailer: When your Government can

show a little respect for Parliament and
conduct business at a respectable hour,
I will show some respect.

Mr Taylor: Well said!
Mr SKIDMORE: On this occasion the

contribution made by Government mem-
bers was auspicious because it is the great-
est contribution I have heard in the four
hours of debate on the Bill.

Mr B. T. Burke: Did you say "auspi-
cious" or "suspicious"?

Mr SKIDMORE: The fact that Govern-
ment members spoke for about two
minutes was staggering in the extreme.
One would expect them to be a little more
vocal.

We should do something about an obvi-
ously bad piece of legislation. I have
mentioned statistics many times in con-
nection with this Bill, but it is very diffi-
cult to convey statistics about electors to
other people. At this time I would like
to dwell on the manner in which the
Government has gone about altering the
boundaries for the metropolitan area. This
is the very principle we object to. I have
tried to show that the amendment pro-
posed would bring about a fair and equit-
able distribution of electoral districts,
bearing in mind that in our opinion all
electors in Western Australia are entitled
to be considered equal.

it has been suggested to us that certain
boundaries Proposed in the measure will
not do away with the equality of electors.
We have even been challenged, by inter-
jection from Government members, that
we are not fair dinkum in our opposition
to this legislation. I do not think for one
minute that such an accusation could be
levelled at us with any degree of cer-
tainty.

The Government decided to divide elec-
tors with a line down the middle of a
railway. It will say to electors on the
eastern side of that line, "You are en-
titled to vote for Your Assembly member.
As there are some 12 000 electors like your-
self, you may elect one member." How-
ever, when we cross over this physical
barrier of the railway line, the Government
will say to the electors on that side, "You
are now in a rural electorate, and with
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some 0 000 or 7 000 people, you will elect
one member." We suppose that there
must be a reason for such a redistribution.
When we ask ourselves how the Govern-
ment arrived at the thought that this Is
fair and reasonable legislation, we find it
very hard to come up with an answer. This
measure indicates a lack of responsibility
on the part of the Government.

Because there is a problem of com-muni-
cation in today's world, it has been sug-
gested that it is necessary for country
people to be given extra consideration. So
the Government says that because of the
physical size of those country electorates,
their represented member has difficulty in
communicating with his constituents. I
might be prepared to accept that as a valid
argument If any Government member had
been Prepared to rise to indicate to the
Chamber how many times in the last 12
months he had seen each and every one
of his electors in the country districts
within his electorate.

I doubt very much whether even I, with
all my efforts and all my ability to cam-
paign in my electorate, could say in all
honesty that in the past 12 months I have
been able to visit any more than about
25 per cent of my electors. So surely that
is not a valid argument for us to support
the proposal of the Government. It is a
lie that such a proposition should be pre-
sented, because it compounds a felony and
makes it worse.

I am not allowed to use a certain word,
so I use another and say this is a wicked
amendment to an Act, and it is wicked in
the extreme because it ignores the facts I
have Presented; and the duplicity of the
Country Party is indicated by the silence
of its members. I have not heard any
Country Party member get to his feet and
challenge the amendment moved by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn which seeks
merely to remove the description of a
metropolitan boundary and to say to the
people, "You have a right to equality."

I do not take lightly the question of
equality, even at this hour of the morning
and after an extensive debate. However,
I suggest that Government members treat
it with such disdain and disregard that it
is almost tantamount to saying to the
people of Western Australia, "If you don't
like it, we are not going to do anything
about it; we will not substantiate what we
have put forward, and you will just have
to accept it."

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Crane):
The member has one minute.

Mr SKIEDMORE: I have said before to-
night that the duplicity of the Govern-
ment is indicated by the fact that its
members are not prepared to stand up and
declare themselves. The amendment is
worthy of the support of members of Par-
liament who are conscious of their respon-
sibility to their electorates. I am
conscious of my responsibility, and so are

other members on this side of the Cham-
ber; that is why we individually and col-
lectively support the amendment.

Progress
Mr BERTRAM: I move-

That the Deputy Chairman do now
report progress and ask leave to sit
again.

Motion put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. 3. Burke
Mr Canr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Hi aan

Mr Blaile
Sir Charles Court
My Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr. Orayden
Mr Crews,
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurne
Mr Mc'hljun
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Aye
Mr Fletcher

Ayes-is
Mr Hartrey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jon
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mir Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Moller

(Teller)

Noes-fl5
Mr Old
Mr O'Nel
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushiton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibeon
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko>

(Teller)

Pair
No

Mr O'Connor
Motion thus negatived.

Committee Resumed
Mr BERTRAM: Whilst It gives me no

Pleasure at all to say this, I think it must
be placed on record that the performance
of the Minister for Works on this clause has
not been up to his usual standard. He
was good enough to acknowledge that
earlier I spelt out very clearly that our
aim is to achieve a one-vote-one-value
situation. I should also thank him for
the fact that he made it abundantly clear
-no doubt he will correct me if I have
misunderstood him-that the Liberal
Party in this State and its appendage, the
National Country Party, do not accept the
principle of one-vote-one-value.

The Minister gave himself away
when he referred to a situation in the
United States and explained what he says
are the terrible things happening there.
If he had bothered himself, as normally
he would have done, to look at page 15
of the notice paper he would have seen
that in due course it is my intention to
move for the inclusion of some new
clauses.

One of my amendments relates to pro-
posed new section 7, and states-

6. Section 7 of the principal Act is
repealed and re-enacted as follows-

7. In dividing the State into
electoral districts the quota of
electors shall be taken as the basis
for such division:,
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Provided that the Comrnis-
sioners may adopt a margin of
allowance to be used whenever
necessary, but not in any case to
a greater extent than ten per
centum more or less:

Provided also that the Commis-
sioners shall give due considera-
tion to-

(a) community of interest:
(b) means of communication

and distance from the
capital*.

(c) physical features; and
(d) the existing boundaries of

Districts.
So it is not intended Just to make the thing
difficult. We recognise that certain guide-
lines would be of assistance to the elec-
toral Commissioners, although personally
I am inclined to think that whether or
not we spelt it out, they are men of ability
who would have regard for these things,
because it would be only fair and sensible
for them to have such regard.

However, the fact of the matter is that
the Minister for Works, contrary to his
usual competence, neglected to inform
himself and therefore entered Into the
debate and propounded an argument that
was completely off key. We cannot give
him credit for that, much as we would
like to.

I refer now to the policy of the Liberal
Party. The part to which I refer is typical
of the sort of thing one sees in a Liberal
Party platform: it is drafted in such a
way that no ordinary person can really
understand it; it could be interpreted to
mean a million things. As an aside, I
believe it will become increasingly diflicult
for the Liberal Party to carry out this type
of deception because people are becoming
increasingly aware of politics; they want
policies spelt out, which can only be a
good thing for this country.

At first glance, the Liberal Party plat-
form would appear to support the prin-
ciple of one-vote-one-value; however, we
have been told tonight that this Is not the
case. At page 2435 of Hansard, the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition is reported as
having said-

No doubt members have read the
Liberal Party platform approved In
October, 1974, because it reads-

An electoral system should be
maintained which guarantees sub-
stantial equality of voting powers,
with regular redistributions based
on numbers of electors.

I should have thoutht that, having strung
those words together, the Liberal Party
might at least have gone a step further
and said, "Reader-please do not read this
to mean what you think it means-namely,
one-vote-one-value-because It does not
mean that at all."

Article 21 (3) of the United Nations
Declaration of Human Rights states--

The will of the people shall be the
basis of authority of Government, This
will shall be expressed in periodic and
genuine elections which shall be by
universal and equal suffrage and shall
be by secret ballot or by equivalent
free voting procedures.

The Australian Labor Party platform re-
lating to this matter states-

..to ensure that the House of Repre-
sentatives and each State House of
Parliament are composed of members
directly elected on the principle of one
vote one value.

That can hardly be misunderstood. In fact,
it is rather too straightforward for a lot of
people. A pragmatic political party would
not have had the audacity to put that into
its platform. The Western Australian
branch of the ALP contains the following
provision In Its platform-

One- vote -one-value shall be the
principle to be applied in all parlia-
mentary elections.

I do not know how recently these pro-
visions were written into the platforms.

The CHAIRMAN: The honourable mem-
ber has two minutes remaining.

Mr BERTRAM: If they were of recent
origin, that does not do us a great deal of
credit. However, I remind members that
the Liberal Party does not even propound
such a principle, so members opposite can
hardly throw stones at us.

The Liberal Party is out of tune with
the United Nations and out of step with
the law of the United States; It disagrees
with the comments of Chief Justice War-
ren of the United States Supreme Court,
because amongst other things he said,
"Legislators represent people, not trees or
acres.' Whilst we uphold the principle of
one-vote-one-value, which most assuredly
will come Into being in the not-too-distant
future, we acknowledge without hesitation
that certain services and assistance should
be given to distant electorates. I refer to
assistance In the way of additional postage
allowances, travelling facilities and so on.
However, it should not be done by the pres-
ent process of weighted votes, a system
which is no longer tolerated In other areas.

The CHAIRMAN:, Order! The honour-
able member's time has expired.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am beginning to
wonder whether the Government will be
swayed by the eloquent arguments ad-
vanced by members on this side of the
Chamber.

Mr O'Neil. I did not think you were a
slow learner.

Mr B. T. BURKE: My basic objection to
this particular part of the Bill, which the
member for Mt. Hawthorn has sought to
amend, is that it falls to recognise there
are certain inalienable rights which we
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should hold very dear-rights which should
not be affected by where we live, how we
live, or who we are. It seems to rue that
these cherished and highly valued rights
deserve to be protected and maintained,
not chipped away and downgraded in their
importance.

The situation reminds me of a case
brought to my attention some weeks ago
in which a certain person said to me that
because the organisation he represented
was a charitable, nonprofit-making
organisation, it should not be expected to
install certain safety features in a building.
I said to him that on that basis the
organisation might well be allowed to drive
a motor vehicle without brakes.

There are certain things we must imnple-
ment, which are necessary and essential
if the society we cherish is to be main-
tained. The right of people to select and
control the Governments which are elected
from time to time in any society Is one of
those cherished and inalienable rights.

Much has been made of the fact that,
in the past, the Labor Party did certain
things, and certain members of the Labor
Party said certain things and therefore
our stance tonight is both hypocritical
and strange. Let us not make any bones
about it: The Labor Party has been res-
ponsible for some of the worst gerry-
manders in this country anyone has ever
seen.

Gerrymanders in Queensland, for
example, kept the Labor Government in
office for many years. I was born in 1947
and perhaps that allows me to say that I
can dissociate myself from those actions.
I certainly do not condone or try to ex-
cuse them. The opinion of the Labor
Party is the opinion it expresses and holds
now and that is the opinion that should
be answered by any logical person
attempting to provide an alternative to
the argument being advanced by those on
this side of the Chamber.

In the Australian Government sphere
the principle of one-vote-one-value per-
sists. There is no move on the part of
the Liberal Party to change that situation,
to highlight the unfairness of that
situation, or to attempt to arouse public
support to bring about a change In that
situation. I am not now talking in the
Past. I am saying that the breathing,
living, and present members of the Liberal
Party do not seem to put forward any
efforts to change the present system of
the Australian Government which is
elected on the principle of one-vote-one-
value. However, here in this State we find
that the Liberal Party strives very hard
not to implement a system with which its
counterparts in the Australian Govern-
ment seem to find no argument.

A point I would like to raise is the one
which was raised by the member for
Karrinyup during his second reading

IM9

speech when he said that sporting
organisations which joined certain national
or State-wide groups-

Mr Clarko: Or district councils. I re-
ferred not only to sporting groups but to
service and other groups.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes. Those sporting
organisations have delegates not according
to the number of affiliates that each con-
tains, but according to the entity of that
affiliate. That seems to be the member's
elementary blunder. Grammatically it Is
quite wrong and quite illogical to say
that because each of those entities sends
one delegate to a State or national body
that is not carrying out the principle of
one-vote-one-value.

Mr Clarke: It Is clearly not.
Mr B. TF. BURKE: It is clear, because

that national or State body is an entity
comprised of the individual entitles which
sends delegates to each; that is, it is not
a conglomeration of the individual mem-
bers of those affiliates but a conglomera-
tion of the delegates sent by each entity.

Mr O'Neil: That philosophy applies to
your electorate.

Mr Clarko: I could cite the United
Nations Assembly to which, say1 China
and Monaco would each send one rep-
resentative.

Mr B. T. BURKE: If China has one
national Identity and Bends one delegate
as its representative to the United Nations,
and if the United Nations represents the
aggregate of those nations, then the pro-
cess by which each national nation sends
one delegate is just as surely carrying
out the principle of one-vote-one-value as
the division of this State into a number of
electorates that are equally populated with
people eligible to vote.

Mr Clariro: Are you working on the
principle of one person, one vote, one
value.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Of course. Let me
show the member for Karrinyup where he
has made his blunder, because he is now
equating affiliates to that national body
from subsidiary or district groups to the
representatives of a similar body of In-
dividual people who would make up those
affiliates prior to the affiliates sending a
representative to the State or national
body. That Is the question.

Mr Clarko: Your argument would mean
that one representative for 2 000 electors
from Murchison-Eyre, or one representa-
tive from Karrinyup representing 23000
electors is the principle of one vote-one
value.

Mr B. TF. BURKE: Not at all. I am
not sure whether the member for Karrin-
yup is deliberately trying to sidetrack me,
but I will try to explain the situation to
him again. The delegates to the national
or State body attend as representatives of
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the organi-satians that elect them to at-
tend, not as representatives of the mem-
bers of the organisatiorns that elect them
to attend.

mr Clarko: We disagree there. That
Is the fundamental root of the problem.
and I think you will find you are on your
own.

Mr Jamieson: Oh! There are none so
blind as those who do not want to see.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I suppose Hansard
will show whether I am on my own or
not, but It is a poor sort of performance
to deny the obvious, and that is what
the honourable member has done.

Mr Clarko: That is what you have
done. Go outside and ask some political
scientist what he thinks about It.

Mr Jamieson: If they are all like
you we do not want to hear them.

Mir Clarko: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has contributed a great deal
to the debate.

The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr B. T. BURKE: I anm glad that you

understand, Mr chairman, and that you
took note of the explanation I so graci-
ously Provided to the member for Karrin-
yup.

Mr Clarko: Do you think you are Prin-
cess Grace of Monaco?

Mr B. T. BURKE: To return to the
basic and fundamental objection that we
on this side of the Chamber have to
legislation which does not provide for one-
vote-one-value, and keeping in mind that
I make no excuses for opinions held by
people who Previously occupied the
benches we now occupy, let me say quite
clearly-

Mr Mensaros interjected.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Did the Mitnlster

for Industrial Development say some-
thing?

Mr Jamieson: No, but he snorted for
a short time. He has9 been in this country
too long.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member
for Balga is patiently waiting for his turn
to make a contribution to the debate and
I ask members who have been entering
Into a conversation across the Chamber to
cease. The member for Balga.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you very
much, Mr Chairman. Despite what the
Minister for Industrial Development may
have tried to say, my statement is now
in Hansard for him to read-

Mr Jamieson: He cannot read.
Mr B3. T. BURKE: -and for him to

regurgitate when he chooses to do so. I
do not retract what I said3 and I tell him
once again that I make no apologies for
anything that was done in the past by
those members who occupied the benches
that we ourselves now occupy. It is my
humble opinion that the Labor Party, mn
the past, has been responsible for very

serious and devastating gerrymanders. At
the same time that does not prevent us
from Putting forward the logical argument
we are now putting forward which is: that
the right to elect and control Governments
that are formed from time to time in this
and other societies is a basic and inalien-
able right each of us should possess and
each of us should cherish. This legislation
would say that because a person lives in
a certain area and is doing a certain job
of work, is carrying on a life that is spedl-
fic, or following a different kind of life, he
should either be privileged or disadvan-
taged by the exercise of a right which we
view as being extremely fundamental.

That is where we differ. We say that
certain difficulties or problems which arise
because of the things this Government
says should change the value of a person's
vote, ran easily be satisfied by the imple-
mentation of other measures. We say that
in the past 50 years the isolation and diffi-
culties of the people living in the outback
have gradually declined or receded. Posi-
tive and broader initiatives by the Govern-
ment now can cause those difficulties and
that isolation to recede even further-

The CHAIRMAN: The member has two
more minutes.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -and even more
quickly. This Government should immedi-
ately implement any measures it thinks
can solve or help to solve the difficulties
which the people in the outlying areas ex-
perience In regard to political representa-
tion. Having done that the Government
should come back to this Parliament. If
it then still believes that the principle of
one-vote-one-value should not be adopted
it should present a case. Such a case would
not gain support from this side of the
Chamber, but at least the Government
would be able to say that it had done all
the things it should before it rejected the
fundamental and valuable fights of a per-
son having a vote of equal value and
strength to that exercised by his neigh-
bour.

The second point I want to make is this:
if we see our job as one of wiping people's
noses and carrying on parish pump politics
so as to help us attain security in an
office which every three years requires
confirmation, then these matters of isola-
tion and distance become so much greater.
However, if we see our job as studying
legislation, giving considered views in de-
bates, and casting considered votes on leg-
islation, then it does not matter what area
one represents. Wherever the area might
be, our ability to consider meaningfully
legislation before the Chamber is not af-
fected by the number of constituents, or
by the fact that they live in widely scat-
tered communities or in communities many
miles from the capital of Western Austra-
lia.

Mr DAVIES: I draw the attention of
members to the reasons we are seeking to
delete the clause. They are to ensure that
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as far as possible we adopt the principle
of one-vote-one-value. We cannot get
anywhere near that situation until we
delete the clause which seeks to increase
the number of metropolitan seats by four.
If we weight the metropolitan area in
that way we should do something more
equitable so that there is an equal vote of
equal value.

Much play has been made of the atti-
tude of the Labor Party to this question.
I am quoting from memory, but I think I
am correct in stating that members oppo-
site have said this is a new-found love of
the Labor Party, and have used similar
expressions, as though this is something
we have just heard about.

If we look at the debate on a similar Eml
in 1965 we will find the comments of the
present Premier recorded at page 1575 of
Mansard of that year. In his reply to the
second reading debate the present Premier.
who was then the Minister for Industrial
Development said-

I acknowledge the professed policy
of his party is "one vote one value."
As I was a member of a staunch Labor
family, 1 remember having this re-
cited to me when I was a small boy.

No doubt we were prepared to believe him
then. He talked about the attitude of the
Labor Party in 1965 as supporting the
principle of one-vote-one-value, and he
mentioned that he was a member of a
staunch Labor family and had that prin-
ciple drummed into him as a boy. Yet,
when we are dealing with the debate on
the Bill before us, it suddenly becomes a
new-found love of the Labor Party. How
some people forget the things they said
previously! Did they forget, or are they
pretending this did not happen?

Mr Young: Why did you change your
mind in 1954?

Mr DAVIES: I was not a member of
Parliament at that time, and I cannot
answer for Mr Collier or the other mem-
bers of the Labor Party, because I was
then a member of a minor branch of the
party. However, the Labor Party is
allowed to change its mind.

In 1965 the Labor Party adopted the
policy of one-vote-one-value. By the words
of the Premier himself, he acknowledged
at the time that this had been the prin-
ciple of the ALP since he was a boy. We
all agree that was a long time ago. So,
this is a long-standing policy of the ALP,
Is it not typical of the Premier that he
wants to forget what he said in 1965?

The Leader of the Opposition in 1965
said exactly what he is now saying, and
members opposite should not ask me to
apologise for his comments. They should
ask the Leader of the Opposition to explain
this attitude, and if they do I am sure
he will refer them to the reports in
Mansard and quote accurately and not out
of context.

This leads me to the next point I wish
to make. Last week the Premier quoted
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition out
of context, and it was a shameful thing
for him to do.

Sir Charles Court: I quoted him.L
Mr DAVIES: The Premier quoted him

incorrectly, unfairly, and out of context
If we look at page 2455 of the current
Hansard we will see what the Premier
said in reply to the second reading debate
on the 2nd September. He made this
comment-

Coming more up to date we have the
remarks of the present Deputy Leader
of the Opposition who in a debate in
1965 said-

In a rural State the rural areas
should have some special privil-
eges allocated to them.

From that quote one would think the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition said that
to be fair the rural areas deserved special
privileges. Does everyone agree that is
what is intended by the quote of the
Premier? He started the quote with a
capital "I", as though the word was the
beginning of the sentence.

If we turn to page 1498 of the 1965
Mansard we find the comments of the
present Deputy Leader of the Opposition.
He said-

The argument has always been, of
course, that in a rural State the rural
areas should have some special privil-
eges allocated to them. as do the
people in the goldflelds areas and re-
mote areas such as the north-west.
People in those districts have had
privileges accorded to them in regard
to voting rights.

He was saying they had privileges
accorded to them; he was not saying they
deserved Privileges. He started off the sen-
tence by saying that the argument had
always been that in a rural State the rural
areas should have some special privileges.
Yet the Premier had the audacity to say
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
stated in 1965-

In a rural State the rural areas
should have some special privileges
allocated to them.

If the Premier had not been quoting from
notes supplied to him by the Minister for
Works I would accuse him of deliberately
misleading the House; but, of course, he
was not deliberately doing that. He was
doing It in al innocence. The fact re-
mains that he misled the House, because
he did not quote accurately from Hansard
the words used by the present Deputy
Leader of the Opposition In the debate on
the 14th October, 1955.

This is the kind of tactic we can expect
from the Premier-a play on words, a play
of words, empty words, placing words in
his own context, altering the punctuation,
and doing anything to get the point over.
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This is a shameful thing to do. The Min-
ister for Works should take this matter
up with the Minister for Justice who in
turn should take it up with the person
who prepared the notes, to ensure that
person Is properly dealt with, because he
has misled Parliament.

Every one of them along the line-the
Minister for Justice and the Minister for
Works-is just as culpable as that per-
son who deliberately quoted out of context
from Hansard. I believe the Premier
should adjourn the proceedings so we can
see how many other quotes he has made
out of context.

The CHAIRMAN: The honourable mem-
ber has another two minutes.

Mr DAVIES: Thank you. As I have
said several times tonight, in the whole
of his reply, he did not deal with the
matters raised, He did not answer ques-
tions as to why four was the number de-
cided upon; as to the attitude of the
Country Party; or how the new
boundaries for the metropolitan area were
decided upon. All he said was that they
had found a new love, which he admitted
in 1965 we had nurtured for a long time.
Apart from that he made quotes about
various members. The only one I have
had an opportunity to check I have found
was taken out of context. What kind of
disgraceful attitude is that?

Why should we have to put up with
this kind of humbug just to enable the
Government to get over its point? The
only decent thing the Government can do
Is to adjourn to give us time to check on
all the other quotes, because if this
example is Indicative of the Government's
behaviour, we will find many other dis-
graceful examples.

Progress
Mr H. D. EVANS: I move-

That the Chairman do now report
progress and ask leave to sit again.

motion Put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Batemani
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr a. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans

Mr Blalkie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr nadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros

Ayes-18
Mr Harman
Mr Harirey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J, T. Tonkin
Mr Mailer

(Teller)

Nqoes--24
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Nel
Mr Tidge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sademan
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

Ayes
Mr Fletcher
Mr McIver

Pairs
Noes

Mr O'Connor
Mr MePharlin

Motion thus negatived.

Committee Resumed
Mr CARE: At the commencement of the

few short remarks I intend to make on
this clause, I would like to register my pro-
test against the Committee being kept here
at this ridiculous hour.

Sir Charles Court: Whose fault is that?
Mr CARE: Whose fault? The Premier

knows that less than two weeks ago this
Chamber was closed down for one day.

Sir Charles Court: You were not ready
to go on with the Bill that Thursday.

Mr Davies: No, it was the fault of the
Australian Government.

Mr Sodeman: He has seen the light.
Mr CARE: I will pause to wait for the

member for Pilbara to give me the floor.
The Premier knows equally well that we

will be having two weeks' recess in the very
near future. The reasons we were given
for this were Show Week and the Austra-
lian Constitutional Convention. Presum-
ably, as the convention has been sabotaged
by the Premier's Government, there is no
real reason we should have those two weeks
off and all members would agree it would be
much more civilised to spend one of those
weeks sitting here during reasonable hours
In the afternoons and early evenings to
debate this very important measure than
to sit here right through the night until
breakfast time, and even until morning tea
time tomorrow, the way we arc going.

Mr Young: The way you are going.
Several members Interjected.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!I
Mr CARR, It would appear the Gov-

ernment has aL very good reason for want-
ing to sweep this Bill under the carpet as
quickly as possible and to give the Press
as few sittings as possible to report. The
Premier wanted to get the second reading
through in one day, as he did the other
night during ridiculous hours, and he
wants to complete the Committee stage
tonight in one hit so the Press will have
only one opportunity for coverage. The
third weading debate will give the Press a
third coverage.

The Premier is frightened that if he ad-
journs the Committee stage it will give the
Press and the people one more opportunity
to see Just how despicable a measure It is.

Mr Bertram: That's right.
Mr CARR: we are presently debating an

amendment moved by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn to delete certain words from
clause 2 with a view to substituting other
words. I think it is Important to study the
words to be inserted if the deletion is ap-
proved because they give us our first con-

(Teller) structive, reasonable Item about which to
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talk in the whole sham we have been going
through in the last couple of weeks.

We have a constructive amendment to
give us the opportunity to introduce a.
democratic system of elections for this
Chamber under which we would have 51
electorates with approximately an equal
number of voters in each, This would give
us the situation under which each voter in
this State would have approximately the
same voting power irrespective of where he
or she lived. We would have an equality of
representation.

Mr Sibson: There goes your seat.
Mr CARR: The member for Bunbury is

getting back to the level of debate we
reached the other night when we had one
of those petty little debates involving who
would win what seat and who would lose
which seat. I Indicated then I was not
happy about debating the issue on that
level. I wish to debate principles rather
than petty expediency.

This symbolises the difference between
the approach by the Opposition and the
approach by the Government to this Bill.
we are aware of the principles of demo-
cratic elections. The Government can-
not see beyond the short-term political
expediency. The member for Bunbury
referred to my seat and as I said the other
night I would welcome a system of one-
vote-one-value, I would be quite happy
to tight an election for the seat of Gerald-
ton with 11 000 or 12 000 electors. I
wonder whether the member for Bunbury
would be quite so happy with whatever
quota he would have.

Mr clarko: Do you honestly think
the Press believes you are arguing on
principle?

Mr CARR: I do not care whether or
not the member for Karrinyup, the Press,
the Chairman of Committees, or anyone
else in this Chamber believes I am arguing
on principle. I know I am arguing on
principle.

Mr Bertram: At what stage does the
member for Karrinyup intend to enter the
debate?

Mr Clarko: I have taken part in the
debate.

Mr Bertram: That was three days ago.
The CHAIRMAN: Order!
Mr CARR: A number of Points have not

been answered because we have heard
nothing from the Government side. The
question of expense involved in the elec-
tion of six additional members has been
raised. Four extra members will be elected
to this Chamber, and two to the geriatrics
ward at the other end of the building.
The cost has been estimated at something
like $180 000.

Mr Sodeman: What was that level
the member was talking about a moment
ago?

Mr CARR: We have not yet heard any
argument from the Government to justify
the extra expense of something like
$180 000. 1 hoped that someone from the
Government side would be prepared to
stand up and defend the legislation and
explain why it is necessary to spend that
amount of the taxpayers' money.

The Government does not have a man-
date to Introduce this legislation. In fact,
12 months ago the Premier was questioned
on the rumour that there would be a re-
distribution and he said he did not intend
to introduce any such measure.

A point of concern is the hypocrisy of
members on the other side who represent
country seats. They say it Is terribly
important for country people to have more
members of Parliament to compensate for
certain disadvantages, and then do
nothing to rectify the disadvantages
which country people have to face. We are
well aware that the motion I moved in
this place has been amended by the Gov-
ernment in a manner which virtually says
"No". The amendment moved by the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall does everything pos-
sible to reject that Motion. The Govern-
ment has opposed the attempt to assist
country people by way of costs, prices,
health facilities, and education. Members
opposite have claimed that all those dis-
advantages can be compensated by the
election of additional members of Parlia-
ment, but I do not accept that theory.

Mr Sodeman: Nor do we.
Mr CARR: The Country Party members

have been mentioned during this debate
and I think I should dwell on them for
a moment. We are all aware that the
Country Party will not win any of the
new seats which are to be created. One
seat will be redistributed out of existence.
The Leader of the Country Party and
his deputy are safe In their seats. There
has always been a deal between the
Liberal Party and the Country Party that
they do not oppose each other's Ministers.
The two leaders can vote for the legisla-
tion knowing that their seats are not in
danger.

Mr Old: We would not lose them, any-
way.

Mr CARR: Maybe not, If they take
particular endorsements to suit the seats.
However, the present Leader of the
Country Party, in order to become leader,
was quite happy to stab his former leader
in the back. The former leader could
lose his seat under the provisions of this
Bill.

This is a rotten and corrupt Bill; it is
a disgrace to this place. The Premier
introduced this Bill to maintain himself
in offie. He is a cheat who has changed
the laws.

Points of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Chairman,

if 11 heard the honourable member rightly
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he said I was a cheat and I ask that that
remark be withdrawn.

The CHAIRMAN: The member for
Geraldton used the word "cheat" which I
consider to be unparliamentary and I ask
him to withdraw it.

Mr CARR: As I used the term earlier
this evening, it seems I am in order in
using it again. Will you please clarify
the position?

The CHAIRMAN: The way in which the
word was used I rule as being offensive
and I ask the member to withdraw it.

Mr MAY: On a point of order. Mr
Chairman, in view of the fact that a
similar word was used earlier in the sitting,
would it not have been unparliamentary
at that time?

The CHAIRMAN: Had the Point been
raised I would have ruled the word to be
unparliamentary. it was not raised.

Mr MAY: If it was not raised then, why
do you, Mr Chairman, now rule against
the present situation?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! There is no
point of order. I ask the member for
Oeraldton to withdraw his remark.

Mr May: In your opinion there is no
point of order.

Mr CARR: I withdraw the words I used.

Committee Resumed

The CHAIRMAN: The member has
three minutes.

Mr CARR: While I readily withdraw the
words there is no way I can be made to
withdraw the thoughts which occupy my
mind.

Sir Charles Court: That trick is as old
as Parliament; it is meaningless.

Mr CARE: The difference between the
approach of the Opposition and that of
the Government is that we approach the
matter on principle. We are concerned
with the principle of one-vote-one-value.
We are concerned that every person should
have an equal say In electing the Govern-
ment. The Government appears to be
concerned only with preserving itself in
office, and changing the rules of the elec-
toral system in this State Just to main-
tain itself in office.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am now going to
uncover, in the presence of the Govern-
ment and Opposition members, definite
proof that this legislation occupied the
minds of Government members from the
time they were elected. I amn not talking
about idle hearsay, and I am not talking
about wild conjecture, innuendo, or un-
supported allegations, I am talking about
proof. As you will know, Mr Chairman. I
am a fairly simple sort of fellow.

Mr Rushton: You can say that again!

Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you. I am a
fairly simple sort of fellow and shortly
after the March, 1974, election, I noticed
that many people who lived in Glrrawheen
were coming to my electorate office. I was
at pains to prove to myself that those
people were actually constituents of mine
and those pains resulted from the fact that
actually they were not.

The CHAIRMAN: Will you relate this
to the question before the Chair?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes. After a little
time, Mr Chairman, I will draw the
threads together to present a case which
even you will find it diflicult to deny.

The CHAIRMAN: Order; I will ask you
to resume your seat because I find the
remark you Just made quite offensive and
I request you to withdraw it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I will be very happy
to withdraw It and also to apologise for the
offence it appears to have given you. Mr
Chairman,

As I said, I will draw the threads of the
argument together In a way which will
produce a picture so vivid that it will not
be necessary to stand back more than six
Inches to understand what Is depicted.
These people were coming to me from
Girrawheen, not just in the past few weeks
or months but from the time the election
in March, 1974, resulted in the return of
the Court Government. Being a fairly
simple fellow, I inquired of the people who
came to me just why they were comning to
me, and there seemed to be no satisfactory
answer. I operated in good faith, assisting
them where I could.

As the member for Karrinyup will con-
firm, I referred some of his constituents
back to him, and I am pleased to say he
was able to help one or two of them in
quite convincing fashion. But what I did
not realise was that advantage was being
taken of me because everyone else knew
that within a short time Oirrawheen would
not be in the electorate of the member for
Toodyay and the only Poor mug who did
not know the boundaries were going to be
changed was L

Mr Nanovich: The member for Toodyay
was not taking advantage of the member
for Balga.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I meant the member
for Toodyay did not look immediately in
front of hirn but a mile down the road Into
the future, and he could see the bound-
aries would change and the people who
lived in Girrawbeen would probably
change constituencies. So there we have it
-absolute proof of the fact that this legis-
lation was occupying the minds of mnem-
bers of the Government from the time it
was elected.

I will now draw the threads together to
relate them specifically to this clause of
the Bill. Qirrawheen is the border area
anid Beach Road. as it was designed to be
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constructed, is the boundary of the metro-
politan area. We now find those people
who previously were just on-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The amend-
ment that has been moved by the member
for Mt. Hawthorn relates to paragraph
(b) of clause 2. which amends the principal
Act by deleting the word "fifty-one" and
inserting the word "fifty-five". I suggest
that has nothing to do with the remarks
the honourable member is making and I
ask him to confine his remarks to the
question before the Chair.

Mr B. T. BURKE: With a little for-
bearance I will show in two sentences that
that is the very crux of what I was talking
about; that is, the line which was the
boundary of the metropolitan area has
now been moved some two miles to the
north, and the amendment the member
for Mt. Hawthorn has moved illustrates
quite clearly that we on this side of the
Chamber believe the line should not be
moved two miles to the north but 2 800
miles to the north and all the area con-
tained in Western Australia should be the
area to be considered.

Mr Clarko: That would take you just
about to Fiji; 1 200 will do.

Mr B. T. BURKE: There is one in every
crowd.

Essentially 'what we are saying is the
provision in this legislation which moves
the boundary from Beach Road, as that
road was to have been made, to a -line a
mile north of Warwick Road is completely
insensible; it makes no sense apart from
nonsense and should not be tolerated.

The amendment moved by the member
for mt. Hawthorn will scotch that rub-
bish and substitute an ultimately sensible
plan; that is, no boundary to the metro-
politan area.

Members like myself cannot in future be
taken advantage of by people sending
constituents to us when we do not know
they will not be our constituents when the
boundary is changed. We say by all means
expand the metropolitan area, to the ulti-
mate limits of the State of Western Aus-
tralia, and into those limits place the num-
ber of members required; that Is, 51.

Carry the honourable member's amend-
ment now: allow us to get on with the
business and achieve a result which will
mark this Government as one of the most
enlightened in history and you, Mr
Chairman, as the Chairman of Committees
-who successfully steered this legislation
through.

Mr MOILER: If we look at the parent
Act we will see the amendment in the Bill
before us proposes something different
from that which is contained in the parent
Act, and the amendment moved by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn proposes some-
thing different again. So we are looking at
three propositions. I suggest the amend-
ment proposed by the member for Mt.

Hawthorn is far superior to tbe provision
in the parent Act and what is proposed In
the Bill. I believe it is superior in two res-
pects, one of which is that It leaves it to
the electoral commissioners to decide
where the boundaries will fall, not to
members of Parliament who are trying to
prolong their existence in this place. The
other advantage of the amendment moved
by the member for Mt. Hawthorn is that
it clearly sets out that the State will be
divided into 51 electorates all of equal
value.

The Government proposes to amend the
parent Act to increase the number of elec-
torates from 51 to 55, but if we read the
clause we are now dealing with, together
with a further portion of the Bill, we will
see that not only are the commissioners
required to divide the State into 55 elec-
torates but they are to do so within boun-
daries which are quite different from those
which were previously set down. Under
the parent Act, before dividing the State
into particular electorates the commnis-
sioners had the responsibility to draw and
define the boundary between the agricul-
tural, mining, and pastoral area and the
metropolitan area.

Someone has provided the Minister for
Justice with this plan, and then, through
the Minister for Works, the Bill has been
presented to this Chamber so that the
boundary between the country and the
metropolitan area is defined and fixed by
someone other than the Boundaries Com-
mission.

The CHAIRMhAN: Order! I will ask the
member for Mundaring to reserve the
comments he is making on this particular
amendment moved by the member for Mt.
Hawthorn until a more appropriate clause
in the Bill. I suggest that this clause is
not the one on which to make these com-
ments.

Mr MOltER: Thank you, Mr Chairman,
I1 accept your point. I will return to the
amendment.

Mr Skidmore: I did not know you had
strayed from it.

Mr MOILER: I concede that I may have
strayed a little. I will return to the point
I have already made: the provision in the
amendment proposed by the member on
this side is far superior to the Govern-
ment's proposal. By accepting the amend-
ment we will save the State some $180 000
a year and no doubt this amount will
increase annually. In no time at all this
will represent a saving of $1 million. At
no stage has the Government given any
reason as to why it is necessary to in-
crease the number of members in this
place. I urge Government members to
give every consideration to the amend-
ment moved by the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn.

Amendment put and negatived.
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Clause put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Bisikie
Sir Charies Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr fladour
Mr Orayden
Mr Cirewar
Mr P, V. Jones
Mr 1laurence
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D). Evans
Mr T. D. E~vans

Ayes
Mr O'Connor
Mr Merharli

Ayes-24
Mr Nanovicb
Mr Old
Mr O'Nel
M~r msge
Mr RustonD
Mr Shakders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Ur Watt
Mr Young
Mr Ciarto

(Tellers

Noes-is
Mr Harman
Mr Hartrey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Skidmore
Ur Taylor
Air J. T. Tonkin
Mr Molier

(Teller
Pairs

Noes
Ur Fletcher
Mr Mclver

Clause thus passed.
Clause 3: Section 4 amended-
Mr BERTRAM: The Government in-

tends to delete paragraph (b) from the
Act. This paragraph provides that the
commissioners are to have regard for the
metropolitan area as the area described
as such In the final recommendation of
the commissioners published In the
Government Gazette of the 14th Decem-
ber, 1961. it is then proposed to write
Into the parent Act a provision defining a
new metropolitan area as set out in the
schedule to this Bill, commencing at page
5. It will be seen that the Opposition
intended to ask members to vote against
this clause and then at a later stage to
seek to add a new clause 3 as follows-

3. Section 4 of the principal Act
is repealed and re-enacted as fol-
lows-

4. For the purpose of carry-
ing out the duties referred to in
the next preceding section, the
Commissioners shall regard the
State as one homogenous area.

It will be seen that the intention was to
follow on from the previous amendments
moved by the Opposition to the effect that
the whole of the State should be divided
into 51 electorates. It has been drawn to
my attention that as the previous amend-
menits have been defeated, the position
would not be helped at all by the substi-
tution of our proposed clause 3.

1 would hope that If I proceeded along
the line I have Indicated the Committee
might in due course came to the conclusion
that It should reconsider Its decisions on
the earlier clauses and, benefiting from
further thought, change its mind. Having
debated the Bill now for some five or six
hours, and having observed no change in

Progress
Mr SKIDMORE: I move-

That the Chairman do
progress and ask leave to

Motion Put and a division
the following result-

Mr Barn ett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans

Mr Biaticie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr CJoyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Oraydets
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurence
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Pletcher
Mr McIver
Motion thus n

now report
sit again.
taken with

Ayes--lB
Mr Harman
Mr Harirey
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J. T, Tonkin
Mr Molier

(Teller)

Noes--24
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushiton
Mr Sheldere
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodemnia
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarke

Pairs
Noes

Mr O'Connor
Mr McPharlin

egatived.

(Teller)
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the demeaniour of members opposite, I
think It Is reasonable to inquire whether
there would be any change if we sat here
for another five hours.

I do not think one could confidently ex-
pect a change for the better, or for the
Conmmittee to start to work as a Committee
and members of the Government to start
to contribute to the debate. I would be
interested to bear from members opposite
what they think about the deletion of this
clause.

Mr O'NEIL: The member for Mt. 'Haw-
thorn has inquired whether there is any
change in attitude towards his proposals
to amend this Bill. I congratulate him
on his powers of observation; there is no
change, and I assure him that we intend
the Bill to proceed in the f orm. in which
it was introduced. It seems to me that,
as I indicated when discussing clause 1,
all the amendments proposed by the
Opposition are designed for one specific
purpose; that is, to divide the State as
nearly as possible Into 51 electorates of
equal numerical strength.

By passing clause 2 the Committee has
determined that the State will have 55
electorates, so It seems the honourable
member was right when he indicated there
is little purpose in proceeding in a long
and tedious debate. He should surrender
-if that is the word to use-because it Is
quite clear that the Government does not
intend to accept the proposed amendments.

Mr Davies: Are you going to apologise
for misleading the Chamber?
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Committee Resumed
Mr DAVIES: I might be inclined to

take the advice of the Minister for Works,
because I appreciate no reasonable amount
of logical argument is likely to alter the
Government's attitude. However, before
I would be prepared to capitulate, I
think the Minister should have the
decency to acknowledge that he misquoted
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. We
are seeking one-vote-one-value, and every-
thing we do is related to that.

I draw the attention of the Chamber
to the fact that it was a deliberate mis-
quote. I do not say that the Premier or
the Minister was responsible for It.
I did not accuse the Premier because it was
quite obvious he was reading from notes.
However, I would have thought his deputy,
when replying to the debate, would have
the decency to acknowledge that he mis-
quoted the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion. We have heard very little from any
member of the Government during the
whole of the debate, and we have heard
nothing from the Country Party.

Mr Sodeman: Is the member for Warren
going to speak?

Mr DAVIES: Hie has made a greater
contribution than the member for Pilbara.
The member for Pilbara has now
been told by his leader to be quiet, so
probably we will not hear anything fur-
ther from him unless his leader says he
Is allowed to speak.

As I was saying, I do not blame the
Premier for this misquote, but I would
have thought that the Minister for Works
-and I am sorry he is not present now-
would have had the decency at least to
say he would check with the person who
wrote the notes and find out why the
misquote was made and undertake to rep-
rimand the officer concerned or to take
no further action if his excuse is accept-
able.

Sir Charles Court: I have already made
a note of Your comments. I concur In
your remarks. If it is an unfair state-
ment. somebody should be-

Mr DAVIES: Reprimanded.
Sir Charles Court: -well, perhaps that

is not quite the word.
Mr DAVIES: Well, the Premier has now

cut the ground from under my feet. I do
not think I have much more to say, be-
cause that is the point I wanted to make.

We all appreciate that we can bash our
heads against the wall for just so long.
I accept the Premier's assurance that he
will have this matter investigated and,
no doubt, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition-if not the Parliament-will be
advised in due course. As there are only
two ways of getting to bed-either by
surrendering, or getting removed from the
Chamber-I choose to surrender on this
occasion.

Mr MOILER: I believe the Parliament
is entitled to an explanation from the
Premier or his deputy in respect of this
Bill. In his second reading speech, the
Premier stated-

Accordingly, this Bill seeks to re-
define the metropolitan area as being
the area specifically described in metes
and bounds in the schedule to the Bill.

To me, that Is all he said about the de-
cision relating to the redefining of the
metropolitan area. However, the Parlia-
ment Is entitled to know how the decision
was arrived at, and what were the deciding
factors. Clause 3 (b) states that section
4 of the principal Act is amended-

by deleting the words "those final
recommendations" in lines three and
four of subparagraph (hI) of para-
graph (b) and substituting the passage
"the final recommendations of the
Commissioners published in the Gov-
ernment Gazette dated the fourteenth
day of December, nineteen hundred
and sixty-one";

The commissioners should have the power
to redefine the metropolitan area; how-
ever, the Government has seen fit to
remove this power from the commissioners,
and has not explained the reason for its
action, apart from the bald statement by
the Premier that Parliament should
decide boundary changes. Are we expected
to accept that as an explanation? I do
not believe we should accept it.

Although we have talked at length to-
night, I believe we are enititled to con-
tinue to debate the matter until such time
as the Premier gives us an adequate ex-
planation. Hansard will record that the
Opposition spoke for a considerable time
on this legislation, and that time and time
again, members opposite were invited to
explain the bases for these boundary
changes.

Needless to say, our invitations to date
have been ignored. I conclude my re-
marks now, in the hope that the Premier
will stand and give the Committee an
adequate explanation as to why these
boundaries have been so placed.

Mr T. 3 . BURKE: I am afraid I can-
not Join the member for Victoria Park
in surrendering to this legislation because
we have had no satisfactory response
from the Premier or the Minister handling
the Bill as to how these boundaries were
drawn. From my point of view, it is
totally unacceptable that people living on
different sides of the road in Armadale
have votes of different value; in your
case, Mr Chairman, the Government has
drawn a boundary which is completely
unacceptable.

I was In the Toodyay area yesterday,
and I cannot for the life of me under-
stand how the new metropolitan boundary
will not include the fast developing area of
Lake Joondalup. Of course, this does



2674[ASSEMBLY.]

not represent a problem for the member
for Toodysy; rather, It solves his prob-
lem.

I agree with the member for Mundaring
that we should have sufficient confidence
in our commissioners to let them establish
the new electoral boundaries. I am quite
sure the Opposition would have accepted
a new metropolitan boundary drawn by
the electoral commissioners much sooner
than the proposals contained in this legis-
lation.

I do not think there is any excuse to
increase the number of electorates from
the present level of 51, particularly in
view of modern communications and
transport, and the additional facilities
Provided to members of Parliament in
1975. 1 just cannot accept the argu-

ments put forward from the other
side to Justify this "Charliemander",
and the claim that this legislation
has been put forward in goad faith
by the Premier. I am quite certain it
would not be accepted anywhere else in
the world. As the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn said, in America such a proposal
would be unconstitutional. The Minister
for Works. In pointing to the problems ex-
perienced In New York, picked the extreme
example.

But at least the people of New York, to
all intents and purposes, have the prin-
ciple of one-vote-one-value operating in
their electorates which in a modern,
democratic society the constituent has
a right to demand. This legislation
has been foisted upon this Parliament. The
poor record of the Government in respect
of democratic principles and constitutional
rights is expressed by the fact that we are
still debating this measure at 4.35 a.
when Parliament will not sit next week,
or the week after. It would be very easy
to adjourn the debate on this Bill so that
debate could proceed at a more reason-
able hour and members would be better
able to analyse and argue the legislation.

Of course, the Government does not in-
tend to do this; it will not allow reason-
able consideration to take place because
this is not a reasonable piece of legislation,
just as this is a farce of an "elected"
Parliament In what probably kb considered
in other parts of the world to be an en-
lightened democracy. Some members have
been without sleep for 24 hours and
are attempting to reach some conclusion
in relation to the legislation. When this
Bill passes through the Parliament this
week, the Premier will find he has earned
a6 place in history.

He will realise, about half a minute
after he dies, that one cannot live forever,
and that the undemocratic way of life
foisted upon the people of Western
Australia by this profit-motivated, pri-
vate enterprise Government will be to the

detriment of so many Western Australians
-as is revealed in the short time he has
been the Premier of this State--which will
I am certain, assure him of a place of In-
famy in the history books of Western Aus-
tralia.

I would like to see the Commnittee defeat
this clause, as has already been suggested
by other members who have spoken, and
perhaps we may have a chance at some
later stage to recommit the Bill, and so
have an opportunity to divide the State
of Western Australia into 51 constituencies
so that all people will have the right to
proper representation in this Parliament.

Mr MOILER: Mr Chairman-
The CHAIRMAN: The question is--
Mr MOILER: I was on my feet Mr

Chairman. I appreciate I may have been
a fraction slow, because I 'was -waiting for
the Premier or someone on the other side
of the Chamber to rise to his feet.

The CHAIRMAN: Do not be slow next
time, because I will put the question.

Mr MOILER: It is obvious we can seek
information all night and all morning but
we will not get it. We can only assume.
I have already read the section the
Government proposes to delete from
the parent Act. In its Place it
seeks to insert the words "the Met-
ropolitan Area as the area described
in the schedule to this Act". Of course we
are not told who decided where the boun-
daries would be set in accordance with
that schedule. I quote the following para-
graph from the Premier's second reading
speech-

The commissioners are required by
the Present Act to aggregate-

I suggest to Goverrnent members who
would not know what the Bill contains to
read this paragraph as it will enlighten
them a little. Continuing-

-the total number of electors in the
agricultural, mining, and Pastoral area
and one-half of the number of electors
In the meropolitan area, and the grand
total so ascertained is divided by 47,
that being the number of existing
electoral districts In the State other
than in the north -west-Murchison-
Eyre area.

So what he was saying was that if the
Government did not delete this section It
proposes to delete, the commissioners, In
accordance with the Parent Act, would
have introduced a recommendation that
would have absorbed the areas this Gov-
ermnent Is determined to protect.

At the risk of offending the Minister for
Local Government-the member for Dale-
our Chairman of Committees--the member
f or Kalainunda-and the member for
Toodyay, all these electorates would have
been absorbed, under the parent Act, into
the metropolitan area, together with the
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electorates of Rockingbam and Mundaring.
The seats In the metropolitan area would
have been increased to 28, and the seats
in the country would have been reduced to
19. Such a move would have been at least
more just and fair than what the Govern-
ment Is now proposing, and also it would
have been considerably cheaper to imple-
ment. The Premier has been asked to ex-
plain why it is necessary to ignore the com-
missioners and why he has no faith in
them, but not once has he given an
answer.

What the Premier has said Is that he
believes some of the sections in the prin-
cipal Act should be disposed of, and it is
obvious to anyone who has taken any
notice that he believes they should be dis-
posed of because they may be detrimental
to his Government's remaining In office.
We have heard the Premier so often chal-
lenge the Australian Government or any
other Government to go to the polls. I
suggest that he should hold an election
before he changes the boundaries in order
to ascertain what the people of Western
Australia feel about this position.

it would be obvious to anyone who takes
a fleeting interest in the Bill that
these amendments are not introduced to
improve the representation of metropolitan
residents in Parliament. The Bill is a
gerrymander. It is an Insult to the com-
missioners who have acted in the past in
accordance with the provisions of the Act
which lays down their duties. It is a reflec-
tion on them that will be recorded against
the Premier and against all members who
sit with him on the other side of the
Chamber. Apart from the Premier and
the Minister for Works, only one other
member on the Government side of Ihe
Chamber baa risen to his feet to support
the action of the Government. Even the
Minister for Local Goverrnent who is so
deeply involved-

The CHAIRMAN: The member has two
minutes.

Mr MOILER: -because half, or a good
portion of his electorate is having Its influ-
ence in Parliament reduced by 50 per cent,
has not spoken In this debate. This Is de-
spite the fact the people of his electorate
will have only half the representation they
had In the past and therefore have been
stabbed in the back.

I would not think of deserting people I
have been pleased to represent. During
the debate on the second reading of the
Bill the member for Kalamuncla boasted
that the people of Porrestfield gave him
increased support at the last election. Yet
this Government is now allowing the rep-
resentation of those very people in this
Parliament to be reduced by 50 per cent.

Mr O'Neil: Are you not complaining that
they have twice the voting strength of
other people?

Mr MOIL.ER: I am complaining about
the fact that this action is being taken.
We are not given any answers as to bow
the boundary llie Is drawn. I ask the mem-
ber for K~alaniunda bow, on one occasion,
he can boast that the people of Forrest-
field gave him increased support, and yet
on another occasion he has no compunc-
tion about selling out those very people
he claims supported him.

Mr SKIDMORE: Whilst I was absent
from the Chamber I understand the memi-
her for Mt. Hawthorn moved to delete
clause 3.

The CHAIRMAN: He does not have to
move to delete the clause; he merely has
to vote against it.

Mr SKIDMORE: In speaking against
the clause we should give some reason for
so doing. The reason we seek the deletion
of the clause is that it is intended at a
later stage to move an amendment to in-
sert a provision which states the commis-
sioners shall regard the State as one
homogenous area. This is consistent with
the approach from this side of the Cham-
ber, and we believe equality of votes should
be paramount in the minds of all people.
So far as we are concerned there is no
need to adopt the provision in the clause.

Surely it cannot be said that consistency
by members on this side has not been
evident in the debate. One cannot say that
Government members have been con-
sistent, and their inconsistency is becoming
evident as the debate Proceeds. We have
been accused of being fools in debating the
Bill clause by clause. I do not think it
is correct to say that of us: what we are
seeking is to delete the clause which sets
out the basis of the delineation of the
metropolitan area in the schedule. If we
are not successful in removing the clause
we will be saddled with a shadow. We
do not accept the delineation of the metro-
politan area by the Governument along an
established line on the map.

I do not want to comment on the dis-
tricts comprising the metropolitan area,
other than to point out that it is passing
strange the Governiment should attempt
to define this area. By its efforts the
Opposition has been educating the Gov-
erment into the line of thinking that it
is more equitable to cater for the electors
of this State by giving them votes of equal
value. That is what the deletion of the
clause will achieve.

We have been told there are many rea-
sons for supporting the ranting of a
disproportion of votes to certain people.
We will argue consistently that this line
of reasoning is not valid. I do not want
to canvass all the arguments that have
been raised or to bore the Chamber with
repetition. Some of the Points which
should be made are valid. For instance,
I fail to see why the electorate of Pilbara
should have 11 885 electors, when the
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the three other north-west seats have a
combined total of electors of approximately
the same number.

If it is a question of the need to enable
these members to contact their constitu-
ents, I wonder why Pilbara is to be placed
at a disadvantage compared with the other
seats. By its action the Government is
saying to the member for Pilbara, "You
should have no trouble in contacting your
members in the far flung localities of Your
electorate" and to the member for Murchi-
son-Eyre, "You will have trouble in con-
tacting Your 3 800 electors". In the latter
case the Government is asking us to take
into account the area of the electorate.

I have a feeling there is not a great deal
of difference between the Pilbara elector-
ate and the Gascoyne electorate. If mem-
bers opposite can enlighten me on the
difference in the areas then my views
might be a little different.

Mr O'Neil: I tabled the information on
the areas and the numbers the other day,
but that would not appear in the Votes and
Proceedings.

Mr SKIDMORE: Let us assume there is
a proportion of two to one in the number
of electors of Pilbara and Gascoyne. If
there is this difference, or any difference
at all, it shows the Government is not
sincere when It comes to equality of treat-
ment of Its own members in respect of the
need to contact constituents.

It is no wonder we are concerned. How-
ever, I should not concern myself with the
difficulties which the member for Pilbara
faces. I am merely illustrating this point
to show that the Government cannot claim
it is being fair to the electors.

Earlier I mentioned the great inequality
of the country vote, and of the number of
electors and the members they return. A
total of about 220 000 electors in the coun-
try seats return 24 Assembly members as
against approximately 405 000 electors in
the metropolitan area who return 23 mem-
bers.

We are now to have drawn on a
map a line which delineates without rhyme
or reason the metropolitan area. It pro-
ceeds along certain roads but the reasons
for Its doing so are difficult to understand.
So far as we on this side are concerned,
we will continue to fight the Bill all the
way and express our dissatisfaction with
the Government. We will continue to be
fools, if by debating the Bill clause by
clause we are fools. We know we will lose
the battle because of the numbers and the
inflexible attitude of the Government as
expressed by the Minister for Works who,
at least, has given us the wisdom of his
words; but other members of the Govern-
ment have not given us their view, except
by interjection.

I fully support the proposition that the
clause should be deleted, so that later We
may move the amendment proposed by the
member for Mt. Hawthorn.

Pro gress
Mr CARRt: I move-

That the Chairman do now report
progress and ask leave to sit again.

Motion put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Air Bertram
Mr B. T. Burka
Mr TI. J. Burke
Mr Care
Mr Davies
Mr H. D. Evanse
Mr T. D. Evans

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr fladour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Joa
Mr Laurnce
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Fletcher
Mr Mctver

AYea.-l8
Mr Harman
Mr Harmry
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J7. T. Tonkin
Mr Moller

(Tell"r)

Noes-24
Mr Nanovich
Ur Old
Mr O'Nel
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushon
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr watt
Mr Young
Mr Ciarko

(Teller)
Pairs

Noes,
Mr O'Connor
Mr MePharlin

Motion thus negatived.
Committee Resumed

Mr CARR: I repeat first of all my pro-
test at being kept here so late when we
could very easily be sitting next week
during much more comfortable and civil-
ised hours.

The CHAIRMAN: I suggest you debate
the clause.

Mr CARRt: The clause we aire debating
is really the crux of the whole measure.
It is the clause which deals with the
moving of the line which divides the
metropolitan area from the country areas.

So far in this debate I have spoken on
the principles I would like adopted In
the electoral system, but here we are talk-
ing about the fact that the Government Is
adopting this particular method. Its
principles present certain special dimf-
culties. If we accept the principle that
there should be a distinction between
metropolitan and country electorates, we
can then look at the line which has been
chosen to make that distinction. As any-
one can see it is a very crooked line.

Mr Nanovich: It might look crooked
now, but in the afternoon It looks fairly
straight!

Mr CARRt: The line may look straight
to the member for Toodyay in the after-
noon, but it certainly does not look straight
to me at any time. There Is no way it
can be described as being consistent.

If the Government had drawn a circle
with a 20-mile radius from the G.P.O..
at least it could have said there was some
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consistent reason for the line being where
it was; or if the Government had drawn
the line in such a way as to include all
areas obviously metropolitan, then there
could have been an argument that it was
doing something logical; but when it draws
a line right through the middle of Arma-
dale, which we must admit is a centre
in its own right, it is not being logical,
How can there be any logic In the line
drawn in the vicinity of Kalamunda,
making part of it in the metropolitan area
and part of it in the country?

Mr Crane: You said It all on clause
2 and now again on clause 3.

Mr CARR: I have not discussed this.
Mr Crane: You have talked about the

line on each clause.
Mr CARR: The next point which has

to be raised in regard to the line is the
question as to who drew it. In the past
such decisions have been made by the
electoral commissioners, but in this case
it appears that it was someone somewhere
within the Liberal Party. We have not
been able to find out who it was.

The CHAIRMAN: That aspect of this
debate has been well and truly canvassed
by previous speakers and I submit that If
you cannot introduce a new map you
ought to resume your seat.

Mr CARR: I raise the matter In order
again to ask the Government for an ans-
wer to the points made. If the points
raised had been adequately answered, or
an attempt to answer them had been
made, I would certainly have accepted
the point you make, Sir; that is. that the
aspect has been dealt with. However, this
aspect has not been dealt with. We have
raised the queries and asked who drew
the line, but we have been given no ans-
wers and for that reason we are justi-
fied in raising those same questions again.

On a number of occasions during debate
the member for Cockburn has asked why
Ewinana and Medina have been described
as being in the metropolitan area while
Parts of Armadale and Mundaring are in
the country. That question has not been
answered.

I submit we should be continuing to
debate this until we get a satisfactory
answer from the Government.

Mr BERTRAM: In this clause reference
is made to the schedule which describes
the boundary line of the metropolitan area
as c'epicted on the map on the wall. I
take 4t we will have an opportunity to
discuss the schedule when we reach clause
10.

The CHAIRMAN: A more appropriate
time I, discuss It, I would submit.

Pgr RFPTRAM: Having participated In
the Oebate on these few clauses, it has
beers"" nainfully er~narent that the

a- '"' the Qpnwitlon to convert this

Bill from what it is into a one-vote-one-
value document cannot succeed, and there
does not seem any point therefore in per-
sisting in all the amendments as envisaged
and set forth on the notice Paper.

I just mention that what the opposition
proposes to do is to confine its remarks
to certain of the other clauses, but not
persist any further with endeavours to
delete clauses with a view to inserting our
own.

Mr Jamieson: Except on clause 6.
Mr BERTRAM: We propose to comment

very briefly on clauses 4 and 6 and defi-
nitely on clause 10.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 5 repealed-
Mr BERTRAM: I think it is most desir-

able for the record and so that posterity
will know what is happening to point out
that clause 4 Is designed to repeal section
5. Section 5(a) reads-

5. For the Purpose of making recom-
mendations In relation to the Metro-
politan Area and the Agricultural,
Mining and Pastoral Area, the Com-
missioners shall have regard to the
following Provisions:-

(a) The number of electors in the
Metropolitan Area, every two
electors in such area being
reckoned as one elector, and
the number of electors in the
Agricultural, Mining and
Pastoral Area, every one
elector in such arca being rec-
koned as one elector, shall in
the aggregate, be divided by
forty-seven, and a quota be
thereby obained.

In that section we have a formula
whereby the people living in the metro-
politan area are to be discounted and
devalued by law to half the value of people
in the agricultural, mining, and pastoral
area. A cursory glance might indicate that
to be a magnificent reform, which the
Premier has told us about. Whilst I have
not gone into the matter in detail it most
certainly does not constitute a reform.
I understand it is a backward step be-
cause under the new structure of the Act
the people in the metropolitan area will
not be worth even 50 per cent. I want
to record that we are not going forward;
we are going from 50 per cent to an even
worse position In the metropolitan area.

Clause put and Passed.
Clause 5 put and Passed.
Clause 6: Section '7 amended-
Mr BERTRAM: This clause constitutes

another departure from what we believe
happens to be reasonably fair. The clause
reads-

6. The first proviso to subsection
(1) of section 7 of the principal Act
is amended by adding after the words
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"more or less" the passage "in the
case of the division of the Metropolitan
Area into electoral districts or to a
greater extent than fifteen per centumn
more or less in the case of the division
of the Agricultural, Mining and Pas-
toral Area into electoral districts".

There again is discrimination; a tolerance
of 10 per cent, more or less, in respect of
electorates within the metropolitan area.
In the other areas there will be a tolerance
of up to 15 Per cent, more or less. One
can quickly observe a possible variation of
not less than 30 per cent.

It is worth while remembering that fol-
lowing the double dissolution in the Aus-
tralian Parliament the Commonwealth
Electoral Act reduced the tolerance over
all the electorates for the House of Repre-
sentatives from 20 per cent down to 10
per cent. That was done recently at the
wish of the people of Australia. In this
case we are getting away from the one-
vote-one-value. concept.

I record unmistakably, our protest
against that situation. We believe the
quota tolerance should be 10 per cent
throughout the whole of the State.

Clause put and passed.
Clause '7: Section 9 repealed and re-

enacted-

Mr JAMIESON: I would like to have a
comment from the Minister in respect of
a matter which has not been raised at all
during the debate. On the electoral files
in the office of the Chief Electoral Offi-
cer there has been a request of long stand-
ing that the boundary between the north-
west and Murchison-Eyre districts be
clearly defined. The boundary travels, for
part of its course, along the Tropic of
Capricorn. It will be recalled that some
years ago we went to considerable trouble
to find out exactly the location of the Tro-
Pic of Capricorn. To our dismay we discov-
ered that we did not know and we had to
get the Argentine Ambassador, through
his university, to define its location exactly,
and at what time of the day and at what
time of the year.

The Surveyor-General had warned the
department about the problem and I
thought the Government would have
taken advantage of the opportunity to de-
fine the boundary, particularly as mining
and other ventures can be affected. Mt.
Newman is only half a mile on the north-
ern side of the Tropic of Capricorn. It
would be better to use trigonometry points
and local authority boundaries rather
than a lne which moves about,

Mr O'Neil: A similar problem was ex-
perienced in the metropolitan area when
it was decided to divert a road.

Mr JAMIESON: That might be so, but
this is a physical feature which should be
overcome.

Mr O'NEIL: I recall very well the en-
deavours of the member for Heeloo as he
was then-now the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition-in his attempt to find the
exact location of Mt. Newman, and the
location of the Tropic of Capricorn. I have
to admit, quite frankly, I do not know
that any special arrangements or special
requests were made to the Minister for
Justice In respect of the boundary or this
particular line. I am sorry to say I am un-
able to give him any information.

There has been some criticism of a
crooked line and I have interpreted the
comments from the Opposition as mean-
ing a line which did not travel on a straight
course. It is probable that the line fol-
lowed station boundaries and local auth-
ority boundaries.

The present line defining the metropoli-
tan area followed the centre line of a cer-
tain road. A previous Government had
some difficulty because the road took a
deviation and I think In one case the
boundary went through a dwelling.

Mr Jamieson: That was Beach Road.
Mr O'NEIL: I think it was for that rea-

son the Opposition put forward a proposi-
tion to allow some flexibility to cater for
such a situation. That is a proposition to
which we did not agree.

I take advantage of this opportunity to
tell the member for Geraldton that to the
best of my knowledge the line which deter-
mines the metropolitan area has never
been prescribed by the electoral commis-
sioners, but by this Parliament.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 8 and 9 put and passed.
Clause 10: Schedule added-
Mr JAMIESON: This is the schedule

defining the land that has been referred
to. There is an amendment which the
Minister will be handling but if he is in-
sistent on keeping this line I would like
him to have a look at more clearly defining
two small areas. One of them is on Onan-
gara Road where it wanders off. I suggest
it should not deviate there. There is no
point in that deviation. I do not know
what circumstances could have brought it
about. Also, at the southern extremities
the line goes right through the centre of
the nickel refinery, and I would like the
Minister to have a look at that. In addi-
tion, I seek information as to why people
were taken out of the metropolitan area
and put into the country in that small
section near Greenmount along Great
Eastern Highway. I think those three areas
need to be qualified and that there should
be some readjustment.

Mr O'NEIL: I thank the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition for his comments. I
noted his remarks during the second read-
ing debate. An amendment in my name
appears on the notice paper. It has the
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effect of moving Garden Island from the
current metropolitan area into the agri-
cultural, mining, and pastoral area. At
this stage I do not propose to move that
particular amendment, because I want to
give the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
my assurance and undertaking that I will
have an examination made of the three
points he raised in respect of Gnangara
Road. the area adjacent to Great Eastern
Highway, and the nickel refinery. I will
see whether the line can be more clearly
identified; and I also give him an under-
taking in respect of Garden Island. I
shall have that amendment moved in the
other place and give serious consideration
to the other points he raised.

Mr TAYLOR: Because this is the last
clause I would like to make one or two
comments. They pertain to remarks I
made at various times during this debate.

On previous occasions I have used the
example of my own electorate in an
attempt to Point out to the Government
the error of its ways. I feel it now behoves
me to take back some of the suggestions
I made to the Chamber. In appearing to
denigrate my electorate, I did so on behalf
of the people of the electorate and in their
interests, and I want to say on their behalf
that, far from being a place which is not
worth while living in, Cockburn and
Kwinana are well and truly worth while
living in. A recent survey carried out by
the University of Western Australia showed
that an overwhelming proportion of the
population were pleased and proud to live
in Kwinana.

With respect to that wriggly line at the
south of the metropolitan area which runs
along the edge of Kwinana, if I were to
ask a Yugoslav market gardener, an
Italian fitter, an Australian electrician,
and a British furnace hand what they
thought about it, they would all suggest
to me that I advise the Premier and this
Chamber just where they can put that
line. I oppose the Bill.

Clause put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr cowan.
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jons
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J7. Burke
Mr Can
Mr Davies
Mr H. D). Evans
Mr T. 1). Evans,

Ayes-24
Mr Nanovich
Mr Old
Mr O'Nel
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibs80T
Mr Bodemant
Mr Stephens
Mr Watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

(Tell"t)

Noes-IS
Mr Harman
Mr Hartrey
Mr Jamileson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr may
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr J. T. Torkin
Mr Moller

(Teller)

Ayes
Mr O'Connor
Mr McPharlin

Pairs
Noes

Mr Fletcher
Mr Mdve

Clause thus passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Eml reported, without amendment, and

the report adopted.
House adjourned at 5.29 a.m. (Wednesday).

wlrgitatne Council
Wednesday. the 10th September, 1975

The PRESIDENT (the
Griffith) took the Chair at
read prayers.

1.

Hon. A. F.
4.30 P.m., and

QUESTIONS (3): ON NOTICE

FISHERIES
Esraerance Area

The Hon. R.
Minister for
the Minister
life:

H. C. S~TUBBS, to the
Education representing

for Fisheries and Wild-

(1) Is the Minister aware that some
licensed professional fishermien in
the Esperance area need to pro-
ceed through the Cape le Grand
National Park to conduct their
operations?

(2) Has the park ranger for this area
been recently instructed to stop
these fishermen travelling through
the park?

(3) If the reply to (2) is "Yes" why
has it been found necessary to do
so?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The ranger has been instructed

to advise fishermen that they
require permission of the National
Parks Board to transport their
produce and store their equipment,
including freezer units, in the
park in accordance with the by-
laws.

(3) In the previous Year some fisher-
men, by their activities, were de-
tracting from visitors' enjoyment
of the Park, and were not at all
times observing the requirements
necessary for efficient and respon-
sible management of a national
park.


