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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman) took the
Chair at I11.00 a.m., and read prayers.

AGED PERSONS: ACCOMMODATION
Busselton: Petition

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [11.04 am.]: I have a
petition which reads as follows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Members
of the Legislative Assembly of the State of
Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We the undersigned request that the
land bounded by West Street, Adelaide
Street and Marine Terrace, Busselton, pre-
viously occupied by the Busselton Hospital
(Reserve No. 3702) be reserved for the
purpose of aged facilities and accommo-
dation.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

This petition bears 1 469 signatures, and I cer-
tify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 30.)

ROADS: GREAT EASTERN
HIGHWAY-LLOYD STREET

INTERSECTION
Traffic Controb Petition

MR GORDON HILL (Helena) [11.05 a.m.]:
I have a petition which reads as follows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of West-
ern Australia in Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia request that the intersection of
Great Eastern Highway and Lloyd Street
in Midland be improved with the instal-
lation of traffic control arrows into Great
Eastern Highway in both a northerly and
southerly direction from Lloyd Street.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

This petition bears 64 signatures and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See pet itionlNo. 3).)

PLANNING: REZONING
Forrestield:- Petition

MR GORDON H[LL (Helena) ( 11.06 a.m.):
I have a petition which reads as fol lows-

To:
The Honourable the Speaker and Mem-

bers of the Legislative Assembly of West-
ern Australia in Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia request that the Minister for
Planning reject any proposal submitted to
him to allow the rezoning of a portion of
lot 16 and 17 Hawtin Road, Forrestflid
for the establishment of a private school
adjacent to a retirement village.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

This petition bears 90 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 32.)

EQUAL ELECTrORAL RIGHTS
(REFERENDUM) DILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Brian

Burke (Premier), and read a first time.

BILLS (S): RETURNED
1. Acts Amendment (Water Authorities)

Bill.

2. Rural Adjustment and Finance Corpor-
ation Amendment Bill.

3. Barrow Island Royalty Trust Account
Bill.

4. Barrow Island Royalty Variation Agree-
ment Bill.
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5, Appropriation (General Loan Fund)
Bill.

6. Industrial Training Amendment Bill.

7. Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue
Fund) Bill.

8. Loan Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL
Councils Further Message

Message from the Council received and read
notifying that it had agreed to the Assembly's
request for a conference, and had appointed
Hon. P. G. Pendal, Hon. G. E. Masters and
Hon. J. M. Berinson as managers for the Coun-
cil; the conference to take place in the com-
mittee room, Parliament House at 12 noon on
Tuesday, 26 November.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [11.11 a.m.): I move-

That the time and place fixed by the
Legislative Council be agreed to.

Question put and passed; the Legislative
Council acquainted accordingly.

ACTS AMENDMENT (MEAT INDUSTRY)
BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council with amend-

ments.

ADOPTION OF CHILDREN
AMENDMENT BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Council with amend-

ments.

Council's Amendments: In Cornm'ittee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr

Taylor) in the Chair; Mr Wilson (Minister for
Community Services) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were
as follows-

No. 1.
Clause 25, page 17, after line 16-To
insert the following--

(iii) that identifying information
cannot be supplied under this sec-
tion if there is any entry in the
Adoption Contact Register to the
effect that a natural parent of the

adopted person does not wish to
have contact with the adopted
person;

No. 2.
Clause 25, page 17, line 29-To delete
the words "applicant; and" and
substitute the following-

adopted person;

No. 3.
Clause 25, page 17, after line 36-To
insert the following-

and
(d) shall not supply an extract

from, or ceriffied copy of, the
original entry of the birth of
the adopted person in the
register of births under this
section if' there is any entry in
the Adoption Contact
Register to the effect that a
natural parent of the adopted
person does not wish to have
contact with the adopted per-
son.

No. 4.

Clause 25, page 18, lines 8 to 17-To
delete subclause (4) and substitute the
following-

(4) Where the Director-General
has received an application under
subsection (1) and is satisfied
that-

(i) the adopted person
received counselling by
approved counsellor; and

has
an

(ii) there is no entry in the Adop-
tion Contact Register to the
effect that a natural parent of
the adopted person does not
wish to have contact with the
adopted person,

the Director-General shall apply
to the Registrar-General for the
issue to the Director-General or
to the adopted person of an ex-
tract from, or certified copy of,
the original entry of the birth in
the register of births relating to
the adopted person.

No. 5.
Clause 25, page 18, after line 30-To
insert the following new subsections-
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(7) Notwithstanding any other pro-
visions of this Act, where the Di-
rector-General has received an
application for information from
any person having a sufficient
interest relating to an adopted
person or the natural parents,
adopting parents or relatives of an
adopted person and considers
that by reason of special circum-
stances, relating to health or
otherwise, it is desirable to release
any information he has to the ap-
plicant he may, subject to the ap-
proval of the Minister and subject
to such conditions as the Direc-
tor-General or the Minister may
stipulate, release such infor-
mation.

(8) Any person who breaches a con-
dition imposed under sub-section
(7) commits an offence.
Penalty: $2 500 or imprisonment
for six (6) months.

No. 6.
Clause 26, page 18, line 32-To delete
"6section is" and substitute the follow-
ing-

sections are

No. 7.
Clause 26, page 20, lines 7 to 18-To
delete subsection (5) and substitute
the following-

(5) The Director-General shall
from time to time, by advertising
in such manner as he considers
appropriate, publicize the estab-
lishment of the Adoption Contact
Register and invite adopted per-
sons and natural parents to record
their wishes in relation to
obtaining information about, or
meeting or providing information
to, another person whose name is,
or may in the future be, entered in
the Adoption Contact Register.

No. 8.
Clause 26, page 20, line 22-To add
after the word "person" the following
words-

and in the event of the death of
the person whose name is so
entered cancel the entry relating
to such person.

No. 9.
Clause 26, page 20, after line 22-To
add the following-
gonlidenlia- 20AC A person who, except

ll. for the purposes of this Act or
as may be permitted by this
Act or the regulations directly
or indirectly-

(a) makes a record of any infor-
mation;
or

(b) divulges or communicates to
any person any information,

being information contained in
records, books, documents or files
of or in the possession or under
the control of the Department or
an approved adoption agency and
relating to the adoption of a child
or arrangements or negotiations
for or towards or with a view to
the adoption of a child is guilty of
an offence against this Act.

Penalty: $2 500 or imprison-
ment for 6 months.

No. 10.
Clause 26, page 20, after line 22-To
add the following-

24AD. (1) A person who does any
act calculated or likely to intimi-
date, embarrass, ridicule or harass
another person by virtue of that
other person being or having
been-
(a) an adopted person;
(b) a natural parent

adopted person;
of' an

(c) an adopting parent of an
adopted person;

or a relative of any of the forego-
ing persons is guilty of an offence
against this Act.

(2) For the purposes of subsection I
"relative" means any of the
mother, father, brothers, sisters,
spouses, de facto spouses or chil-
dren of the relevant person.
Penalty: $2 500 or imprisonment
for six months.

Mr WILSON: I move-
That the amendments made by the

Council be agreed to.
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We believe that in spite of these amendments
which have been sought by the Legislative
Council, the proposed amendments to the
Adoption of Children Act will represent a great
advance in the administration of the Act. The
amending Bill will also represent a great ad-
vance in the interests of those seeking infor-
mation about their natural parents and origins.
Although it does not go as far as we had hoped,
or as far as many of those involved had hoped,
it will be of great satisfaction to many people.

Question put and passed, the Council's
amendments agreed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, and

a message accordingly returned to the Council.

AGRICULTURE
Rural Sector Hardship: Urgency Motion

THE SPEAKER (Mr Hannan): I advise
members that I have received the following let-
ter from the member for Katanning-Roe.

Dear Mr Speaker,
in accordance with Standing Orders 47

and 48 of the Legislative Assembly, I give
notice that at the commencement of the
sitting of the House today, 26 November
1985, 1 wish to move "that the House do
now adjourn" for the purpose of debating
a matter of urgency, namnely-

"THAT this House expresses its
grave concern at the continuing failure
of the Government to attack the real
causes of the continuing rural crisis-

high interest rates
loss of confidence in Australia
consensus, as weakness
industrial militancy
tariffs"

Mr Speaker this is a matter of public im-
portance and immediate urgency and in
my view is properly brought forward
within the Standing Orders.

The financial situation in rural industry
is deteriorating daily and the effect on al-
lied industries is being felt right through-
out the State and it is therefore important
that this matter be debated.

Seven members having risen in their places,
The SPEAKER: I have decided that this is a

matter which can proceed under the Standing
Orders of the House. As usual, I rule that the
speakers on my left will be given up to 30 min-

utes in which to speak and the speakers on my
right will be given up to 30 minutes in which to
speak.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [11.18 anm.]: I
move-

That the House do now adjourn.

Not very long ago, during debate on the Loan
Bill, I had the opportunity to bring before the
House the parlous state of not oniy the agricul-
tural industry but also the rural industry in
general. I made an observation at that time that
the depressed state of the farming industry was
having very drastic effects on country town
businesses, especially those involved in provid-
ing services to the rural industry.

Of course, since then there has been quite a
whispering of the cool breeze in St. George's
Terrace. I can assure members that the malaise
which is currently rife in country areas is fast
approaching the metropolitan area. Despite the
protestations of the Premier to the contrary,
this morning's newspaper carried an article
stating that the building industry is facing a
crisis and that is an indication that the malaise
has already reached the metropolitan area. I
think we shall soon witness a depressed period
such as we have not seen since the Depression
in the 1930s.

The management of the economy by the Fed-
eral and Western Australian Governments has
been shocking and has contributed very largely
to the rising interest rates, which is the major
problem faced by the fanning industry. Two
weeks ago when the Loan Bill was being
debated I quoted interest rates of 16.2 per cent
on loans up to $100000. Yesterday, on
checking with banks and lending houses I
found they are now 16.25 to 17.75 per cent; in
fact, in the case of one bank they are now over
19 per cent. Interest on overdrafts of over
$ 100 000 has risen from 18-18.5 per cent two
weeks ago to 19.25-20.25 per cent today. I
think this indicates the rowing problems being
faced not only by farmers but also by people
engaged in rural industries generally.

Interest rates on commercial bills have gone
up to between 19 per cent and 20 per cent; and
two or three per cent can be added for the
handling of the bill. In other words, the interest
rate on a commercial bill is almost 25 per cent.
Members can imagine how that must affect
someone who is in the cyclical situation of
rolling-over bills; once one starts rolling-over
bills one is on a treadmill and there is no way
one can get off.
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Without doubt, these problems have been
created by the reckless spending by the Com-
monwealth and State Governments. We have
seen evidence of that reckless spending in this
State. The value of the dollar is directly related
to the management of the economy and our
dollar is doing anything but floating.

I recently saw a cartoon in The Bulletin
which depicted our Treasurer Keating as King
Canute, sitting on the beach with dashing
Robert standing behind him throwing dollars
into the water and demanding they float,' but
they would not. They did not float because they
anchored them. If the dollar in fact had been
floated, as was the original intention, I do not
believe we would be going through the phase
we are now.

The only way the Government can control
foreign capital outflow is by raising the interest
rates every time the dollar has a hiccup, and
that is a daily event. The Federal Government
is itself on a treadmill. Through the Common-
wealth bank it is able to manipulate interest
rates in order to stop capital outflow and en-
deavour to attract some capital inflow. If we do
have a run on overseas money and it goes out
of the country, the deficit will blow out to a
figure far beyond the unacceptable level at
which it is currently running.

The total farm debt today is estimated by the
Bureau of Agricultural Economics at $6.5
billion. That is an increase on the last figures I
quoted in this House. Interest rates have taken
a 40 per cent hike in less than two years. That
seems absolutely unbelievable; we could almost
say we have an Argentinian-type economy.
Where is it going to stop? There is no way that
the spiral is going to be broken, and in the
meantime farmers are suffering.

I noted yesterday that some relief was given
to the farmers in the areas which recently have
been stricken by storms. I applaud that de-
cision. However, it will be a very chilly time for
the people who have been on the beam end to
have to borrow more money, albeit at an
interest rate which is subsidised by the Govern-
ment.

The Premier recently-and I guess at our
expense-mailed a letter to the primary pro-
ducers in Western Australia informing them of
the magnificient job that this Government had
done for them. I noted with some amusement
that within the accompanying Government
Notes, the Premier talks about one of the
measures of relief the Government has given to
the farming community being the re-

cently-announced further concessions for grain
growers in outer areas who are more than 250
kilometres from Perth. My colleague, the mem-
ber for Mt Marshall, will probably have a word
or two to say about that shortly because it hap-
pens to be a subject very close to his beant.

According to the BAE, in mid-1984 60 per
cent of farms were either debt-free or had a 70
per cent equity. With a total farm debt of $6.5
billion, one can imagine the burden that those
farms which are not debt-free are carrying.
Some 15 per cent to 20 per cent of farmers had
less than 80 per cent equity, which is
recognised as the lower level; so, 15 per cent to
20 per cent of farms in Australia currently face
an absolute crisis-not a possible crisis; it is
upon them-and the Government, as was
illustrated by "Treasurer Canute", is com-
manding that the dollar float. The dollar will
not float unless the Government does some-
thing about it. We will not improve our situ-
ation in Western Australia unless the Govern-
ment is prepared to cut back on its spending
and its incursion into private enterprise
through these ridiculous agencies it has estab-
lished.

I would like to say a lot more, but there are
other members who wish to comment on the
situation, so I will leave my remarks at that.

MR McNEE (Mt Marshall) [ 11.28 a.m.]: I
add my support to the motion moved by the
member for Katanning-Roe. It is unfortunate
that in the short break the Legislative Assembly
has had, the total incompetence of the Federal
and Western Australian Governments has been
displayed in yet further increases in interest
rates and a loss of confidence in the business
sector in Australia and Western Australia. Con-
sensus is certainly considered as weak because
that is where everyone goes to a meeting and
thinks their opinions have been heard, but no-
body has heard them. Industrial militancy is
self-explanatory and tariffs are something the
Government is pretending to do something
about.

In the last week, my electorate was hit by a
very severe storm. I pay tribute to the Minister
for Agriculture for coming quickly to the scene.
I appreciate the manner in which he came and
had a look. While I have not caught up fully
with the actions the Government has taken to
help those people, I place on record my
appreciation of that and thank the Minister for
his support.
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Nonetheless, it is important that we bring to
the notice of the Parliament some of the things
that have been happening in my electorate. It is
interesting to note that when I arrived home on
the weekend I found in my mail the "W.A.
Government Notes-Rural Edition", which I
guess is the Government's media machine's ef-
fort to try to promote the Government in rural
areas. The Government was good enough to
send me a reply-paid envelope with it and
asked me to support something. As I moved
about in my electorate I was told that, "Yes,
the farmers will be replying with the Premier's
reply-paid envelopes, probably with four pages
extra to tell him what he has not done". They
thank him for the reply-paid envelopes and
they will make good use of them because they
have plenty to tell him about what he has not
done. Whatever the Premier might think and
whatever the Government might think, the
farmers are not pleased with the appointment
of a committee. This spring 1985 rural edition
of the "W.A. Government Notes" is a bulletin
of Government "action" in rural affairs in WA.
In fact it is a bulletin of non-action; it is a
bulletin of apology. Some people call it a bull-
etin of bulldust.

The bulletin indicates that a "Land sales
group helps underpin rural confidence." What
has happened is that the Government has
appointed a committee to make sure that mort-
gagee sales are carried out under Marquis of
Queensberry rules, and as long as that is the
case, the Government thinks it is okay. What
the Government is really saying is that it is
incompetent and does not know what to do.
The Government is saying that it is bereft of
ideas. All it can offer is a committee to examine
the rules governing mortgagee sales.

That is not much of a solution for a person
about to lose his farm because of the totally
incompetent financial management of the State
and Federal Governments. When we tried to
promote the member for Moore's Bill in this
House, the Government's contribution was to
have the Minister for Agriculture stand and
read out letter after letter explaining why the
Bill would not work. On no occasion did any
Government member try to correct what he
considered to be a totally incorrect Hill in an
effort to amend it so that it might do what we
wanted it to do. The Government decided to
take the easy way out and do nothing other
than appoint a committee to oversee mortgagee
sales in Australia's greatest industry. The
Government has forgotten that every mort-
gagee sale conducted means another part of

Australia's main industry goes out the door.
God help the bludgers the Government is sup-
porting.

The Premier told us that the farmers paid too
much for land in the 1980s. I can tell him that,
in my home district, land sold around that time
went at $170 an acre, so a farmer who bought
1 000 acres paid $170 000. However, I can also
tell him that, at that same time, a farmer want-
ing to buy the cheapest self-propelled header-
highly protected by a tariff-would have to pay
$80 000-half the cost of that I1000 acres! Yet
members opposite stand and try to support the
arrant nonsense that people paid too much.
Government members do so in order to try to
cover up their total incapacity, their inability,
to cope with this problem.

It is interesting to consider the Government's
attitude to the wharfies' redundancy payments.
Is it not strange that the Government is pre-
pared to sell up Australia's primary industry
and send off the land all the farmers, many of
whom will be damned lucky to leave with just a
case full of clothes, while at the same time it is
prepared to support the maritime unions, in-
cluding the wharfies' redundancy payments?

Mr Tubby: Where are their priorities?

Mr McNEE: That is what I would like to
know.

Mr Old: And what about reduced rail
freights?

Mr McNEE: I am pleased the member has
reminded me of that important point. In this
"bulldust" bulletin an interesting comment is
to be found in that it says that the Government
has brought the grain freight scale forward and
it talks about the Government's efforts to help
Westrail introduce competitive rates for grain,
and it is important that members remember
the words "competitive rates for grain". I
quote from the bulletin as follows-

On top of these measures the State
Government recently announced further
concessions for grain growers in the outer
areas which are beyond 250 km from port.

That means the growers in the outer areas will
be well treated, according to this Government.
Indeed, the Minister for Transport when in
Bencubbin around 18 October referred to this
proposal in glowing terms. I believed what he
said; I thought he was probably genuine when
he said that he wanted to help the people in
outer areas.
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Mr Speaker, I was in the Outer areas of my
electorate over the weekend, and the people
there are far from happy. They have been
ripped off, and in a fashion I have never
witnessed before. I am not sure whether I
should say it was done expertly or blatantly,
but nevertheless they were certainly ripped off.
The Government's argument is absolutely in-
defensible.

Inner areas or areas the same distance from
grain terminals, areas such as Corrigin, have to
cart grain the same distance to Kwinana as
farmers in Southern Cross. However, farmers
in Corrigin have enjoyed a reduction, from
memory, in the order of $2 a tonne while
farmers at Southern Cross have received an
increase in freight rates.

The argument is that in real terms the rate is
less than it would have been if Henry had not
fallen over! The people out there are sick to
death of being treated as though they did not
matter. The Government manoeuvres itself
around and tries to blame every other com-
mittee, be it the grain freight steering com-mittee or whatever, or the Primary Industries
Association, or the Pastoralists and Graziers
Association. It says, "But the PIA-or the
PGA-said this." If that is so, I suspect that it
misjudged something.

The farmers have been ripped -off. They cer-
tainly cannot afford to pay the freight rates
being proposed. When we apply the escalation
we see they will certainly be in a difficult
position.

Instead of trying to help the farmers, the
Government has lost interest in them and does
not really care. How can the Government
justify taking superphosphate to Southern
Cross at $17 a tonne-my own siding, which is
a lot closer to Perth than is Southern Cross, can
have superphosphate delivered at $17 a
tonne-when the cartage of grain from
Southern Cross involves a freight cost of
$25.40 a tonne? And the Government defends
that.

The Government is defending its actions. It
has clearly said, and it is maintaining the
position because it is published in this bulletin,
that on top of its recently announced measures
there are further concessions for grain growers
in the outer areas beyond 250 kilometres from
the port. Somebody is ripping those people off.

Mr Old: What a load of rubbish!
Mr McNEE: Of course it is. Those people in

the outer areas are being ripped off beyond any
shadow of doubt. There will be a lively meeting

in Southern Cross on 4 December at which this
matter will be gone into in some detail by
growers in the area.

Mr Crane: Will the author of the bulletin be
at the meeting?

Mr McNEE: I do not know who the author
is, but I hope so.

Mr Old: It is obviously the Premier.
Mr McNEE: I hope he will be there. What I

am saying is that that is the attitude my elector-
ate takes to this bulletin. I want there to be no
misunderstanding about their view as to the
diatribe it contains.

Mr Brian Burke: Is there anything we have
done that meets with your approval?

Mr McNEE: I have just complimented the
Minister for Agriculture on coming to my elec-
torate and offering help to people affected by
last week's storms. But to continue to get the
message across, clearly the Premier is not help-
ing by appointing a committee to oversee the
sale of my industry. He is saying that this com-
mittee will do God knows what to underpin
rural confidence when his Government has
taken no action to ensure that there is confi-
dence in the rural industry.

Mr Brian Burke: Without wanting to distract
you, and I know you have only six minutes,
what would you have done?

Mr McNEE: I would have put great emphasis
and pressure on the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to reduce interest rates to realistic levels
by some competent management, because high
interest rates are not helping rural industries at
all. I noticed recently that banks in the last few
days increased their interest rates again, and
one has gone to 19.5 per cent. The Premier is
asking me to help him, but he should be telling
us what his Government will do. He said he
was the man who could lead the show and do
the job. I hope by the time we get to the elec-
tion he will do that. I support the motion.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) 1 11.43
a.m.]: The Premier asked a moment ago what
anybbdy else would have done in this situation.
The Premier states in this bulletin which he
perhaps has not seen that efforts his Govern-
ment has made have lowered farm costs by
$8.15 million., That may be so, even though
that is highly questionable given the freight rate
formula that has now been agreed and appar-
ently pushed on to the so-called grain freights
committee. I do not know the basis for the
committee's agreeing to that. The simple fact is
that by supporting people such as Alex Payne
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and industrial militancy, by allowing J. J.
O'Connor to go free and carry on with what he
is doing in relation to transport charges, and by
supporting the 3.8 per cent national pay rise
the Government has contributed to increasing
rural costs by hundreds of millions of dollars.

All the Premier can try to take credit for is
that he has lowered farm costs by $8.15
million. On the assumption that his costing is
correct it is a pitiful drop when compared with
the enormous costs which have flowed through
to primary industry, rural businesses, and rural
people because of the policies the Government
supports and the Federal policies of the Labor
Party in relation to industrial militancy, and so
on.

The Federal Minister for Primary Industry
(Mr Kerin) had the gall on Sunday to say that
primary producers would benefit from the
capital gains tax because the Federal Govern-
ment, with the support of the State Govern-
ments, would introduce a tax on off-farm in-
come. In other words, any farmer or primary
producer or farmer's son who goes out and
earns more than $15 000 by share farming,
contracting, shearing, or some other way, and
brings the money in to support the family farm
will be taxed on it. This Government supports
that. The Premier and his Government support
the tax package which is doing all these things
and yet he says he is supporting rural people
and the farming industry. It boils down to this:
The support the Government has given is hyp-
ocritical; it is a sugar-sweet coating on a very
bitter pill, and the Premier and his colleagues
are not being believed. They say they are help-
ing in the area of rail freights and then they
impose this situation which will apply in
long-haul areas. It is ridiculous to say there is a
new deal to help long-haul areas. So long as
hospitals, schools, and other services are being
allowed to run down as they are in rural areas
the Premier will not be believed.

Even today the Government is making an
eleventh hour attempt to try to reduce rural
representation in this Parliament. Yet the
Premier asks us to "believe" him and "trust"
him, and to "support" what he is doing for all
the rural people of this State. He cannot be
believed because what the Government is
doing is not believable. When one considers
that after all the efforts and publicity all the
Premier is able to claim is that he has lowered
farm costs by $8.15 million, it is a pitiful
amount compared with the increased costs as a
result of the Government's policies.

MR EVANS (Warren-Minister for
Agriculture) [ 11.48 a.m.]: The most noticeable
thing about this motion, pathetic though it may
be, is the total absence of any mention of the
positive measures brought forward by this
Government to help the rural industries. Per-
haps I had better mention a few. If ever there
was a Government that has discharged its du-
ties towards rural industries, it is the Burke
Government, and it has done that well.

I remind members opposite of a few matters
before I respond to the points raised, and Op-
position speakers made every endeavour to try
to hide this Government's achievements. The
record is there, and it is a good one.

The provision of substantial assistance to
country dwellers by way of electricity and water
charges amounts to $110 million, and that will
be maintained. Great play was made of freight
rates, but the job the Minister for Transport
has done can only be described as outstanding.

Mr Old interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for

Katanning-Roe was heard almost in silence.
Mr EVANS: The Minister for Transport has

accelerated freight deregulation. His efforts in
relation to turning Westrail into a profitable
organisation have achieved a great deal, at a
cost of 1 700 jobs. Think of that! The jobs of
1 700 Western Australians have gone but mem-
bers opposite disregard that in the blatant way
for which they are becoming noted.

Mr Peter Jones: We started it!
Mr EVANS: The previous Government did

nothing. The record is there for all to see. The
effort has been made at the cost of 1 700 jobs.
It was achieved by this Minister with an absol-
ute minimum of industrial dislocation. He had
the unprecedented support of the union move-
ment.

The subsidy introduced on on-farm petrol
had a stabilising effect on the levy for the first
time in many years. This measure has been
disregarded by the Opposition. The package is
of unprecedented length with each small item
having an overall benefit on the rural com-
munity. However, the package is being eroded
by matters outside the control of the State
Government.

Much financial assistance has been made
possible by this Government. The expansion
and extension of RAFCOR through the special
loans scheme is only one form of assistance.
Another form has been the introduction of dis-
aster relief to the wheat-belt areas. I appreciate
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the point raised by the member for Mt
Marshall. The storm occurred only one week
ago. However, during that time the Minister
made a trip to the area and has had an assess-
ment carried out by his department. After a
decision by Cabinet, funding was put in place
and guidelines were established to allow
farmers to apply for the concessions. That ac-
tion is entirely consistent with the actions of
this Government in moving so quickly to al-
leviate the problems being felt by those
farmers.

The member for Mt Marshall is unaware of
the extent of the aid and assistance. Assistance
has been provided for fencing with the aid be-
ing based on an estimated 20 per cent of re-
placement cost. A 50 per cent freight subsidy
will be paid for fodder and stock to a maximum
of $ 10 000. A total of $ 150 000 will be ad-
vanced to shires to cover road repairs.
Concessional loans of up to $70 000 at four per
cent interest will be made available to eligible
farmers with repayment holidays. Westrail will
transport donated fodder free of charge to the
nearest siding. The amount of $70 000 also
applies in disaster relief concessional loans to
drought areas, increasing from $40 000 to
$70 000.

1 refer to the committee which was estab-
lished to review mortgagee sales. Much has
been said about the member for Moore's legis-
lation and its possible amendment by the
Governiment. There are many reasons why it
could not be amended, not the least of which
was that no amendment would make it work-
able. Not one supporter of that measure has
come forward apart from the Opposition which
attempted to have the legislation passed as a bit
of grandstanding.

The results from the committee have been
very noticeable. Mortgagee sales that have
taken place in the last couple of weeks have
taken place in an atmosphere of confidence. I
pay tribute to Mr Groves for his magnificent
effort with the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation. Although the committee was not
formally established the concept has been ac-
cepted by the financial institutions, by primary
industry organisations, and by the Pastoralists
and Graziers Association. If one compares the
mortgagee sales of last week with those held a
month ago one will see that much has been
achieved in bringing about more rational sales.
I think that is to the credit of all who have been
involved in those sales. The concept is estab-
lished and working through RAFCOR.

One will see why the member for Moore's
legislation could not have been passed when
one contrasts that legislation with what is
happening today. Under the member for
Moore's legislation, 100 mortgagors may have
been saved for a short time, but they would
have found themselves out of finance in the
longer term. The legislation would have
jeopardised thousands by drying up the tra-
ditional rural funding which comes from
financial institutions.

This Government has addressed a number of
matters referred to in the motion. Some are
outside the direct influence and responsibility
of any State Government, let alone this one.
However, every measure possible has been
undertaken.

We have raised the question of tariffs with
the Commonwealth Government. A number of
representations have been made at ministerial
level through the Australian Agricultural Coun-
cil and by the Premier directly to the Prime
Minister. The matter was also raised at meet-
ings of the Economic Planning Advisory Coun-
cil. As a result, EPAC will investigate the im-
pact of tariffs and trade barriers on different
regions and industries.

The impact of fuel prices will also be
investigated as part of a wider survey of
transport and communication. Every endeav-
our has been made by this Government in this
and other areas.

I refer briefly to the reference to industrial
militancy.

The SPEAKER: Order! Before the Minister
speaks on that subject I will leave the Chair
until the ringing of the bells in accordance with
the motion passed by the House.

Sitting suspended from IL.S8 am. to 12.31 p.m.
Mr EVANS: I would like to refer to several

matters in concluding my remarks. First, I
make reference to the motion which implies
that there has been industrial militancy. First
and foremost, the record again tells us the
story. In 1982 the number of working days lost
was 162 000 and by June 1984 the number had
decreased to H18 000. In June 1985 the number
of working days lost was 37 300. In 1984 the
number of working days lost was the lowest
since 1975. Contrast this attitude with the atti-
tude of the present Opposition when it was in
Government. It embarked on a deliberate,
cold-blooded policy of confrontation and di-
versification; and for survival-the only
weapon it had was to divide-it divided the
city from the country and it divided the trade
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unions from the rural population, In the
muddied waters it hoped to at least obtain
some small fish. It has been successful and
there is no question about that.

I have mentioned to this House before an
episode which, I will never forget. Two mem-
bers of the political ilk of those opposite were
discussing an industrial dispute at Robb Jetty
prior to an election. Their only concern was
that Robb Jetty be maintained, not in the
interests of the producers of meat, not in the
interests of the community, but out of sheer
political advantage. I can assure members on
that point.

I have made reference to the situation re-
garding tariffs. Tariff reform has been
pmomoted wherever it is apparent that a levy is
possible and would lead to improved efficiency
in the Australian economy. This Government
has in the past, and will continue in the future,
to strongly urge for tariff reform in a manner
which will not jeopardise jobs to many
Australians. I contrast this attitude with that of
the attitudes of Black Jack McEwen, Anthony
and others of similar mind.

The motion which has been put forward
deals with a number of matters including con-
sensus. The Primary Industry Association has
had greater consensus in the past three years
than it has ever had. The consultation by this
Government with the rural organisations has
been unparalleled. The appointment of Mr
Colin Mann has done much to ensure a
positive input, and the intention of the Primary
Industry Association is well known and under-
stood.

The motion put forward can only be de-
scribed as paltry and puerile, coming as it does
from an Opposition which, when in Govern-
ment, was completely negative-it was a
nothing Government. If one looks at the record
of this Opposition it would be difficult to find
any purposeful objectives.

This Government recognises the position of
the economy and its impact on the rural com-
munity and this has been demonstrated by
monitoring which has been unparalleled in the
history of this State- The list of measures that
have been initiated-

Mr Peter Jones: On your own calculations it
is $8.15 million.

Mr EVANS: Rubbish!

Mr Peter Jones: Read your notes.
(159)

Mr EVANS: An amount of $110 million has
been saved by farmers as a result of this
Government's policies. If members look at the
savings in relation to water and power-

Several members interjected.
Mr EVANS: The availability of funding by

this Government is again unparalleled. The
disaster relief measures introduced this week
have shown the attitude of this Government
towards the rural industry and the fact that it is
prepared to do something to help that industry.

The Government is sick and tired of seeing
initiatives being ignored by the Opposition and
it is sick of initiatives which will result in a
benefit to the people concerned being eroded
by issues and actions which are outside its con-
trol. If one compares this Government's record
with that of the previous Government in indus-
trial matters one will see how successful this
Government has been. I have alluded to the
improvement in industrial relations since'this
Government has been in office and to the ben-
efit that it has brought to Western Australia.

I have already referred to the DAP duty and
the financial advisory service now available to
farmers. These measures are unparalleled as far
as those opposite are concerned and are in
complete contrast with the Opposition's laissez
faire policy.

I dismiss this motion with the contempt it
deserves.

MR D. L. SMITH (Mitchell) [ 12.39 p~m.]: I
oppose the motion. In a way, I can understand
why the Liberal Opposition has found it necess-
ary to bring this motion before the House.

Some members opposite are the has-beens of
rural politics. They are the has-beens because
they are bereft of any policy, bereft of any con-
fidence in the rural sector, and bereft-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have asked mem-

hers, particularly those on my left, to remain
silent during this debate- It may be the last day
of Parliament and it may be my last oppor-
tunity to ask members to remain silent, so I
would like their cooperation.

Mr D. L. SMITH: One can understand why
the Opposition has moved the motion. It is, in
truth, concerned about some of the rural seats
it now holds: Murchison-Eyre, Albany,
Gascoyne, Murray-Wellington, Katanning-
Roe, Moore, Narrogin, and the most marginal
of them all, Mt Marshall. Opposition members
know that unless they can change the mood in
their rural electorates-that is, one of recog-
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nition that the Liberal Party for many years has
done them a disservice-many of those rural
seats will be lost by the Liberals at the next
election. They are out there campaigning as
bard as they can.

If one wants to consider whether the mover
of the motion really believes what he has had to
say, one has only to look at the Western Farmer
and Grazier of 14 November 1985. When
asked what the State Government could do in
relation to the matters which are the subject of
this motion, he said-

The state government's ability to face
the farm debt situation is very limited but
it could immediately abolish the fuel fran-
chise levy as something of a gesture.

That is a summation of the Liberal Party's ru-
ral policy. The totality of its rural policy is to
abolish the fuel franchise levy.

The member for Mt Marshall was asked by
the Premeir to suggest a list of constructive
ideas which the Government could take on
board. The member for Mt Marshall did not
have a single idea by way of reply to the
Premier.

Mr McNee: I'm not going to give your
Premier my ideas.

Mr D. L. SMITH: The member for Mt
Marshall reminds me of that old saying about
empty vessels making the most sound. One can
only presume that in all the years he spent on a
farm he spent very little time reflecting on the
needs of rural people.

The member for Katanning-Roc referred to
King Canute. That person of royal origin ap-
pears to be the most frequently mentioned per-
son in the member for Katanning-Roe's
speeches. I can only presume that he has some
sort of complex about King Canute, possibly
because he identifies himself with King
Canute. As I said, the member is bereft of rural
policies and bereft of ideas.

With respect to the attitude of the member
for Katanning-Roe, the editorial in the Western
Farmer and Grazier of 14 November said-

As an active and often vocal member of
the State Opposition, Mr Old's comments
ironically were supportive of the state
government.

While predictably again calling for the
Burke government to drop the state fuel
franchise levy, Mr Old openly admitted
such a move only would be a token gesture
and that there was relatively little that
could be done at the state level.

Having said that on 14 November, the member
for Katanning-Roe in this place now tries to
make out that somehow or other the state of
the rural industry is the fault of the present
State Government.

As an interesting aside, the article in the
Western Farmer and Graver has incorrectly
captioned the photographs of the Minister for
Agriculture and the member for
Katanning-Roc. Perhaps the paper was con-
fused, because traditionally rural people have
thought that the Liberal Party and its conserva-
tive companions were those with all the good
ideas for rural people. The fact that the article
displayed that all the good ideas were coming
from the present Minister for Agriculture and
that the Opposition shadow Minister had little
or nothing to contribute probably led to the
mix up.

The motion moved by the Opposition also
makes reference to high interest rates. In the
earlier part of the motion, reference was made
to the "continuing" rural crisis. I was pleased
that such reference was made, because it shows
that the Opposition concedes that the rural
crisis is not of recent origin but arose primarily
in the period between 1974 and 1983 when the
Opposition was in Government and was as be-
reft of ideas as to how to repair the damage
being done to the rural economy as it is now.

What is also important about that is that the
Opposition well knows-cerainly the member
for Mt Marshall, who was a member of the
rural hardship committee, knows-that in the
latter part of 1982 interest rates were at an
absolutely record high, much higher than they
are now. The primary reasons for the problems
confronting the rural industry in the areas that
the committee examined were, firstly the
drought, and, secondly, the interest rates which
were being compounded by banks providing
roll-over bills instead of any long-term lending.

The truth is that banks and other financial
institutions are not likely to provide long-term
finance to rural industry unless they can be
confident, as lenders, of the ability of the rural
sector to repay its debts. If all we get from
people purporting to represent rural areas are
speeches telling everybody that the rural sector
is in absolute crisis and we must have legis-
lation to prevent mortgagee sales, then instead
of being able to obtain long-term finance the
rural sector will not be able to obtain any
finance, because no lender in his right mind
would lend if he thought he would not be re-
paid.
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The member for Katanning-Roc at least had
enough intelligence to admit that the high
interest rates which are currently applicable are
a direct result of the devaluation of the
Australian dollar. Although resulting in high
interest rates for the farm sector, the devalu-
ation has in fact improved farm returns by
something in the order of 25 per cent over what
they would have been without that devalu-
ation. Although people on the benches opposite
decry the floating of the dollar and the
associated high interest rates, they do not men-
tion any of the benefits to be gained by that
devaluation. They also do not mention the fact
that there has been a significant recovery in the
dollar in the past week.

If one looks at the financial pages of this
morning's The West Australian, one will see
that the Australian dollar has recovered and is
now valued at $USO.69-three cents above
what it was a fortnight ago. If one looks at aUl
the intelligent articles in recent times, including
that by the financial editor of The West
Australian, one sees that they predict that the
presently high interest rates will begin to come
down by the end of this year; that interest rates
in the marketplace have already begun to
stabilise in the last few days; and that what we
should be telling the rural sector and the lend-
ing sector is that the worst is over.

The member for Katanning-Roe mentioned
something else, but did not give sufficient em-
phasis to it. I refer to the fact that 54 per cent
of all rural producers are debt free. Eighty per
cent of rural producers have better than an 80
per cent equity in their properties. Thus 80 per
cent of the rural sector is not in crisis. In the
article to which I referred earlier, the member
for Katanning-Roe estimated that the total
number of farmers who might be in difficulty
and might be faced with a mortgagee sale over
the next couple of years was 600. That 600 can
be compared to the 1 500 railway jobs which
this Government has taken away from Westrail
to improve freight rates for the rural sector.

The member for Mt Marshall would know-
if he had been interested enough to slay and
listen to what I had to say-that when we went
around with the rural hardship committee the
Nungarin Shire Council produced some stat-
istics on the fall off in population in the
Nungarin Shire. During the time that the Op-
position was in office more than 600 people left
that shire to seek employment elsewhere, be-
cause members opposite had little or nothing to
contribute in terms of improving the rural sec-
tor.

It is interesting to note that the reference in
the Opposition's motion to consensus as being
weakness is tied to a reference to industrial
militancy. The Opposition is saying that
farmers, Governments, and others should be
militant but that the unions should be less mili-
tant. By criticising the concept of consensus it
is in fact encouraging people to engage in con-
frontation which will not only wreck confi-
dence in Australia but also return this country
to the state it was in during the Opposition's
term of office; that is, high unemployment, an
increasing deficit, and a total lack of confi-
dence in this country by overseas people.

No-one who has read the accord and
examined the statistics in the last three years,
compared with the statistics during the pre-
vious Government's term of office, could
doubt what I am saying. Those who have well
looked with rational calm at the available stat-
istics, know that the consensus has worked
wonders for this country in reducing the num-
ber of working days lost through industrial dis-
ruption, reducing the amount of wage push in
the economy, increasing the number of people
employed, and decreasing the total Govern-
ment take as a proportion of the GNP.

I wish I had more time in which to speak,
because there are many more issues I would
like to cover.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

ACTS AMENDMENT (MEAT INDUSTRY)
BILL

Council's Amendments

Amendments made by the Council now con-
sidered.

In Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Barnett)

in the Chair; Mr Evans (Minister for
Agriculture) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were
as follows-

No. I.
Clause 28, page 16, lines 4 to 7-To

delete the clause and substitute the follow-
ing-

amnmn 28.' The long title to the principal
Act is amended-

(a) by inserting after "Abattoirs," the
following-
"and"; and
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(b) by deleting "undertakings and
trading concerns dealing in live-
stock, meat and meat products,".

No. 2.
Clause 31, page 18, lines 18 to 20-To

delete "is amended by inserting after
subsection (4) the following subsections"
and substitute the following-

"is amended-
(a) in subsection (2)(b), by deleting

paragraph (vii); and
(b) by inserting after subsection (4)

the following subsections".
No. 3.

Clause 31, page 18, line 26-To delete
"Subsection (5) does not apply to" and
substitute the following-

The Commission may engage in trade in
Mr EVANS: The substance of the message

from the Legislative Council is contained in the
three amendments to the measure that was
forwarded from this place.

I move-
That the amendments made by the

Council be agreed to.
Mr OLD: The Council's amendments are in

line with the amendments the Minister
introduced in this place. They simply take
away the right of the Western Australian Meat
Commission to trade in meat and meat
products.

The amendments are in accord with the
wishes of the Opposition.

Question put and passed; the Council's
amendments agreed to.

Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, and

a message accordingly returned to the Council.

BILLS (9): ASSENT
Messages from the Governor received and

read notifying assent to the following Bills-
I . Reserve (No. 36636) Revestment Bill.
2. Skeleton Weed and Resistant Grain In-

sects (Eradication Funds) Amend-
ment Bill.

3. Acts Amendment (Authority for Intel-
lectually Handicapped Persons) Bill.

4. Authority for Intellectually Handi-
capped Persons Bill.

5. Medical Amendment Bill.
6. Camballin Farms (AlL Holdings Pty.

Ltd.) Agreement Bill.

7. Acts Amendment (Sexual Assaults) Bill.
8. Acts Amendment (Educational Insti-

tutions Superannuation) Bill.
9. Superannuation and Family Benefits

Amendment Bill.
Sitting suspended from 12.55 to 2.15S p.m.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL
Conference Managers'Report: Bill Laid Aside

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform) [2.15
p.m.]: Mr Speaker, I have to report the Confer-
ence of Managers on the Electoral Amendment
Bill failed to reach an agreement-

Mr Blaikie: How long did the meeting last?
Mr TONKIN: Long enough for the Oppo-

sition managers to say they would not budge.
They said "No." I made my offer and I will tell
members what my offer was, because it is im-
portant that the House should know. The offer
was that I would accept every one of the Coun-
cil's amendments and would insist on only one,
so that was a pretty fair offer.

Mr Blaikie: Did you discuss it with them?
Mr TONKIN: I asked them and they said

"No." Mr Masters immediately said "No", as
did Mr Pendal. Mr Masters said, "I will not
budge from that."

An Opposition member: I understand the At-
tornecy General was very upset.

Mr TONKIN: He had said to me earlier that
there was not much point in batting this
around, because we would not get anything.
The Attorney General was completely in agree-
ment with me. I was told that the only point I
was to insist on was that party names appear on
ballot papers. I was prepared to forgo the pro-
visions relating to the 6 o'clock closing, the
itinerant voters, occupations on the rolls, and
one other which escapes me just at the mo-
ment, yet the Opposition managers would not
agree to even one concession.

I was not surprised, because I was told last
week by members of the Liberal Party, both in
this place and the other place, that nothing
would be given to the Government.

An Opposition member: The meeting on the
22nd was hardly a meeting of any consequence.
You were not even prepared to discuss it with
them.

Mr TONKIN: Of course I was prepared to
discuss it. They said, "No, we will not budge."
Mr Masters' very words were, "I will not budge
from that." Am I supposed to sit there and
listen to them saying, "I will not budge", for
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half an hour? I suppose some Opposition mem-
bers here would have sat there for half an hour
to make it look respectable, when the thing was
a farce. They were not prepared to give away a
thing. In fact, some members of the Opposition
in the upper House said it was a put-up job, so
if we did not agree to every one of their amend-
ments it was a farce.

If we were going to agree to every one of
those amendments there would have been no
point in having a Conference of Managers. I
could have agreed in the House to all five. I was
asking for one amendment which would not
disadvantage any party-

Mr Bryce: The Liberal Party is running
scared of having names on ballot papers. Lib-
eral members are scared stiff. Give us the
rationale!

Mr TONKIN: Opposition members are
scared stiff. They have never given a reason for
not agreeing to having party names on ballot
papers.

Mr Bryce: Give us the logic. Why would
members opposite possibly oppose the name of
a political party on a ballot paper?

Mr TONKIN: I can tell members that it is
the height of hypocrisy, because the Liberal
Party will put "Liberal" on their how-to-vote
cards which are handed out only a few yards
away from where people vote; that party will
put it in advertisements, on television, and on
motor cars, but not on ballot papers.

Mr Clarko: You want it, because your sup-
porters are that thick that they need to have it
written there.

Mr TONKIN: I will not swap insults with the
member for Karrinyup. I just do not happen to
think that most of the people who support him
are dumb. I do not think they are, and I do not
think most of the people who support us are
dumb, either.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr TONKIN: I will explain again what was
explained in this House earlier. There are two
main reasons that party names should appear
on ballot papers. The first is that when absen-
tee voters are voting away from their own
home town they do not necessarily know the
names of Liberal or Labor candidates, because
no how-to-vote cards are available. Secondly,
in small country towns, how-to-vote cards are
also often not available. It is a big service to let

the voters know whether a candidate is a Lib-
eral or Labor candidate. What is wrong with
that?

Mr Clarko: Or Independent Labor.
Mr TONKIN: We accepted that.
Mr Clarko: You did not want to.
Mr TONKIN: But we did accept it.
Mr Clarko: Why don't you just have "Labor

Party" written on them, and take the names
oft'?

Mr Bryce: What are you scared of? What are
you frightened of? You are all terrified of that
provision.

Mr TONKIN: So that was the offer: That we
would accept every one of the Opposition's
amendments, and all we asked was a measly
one. "No, we will not cop that; we will not
budge", said Mr Masters, and he was echoed by
Mr Pendal. I am not sure whether Mr
Mensaros said anything or not. Certainly the
other two did, and there was no point in any
further negotiations. It was what I had been
told by members of the Liberal Party in this
House and in the other place this week. So
much for negotiations!

Mr MacKinnon: Which members?
Mr TONKIN: I will not say. The Deputy

Leader of the Opposition knows he has said a
lot of things to me in confidence which I have
not repeated, yet he wants me to repeat other
things I have received in confidence from other
members.

Mr Clarko: And some of them that you have
repeated. You have told us about some of those
discussions.

Mr TONKIN: That is right, because I
thought it was appropriate.

Mr Clarko: That is right.
Mr TONKIN: But nothing in relation to

which he said, "Look, this is in confidence"; I
said nothing about such matters later.

Mr Clarko: You told us at the beginning of
the year we were all going to go home at I I
o'clock each night.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TONKIN: The Committee of Managers

failed to agree. It shows once again that we do
not have a proper method for resolution of
disagreements in this State. The Committee of
Managers had to be unanimous. Members of
the Liberal Party attended that meeting not
intending to concede anything and therefore-

Mr Clarko: You discussed it for 20 seconds.
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Mr TONKIN: I was prepared to concede
everything except one thing and I told the Oip-
position that. They said, "We will not budge
and we will not accept it." This indicates we do
not have a proper method for the resolution of
disagreements between the Houses of Parlia-
ment of this State. We will do one day. The
reactionaries in the other House will not have
their own way all the time and one day this
State Parliament will have a Constitution of
which we can be proud instead of something
which came out of the ark.

I move-
That the report be adopted.

Question Put and passed.
Bill thus laid aside.

GRAPE GROWING INDUSTRY
Select Committee:- Report

MR TROY (Mundaring) [2.24 p.m.]: This
committee deals with the three arms of viticul-
ture of which members opposite should be
aware-dried fruits, table grapes and wine
grapes.

I present the report of the Select Committee
which was established to inquire into the grape
growing industry of Western Australia together
with the minutes of the Select Committee
meetings. I move-

That the report be printed.
I take this opportunity to make some com-
ments about the Select Committee into the
Grape Growing Industry in Western Australia
which I had the pleasure of chairing. I believe I
speak on behalf of the committee in saying we
are pleased the task has been completed, but we
are also pleased to have obtained an increased
knowledge of the grape growing industry,
which is of economic benefit to this State, par-
ticularly to those regions in which it is pursued.

As our terms of reference required, we were
asked to consider in particular the position of
family-based operators in this State in the three
areas of viticulture-dried vine fruits, table
grapes and wine grapes in the winery scene.

It is my personal opinion that the fiam-
ily-based links play an important part not only
in viticulture but also in the wider agricultural
scene of this State. The committee received 45
written submissions and took formal evidence
at 54 formal hearings, and took informal evi-
dence from approximately 250 witnesses, in-
cluding growers, winemakers, packing shed op-
erators, industry representatives of dried vine
fruit, table grapes and the wine scene generally,

marketers, exporters, shippers, retail and
wholesale exporters, the departmental officers
of all States, tourist industry representatives
and restaurateurs.

The committee familiarised itself with the
grape growing areas of Western Australia and
also took the opportunity to visit the Eastern
States as part of its consideration within the
national scene. Formal evidence was taken in
each of the three key regional grape growing
areas. The travelling undertaken by the com-
mittee was of enormous value in arriving at the
final recommendations-recommendations
which I hope not only will be accepted by in-
dustry and the Government, but also will be a
challenge to the many vibrant and dynamic
people who comprise such a colourful industry
to enable it to develop to the full potential
evident in many areas.

To all people who gave their time in
preparing and making submissions, conducting
us on our inspections, providing input in what-
ever form, and assisting our proceedings in
many ways, I extend our deep appreciation.
Without their help this report would not have
been possible.

To the committee staff, David Green as clerk
of the committee and Georgina Shepherd as
our research assistant, who only joined us in
the harder period of the committee's work, I
extend my thanks for the job they did. That job
would not have been easy, even without the
added burden of seven politicians forming a
committee.

To the Hansard typists and monitors who so
competently reported the evidence that was
taken on our visit to the three grape growing
regions within Western Australia and in Perth,
I extend my sincere thanks.

To Ann Langford, the word processor oper-
ator, who worked so bard over these past few
days, I extend my thanks for her special efforts.

I turn now to the committee. I thank each
member of the committee for his support and
contribution over these past months. The con-
tribution of the deputy chairman (Mr Blaikie)
with his local experience in a key
wine-producing region and his prior committee
experience was gratefully appreciated.

I thank Mr Stephens, the member for
Stirling, Mr Hughes, the member for
Cockbumn, Mr Bateman, the member for Can-
ning, Mr Jamieson, the member for Welshpool
and Mr Crane, the member for Moore. The
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committee, somewhat larger than one would
consider desirable for such a task, applied itself
diligently to a difficult and diverse task.

It is to each committee member's credit that
politically-based differences were submerged in
the overall desire to serve the best interests of
the viticultural industry in Western Australia.

I draw the Assembly's attention to the de-
cision of the committee not to table evidence.
This was considered necessary in view of the
high level of commercial evidence contained
therein, and the holding of all formal evidence
in camera.

I thank all the people involved in this inquiry
and members of the Legislative Assembly for
giving me the opportunity to undertake this
exercise. My knowledge of this industry has
been greatly expanded by ibis work, and I am
sure this applies to all committee members. It
is our sincere hope that both the Government
and the viticulture industry within Western
Australia will be greatly advantaged by this re-
port.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [2.30 P.m..I: I second
the motion and indicate my support for the
comments made by the member for
Mundaring, who was the chairman of the comn-
mittee.

As the member for Mundaring has indicated,
it was fairly difficult for a committee with
seven members to meet on a regular basis and
take into account all the interests of members.
However, the report has been brought forward
and I would like to make some further com-
ments in relation to the actual report.

In addition to visits that were made to other
States, the committee perused a Federal wine
inquiry report, which reflected part of its terms
of reference. The committee also extensively
examined and made recommendations on a re-
port from Victoria. The Parliament now has
before it a report by a committee which has
investigated the wine industry; it has had an
overview of the wine industry in Australia and
has commented on the reports produced
Australia-wide.

Changes will take place within the wine in-
dustry and those have been well amplified
within the report. Recent changes in relation to
taxation matters certainly were not able to be
examined because of the nature of the changes,
some of which were not known to the com-
mittee. I have no doubt the document will be
eagerly read by all people with an interest in
the wine industry and as such we look forward
to their deliberations.

Question put and passed.
(See paper No. 36).))

EQUAL ELECTORAL RIGHTS
(REFERENDUM) BIL

Declaration as Urgent
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) 12.32 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be considered an urgent

Bill.
Question put and a division taken with the

following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Mr Blii ie
Mr Bradshaw
M~r Gash
MrClarko
Mr Court
Mr Crane
M r G rayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon

Ayes
Mr Pearce
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett

Ayes 26
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Jam jeson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. 1. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 17
Mr MeNe
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hassell
Mr Spriggs
Mr Coyne
Mr Trethowan
Mr Rushton

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed.
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) [2.35 p.m.J: I move-
That following the completion of the

speech of the first member responding to
the introduction of this BiUl a total of not
more than one and a half hours shall be
spent in considering all stages up to and
including the putting of the question for
the adoption of the Committee's report
and not more than thirty minutes shall be
spent in considering the question for the
Third Reading of the Bill.

This is a very simple Bill. All it is doing is what
the Government has tried to do four times be-
fore on electoral matters, two in respect of dis-
agreements and two on electoral representation
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itself-that is to say, the people should have a
say in the electoral laws of this State. It is a
very simple issue. One either believes in it, or
one does not. If members opposite do not
agree, it should not take more than two hours
to say so; and, if they do agree I will hope that
it will take them much less than two hours to
say so.

MR MacKJNNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [2.37 p.m.]: The Op-
position will obviously oppose this motion.
The Government has had members sitting in
this Parliament in recent weeks for what would
seem to be a record number of hours. I have
been a member of this Parliament for nine
years and in my experience the last week of
Parliament would have been the longest time
we have spent in this Parliament, ending up at
3.30 a.m. on Saturday. In all of that time, the
Government had the opportunity to bring for-
ward this piece of legislation had it been
serious in its desire for a referendum on this
issue.

The Government chose not to do so duri.ng
that time and members on this side must ask
why it did not do so, because the Parliament
had ample time. Members sat here for hour
upon hour and this Bill was not listed on the
list of Bills that were given to me only a few
weeks ago as Bills that the Government wanted
to pass this session.

The Press statement put out by the Leader of
the Opposition in response to this issue was
clearly right. This is nothing more or less than a
stunt by this Government to try to draw atten-
tion to an issue that it has, for the past three
years, been trying unsuccessfully to drum up as
a public issue. The Government is well aware,
as you are, Mr Speaker and as are the public of
Western Australia, that its political fortunes are
faltering very badly.

The traditional and historical response to
such a fall in one's political fortunes is to try to
create a diversionary tactic. This is such a
tactic, made in the hope that this Bill today will
gain some publicity to draw people's attention
away from the real issues of the day. I also say,
as members on this side have continually and
traditionally said when a matter of this nature
comes before the Parliament, that the Oppo-
sition will have no pant of such urgency mo-
tions in this Parliament. The Opposition be-
lieves that this Parliament should be property
run by agreement behind the Chair between the
two sides of the House.

That has not happened in this session of Par-
liament-in fact it has been sadly lacking-and
that is one of the reasons we have had to sit
here for endless hours. The Government was
not prepared to negotiate behind the Chair in a
reasonable and responsible way about the mat-
ters of business that were before the House.

The Government, in an unprecedented
fashion wants the Opposition to debate a Bill
which it received three minutes ago. We have
had no knowledge about it other than what has
been printed in the newspaper. The last inten-
tion of the Government which we read was
that the Government would not proceed with
this Bill.

The Bill has not been debated in our party
room and we will be seeking to adjourn the
debate on this matter so we can have sufficient
time to consider its implications.

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: The Government is obvi-
ously not sincere in bringing forward this Bill.
It is a hollow Government, and the public of
Western Australia will see its action as nothing
more or less than a political stunt.

The Opposition opposes the motion as it
opposed other urgency motions which have
been brought into this Parliament, and on the
basis that there has been no consultation be-
tween the Government and the Opposition.
The Government has not seriously addressed
this issue. It is a political stunt and as a
consequence it should receive its just desserts
when it is introduced into the Legislative
Council and I hope it will be defeated in that
place.

MRt CLARKO (Karrinyup) [2.41 p.m.):
Charles I will be looking down from where he is
on this forum today.

Mr Brian Burke: He is in Mundaring manag-
ing a campaign for your candidate.

Mr CLARKO: I do not know if he is.

Charles I wore a fine wig and his thoughts
and actions have been recorded in the history
books, particularly by those who have sought to
write about the Westminster system of Parlia-
ment and about Parliamentary democracy-if
one likes, the British Parliamentary system.
Throughout the world this system has been
recorded as the fairest and most just.

Here we have a modern day version of
Charles I who, for many reasons, does not look
at all like him. He is the five-minute speech
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man and once again he is trying to grind his
jack boats against the foreheads of members of
the Opposition.

At 2.33 p.m. today we received this flimsy bit
of paper which I am holding and which is
called a Bill. The Bill was placed in front of
members of this House and about five minutes
or so later here I am trying to defend not only
the rights of the Opposition but also the rights
of the people of Western Australia. The Oppo-
sition is trying to defend its rights while this
Bill which is a sham, talks about giving away
rights and about the use of the referendum
system. This Bill has been introduced after this
House sat the week before last until 6.00 a.m.,
5.00 a.m., midnight, and 3.00 a.m. The week
prior to that it also sat until the early hours of
the morning.

If the Government were serious about this
legislation, and if it were not a sham, the Bill
would have been introduced into this House
some time ago and not on the last sitting day of
this Government's three-year term in office.
Members of the Opposition have not been
given the opportunity to discuss the import of
this legislation, either with Opposition mem-
hems in this place or with those members in
another place. Nor has the Opposition been
given the opportunity to obtain public opinion
from interested groups within our society who
may have an interest in this matter.

I am pleased that the Government has
introduced a time management motion and I
am also pleased that it has moved it in relation
to this Bill because there will not be one serious
student of politics in Western Australia or
Australia who will regard this legislation as
other than a gross sham. Everyone will know
that it is a mere electoral stunt-that it is
nothing more or less than that.

This motion has given me the opportunity to
once again raise in this House the efforts of the
first, and probably the last, Leader of the
House. His name will go down in the record
book-those people who are interested will
read it with great interest-as being the first
Leader of the House, and one who lasted for
only a couple of years because of the way he
denied both the members of the Opposition
and members of the Government the oppor-
tunity to speak.

Mr Speaker, you know that we have been
given only five minutes to speak. We have also
had our speaking time on Bills reduced from 45
minutes to 30 minutes, and we have seen the
ruthless application of the gag. The Govern-

ment will make out that this is an important
Bill, but its actions will show everybody that it
is not serious about it. This is illustrated by the
fact that the legislation was brought into the
House at 2.33 p.m. today and some members,
especially those who have not undertaken a
speed reading course, will still be reading it. It
is a flimsy piece of paper which will blow away
with the brown leaves in time. It is nothing
more than a sham.

I do not know when this measure was
dreamed up, but as far as I can recall the first I
heard about it was when the Premier made a
statement on Monday that he would introduce
the Bill to this House. Today he indicated that
if the Opposition showed that it was not likely
to agree to it he would drop it. Again, by his
actions, he has told everyone in Western
Australia that he is not serious about the legis-
lation.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Karrinyup will confine his remarks to the mo-
tion.

Mr CLARKO: In the great deal of time I
have left, which is the result of the advent of
the five-minute speeches moved by the Leader
of the House, I thought I would have been able
to continue my remarks, but unfortunately I
am not.

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) [2.47 p.m.]:
In this House on 12 September 1974, the now
Leader of the House introduced a Bill which
referred to the fact that the then Government
had introduced a guillotine motion. He said-

We have before the House-
Mr Tonkin: The Premier is handling this

Bill.
Mr PETER JONES: The Leader of the

House introduced this motion. The quote
continued-

-a guillotine motion which will deny us
the right properly to debate a Bill of a
serious nature ...

Subsequently, he then went on and talked
about the way in which members were elected
to this Parliament to discuss serious matters
and that their time to discuss these serious mat-
ters had been cut short. He said-

... a Government, anxious to push
through a measure will not allow us the
opportunity for full and proper debate.

Either the member does not consider this Bill is
an important one or he has drastically changed
his mind in the intervening years.
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This morning, the Government defeated a
motion before the House which concerned this
Government's efforts on behalf of the people
who live in the rural communities of this State.

Mr Tonkin: We did not defeat the motion;
you withdrew it.

Mr PETER JONES: Members of the Govern-
ment opposed it at great length.

Mr Bryce: You withdrew it.
Mr Tonkin: You withdrew it.
Mr PETER JONES: The motion was with-

drawn, but the Government would not support
it.

Just a few hours later the Government
moved a motion which will cut short the debate
on a Bill which will deny the people in the rural
communities of this State the parliamentary
representation they now have. We have been
told that it is not an important measure.

Judging from the Minister's remarks made in
1974 and the attitude he has adopted now, the
Bill is not important enough for members in
this House to have a proper debate. How can
the Government reconcile those two views? In
fact, the member for Avon, who is a Minister,
is not even here. Is he going to be party to th
Bill?

Mr Brian Burke: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition is not here.

Mr PETER JONES: Before the luncheon sus-
pension today, the member for Mitchell said
that the farmers of this State had never had it
so good. He spoke about rural incomes increas-
ing by 25 per cent, yet he is not in the House
this afternoon. Does he think this Bill is not
important enough for him to represent his
constituents and take part in the debate?

If we are to consider properly the Bill which
we have just been given and which contains a
referendum question based on highly question-
able motives surely members in this House
should be given time to consider it properly
without debate on it being curtailed in the
manner which has been suggested.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [2.50
p.m.]: I do not think anyone could believe that
what we have listened to is anything but absol-
utely pious humbug, when one considers the
objections of people to the prospect of debating
a Bill that seeks to put one simple question
before the public of this State. It is not a ques-
tion attached to any prospective change or a
question that is tied to a new system; it is a
question that is contained in a one-page Bill on
which it is proposed that there should be two

hours of debate. That will be two hours of de-
bate about one question which simply asks
whether people should have equality before the
law. That is all.

What is wrong with the Opposition that it
needs two hours to run from a question as
simple as that? At the pace at which it has been
running, I would say it will take 10 seconds,
because the Opposition has been saying con-
sistently that we can decide our own electoral
laws in this State; we do not need Big Brother
in Canberra telling us what to do. Having now
been given the opportunity to ask all Western
Australian men and women who are entitled to
vote whether they want a change, the Oppo-
sition wants to adjourn the debate. It is monu-
mental stupidity backed up by an absolute lack
of integrity.

We are saying there should be two hours of
debate to decide whether or not the people of
this State should have the right to express their
point of view. The Government will accept the
verdict of the public. If the public say that they
do not want electoral reform, I give the under-
taking that when we are re-elected we shall not
introduce one Bill that would reform the elec-
toral system in this State.

We will accept the verdict of the public but
the Opposition will not let them be asked the
question.

It does not even acknowledge that in the
space of two hours its members have the men-
tal capacity or willingness to address a simple
one-page Bill that will not tie the Opposition to
do anything except to front up publicly, state
its position, and let the people decide whether
or not they want to support the Opposition's
position or vote against it. If the Opposition
cannot debate that in two hours, it could not
formn a Government in 22 years!

The way in which the Opposition has
addressed this matter, not having seen the Bill,
belies its position in which it says that it needs
more time. The Opposition does not need more
time; it needs a place to hide because the mem-
bers do not have the guts to face up-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Evans: Throw a couple of them out.
The SPEAKER: Order! The next member to

be thrown out might be the Minister for
Agriculture. I think the speakers for the Oppo-
sition were heard in reasonable silence and the
same courtesy should be extended to the
Premier.
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Mr MacKin non: Call the election tomorrow.

The SPEAKER: Order! It has been one of the
traditions of this House that members do not
interject when the Speaker is on his feet and
calls the House to order.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is a question of the
Opposition deciding within two hours of de-
bate whether or not it will let the public of this
State express an opinion. It is not binding the
public to express an opinion about a particular
piece of legislation; it is simply asking them
what their view is about a simple proposition
of equality before the law. What sort of "no"
case will the Opposition make out about that
and why will it take the Opposition two hours?
It should take the Opposition two minutes to
say straight away that it is not afraid of the
public's expression of opinion. But the Oppo-
sition is afraid. If there were a fair electoral
system in this State the Opposition party would
never be elected to Government.

MR TH~OMrSON (Kalamunda) [255 p.m.]:
Mr Speaker-

The SPEAKER: The member has one minute
to speak; he had better hurry.

Mr THOMPSON: Why?

The SPEAKER: Because the time has run
out.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Cla rko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones

Ayes 26
Mr Hodge
Mr Hughes
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tomn Jones
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 18
Mr MacKinnon
Mr MeNee
Mr Mensaros
MrOld
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Ayes
Mr Pearce
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hassell
Mr Spriggs
Mr Coyne
Mr Trethowan
Mr Rusbton

Question thus passed.

Second Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [3.00

P.M.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The people of Western Australia have never
been consulted about electoral laws or about
their views on the need for or the lack of need
for electoral change or reform.

It is also true that every major change to
electoral laws, like those made in 1947 and
1965, were made by Liberal-Country Party
Governments. There has never been a change
made by a Labor Government to the important
questions of franchise, electoral boundaries, or
the representation in the Legislative Council.
So, over 95 years of self-government in this
State, the different electoral arrangements for
the Legislative Council have ensured that there
has been a permanent conservative majority.
How else can be explained the fact that despite
the changes in Government in this place, there
has never been a change to the majority parties'
control-the same parties' control-of the
Legislative Council?

Today that system is maintained by a system
of gross malapportionment that sees an imbal-
ance as bad as t11: 1 in the representation
provided to people who live in different parts
of the State. That is the situation and it is the
worst in Australia. In Queensland it is 3:1,
while in this State it is 11: 1 at its worst.

In this State, over 95 years, there has been
unbroken control of the Legislative Council by
one political party, and as I have said pre-
viously, that is akin to a football championship
in which the premiership is won consistently
each and every year for a period of 95 years by
the one team.

It is patently obvious to everyone that this
Government has attempted to make changes
that have been rejected and repulsed by the
Legislative Council simply because it chooses
not to disturb its own comfort or convenience.

Members opposite talk about this Bill ar-
riving lately on the scene and being a last min-
ute Bill, but of course they conveniently neglect
to refer to the fact that as late as noon today the

(Teller) Legislative Council and the Legislative As-
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sembly, through a meeting of managers, were
attempting to resolve differences between the
two Houses over changes to the electoral laws.
And this is how obstinate the Minister was:
The Minister said to the Legislative Council,
"We will concede every single change you want
except that we want party designations on bal-
lot papers. Every other change you want you
can have; every amendment you have moved
we will accept, except that we want party desig-
nations on ballot papers." That is how un-
reasonable the Minister was! He bent over
backwards to accommodate the Legislative
Council and said it could have every single
change it wanted except that we want party
designations on the ballot papers.

This is how fair the Legislative Council was:
It said, " We will take all the changes we have
proposed and we will not allow party desig-
nations on ballot papers." That was going on as
late as noon today, yet members opposite want
to talk about this being a last minute Bill.

The truth is that this Bill simply seeks to ask
the public of this State whether they believe
there should be equality between citizens under
the electoral laws of Western Australia. That is
all it asks. What are members opposite going to
say? Are they going to say, "No, there should
not be equality"? Is that what they say? Is that
what they are honestly maintaining? Are they
arguing for inequality, or are they seriously say-
ing that the people of this State cannot be
trusted to answer that question? Is that what
they are saying, or are they saying that if the
people are permitted to have the chance to
answer the question, the answer will be one
members opposite do not like?

Mr Hassell: Rubbish.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Then let the people of
this State pass their views to the legislators
about any changes they think are necessary or
might be desirable. Why will members opposite
not permit the public to be asked the simple
question that is posed in this Bill: Do you be-
lieve that the electoral laws of Western
Australia should ensure that all electors of the
State have equal rights? That is what it asks. If
members opposite reject this referendum, they
are saying that the people of this State should
not have equal rights.

This Bill is not what the Government would
have prefer-red. We have previously proposed
changes that would have involved referendums
to ask the public whether they accepted the
changes implicit in the Bills we passed. But the
Legislative Council rejected the legislation. As I

say, this is not our preferred course, but at least
it may drag the Opposition to the starting gate
to seriously consider an absolute immoral and
abhorrent situation. At least if the public say,
"Yes, we do believe there should be equality"
in the same way as members opposite spoke
about land rights, saying, "Let's have equal
rights", then members opposite will be under
some sort of obligation to seriously consider
changes that might be proposed intelligently.

But the big question remains: Why is it that
members opposite are so afraid, why are they
so scared, to have the people pass judgment on
the fundamental principle that is involved in
this Bill? Why is it that members opposite are
so lacking in confidence about their own ca-
pacity to persuade their electorate that it
should vote. "No" that they will not even let
the electorate be asked a question?

I have already given a public commitment
that if this referendum question is rejected, we
will not reintroduce electoral reform legislation
into the next Parliament. But why will mem-
bers opposite not agree to the referendum pro-
ceeding and to rely upon the honesty, the integ-
rity, and the persuasiveness of their own case to
prevail? I will tell the House why: Because the
case of members opposite has no substance.

Members opposite downgrade and degrade
country people by saying they Will oppose this
referendum. There is not one country person I
know who would maintain there should be un-
equal rights between citizens of this State. The
grossest insult members opposite can deliver to
people living in the country is for them to
maintain that country people want to be
treated under the law differently from other
people. They do not. They want the same,
equal, and fair treatment.

Mr McNee interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Is the member for Mt
Marshall saying that the people in his electorate
do not want equal treatment?

Mr McNee: They would all like to be treated
like J. J. O'Connor!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Let us face the fact that
members opposite do not have a feather to fly
with, because they cannot oppose the substance
of the question. Are they seriously going to ar-
gue that people should be unequal before the
law? Of course they will not do that, and to
save their having to do that they will not sup-
port any referendum on the subject because
they are frightened of what we are prepared to
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say, which is that we will accept the verdict of
the public as it is passed at a referendum held
conjointly with the State election.

There is good sense in the proposition of
holding the referendum conjointly with the
State election, because the savings will be quite
remarkable and in the order of $500 000 or
$750 000.

So there are good practical or financial or
economic reasons for holding the referendum
with the State election. At the same time the
referendum does not seek to impose on the
public or upon the State any particular elec-
toral system. All it says is, "Do you agree with
the fundamental proposition of equality before
the law?" That is all; nothing more, nothing
less. I have no doubt that the Opposition's
silence reflects the depth of its argument. There
is no argument, and there can be none to the
proposition that the law should treat people
equally and fairly.

That is all that this question seeks to define
for the members of the Opposition who have
such fundamental difficulty in grappling with
such a complex problem as that one appears to
be to them. If they refuse to support the refer-
endum proposal they will be branded for all
time as a political party which is afraid of pub-
lic opinion and one that is not prepared to
argue its case. Instead they will be branded as a
political party which is prepared to maintain
power in the Legislative Council under a
system that promotes and provokes inequality;
a system that does nothing but harm to this
State's reputation nationally and
internationally; a system that is rejected by the
Opposition's Federal colleagues; a system that
has been rejected internationally and
disregarded by country after country as they
have sought to dispatch despots and dictators;
a system that has allowed the Opposition to
control the Legislative Council for 95 years
simply because the Opposition has never
agreed to let the public have their say about the
fundamental changes the public may decide are
necessary or desirable.

Why is it we should even spend two hours on
this Bill? Why is it the Opposition does not
quickly embrace the prospect of the public ex-
pressing an opinion about a simple and funda-
mental precept such as that contained in the
question? 1 will read it again. The question is,
"Do you believe that the electoral laws of West-
em Australia should ensure that all electors of
this State have equal rights?" That is all. It does
not say, "Do you believe the Labor Party
should always be in Government; do you be-

lieve that somehow or other there should be a
system that is weighted in favour of one politi-
cal party or the other?" Simply put, the ques-
tion asks whether or not people believe there
should be equality in law.

As far as the Government is concerned it is
absolutely ludicrous that the Opposition should
even shape up to argue about whether it should
support the Bill. It is disappointing that the
Leader of the Opposition is not here, but he is
on record in a number of interviews as having
expressed an opinion. In talking about the elec-
tion of the upper House, he said that if people
wanted to change the upper House they could
achieve that. They can achieve that by voting at
the referendum to tell the Opposition some sort
of reform is required. Perhaps it is drawing a
long bow, but it mnay well be that the reason the
Leader of the Opposition is not here is that he
wants to support the proposition before the
Parliament.

Mr Williams: What an absolute load of non-
sense. You did not have the decency to tell us
you were going to bring the Bill in.

Mr BRIAN BURKE The Leader of the Op-
position has been commenting publicly on it
for two days.

If people want to change the upper House
they can achieve that. That is what the Leader
of the Opposition said. As far as I am con-
cerned that seems to imply some support for
the proposition that we should have this refer-
enidurn.

He goes on to say in another part of the
interview, talking about changes proposed or
sought or possible under a Bill of Rights, "It is
a matter we can decide right here." I agree with
him. The public can decide. As far as the
Government is concerned, the best way of
achieving that is for the referendum to be held.

I do not want to continue any longer. I will
simply recap by saying, firstly, that this Bill will
seek to ask the opinion of Western Australians
about a question and a principle of
fundamental importance to them and to their
State. Secondly, it does not seek to attach that
opinion to any specific change but rather it
seeks the broad endorsement of a principle of
equality before the law that no member of this
House should turn back. Thirdly, it tells the
Opposition that if it wants to reject the refer-
endum proposal it will be cast forever as an
Opposition afraid to face the light of public
opinion, and afraid to say when a question is
asked that it will abide by or listen to the ma-
jority point of view expressed by the public.
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It is an indefensible position, and after three
years we have stripped away all the rhetoric the
Opposition has hidden behind and the shallow,
false, superficial arguments that were mounted
against legislation brought into this place by
the Leader of the House. We are back to the
one fundamental nub of the problem, and it is
this: Is the Opposition prepared to let the pub-
lic of this State pass an opinion on the principle
of electoral reform as is sought in the question
that this referendum would pose?

Adjournment of Debate
MR WILLIAMS (Clontarl) (3.17 p.m.]: I

move-
That the debate be adjourned for one

week.
Motion put and

following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKin non

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
MrfBryce
Mr Bnan Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Canr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Ayes
Mr Hassell
Mr Spriggs
Mr Coyne
Mr Laurance
Mr Rushton

a division taken with the

Ayes 19
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Treihowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams

(Teller)

Noes 26
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr Pearce
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Hughes

Motion thus negatived.

Debate Resumed
MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy

Leader of the Opposition) [3.20 p.m.]: I would
firstly like to point out to the Parliament how
sincere the Premier was today in introducing
this legislation and how dinkum he was in try-
ing to get the Opposition's agreement!

In the nine years that I have been in this
Parliament I cannot recall a second reading
speech when no notes have been provided to
the Opposition. Usually the Premier or a Min-
ister comes to the Parliament with a prepared
speech outlining the reasons for supporting the
legislation. Today, all we received was a
one-page Bill and no prepared speech whatso-
ever. There were no courtesies at all.

The second point I would like to make has
been recorded in The West Australian news-
paper as my colleague, the member for
Clontarf, indicated. We saw in Monday's The
West Australian a headline which stated, "State
Government pushes hard for electoral reform".
It said that an electoral reform Bill would be
introduced in the Legislative Assembly today.
In today's The West Australian we see a story
written by Ted Barker and Peter Kennedy
which states-

The Premier, Mr Burke, said after a
Cabinet meeting in Carnarvon that the Bill
would be introduced in the Legislative As-
sembly today only if it was guaranteed a
fair hearing by the Opposition.

I can assure the House that the Opposition has
received no approach from the Government
whatsoever about this piece of legislation. I am
certainty not aware of any approach even if the
Government has made one. We have the
Premier saying, as I understand it, that the
Government would introduce the legislation
only if it could be guaranteed a fair hearing by
the Opposition. The Premier saw fit not to ap-
proach the Opposition about the matter. That
is how sincere the Premier is in trying to gain
the Opposition's support for the legislation.

Firstly, the Premier never gave us any notice
of the legislation. He spoke about it in the me-
dia, but there was no approach to the Oppo-
sition. Secondly, he gave us no notice of the
legislation other than today by bringing on the
legislation immediately without any prep-
aration, prior notice, or detail of the Bill being
put before the Opposition. Thirdly, he
indicated to the public of Western Australia,
and indirectly to the Opposition through the
newspapers, that the Bill would only be
introduced if it was guaranteed a fair hearing
by the Opposition. The Premier gets up here
today and expects the Opposition to take him
seriously. I do not know how he expects us to
do so when he takes that sort of action.

I said earlier, when speaking on the time
management legislation, that if the Govern-
ment was serious about this legislation it would
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have brought it into this Parliament in the nor-
mal manner bearing in mind the Government
knew we had to come back to this House when
the Parliament was last silting early on a
Saturday morning. Why did the Premier not
introduce the legislation that morning and give
the Opposition a week to assess the legislation
and then have the debate today without any
time management restriction? The Premier
asked the Opposition what it had to be afraid
of. What has the Premier to be afraid of in
allowing people to debate the Bill? The Premier
was not that keen that the political zealots, in
the form of the Minister for Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform and his adviser, should have
no other interest in life than to pursue this
matter, and pursue the issue to the extent that
the Premier was forced into doing something.

Let us turn back to the question of the
Premier, who strangely is not here. Why is the
Government not prepared to have a full-blown
debate on this issue at length? Why are mem-
bers of this Parliament, in wanting to present a
point of view on behalf of the people they rep-
resent, being stifled by the Government? We
are elected to this Parliament not only to rep-
resent the party but to represent a group of
electors who want us to express their point of
view on their behalf.

The member for Mundaring is not a good
member of Parliament. He is soon to find out
why. He does not want to stand up in this
Parliament and defend his point of view.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MacKINNON: In fact, the member for
Mundaring will get quite a surprise when the
Opposition tells his electors that he voted in
favour of this legislation which is designed to
reduce their representation in this Parliament.
They will be reminded. The member for
Mundaring will have to stand up and be
counted in front of his electors. We know
exactly what his electors will say. The Oppo-
sition has to raise the question as to why the
Government is taking such unprecedented ac-
tion. Why is the Government moving in this
manner today? Why did the Government not
give us any notice? Why did the Government
seek to stifle debate? Why did the Premier not
read a prepared second reading speech? The
reason is quite clear, as I indicated earlier. The
Premier is using the oldest political trick in the
book, and used in all the banana republics
around the World. He is trying to take the
minds of the people away from the issues of the

day. Members know that President Sukamno in
Indonesia tried that and he was not successful.
The Premier is like King Canute. He is trying
to hold back the tide of public opinion that is
fast flowing over him. He will be as successful
as President Sukarno and King Canute. He will
be engulfed by the flow of public opinion that
comes to swamp him.

The Opposition is not afraid of the people. I
issue the challenge to the Premier: If he is so
keen about letting the people decide, let him
announce the election date today. Let us get on
with the campaign and let us have a vote on the
question. The Opposition is not afraid to go to
the people and take on the issues of the day.
The Opposition is well prepared and confident
of its position. What has the Government to
hide? Why is it trying to drag a red herring
across the trail? The Government is trying to
drag that red herring across the trail because it
is afraid. The Premier spoke about the Legislat-
ive Council trying to cling to power. There is
only one person trying to cling to power and
that is the Premier, Mr Brian Burke. He sees
that his popularity is going down the plug-hole
and he is desperately trying to cling onto it
before it disappears out of sight, as it will do in
the ensuing months.

Let us briefly examine-because the argu-
ment only deserves a brief reflection-the
Premier's argument. Hie says that the people of
Western Australia have never been consulted
about electoral laws and therefore we have to
consult them today in this fonnat-a refer-
endum. Why do we choose electoral reform?
Why do we not choose the question of Aborigi-
nal land rights to determine what the view of
the people is on that issue? Why are we not
having a referendum about the accountability
of the WADC? Why are we not having a refer-
endum about the accountability of the Seaman
inquiry and the way money was recklessly
thrown away? It is my money. We are not
having a referendum about those issues, be-
cause the Government knows that they are not
popular issues. The people of Western
Australia are consulted every three years by
Governments of the day. The Opposition is
prepared to stand on its record on electoral
reform or any other issues the Government
likes to raise during the election campaign. The
Opposition will be judged at that time.

The Premier went on to question how con-
trol of the Legislative Council can be justified
in the manner that it has been in the hands of
one political grouping for the past 95 years. I
find that an extremely strange argument, to say
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the least. I was under the impression that the
weighting of voting in the Legislative Council
was similar to that in the Legislative Assembly.
There is a similar weighting in each case be-
tween the country and the city.

What do we see in this House at the mo-
ment? The Labor Party happens to actually be
the Government. Is that not strange? Under
that terribly undemocratic system where we
have a weighting of voting in favour of people
in rural areas-and justifably so in my
opinion-we have a Labor Government! A
similar system is in force in the Legislative
Council and yet we do not have a Labor ma-
jority in that House. We have then to ask our-
selves the question: Why is that so? The answer
is very very simple. Ever since I have been
interested in politics, I have never, until the
last election in this State, seen the Labor Party
seriously address the issue of winning votes in
the Legislative Council. In fact, when I first
stood for Parliament I stood against Hon.
Garry Kelly, now the member for South Metro-
politan Province. At that time he ran a very
active and good campaign, I thought. However,
on all of the literature that he put out to my
memory, nowhere was the name of his Legislat-
ive Council colleague mentioned. All the litera-
ture referred to Mr Kelly only. Everyone knows
that basic and commonsense campaigning, if
one is to campaign properly, is to have election
material put out in joint names. The Labor
Party has never until recently seriously con-
sidered winning control in the Legislative
Council. It should now realise that it is only an
ace away from winning a majority in that
House. So much for the argument about an
undemocratic Legislative Council. The exact
system has given us a Labor Government in
this House.

Mr Bryce: The Labor Party in the Legislative
Council holds 13 of the 34 seats and you call
that "a couple of seats away."

Mr MacKINNON: If the Deputy Premier
looks at the figures he will see how close the
Labor Party is to winning control of the Legis-
lative Council.

The Deputy Premier supports the Premier's
views that the electoral system is immoral and
abhorrent. I do not see anything immoral or
abhorrent about the electoral system. In fact,
members on this side of the House would reject
any claim that this is the case, because we be-
lieve that the people of Western Australia have
true democratic rights to express their paints of
view every three years. I do not see anything
immoral or abhorrent about that. Perhaps one

of the reasons that the Government has found
it does not gain support for its legislation is its
policy on the Legislative Council. Members on
both sides of the House know exactly what the
Labor Party's policy is in respect of the Legis-
lative Council. It is one of moving towards
total abolition of the Legislative Council,
nothing more and nothing less. One should not
express surprise, therefore, if members of the
Legislative Council look at the changes put for-
ward by the Leader of the House as being
moves towards abolition and not reform. The
reform which the Government speaks about
will eventually lead to the Council's total abol-
ition. We support a strong and active Legisla-
tive Council. We will oppose any step towards
abolition of the Council.

I come back to the question I asked earlier:
Why has the Government introduced this legis-
lation at this time? As the Premier said, the
Government has tried twice before in similar
legislation to do exactly what it is attempting to
do today. Why has it introduced this legislation
in such an unprepared way on this the last day
of the Parliament of this Government? This is
the last day that the Premier will sit in this
House as Premier, I hope.

Mr Terry Burke: Faint hope.
Mr MacK.INNON: It is not faint hope. I will

enjoy being in Government.
Mr Terry Burke: You will have to live a long

time.
Mr MacKINNON: I will be happy to exam-

ine all of the decisions made by the Govern-
ment over the last three years. The newspapers
will have a field day.

The answer to my question is a very easy
one. The Government wants to take people's
minds away from the issues of the day. What
issues will the election be fought on? The
Government has spent thousands of the tax-
payers' dollars in assessing the issues in the
public's opinion. Electoral reform is not even
in the top 10 of those issues. In fact, it is
probably not even in the tap 20- The main
issue of public concern upon which the election
will be fought is the taxation issue. Taxation is
uppermost in the minds of Western Australians
and, in fact, in the minds of all the people of
Australia thanks to the Prime Minister and his
ill-fated taxation summit. All that summit did
was to focus people's attention on taxation as
an issue. Instead of approaching the election
talking about electoral reform, we will be
talking about the nine new taxes imposed on
the people of Australia in the list three years or
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thereabouts, including the assets test, the capi-
tal gains tax, and the perks tax, all of which
have been supported by the Premier of this
State and the Burke Labor Government.

At a State level we have seen the introduc-
tion of the financial institutions duty. We have
also seen the cigarettes tax viciously increased,
and stamp duty and land taxes going through
the roof so that taxation revenue has increased
by 52 per cent in the last two and a bit years.
That is the issue about which the people will be
talking. I do not think they will be concerned
about electoral reform, because they under-
stand that the electoral system gives them clear
representation for their views,

We want to know whether the Burke Labor
Government supported all of the new tax im-
positions. The people will want to know why
they are worse off than they were three years
ago. Why is it that they are now faced with all
these new taxes? The people will signify their
acceptance or rejection of those new taxes
when they go to the polls, because Govern-
ments are not judged on their performance in
one area, be it electoral reform or any other-
they are assessed on their overall performance.

The second area on which the people will be
making assessments is Aboriginal land rights.
The people of Western Australia have quite
clearly indicated to the Parliament what they
think about land rights. Despite the thousands
of dollars spent by this Government on trying
to convince the public otherwise, polls clearly
indicate that the people of Western Australia
will have none of it. They know that it was the
Burke Labor Government that tried to move to
legislate for land rights. They know that it was
the Burke Labor Government that squandered
money on the Seaman inquiry. They know that
the Government did not put in place any
system of accounting that would have legally
ensured that taxpayers' funds were properly ac-
countable. The people of Western Australia
know that.

In addition to being concerned about high
taxes, Western Australians are concerned about
how taxation money is spent. They do not like
seeing it wasted and they will pass judgment
when they come to vote at the next elections.

Another issue, particularly in country areas,
will be the attitude of this Government to the
crisis in the country. The member for Mt
Marshall, the member for Katanning-Roc, and
others have continually raised in this Parlia-
ment the plight of country people at present. If
we agreed to the Government's proposals with

respect to electoral "reform", I wonder how
many members in this Parliament would then
be interested in country issues. How many
would be left here? Very few country represen-
tatives would be left here. I ask members op-
posite who represent some of those seats what
they will say to the electors during the cam-
paign.

Mr Bradshaw: They won't mention Aborigi-
nal land rights.

Mr MacICINNON: No, and 1 will bet that the
Minister for Works who represents the seat of
Avon will not tell the people that he supported
the diminution in the value of their vote.

Mr McNee: Of course, he won't. He does not
even tell them how he voted on land rights.

Mr MacKINNON: I bet that he will not tell
them about his vote on land rights; nor will he
tell them how he supported the allocation of
that money to the Seaman inquiry. The good
thing about democracy is that we are able to
tell the electors. We will make sure they know
about it. We are able to put forward a point of
view which will be taken into account by the
electors.

Does the member for Mandurah support the
fact that the seat of Mandurah will become part
of the seat of Rockingham if this change comes
about? I bet that the people of Mandurah are
not too happy about becoming part of the elec-
torate of Rockingham. The member for
Rockingham would then have to play a greater
part.

Mr Bradshaw: The member for Mandurah is
so interested in this debate that he has left the
Chamber.

Mr MacKINNON: That is dead right. He
will not tell the people of Mandurah about how
he voted on land rights or about how he voted
on the Bill before the Parliament. But we will
tell the people of Mandurah. They will be very
interested to know.

Mr Jamieson: You will be telling them a lie,
because you do not know. You cannot tell
where the boundaries would go.

Mr Bradshaw: We have a rough idea, though.
Mr MacKINNON: The member for Warren,

the Minister for Agriculture, will also be very
worried about what we will tell his electors. He
is not going around telling the people of War-
ren that their vote is to be further diminished
because he has abrogated his vote as a local
member.

Mr Taylor: What absolute nonsense!
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Mr MacKINNON: Have you been to
Manjimup recently?

Mr Taylor: I have been there. He is absol-
utely respected there and you know it.

Mr MacKINNON: I acknowledge that the
member for Warren was respected; he is no
longer. His credibility in the electorate of War-
ren has been further diminished because of his
support for this legislation. The electors know
when their representation in this Parliament is
being watered down. Our candidate in Warren
will ensure that the people know exactly what
the issues are and why he should become their
member rather than the present incumbent.

We heard the member for Mitchell talking
today about the crisis in the country. He
expressed great concern and made a strange
statement when, flying in the face of all rationa]
economic argument in the community, he said
that interest rates would come down soon after
Christmas. Pigs might fly, but interest rates will
not come down after Christmas. He did not say
which Christmas, but I guarantee that the
member for Mitchell will not tell people in his
election pamphlets that he supports this legis-
lation, that he supports electoral reform, that
he supports taking democracy away from the
people in his electorate.

Mr D. L. Smith: I certainly will. I will be
telling everybody, because the majority of my
constituents support the Bill.

Mr MacKINNON: I am pleased that the
member for Mitchell is doing that. At least he
is honest. Again, the public will make a de-
cision on that issue. They will know exactly
how the member for Mitchell voted on land
rights. He voted in favour of land rights. They
will know exactly how he has run away from
supporting the real interests of country people.
They will know exactly who supports the capi-
tal gains tax in the Parliament and will know
the electorates of those who do so. They will
hear all about those issues, because they are the
ones that are important to them, not issues like
electoral reform.

The other major issue that will be debated in
the election campaign is the performance of the
Federal and State Governments in the area of
economic management.

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, it is absolutely be-

yond the pale that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition should seek to canvass everything
that has crossed his-

Mr Clarko: What's your point of order?

Mr BRYCE: The point of order is that the
member is expected to stick to the Bill. He is
now seeking to canvass in this debate every-
thing that has crossed his imagination in the
last six months.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to confine his
remarks to the Bill before the House.

Debate Resumed
Mr MacKINNON: I just indicate to the Par-

liament why it is that the Government is trying
to bring in this legislation. The major reason
for bringing forward this Bill today is to take
the attention of the people of Western Australia
away from the issues of concern. The Deputy
Premier, by his interjection, indicates why he
wants to close the debate on those issues. He
does not want to be debating interest rates. He
does not want to be debating why the
Australian dollar is plummeting downwards.
He does not want to debate the reason why
Australia is no longer a great trading nation.

Mr Bryce: Where's that in the Bill?

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to confine his
remarks to the Bill.

Mr MacKINNON: This legislation was
brought into the Parliament for only one
reason; namely, to take the people's minds
away from the real issues of the day. There is
no other reason for the legislation to be
introduced.

I also give my view about referendums as a
system of governing. When this legislation was
floated as a concept by the Premier, I was asked
about our attitude to referendums. Our atti-
tude, both within and out of Government, has
consistently been that we oppose referendums
as a form of Government. We believe that the
public elect Governments to get on and govern
and make judgments on the overall perform-
ance of Governments. We do not believe that
holding referendums on issues at the time of an
election is the right way to govern. For
example, as I indicated earlier today, if we be-
lieved that that was the way to go we would
suggest to the Government that a referendum
be held on Aboriginal land rights. We have a
fair idea of what the public of Western
Australia think about land rights. We are not
saying that. We are saying that we do not be-
lieve that government by referendum is any
way to gauge public opinion or the way in
which Governments should be judged. They

5074



[Tuesday, 26 November 1985]107

should be judged on their overall performance,
not on their performance on one issue or
another.

We could likewise say that we would like a
referendum on our Bill on deregistration of the
Builders Labourers Federation, which is
presently before the Legislative Council. After
all, it is an issue of wide public concern. That
concern has been expressed across Australia,
from the Prime Minister to Mr Cain and ordi-
nary Australians. We are not saying that we
believe we should have referendums on such
issues, despite the fact that we would be quite
confident of the outcome. We are saying that
governing by referendum is not the way that
Governments should be judged. They should
be judged on their overall performance. At the
next election they will be judged on the issues
that are becoming quite clear to the people of
Western Australia.

I turn briefly to the legislation itself. After
all, it consists of only one page and does not
require a lot of examination. I repeat that we
have not been given any notice of the legis-
lation. The first we saw of it was in the Parlia-
mecnt this afternoon. In fact, when people spoke
to me this morning about the Bill they asked
whether we would be debating it today. I said
that it did not appear that we would be debat-
ing it, because the Premier said that he would
not proceed with it unless he could be
guaranteed that it would get a fair hearing from
the Opposition. No approach by the Govern-
ment had been made to the Opposition on that
issue. Thus the matter was not even debated in
our party room this morning, because we had
received no approach from the Government,
no notice from the Government, that it was
introducing this Bill as would normally be the
case. It was our understanding that the Bill
would not even be debated today.

Perhaps the Government does business
differently from the Opposition, but we like to
think that we are a reasonably democratic
group. We like to ensure that members of our
party have a say on important issues. There-
fore, we wanted to ensure that the Bill was
deferred for a week so that we could have a
debate in OUr party room to make sure that
everybody has the opportunity of expressing a
point of view on a very important Bill. How-
ever, that has not been possible. Perhaps the
Government does not do business that way. We
do, and that is the reason why we have endeav-
oured to defer the legislation.

As I have indicated previously, the sincerity
of the Government must be doubted when we
know this legislation has been brought forward
to the Parliament twice in its life and has been
rejected on both occasions. Why has it been
introduced again in this unprecedented man-
ner? It is merely a political stunt.

In relation to the question proposed to be put
to the people of Western Australia, what does it
really mean? Let us consider the question-

Do you believe that the electoral laws of
Western Australia should ensure that all
electors of the State have equal rights?

What is meant by equal rights? I think that
could be defined in many different ways. My
view is that equality of representation in the
Parliament means representation according to
an elector's ability to be properly represented
by that member. That is why I support
weighted voting in favour of country elector-
a tes.

If the referendum were supported, does that
mean that the same conditions would be ap-
plied to local government throughiout Western
Australia? I know that the Government wishes
equality in voting in all local authority areas.
That is not the viewpoint of the Opposition
and we would oppose it. We believe that it is
for local authorities to make decisions in that
area and those decisions should not be imposed
from outside.

J ask again: What does the referendum ques-
tion mean? If the question were passed at the
referendum, what system of voting would we
be saddled with? The Government is not pre-
pared to proceed on the basis of detailing what
equal rights means or indicating what form of
legislation will be entailed. We have no infor-
mation on that and neither does the public of
Western Australia. Therefore, why should we
agree to such legislation if we have not been
provided with the details?

I also query what sort of funding will be
made available to each of the parties to rep-
resent their points of view? Will both sides
have equal funds or will the Government mnis-
use its position as the Hawke Labor Govern-
ment attempted to do recently on a referendum
proposal by publishing only the "Yes" side of
the question? Will that happen in Western
Australia? We have been given no assurances
one way or another yet the Government ex-
pects us to agree to a referendum without any
such details being made available. That is an
indication of how sincere the Government is
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and how naive it thinks the Opposition is. The
Government is asking us to accept its approach
to this matter as a serious one.

In conclusion, I repeat that the Opposition
believes this legislation is nothing more or less
than a political stunt. We have indicated that
from the outset. The Government is not sincere
in seeking the Opposition's cooperation in this
matter. The public of Western Australia will
not be fooled by the approach of the Govern-
ment to this issue; they know the issues of the
day and the matters of concern to the electors
of Western Australia. The public are looking
forward, as is the Opposition, to the election,
because they will have the ability to judge the
Government on its performance in those areas
I referred to earl ier-taxaition, land rights,
economic management, the crisis in the
country, law and order, and education. We are
not afraid of the people and never have been.
However, we do not believe that government
by referendum is a sensible way to proceed.

We are looking forward to the election with
relish, just as the Premier said before the last
election when he was in Opposition that he was
looking forward to the election with relish. We
are looking forward with even greater relish to
seeing the Government members sitting on the
Opposition benches after the people have made
their decision.

MR DRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Premier) [3.55
p.m.): I can understand that the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition would look forward with rel-
ish to an election based on the most crooked
form of electoral system that could be devised
by any bunch of people who would sit back in a
smoke-filled room and work out how to cook
up such a system. Is it any wonder that the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition says that he
relishes the next election? Of course he should
do so, particularly so Car as the Legislative
Council is concerned, because the people in his
party before him have behaved like a bunch of
political crooks. The Opposition does not like
facing the reality today.

It is fascinating to hear the comments
through interjections of the member who is
hurt most by today's moion-the member for
Katanning-Roe. The member said in the last
hour, "Stalin would not agree to this question"
and "The Government is seeking to prostitute
the Electoral Act". I wonder if it is time for a
little plain speaking? I remind the member for
Katanning-Roe that if he dares to assert that
the purpose of this Bill is to prostitute the Elec-
toral Act that makes the member for
Katanning-Roe the cheapest old political whore

in the system. He has occupied his place in this
House on the basis of a Crooked and corrupt
system of electing members of Parliament that
has lasted and lingered for a century.

People in country towns do not support the
corruption; they do not complain in hotels,
businesses, or clubs about the issues that some
country members raise. It is only certain mem-
bers of the Legislature, those who have their
eye-

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: I have spent a good deal of time

in the country, as have five generations of my
family, and I know that country people do not
share the Opposition's desire to sully the
system.

The member for Katanning-Roe has sat in
this place under false pretences for the entire
length of his political career. Other members,
such as the member for Floreat and his col-
leagues, have been members of Cabinets one
after another and have perpetuated a system
that is absolutely rotten right through. Is it any
wonder that they do not dare to ask the people
of Western Australia a straightforward ques-
tion?

The people of country towns do not share
their enthusiasm for the political corruption
that has been the basis of the electoral system
in Western Australia. They never have. Only a
handful of country members of Parliament
have done so, because they do not dare to face
the people on a fair and dinkum basis.

Ever since the time of John For-rest, the Lib-
eral Party in this State has had a vested interest
in treating Western Australians like mush-
rooms-to be kept in the dark and fed with
bulldust. Members of the Opposition know that
when Western Australians discover the nature
and the complexity, in its full length and
breadth, of the deception for which conserva-
tive parties in this place have been responsible,
those Conservative parties will pay the price.

The member for Katanning-Roe said that
Joseph Stalin would not support these ques-
tions. We are very proud to say that we know
that Staiin would not have supported these
questions. Let us refer again to the question
which is basically: Do you as an elector of the
State believe that all Western Australians
should have equal electoral rights?

Of course Stalin would not have supported it.
Both Stalin and Hitler had systems based on
the ultimate form of corruption, a system taken
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just a little bit further than the system
introduced and devised by the forebears of
members opposite.

The thing I find fascinating is this: In the last
15 years of the century members opposite will
have run their race; their rotten, dirty little
tricks will have run out and they will have be-
come discredited. One just has to see what is
the perception of members of the public. They
are beginning to wake up. Members opposite
have lasted for nearly 100 years with this
system. I used to be worried about it; I used to
think that somehow there was no hope for
humanity while people of the ilk of members
opposite perpetrated this scheme and put it
over Western Australians all the time.

I can tell members opposite this: Today they
are on the back foot. Their credibility has been
shot to shreds. In the foreseeable future their
electors are about to find out what grimy little
games they have been playing in this place.
There is very little doubt indeed that members
opposite and their forebears have treated the
people of WA like mushrooms. The people
have been kept in the dark.

It is as inevitable as day follows night that
constitutional government in WA will grind to
a halt in the next 15 years if this political im-
passe between the two Houses of Parliament is
not resolved. It will be resolved only when the
forces of decency outnumber the political
crooks who are elected as Liberals to the Legis-
lative Assembly and Legislative Council.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [4.03 p m.] The
measure before us is quite unusual and these
unusual proceedings are not any different from
scores of unusual procedures which the
Government has used, particularly towards the
end of its term. We are debating this unusual
measure at this late stage despite the fact the
Government has had plenty of time in which to
introduce it and we were given no warning of
it, not even 10 minutes or half an hour.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask Op-
position members to tone down their conver-
sations so that their colleague can be heard.

Mr MENSAROS: Yet it appears to me that
the Government wants the public, the Oppo-
sition and everyone else to take this matter
seriously. I will not follow the Deputy
Premier's example of using emotional language
and words and phrases which I feel to be below
the dignity of this House as I am sure you will
agree, Mr Deputy Speaker. The Bill has no

merit, so I must say that I will deal with its
demerits to show what an impossible piece of
legislation it is.

It is interesting to see that the Government
has presented a Bill which asks people to vote
at a referendum to provide carte blanche facili-
ties to the Government. The question to be
asked is not very far removed from that classi-
cal question of, "When did you cease to beat
your wife?" I cannot imagine that a properly
qualified Crown Law officer would seriously
have drafted this measure. At one stage the
Premier in his, perhaps, humorous mood said
he did not intend to be Premier forever and
wanted to study law and become a barrister. If
he were ever to become a barrister and said the
sorts of things he has said today, he would be
laughed out of court and would not be tolerated
for lack of logic. To say the Hill is not worth the
paper it is printed on would be the understate-
ment of the year.

How can the Government possibly consider
putting a question to the people, "Do you be-
lieve that all electors of the State should have
equal rights?" Who would not say, "Yes"? Of
course, this is what the Government believes is
the strength of the proposition. The question is
absolute nonsense.

As I say, I could if I chose use emotional
language and the sort of adjectives that grab the
headlines. But that approach is not worth a
parliamentary debate.

Supposing the Bill were passed; supposing
the referendum were held; supposing the refer-
endum were answered with a "yes" majority.
What would that mean? Who would interpret
the nonsense that is the question of the refer-
endum? Of course, the Government of the day
would interpret the answer.

If the present Government were re-elected to
office it would interpret a "yes" vote as the sign
for it to continue to introduce all sorts of elec-
toral reform in its usual zealous way. Indeed,
when the Premier gave his off-the-cuff second
reading-which is unprecedented by any Min-
ister with a serious Bill-he said, according to
my notes, "All we want to do is ask the people
about electoral reform." Mr Deputy Speaker,
you probably had occasion to look at the Bill at
that time. Certainly it contains no question
about electoral reform. It does talk about this
nonsense of equal rights, but equal rights is like
motherhood. The Government might as well
have asked, "Do you want a good Govern-
ment-yes or no?"
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From a debating point of view the value and
merit of the Bill is nil, or even worse. Imagine
the position were the referendum to receive a
majority of "no" votes. Such an answer would
be unusual especially when we bear in mind the
enormous amount of money the Labor Party
has amassed, under whatever pretexts it has
been able to find. The interesting thing about
this is that if the referendum were lost the
Government would be forced out of office with
an enormous majority for the members of the
present Opposition.

So what would be the situation were the ref-
erendum to be rejected? Again, we would not
be better or worse off than we were before be-
cause the interpretation of the question would
be up to the Government of the day. The
Premier's point, that if it is rejected the
Government will not introduce a referendum
Bill again, is not worth a penny because the Bill
does not talk about electoral reform. In any
event, why should we take the Premier's word
seriously. After all, he said that in the past 95
years people like the member for Floreat saw to
it that there was no change in our electoral
system. But that is absolutely untrue, because
when we look back at the records we find that
in 1965 the last serious electoral reform
introduced into the Parliament was supported
by the Labor Party. When we have pointed that
out previously to the Labor Party the Premier
has said, "Oh, but that was a long time ago and
they were different people." No division was
taken when the Hislop Hill was passed, and it
was passed with the agreement of the Labor
Party. So how can we take the Premier's word
seriously that if the referendum were rejected,
he would not introduce another Bill pertaining
to electoral reform.

It is not true that the conservative side of
politics has upheld the situation as it is. It has
been changed with the Labor Party's agreement
because it thought that the change in the Legis-
lative Council would work to its advantage.
The Labor Party was wrong. In fact the ma-
jority for the non-Labor side in that House be-
came greater. Therefore, we cannot take that
aspect into consideration at alt.

The other interesting point is that the
Premier has introduced a nonsensical measure
which has no meaning whatever. It is a mother-
hood-type question to put in front of the elec-
torate. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
raised the question as to why the Government
has brought forward this measure. I do so too,
but I will speculate as to what might be the
answer. Firstly, is it because the great white

chief came to Western Australia in the person
of Gough Whitlam and suggested there should
be a referendum, and suddenly the Premier
realised he had to support the great white
chief? I do not know whether the Premier dis-
cussed this matter with Mr Whitlam.

Why is it a selective referendum? Why is it
that the Government so suddenly wants a refer-
endum with such a farcical question? Why is it
the Premier rejected a referendum on the abol-
ition of the death penalty? He said at the time
he knew that public opinion was in favour of
retaining the death penalty but that he would
abolish it as he had the majority in this House.
How does his stance on that occasion fit in with
his present argument? Why did not the
Government ask for a referendum about
legalising homosexuality? It did not do so be-
cause it knows~very well the public is against
that proposal. Why not have a referendum on
the introduction of the FID tax? Why not have
a referendum about the lodging of a no/fe
prosequie for J. i. O'Connor; why not a refer-
endum on land rights? We could have had a
referendum on land rights in the same terms as
that now before us.

Mr Hodge: The answer is it is our job. We
were elected by the people to do it.

Mr MENSAROS: It is the Government's job
to legislate within the accepted legislative prac-
tices of the State.

Why did not the Government have a refer-
endum in relation to secret ballots for the hold-
ing of strikes? The answer is it does not suit the
Government and its masters do not like such a
proposal. Why not have a referendum about
the existence of WADC? Again the answer is
because the Government would not like such a
proposal, and it knows the people do not like
WADC.

Why not have a referendum about the
powers of the MRPA in relation to local
government? Why not have a referendum
about who should prevail-local government
or the N4RPA-in local matters? The Govern-
ment will not hold a referendum on that sub-
ject because it knows it is acting against the will
of the people. Why does not the Government
have a referendum about supporting the Feder-
al Government's economic policy which has
brought to this State all the ills we are experi-
encing today and which apparently only the
member for Mitchell does not see or question. I
wonder whether he would lend me $ 100 000 at
14 per cent interest starting from January next,
because his prediction was that interest rates
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would come down. I would take up his offer
because that would show he was genuine in
what he said, but of course he never is.

The Government has not explained why this
proposal for a referendum containing this very
stupid question-I cannot use any other
word-should be accepted. It has been pointed
out that we have had no opportunity to discuss
this matter in our party room, as is the custom
on both sides of the House. Supposi ng we did
have the time. It may be the party would decide
to have a referendum provided the question
was written by both sides in a bipartisan way
and the question was logical. People could be
asked something along the lines of, "Do you
want to upset the situation with regard to
country representation?" Or they could be
asked whether they want people to be properly
represented. We could ask the public whether
they want a balance in the other Chamber so
that it can scrutinise the Government. In many
cases of course such scrutiny is difficult be-
cause the Government is avoiding it by
establishing outside statutory bodies. The
Government is utilising such bodies so they
cannot be touched by parliamentary scrutiny.

Even if the question were to be drafted prop-
erly and it said, as the Premier claims in vani-
ous Press stonies, that it is a question of elec-
toral reform, the interpretation of the question
would be very difficult as it would depend on
the Government of the day. Supposing the
question were put to a referendum and
rejected; what does it mean-that according to
the Premier's undertaking the Government will
not attempt to make any more changes by way
of electoral reform? That is equally nonsense
because electoral reform and changes will come
as circumstances dictate, and as they have in
the past.

The Premier is right in saying that electoral
reform was always initiated by this side of the
House but he was not right in omitting to say
that his side did support them. As I pointed
out, the last reform was very much supported
by the Labor Party. So changes will come, but
instead of being forced prematurely on people
they will evolve according to the circum-
stances, and hopefully they will be in the best
interests of the people.

Let us go further and ask why the Govern-
ment has introduced this measure. it has no
logic whatever, and if it were to go to a court it
would be thrown out because it had no mean-
ing or because nobody would be able to under-
stand it. The answer to the question is that the

Government knows very well-and it has been
said in public-that through various means,
possibly including improper favouritism, it has
amassed a lot of money for the Labor Party's
coffers to be used for political purposes. Of
course it is easy to win a referendum if one has
10 times as much money as one's opponent,
and if the strict rules do not apply in relation to
the expenditure by the parties supporting the
two sides of the question. There must be strict
rules so that the question is formulated and
drafted in a bipartisan and objective way.

Having only limited time in this debate I
would like to give my colleagues an oppor-
tunity to have their say. I repeat, there can be
no argument from anyone who looks at this
question with detachment-the question for
this proposed referendum is absolutely nonsen-
sical. How can we seriously recommend that a
question be put to the people asking whether
they think all electors in this State should have
equal rights? That is a nonsensical question,
apart from the fact that if it were put to the
people and passed the interpretation would re-
main with the Government of the day and we
would not have proceeded one step.

There can be no other answer to the question
of why this was introduced than that the Labor
Party and the Government wanted an oppor-
tunity to raise this question of electoral reform
that is so dear to their hearts and wanted to put
it before the public in a legitimate way.

It means that no matter how much money
the Labor Party has, it cannot press this issue
on to the public because no-one is interested in
it. Every opinion poll conducted by the
Government and by the Opposition shows that
the public is not interested in it. Because it
knows that no-one is interested, the Govern-
ment has used this stunt to place it in front of
people so that the media will be able to make
an issue of it. The issue is, as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition correctly pointed out,
the economy. That is the issue that is of im-
portance to the people. They are concerned
that they are paying higher interest rates for
home loans. I am sorry to have to predict that
if the presentsituation continues the building
industry will beknp 4 state of collapse and build-
ing societies will have to raise their interest
rates because of the diminishing value of the
Australian dollar. This Government has
supported the Commonwealth Government's
economic policies. For that it has to be thrown
out of office.
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MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.22 p.m.): I re-
gret the circumstances in which this Bill has
been introduced. I ind it difficult to equate the
action taken by the Minister for Parliamentary
and Electoral Reform with his comments when
he was in Opposition. He used strong language
about jack boots and being denied the right to
express the views of the people he was elected
to represent. However, now he is in Govern-
ment, he has done exactly what he condemned
the previous Government for. If it was wrong
when he was in Opposition, it is equally wrong
now. I would have thought he would follow the
same ideals in Government that he expressed
when in Opposition.

When the Premier spoke on the Bill he made
reference to the fact that the electors of this
State have never been consulted on electoral
laws. The electors of this State have never been
directly consulted on many issues. However,
we live in a representative democracy and
therefore, the members of this Parliament
make decisions on behalf of those we represent.
In that situation, the electors are always being
consulted because we are here to represent
them. If the Government argues that the people
are not being consulted on electoral reform,
then it should go through the whole ambit of
matters that come before this Parliament in-
cluding taxation and all of those other distaste-
ful issues.

Each State has the right to make its own
decisions. I believe that we should not make
comparisons with other States and with other
countries. We have to make decisions which
reflect the situation existing in Western
Australia. Western Australia is the most
centralised State of all the States in the Comn-
monwealth. The city is developing to such a
size that perhaps by 2000, 85 per cent of the
population of Western Australia will live in the
metropolitan area. In those circumstances, the
interests of both areas, the country areas and
the metropolitan area, will get out of balance.

One of the strengths of the Westminster style
of government is that, while the majority tends
to prevail, the minority has also been given a
fair hearing. That is one of the strengths of the
Westminster system and one of the reasons it
has persiste 'd when other types of democracies
have failed. It is essential that the minority
groups be heard and that their points of view
are considered. The only way that can take
place is by a weighting of the vote. There is no
question about that considering that the bulk of

the population lives in the metropolitan area
and only 25 per cent of the people is thinly
scattered over one million square miles.

If a referendum were to have any real rel-
evance at all it would take into account the
opinions expressed in the metropolitan area
and the opinions expressed outside the metro-
politan area. There is no mention of that point
in the Bill being considered by the House.

What is the question that the Government
proposes to put before the people? It asks: "Do
you believe that electoral laws of Western
Australia should ensure that all electors of the
State have equal rights?" That is a very good
question from the Government's point of view
because one can make it mean whatever one
wants it to mean. That question would not
solve anything if it were put to the people. One
could go into the country areas now and put
that question to the people and they would all
say that they have equal rights now so the
answer would be, "Yes."

Let us have a look at the meaning of "rights".
The Concise Oxford Dictionary has much to say
about "rights" but the relevant part reads,
"What is j ust and fair treatment." Many people
in this State believe that it is just and fair that
there is a weighted vote. As I said, the question
is capable of interpretation any way one likes,
therefore it is a futile question. The Govern-
ment is politicking.

1 believe that, if the Government were genu-
ine in attempting to find out the interests of the
people, it would have asked a series of ques-
tions to correctly evaluate those interests. Cer-
tainly, if it had to stick with one question it
should have been, "Do you believe that the
electoral laws of Western Australia should en-
sure that all electors outside a properly defined
metropolitan area should have a reasonably
weighted vote?" It would gain a clear opinion
from that question particularly if it took into
account the opinions of people in the metro-
politan area and the opinions of people in the
country areas. At least the people would decide
because they would know what they were
voting for. They would not know if they had to
decide on the question contained in the Bill.

No doubt the Government will use its num-
bers to push this legislation through the House.
We will vote against it. However, the National
Party believes some reforms are necessary but
they have to be just and considered reforms.
For that reason and although we oppose this
Bill, if the Bill goes into Committee and we are
given an opportunity to discuss it in Corn-
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mittee, bearing in mind the time constraints, it
is our intention to attempt to amend the Bill so
that the question is quite specific. It will in-
clude the words, "outside a properly defined
metropolitan area should have a reasonably
weighted vote." We oppose the Bill in its
present form.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [4.29 p.m.]: I am
most concerned that this legislation has been
brought into this House in this way without
anything like adequate notice being given to
members. I cannot recall any legislation ever
having been brought in in this way other than
legislation which had the support of both sides
as occurred just over a week ago when the Min-
ister for Local Government introduced a Bill
relating to Albany and upon which I indicated
the Opposition's support. The Bill passed
through the House in a matter of minutes. In
matters with this sort of' contention, one would
need to go back a long time in the records of
this State to find anything that would even be-
gin to compare with it.

It simply is not good enough for the Premier
to get up on Monday morning and make a
statement to the effect that he might introduce
some legislation and to make a statement the
next day that he might not persist with it, and
then to bring in some legislation just a matter
of a few minutes ago and rush it through this
House. That is disgraceful.

However, I wish to address myself specifi-
cally to the legislation, which deals with the
question of the use of the referendum. All
major political parties in Australia have had
great hesitation in their use of this system.
They have always been very wary of it, for the
very good reason that at the extreme, if we fully
believed in the referendum process, we could
have every question in our canton asked and
every Saturday morning we could go down to
the local village hall and sit around and do
what certain of the Swiss cantons did in the last
century. Initially the citizens took a keen
interest in these things and their views were
heard. It was a voluntary system. In addition,
women did not have the vote so just a limited
section of the community was involved. As the
years went by, fewer and fewer people found
the time to go down to the town hall on a
Saturday morning and eventually it became
Government by a very small minority.

In Australia we have the referendum system,
which is principally associated with our Feder-
al Constitution. That is where the use of the
referendum has had most attention directed in
Australia, although we have had some fairly

hectic ones such as the conscription issue dur-
ing World War I, when a referendum split this
country. The Labor Party, which took a par-
ticular stance on that, found that when it was in
Government in the 1940s; John Curtin started
to make decisions which the people of
Australia supported but which would have
gone against the philosophy of his own party
concerning the boundaries of Australia. They
drew a magical line out in the sea and said,
"That is for the defence of Australia" so that
they could cover themselves for conscription
for home defence only.

Laborites, as I gather, are unhappy with the
Constitution of Australia. A change requires
the majority of the vote overall and a majority
of States to support that matter. Some people
are unhappy with that because the results do
not suit them. But one of the real problems,
apart from whether we use a referendum
system or not-and I repeat that once we say
we are going to use a referendum system, where
do we stop-is, if one question is asked at this
elections, will we have a whole series of them
next time? Will we reach the situation which
applies in the Californian State election, where
they ask a whole series of questions? All mem-
bers would remember the proposition 13 put
forward a few years ago which had the effect of
dramatically cutting the taxation levels in that
State, and the great deal of political torment
that occurred there.

If we start to do that we could move to a
situation where, at every election, there is a
long list of questions for people to answer. If we
had that system it would greatly dilute the
powers and responsibilities of this House. They
do not go together. When people vote at elec-
tion time they choose the person they want and
that person becomes pant of the Government or
not, and those who are there-in or out of
power-have a role which flows over a period.
We all know that the system we have in West-
em Australia stipulates a three-year term,
which is about the equal shortest time for a
political representative. Therefore there is
usually ample opportunity for people to make
another choice.

Once we get past the question of whether we
should adopt referendums, the real problem is
the question that is to be asked. The heart of
this question is really equal electoral rights.
Again, this is a Poor Piece of drafting because it
does not define what equal electoral rights
means. It does not define what "equal" means
politically, nor what "electoral" means politi-
cally, nor what "rights" are. There is a great
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deal of confusion, even in very learned political
circles, about what one's rights are or should
be. This failure to define these words becomes,
in my opinion, another reason for rejecting the
Bill.

Mr Court interjected.

Mr CLARKO: The member for Nedlands
can choose anything he likes. What it does is
open the way for the Labor Government-if it
wins the next election and the referendum is
placed before the people, and the people say
"Yes"-to have the opportunity to introduce
legislation to the effect that the Legislative As-
sembly and Legislative Council in this State
will be elected on a principal vote system,
which would have the effect that people in the
country regions of this State would never again
have representation. People in country areas
such as Merredin would be dominated by the
people in the metropolitan area. People in the
electorate of Warren, for example, would lose
their rights.

Mr Cowan interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I would not cavil at that. It is
a great pity that the Federal system has been
changed from the spirit of what it was to the
system we have today. The thing that hurts me
most is when the Prime Minister goes to
Gleneagles and says, "I think we should do
this", and comes back and makes that the law
of Australia; or somebody signs something at
the International Labour Organisation on be-
half of Australia and that becomes the law of
the land. Or take the Tasmanian situation, and
the case of the dam. The situation we have is
lamentable and not a properly democratic
system.

We are being asked to give the Government a
blank cheque on electoral matters for Western
Australia. We are being asked to sign it and
give it to the Labor Party for it to decide what
we should have in the future. The public does
not know what it means. We have not been told
what it means. The Premier who introduced
this Bill, and who has advisers to help him, has
not told us what equal electoral rights means.
Does it mean that pieces of land in Western
Australia must have the same number of voters
on them? One of the Labor Ministers-I think
it was Fred Daly, the modemn guru of political
commentary-said "equality" means we
should have the same number of people in each
electorate, so in suburbs such as Fitzroy where
there are large numbers of southern European

people, for instance, that would give the Labor
Party an opportunity to win a few more seats in
the inner areas of Sydney and Melbourne.

Mr Bertram: What does the Supreme Court
of the United States say about it?

Mr CLARKO: I have mixed feelings about
the Supreme Court of the United States. I
would not want the Supreme Court of the
United States to make decisions affecting
Western Australia. The great problem about
the American system is that it is over-
enthusiastic in talking about democracy but in
fact the United States is one of those countries
with tremendous mixtures of the very best and
the very wonst, and some of its decisions are
the very wonst.

What electoral legislation would result from
this referendum being passed? That is what the
public need to know. The question technique
that is used indicates that the Government
must think the people of Western Australia are
complete and absolute idiots. I will suggest a
few questions I would put down if I were
framing them. 1 might ask the people whether
they were happy with the present level of taxes,
which has been put up by 52 per cent in the last
three years under this Labor Government. I
might ask whether there should be an equal
burden on each citizen. In other words, perhaps
we should frame the question and put in the
three words to see whether the people would
support equal taxation rights. Or, if members
like, equal rights to belong or not to belong to a
union, or the equal right to obtain finance for
purchasing their homes. Of course, if there
were equal rights to obtain finance for purchas-
ing a home, that would be the end of people
getting preference because they had low in-
comes or were first home buyers; because that
would not be equal, would it?

The whole Labor Party pretends that it
stands for the public. Of course it does not. It is
filled up with a whole lot of people who live the
life of the affluent, collecting clocks and things
of that sort. The Federal Minister for Finance
lives in his humble home in the very
low-quality suburb of Peppermint Grove.
Another representative of the Labor Party lives
in Fauntleroy Avenue overlooking the marvel-
lous and beautiful Swan River. Those people
are some sort of elite class. They do not have
any idea what "equal" means. To them it
means they just go a little higher on the banks
of the Swan.

Mr Bryce: I suggest you stop it or you will go
blind.
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Mr CLARKO: The journalist who wrote that
must have been 16 years of age; I did not even
think it was clever when the bloke said it.

The great master in the use of plebiscites was
Napoleon, a man of similar build to the Deputy
Premier. Napoleon had some sort of bunr in his
singlet and was a master at using the plebiscite
to ask people simple questions. The peasants
and the bourgeoisie supported these bland,
generalised statements. Napoleon, the
ex-soldier, then made himself the emperor of
all of France. He conned the people by using
the plebiscite system.

The referendum technique is to ask a vague
or motherhood-type question, get the answer,
and then stretch it to do whatever is desired.
Let us consider the referendum that was held in
Australia in regard to Aborigines. From mem-
ory it was held in 1967. The people were asked
whether the Commonwealth Government
should have the right to introduce laws which
showed discrimination towards a particular
group, in this case Aborigines. The people of
Australia overwhelmingly voted to support a
process which they thought would mean that
Aborigines who were disadvantaged and who
needed extra help would get preferment over
the white person in some forms of legislation.

Ever since the people made that decision,
that referendum question has been twisted and
distorted to do almost anything the Govern-
ment of the day wanted. Both Liberal and
Labor Federal Governments have used it with
respect to the matter of land rights. In my
opinion there are no such land rights. A very
small proportion of the population in the
Northern Territory now has an inordinate pro-
portion of the land in the Northern Territory
because of the distortion of what was asked of
the people in 1967. In my opinion, Australians
are more than happy to support additional
sums of money going towards Aboriginal
people to help them in their problems with
respect to education, health, housing, and the
like. But the people of Western Australia whom
I know are very much against the two per cent
of Western Australians-Aborigines-acquir-
ing 46 per cent of Western Australia as a first
go.

If the Government likes, it should ask the
people of Western Australia whether they be-
lieve that there should be equal land rights. It
can see what sort of answer it gets. It will find
that it is quite contradictory to the position of
the Labor Party. If it liked, the Government
could ask the question about whether there
should be equal political rights. We could just

tell the story of John O'Connor in that respect.
This Government does not believe in equal
political rights, it does not believe in equal land
rights, but it has now come up with the magical
phrase that it is trying to reach a situation of
having people say whether they want "equal
electoral rights". It is humbug for the Premier
to ask what is wrong with asking the people
about that. Let him ask the people about equal
land rights. Let him ask the people about equal
political rights; perhaps it would he better to
use the term equal legal rights when talking
about the John O'Connor case. Let the Govern-
ment ask people about whether they would like
equal economic rights. If people had equal
economic rights there would be no way that
there could be an artificial maximum interest
rate of 13.5 per cent on housing loans. Thus it
would not be possible to advantage people in
their purchase of homes if we had equal econ-
omic rights.

The real problem of the referendum method
is that people can only give a "yes"~ or '"o

answer. It is not possible to get any indication
of partial support or opposition. Politics is said
to be the art of the possible. It is all about
compromise. The Labor Party, through Mr
Hawke, has tried to make great play of the use
of the word "consensus" and has said that the
Hawke Government is all about consensus. It is
not possible to achieve consensus when asking
a straight question; the option is "yes" or "no"
If we do not define the words "equal electoral
rights" how can anybody know what will be
gained if we vote for them? Nobody can know.
The world's leading psephologist would not be
able to answer what equal electoral rights
would mean in an entire book.

Another point is that it would be compulsory
for everyone to vote on this question. Many
people would argue that it is their right to vote
or niot to vote, either at elections Or on a refer-
endum question.

Mr Jamieson: They still have that right under
our system.

Mr CLARKO: They are compelled to vote.

Mr Jamieson: No, they are not. They are
compelled to get a ballot paper.

Mr CLARKO: I accept that qualification.
Ninety-nine per cent of people who get a ballot
paper mark the paper. The member for
Welshpool is sitting here on his last day in this
Parliament. I acknowledge the contribution he
has made to this Parliament over the years. I
am sure that he would have been in polling
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booths, as I have, and picked up the odd ballot
paper that has been lying on the floor, but I
have not found many of them.

Mr Jamieson: Did you fill them in?
Mr CLARKO: No. In my area, we do not

have to be tempted because we are compara-
tively safe. Of course, on our side of politics,
we would never give in to such a temptation
even if it occurred.

Because it is compulsory to vote on a refer-
endum question, a right is taken away from the
people. That is typical of the methods used by
the Government. The Government has
introduced in this Bill a flimsy page of paper.
Even the Leader of the House, who is not noted
for his generosity in terms of giving the Oppo-
sition much of a chance to speak-he is West-
ern Australia's twentieth-century Attila the
Hun-normally lets us have one week to con-
sider legislation. He gets angry if we want a bit
more than one week, but he gives us that week.
Today we have been given only a few minutes
to consider legislation with respect to the elec-
toral process of Western Australia for the fu-
ture. The Leader of the House is asking us to
agree in a few minutes to the Labor Party
having a blank cheque in determining what sort
of electoral processes this State will have in the
future.

I have witnessed the Leader of the House and
others talk about the ills of the structure of the
Legislative Council, but their political party
has on many occasions in this State's history
urged and supported a system that was not
one-vote-one-value. The 1956 legislation of
Bent Hawke's Government was a classic one of
that type. It set up within Western Australia
three degrees of voting strength for three geo-
graphical pants of Western Australia. When I
have used these figures in the past I have heard
by way of interjection members opposite say
that they have changed. The Labor Party has
not changed. The situation is similar to that in
Queensland. Bjelke-Petersen and the system he
uses is one which was introduced by a Labor
Government in 1943.

Mr Bertram: Which century was that?
Mr CLARKO: It was introduced in 1943.

The member for Balcatta was quite an old man
at that stage. Perhaps he was defending the
country or playing cricket. He spent most of the
time playing cricket and I respect him for that.

However, that is the position. I cannot trust
the Government. If the Labor Party again gets
the reins of power under, for example, a uni-
cameral system I could not trust it not to cook

the books and set up a system like Don
Dunstan did in South Australia. Don Dunstan
preached one-vote-one-value, but when he had
put into place the electoral system that he
wanted, the Liberal Party needed 5 2 per ce nt or
more of the vote in order to have an equal
chance to govern that State. He ran a campaign
based on one-vote-one-value, and then created
a system which gave him an advantage. If this
Government has the chance it will cook the
books. That is proved by the way it has brought
this legislation before the House. It has done it
in such a way as not to give an opportunity for
this legislation to be properly considered under
the parliamentary system. It is tossed under our
noses. There is brutality of numbers,
bludgeoned by crude mathematical democracy.
We have no chance of saying anything, no op-
portunity except for a five-minute speech as
introduced by Charles 1II.

All of this is about the words-
Do you believe that the electoral laws of

Western Australia should ensure that all
electors of the State should have equal
rights?

M r Tonkin: Yes.
Mr CLARKO: They do not spell out what it

means. If the Government has the complete
power to draw lines and boundaries to suit it-

Mr Tonkin: We do not want the power.
Mr CLARKO: Does the Minister tell me it

will not suit its advantage? The Government
changes everything which happens in this
House to suit its advantage.

Mr Ton kin: We have never asked for that
power.

Mr CLARKO: There is such a restriction on
the right of members to speak. In 90 years,
never before has there been a person respon-
sible for introducing five-minute speeches and
for reducing the speaking time on other matters
from 45 to 30 minutes.

The Leader of the House is the
arch-exponent of this type of legislation. How
can one trust him? He is prepared to let people
speak for only a few minutes. One should be
very wary of anybody who does not want a
member to have the right to speak, or who
seriously works on cutting off the rights of
people to speak-certainly parliamentarians.
That is not the sort of person to be trusted or to
be given a blank cheque, even if he had not
more than $1 on him. One certainly should not
give this Government and this Leader of the
House a blank cheque to bring in any electoral
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laws that he would be lucky enough to get into
place, because if he succeeded, Job
Ejelke-Petersen would turn out to be a kinder-
garten tot.

I strongly oppose this legislation.
MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [4.52 p.m.]: If

ever I heard a speech which confirmed a
Government in office and guaranteed it would
be returned, it is the one made by the member
who has just resumed his seat. If all these hor-
rible things will happen as a result of this, the
Burke Government will obviously be returned.
The Opposition has given it away already. Per-
haps the members opposite could sign some-
thing to that effect and save us the cost of an
election.

Getting away from that and all the nonsense
in the World, one of the things we must remem-
ber is that it was as the result of a sense of
frustration that this legislation was brought in.
Every other attempt to get amendments of
reasonable calibre has failed because of the ac-
tions of the Liberal Party. Surely a Govern-
ment is entitled then to say to the people in a
very clear tone-

Do you believe that the electoral laws of
Western Australia should ensure that all
electors of the State have equal rights?

If they say "No", if the Government were
returned it would be left with egg on its face.
But if the electors say "Yes", the Government
then has the responsibility of drafting some
form of legislation which will get through not
only this Chamber but also the Legislative
Council.

It is only a question of finding an opinion
from the public. Surely anybody who calls him-
self a democrat should be prepared to accept
some decision of the public at some time.

I do not believe in referendums all the time.
If we look back we can see all sonts of things
which have happened as the result of refer-
endums. The two Labor Governments put up
daylight saving propositions and the public did
not support them. Members seemed to be in
favour of them and were prepared to put them
forward. They were both defeated.

There were other things dealing with alcohol
which were passed by 70 votes to 30. The
McLarty Government wiped that off the Stat-
ute requirements.

Before that was the referendum on secession.
There was also an ejection at the same time and
the conservative Government was hopelessly
defeated. The incoming Labor Government did

not want the secession, and it was left with the
referendum. We have not had a very good
record.

Mr Clarko: Are you speaking against the Bill?

Mr JAMIESON: No. I am saying it is a risk
to put these things up.

Mr Clarko: I agree with you.

Mr JAMIESON: The member has conceded
that the people will vote "Yes". He has told us
that in his speech.

Mr Clarko: I did not say that.

Mr JAMIESON: Oh, yes he did. If he had not
said that, he would not have said, "When we
come back we will see that the drafting of the
legislation suits our purpose and not the pur-
pose of the Australian Labor Party." He con-
ceded the distinct possibility that the Burke
Government would be returned, which is quite
correct. Then he became involved with King
James or somebody else who had the habit of
losi .ng his head, as the member often does in
this Chamber. The result was that he did not
make an impressive indication of why we
should not support legislation in the form now
before us.

The member for Karrinyup said a lot of time
is needed to consider this matter. If any mem-
ber of this Chamber is not able to make a deter-
mination on this Bill in two minutes, he is not
worth his salt and should not be here. He
should be out sweeping the streets. Perhaps he
should be instructing students. That is the sort
of nonsense which goes on when members say
they need weeks or months. It is not needed at
all. We hear these arguments so often in this
Chamber.

Mr Clarko: Never about this.

Mr JAMIESON: Never? What do they mean
when they say this about electoral reform?

Mr Clarko: This term "electoral rights" has
never been used before.

Mr JAMIESON: It does not matter. The
point is that members opposite are again con-
ceding defeat at the election, otherwise they
would be determining what the words meant.
Assuming something strange happened and the
Opposition were returned as the Government,
and this referendum also received a "Yes"
vote, what would be the position?

Mr Clarko: There is no point in debating
that.
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Mr JAMIESON: Of course there is no point
in debating that. We are going to win the elec-
tion and we want the people to give us an indi-
cation that we do not have to put up with the
interference of the Council.

Mr Clarko: You do not believe in the rights
of people.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course I believe in the
rights of the people, and those are for every-
body to have an equal vote. To go on with the
nonsense of the member for Stirling-the only
people who adopt this attitude in the country
are the political people.

Several members interjected.

Mr IAMIESON: All right, I will have my say.
I did not interfere with the member much.

Mr Stephens: It was a poor interjection.

Mr JAMIESON: Perhaps, but it was a stupid
person I was interjecting on.

I guarantee that 90 per cent of the people
from Mt Barker, be they doctors, school
teachers, or bank managers, if they were asked
if they should have twice the electoral rights of
anybody in the urban area, would say "No".

Several members interjected.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course he has; he has
double the rights. He has half the number of
electors to elect him.

Several members interjected.

Mr JAMIESON: The member is the original
rubbish man. We are not talking about rubbish
here; we are talking about the possibility of a
referendum being held.

Mr Clarko: Are you seriously saying that if
you have a different number of people in the
city you have a different value seat?

Mr JAMIESON: Of course that is the
position.

Mr Clarko: No, because a couple of years ago
I had twice as many electors as the member for
Perth.

Mr JAMIESON: That situation has also got
out of kilter. I could argue figures with the
member. Every electorate could be equal in
numbers and there could still be a minority
elected Government. That has nothing to do
with the rights of the people. They should have
the right of being equal in having a vote and
responsibility on a reasonably equal basis.

Mr Clarko: I told you what Fred Daly tried
to do, didn't I?

Mr JAMIESON: You did not tell me what
Forrest or some of the others way back in his-
tory did, when they bad pocket handker-
chief-sized electorates in the Kimberley, to suit
the pastoralists. I do not want to know about
that. Of course Fred Daly put that up, but that
is in the past. That is history. I do not intend to
argue about who let the Hawke Government
put up legislation. Every year this type of legis-
lation is put forward. The member for Floreat
had the temerity to say that all the reforms that
have been made in this place have been made
by the Liberal Party. Of counte they were made
by the Liberal Party because that party has con-
trol of the Legislative Council, but it was done
only under extreme pressure. The Hansard
record shows that in each of the six years that
the Hawke Government was in office legis-
lation relating to electoral reform was
introduced.

Mr Thompson: We never made it an issue
with the public.

Mr JAMIESON: No, and the Liberal Party
never will. Members heard a while ago that we
are representatives of the public. The public do
not fully understand our electoral system. They
should be able to understand it to the degree
necessary to enable it to be clear and for equal
rights to apply. Why does the member think
that the United Nations adopted a code like
this?

Mr Cowan:
one-vote-one-value.

They don't have

Mr JAMITESON: The same as the member's
tennis club that affiliated with an organis-
ation-

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr JAMIESON: The member perhaps does
not realise that those organisations do not have
power.

Mr Spriggs: They have the vote.

Mr JAMIESON: I am talking about the
United Nations. Such organisations have no
real power, as does a State or the Common-
wealth which can make laws to require people
to do certain things. They are alt external
powers, but how solid are they? How can they
be implemented and enforced? Very rarely, un-
less all of them get in and put their shoulder to
the wheel.

Mr Court interjected.
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Mr JAMIESON: There are probably many
ways that we could make the Senate more sen-
sible, perhaps, but that is another debate for
another day.

Mr Thompson: What about the EEC?
Mr JAMIESON: That is all right.
Mr Spriggs: You said we should have two

senators representing Western Australia.
Mr JAMIESON: I have not said that at all.
Mr Thompson: That is the logical extension

of your argument.
Mr Crane: Yes, that is the extension.
Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: Members have sidetracked

me on this issue as they do time and time again
in this House.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The mem-

ber for Darling Range should come to order
when I tell him to do so, and not when he is
ready.

Mr JAMIESON: When the Australian Feder-
ation was organised there were some original
rules. One of them was with regard to the Sen-
ate equation in the original States. Those who
understand the Australian Constitution would
well know that. That was a condition on which
the various States came in, and a condition
which still exists. In their principal House-the
House of Representatives-they have equal
rights of election, plus or minus a certain per-
centage.

Mr Thompson interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: They do not have more rep-

resentation than their original representation;
it is the same. The original States have equal
numbers of senators.

Mr Court: That is senators. What about the
House of Representatives?

Mr JAMIESON: Tasmania has five. That
was the minimum allowed under the Consti-
tution. As the population has grown Tasmania
has not kept pace any more than to qualify for
five, and that is reasonable.

Another matter I want to mention is where in
the past there have been some reforms with
regard to electoral reform. The greatest case
since I have been a member of Parliament , to
my absolute shame-I would have liked to see
a lot more done over the time I have been in
this House-was the granting of adult franchise
for elections for the Legislative Council in
1963. As correctly expressed by the member for
Floreat, it was initiated by a Liberal Govern-

ment, but under extreme pressure and under
most unusual circumstances, the story of which
will be written one of these days; it will not be
disclosed at this time, because of the
jiggery-pokery of the Labor Party and the then
Country Party. I know because I was one of the
four people involved in the situation.

Mr Thompson: Tell us about it.
Mr JAMIESON: That story is for another

day. Members can pay the cost and buy that
one!

Mr Court: You are not going to write a book?
Mr JAMIESON: I will tell that story one day.
Going back even further and examining

other electoral reforms, preferential voting-
some might say that was not a reform, but of
course it was to the people who put it for-
ward-and compulsory voting were brought
about only by private members' action, and the
1963 legislation was virtually based on action
by a private member. Hon. James Hislop put
through a motion in the Legislative Council to
the effect that in the opinion of that House
adult franchise should apply to the Legislative
Council enrolment. Once that was done there
was little scope for anything else. The necessary
legislation was introduced to enable that type
of reform to occur.

This action has been forced on the Govern-
ment because of frustration caused by the
Legislative Council and in general by the Lib-
eral Party in refusing to accept some degree of
reform, or come to the conference table on the
basis of achieving electoral reform.

Every now and then we hear that the Liberal
Party has a policy on this matter. It was sup-
posed to have one before the last election. They
swapped the envelope from one pocket to the
other but did not open it, so nobody knew what
was in it, and they are not likely to. Of course
the Liberal Party has control of the Legislative
Council and of course the Liberal Party will try
to control it as long as it can, but that is not
necessarily in the interests of the people. No
member in this House should consider himself
to be greater than any other person in the com-
munity and if country members think they are
better than others, that is to their damnation,
because they are not. They are equal, no more,
no less, than their suburban cousins and that is
how we would want it under our proposed
amendment.

The member for Karrinyup objected that the
question, "Do you believe that the electoral
laws of Western Australia should ensure that all
electors of the State have equal rights?" was
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insufficient to provide a Government with
guidance as to the sort of legislation which
should be introduced. However, those who are
in this Parliament would have the opportunity
of determining the legislation should they be
guided by the people by a "Yes" vote.

MRt OLD (Katanning-Rac) [5.10 p.m.]: It
came as somewhat of a surprise to hear
that arising from the meeting yesterday in
Carnarvon, the Government had decided to
bring a Bill into this House to "reform" the
electoral procedures for the Legislative Coun-
cil, when we were going to sit for only one day.
Obviously I thought that if the Government
were going to introduce a Bill as important as
this, ample time would be given to debate it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I am ter-
ribly sorry to be the bearer of these sorts of
tidings to the member for Katanning-Roc but it
is my intention, in two to three minutes, to put
this stage of the Bill. If the member for
Katanning-Roe has anything of importance to
say, I suggest that he does it within that time.

Mr OLD: Mr Deputy Speaker, you give me
little option, but I was under the impression
that we had up to 5.20 p.m. to discuss it-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member ac-
tually has until 5.24 p.m. but we have many
stages of this Bill to go through; it is a fact that
this House will take the opportunity to divide
and I have to ensure that all of the options are
taken.

Mr OLD: I would like to continue and utilise
the time allocated to the whole procedure.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have to ensure
that all of the stages are through by 5.24 p.m.
The only way I can do that is if the member for
Katanning-Roe does not speak for any longer
than another two minutes.

Mr OLD: I might as well sit down and shut
up because it is pretty obvious that the gag is
working very well.

I feel that the Government is trying to do
something by stealth, which is something it has
failed to do on a couple of other occasions.
There is no-one better than a socialist to try to
take advantage of the system if he possibly can.
If members of the Government feel they are
being disadvantaged, as obviously they do, they
will do all that is within their power to trap
enough power to ensure that they are in office
forever and a day.

This was well demonstrated at the con-
stitutional conference when a nonsensical mo-
tion was put on the agenda in which the Com-
monwealth Government tried to alter consti-
tutionally, by legislation, the concept of
one-vote-one-value. One of the great cham-
pions of this motion was a senator from
Queensland. He was an Australian Democrat
who was obviously an ALP supporter. He was
elected on something like 60 000 votes and he
had the temerity to criticise the Legislative
Council in Western Australia. This was a
man-if he could call himself a man-who was
prepared to shelter behind a system of pro-
portional representation in the Senate and who
was prepared to take a seat with something like
60 000 votes and then to stand up and cham-
pion the cause of so-called one-vote-one-value.

We have one-vote-one-value for everyone
over the age of 18 and if one talks about demo-
graphic alterations, it is obvious that it is an
endeavour by the Government to achieve by
stealth and dishonesty something we have been
endeavouring to achieve for many years. The
Government has already virtually wrecked the
local government system with its impatient de-
sire to see that there is one-vote-one-value. The
current Minister has been doing his best to en-
sure that electoral wards are of an equal size.

I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later
stage of this day's sitting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am sorry, but I
cannot put that forward.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Bamnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
MrCart
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
M r Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Macl~innon
Mr McNee

Ayes 25
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 19
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(1# 11cr)

(TrUer)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Pearce Mr Hlassell
Mr Mcdver Mr Cash
Mr Parker Mr Coyne
Mrs Buchanan Mr Laurance
MrHughes Mr Rushton
Mr Bridge Dr Dadour

Question thus passed.

Hill read a second time.

In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr
Taylor) in the Chair; Mr Brian Burke (Premier)
in charge of the Hill.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: In view of the
time management proposal, the question is that
clauses I to 4 be agreed to.

Clauses I to 4 put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Begs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

Ayes
Mr Pearce
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Hughes
Mr Bridge

Ayes 24
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 19
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Spr
Mr S Iep c'ns
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hassell
Mr Cash
Mr Coyne
Mr Laurance
Mr Rutshton
Dr Dadour

(T,11e,)

Clauses thus passed.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The question is
that the title be agreed to, and that I do now
report to the House.
o6£0)

Question Put
following result-

Mr Bamnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terr' Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNe

Ayes
Mr Pearce
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Hughes
Mr Bridge
Question thus

Bill reported,
report adopted.

and a division taken with the

Ayes 24
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P.3J. Smith
MrTonkin
Mr Troy
MrsWatkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)
Noes 19

Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Sprigg
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hassell
Mr Cash
Mr Coyne
Mr Laurance
Mr Rushton
Dr Dadour

passed.

Report
without amendment, and the

Third Reading
MR BRIAN BURKE (Halga-Premier) [5.25

p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a third time.

MRt MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [5.26 p.m.]: I want to
place on record again the position of the Oppo-
sition with respect to this legislation. The Op-
position objects to the manner in which the
legislation has been brought before the
Parliament. No notice was given to the Oppo-
sition about it, there was no consultation what-
soever between the Government and the Oppo-
sition and the Premier did not provide a sec-
ond reading speech. In addition, a time limit
was put on members of this House and as the
member for Moore rightly said there were
many members on this side of the House who
wanted to express their point of view and who
had been stifled from that position both within
the Parliament and the party room. I repeat
again that this legislation is nothing more nor
less than a political stunt.
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Legislation to have a referendum of this kind
has been brought into this House on two pre-
vious occasions by the Government and the
only reason it has been brought in a third time
is political expediency. We have sat in this Par-
liament for a record time in the last couple of
weeks and there was ample opportunity then
for the Government to bring forward legis-
lation. However, it chose not to and took this
course of action and, for that reason, it should
be condemned.

Why has the Government done this? It has
done it to draw attention away from issues of
real concern to electors of this State. Its action
has been heightened by actions of the Legisla-
tive Council, because it asked the Premier to be
accountable for his actions. The Legislative
Council has done nothing more nor less than
ask this Government to be accountable for
funds. It has done its job and, because of this,'the Premier wants to vent his spleen on the
Legislative Council.

The Opposition rejects a referendum on this
or any other issue. It is not good government.
Good government is standing up and being
counted on the performance of the Govern-
ment.

If it is good enough for a referendum to be
held on this issue why was it not good enough
for a referendum to be called on the land rights
issue? Why are we not asking the people of
Western Australia if they believe in tax reform?
Those issues are more important than electoral
reform.

An Opposition member: What about land
rights?

Mr MacKINNON: What about land rights,
tax reform and the deregistration of the BLF?
All those issues are of vital importance to the
people of Western Australia.

The Opposition hopes to go to the election
on the issues on which it should be fought and
that is why the poll cannot come quickly
enough for the Opposition.

I will not speak any longer, because I am
aware that many members on this side of the
House want to express their point of view. The
Opposition will oppose the legislation and I
hope that the Legislative Council will reject it
as soundly as the way in which we have
opposed it today.

MR CRANE (Moore) [5.29 p.m.J: I oppose
this legislation and I could say I oppose it most
violently. First, my reason for opposing it is the
manner in which it has been presented to this
Parliament. Members of the Opposition were

given no advice that it would be presented to
this House today. They had five minutes in
which to look at it and decide what to do with
it. They had to work out some arguments
against it-not that that took very long. We
then found that we were given a limited
amount of time in which we were permitted to
speak to this Bill.

This is the greatest example of jack boot
Government that it has been my misfortune to
experience in the 12 years I have been in this
House. Never before have I seen it.

A number of years ago when legislation was
brought forward to this House regarding voting
for Aborigines in the north of Australia a num-
ber of members from this side of the House,
then members of the Government, did not be-
lieve that the Government of the day was doing
the correct thing. As a result they crossed the
floor for the very reason that they felt it was not
democratic and that the Government had no
right to introduce the Bill in the manner in
which it was.

I was one of those members who crossed the
floor on that occasion and I challenge any
member on the Government side to have the
guts to cross the floor now. I do not believe
Government members have the guts. What
about the member for Kimberley? I did the
right thing on that occasion and the member
knows that I did. Will he now on the basis of
the same Christian principles cross the floor
and oppose this legislation which has been
introduced in the same manner that that legis-
lation was introduced? I ask the member if he
will do so. No, he does not have the guts and
yet he is one of my friends in this place. I am
sorry to see this happening.

We have seen in this place the Hitler-style
operation of Parliament which the Opposition
was accused of when it was in Government.
The Leader of the House accused us on many
occasions of a jack boot approach. Who is
wearing the jack boots now? We know that it is
the Leader of the House. I have always endeav-
our..d to be fair in this place and I have spoken
against the Government if my conscience so
dictated. Government members cannot deny
me that support now. I challenge them to have
the guts to stand up and be counted. The
answer is that none of them has the guts.

Not one member opposite has the courage to
cross to this side of the floor and support
democracy and common decency. The legis-
lation was introduced with just five minutes'
notice and the wording of the question is-
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Do you believe that the electoral laws of
Western Australia should ensure that all
electors of the State have equal rights?

The operative words which people will remem-
ber, and psychologists will confirm this, are
"equal rights". They will forget the preamble.

What about Aboriginal land rights? Were
they equal rights? We were asked to give un-
equal rights on the basis that it is democratic to
do so. The Government is now turning
about-face with regard to equal rights; it does
not know what that means. Will the Govern-
ment hold a referendum on Aboriginal land
rights? No, it does not have the courage. Will
the Premier hold a referendum on parliamen-
tarians' entitlement to freebies? No, he will not.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will re-
fer to the Bill.

Mr CRANE: We have been asked to support
this legislation concerning a referendum after
having been given five minutes' notice of its
introduction. It should be called the
five-minute Bill. It is as undemocratic as the
Leader of the House's boots.

I am very disturbed indeed, and not only
because of the wording of this question which
is most misleading. What are equal rights? Of
course, everybody believes people should be
treated equally. We are taught as part of our
Christian ethics that people should be treated
equally and we do so as far as possible. The
wording of this question is so cunning that
many people who do not think deeply will fall
for it. It is the greatest pea and thimble trick
ever perpetrated by the Burke Government. He
thinks that we will swallow the whole concept
put out on this rubbishy piece of paper. The
Government is in for a big shock, because I
honestly believe that people will see through
this trick, and this will represent the last straw
that breaks the camel's back as far as possible
re-election is concerned. This proposal will be
seen as a great slur on democracy and an indi-
cation of the Government's use of jack boots,
of which the Opposition was accused.

I believe I am entitled to make those com-
ments because I have supported the Govern-
ment on occasions. Government members
should not laugh. One of them is the useless
result of what may have been a good idea.

I ask the Government if it will hold refer-
endums on other matters such as the Premier's
freebies and Aboriginal land rights? This is one
way for the Government to try to force its will
on the Opposition in this Parliament.

A few months ago we debated the Acts
Amendment (Sexual Assaults) Bill. The intro-
duction of the Bill we are presently debating
and the manner in which it has been
introduced represent the most severe rape ever
perpetrated on this Parliament. The Leader of
the House has brought this upon us. He has
perpetrated the rape of the Parliament of West-
ern Australia. I will not allow that to happen
without speaking strongly against it. I do not
have the numbers on this side to prevent the
legislation going through but the Government
cannot stop me from putting my point of view.

Mr Jamieson: You will not have the numbers
in the election either.

Mr CRANE: That is not the worry of the
member for Welshpool. I am not worried about
that either, because I am sure I will have the
numbers. I have been beaten many times by the
Press half an hour before the voting started and
yet I have always proved them wrong. They
should do as the weather men do and look
outside the window before making their fore-
cast. I will win the election but I certainly will
not be on the Opposition benches. I shall be on
the Government benches along with my col-
leagues. I am terribly disgusted with the legis-
lation, because I have been brought up to be-
lieve in the institution of Parliament and
democracy.

Mr Bryce: You have never believed in
democracy in your life. Don't be such a phony.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr CRANE: The member for Ascot should

keep his trap shut. I had to suffer the pangs of
many of my good friends dying for democracy
so he should not try to ram that down my
throat. I know what it is all about, as do many
of my good colleagues. Do not try to put that
one over me, egghead.

I oppose this legislation most strongly. I can
hardly call it legislation despite the fact that a
Bill is before the House. I most certainly abhor
the manner in which it was presented to this
Parliament.

MR McNEE (Mt Marshall) [5.38 p.m.]: I
support the remarks of my colleagues in the
Opposition and oppose what the Government
is trying to perpetrate on the people of Western
Australia.

Not only is it a failure as a Government on
which the people will make their decision, but
it is also trying in this cavalier fashion-one
could use that phrase after this afternoon's per-
formance-to enact a political pantomime. It
has introduced this legislation without consul-
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tation and it proposes to ask people whether
they believe that the electoral laws of Western
Australia should ensure that the people of the
State have equal rights.

What a simple question! That is like the
Premier's "bulidust bulletin" I was talking
about this morning, where he endeavours to
indicate the sort of things he has been doing.
He might as well have said, "Would you like to
have a million dollars?" because what would
the answer be for a person who does not really
understand this devious Government? And it is
a devious Government-just look at its per-
formanc in this session of Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order! Would the member
for Mt Marshall concentrate on the Bill, please.

Mr McNEE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I am
concentrating on the Bill and am trying to ex-
plain why I believe we should not support it-
that is, because this Government does not de-
serve our support. It has done nothing to give
us any confidence in it.

I must remind you, Mr Speaker, that by
bringing forward this legislation the Govern-
ment is trying to crush and jack boot the Oppo-
sition into agreeing to something it is
portraying as simple when it is anything but
simple; this Government knows that as soon as
the electors are given the chance they will do
with the Government what they have been say-
ing they will do for some time; that is, throw it
out of office as soon as they possibly can. That
will result because of the Government's per-
formance and the way in which it carries on in
this House, presenting legislation such as this.Can you imagine it, Mr Speaker? Even in this
session the Government took away, weeks be-
fore it needed to, the rights of private members
in order to proceed with Government business.
Never mind the fact that we are trying to rep-
resent people here. That is what this Bill is
about.

Mr Bryce: You represent sheep.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier

will remain silent.
Mr McNEE: I will have to beg your indul-

gence, Mr Speaker, to advise the Deputy
Premier that perhaps, if I do represent sheep,
they are very important sheep and have
provided him and his ilk, and his very militant
unionist mates, with a very good standard of
living for a very long time. I make it clear that
all I am asking for from this Government when
it talks about equality is for the same equality
as J. J. O'Connor received from it. That is the
sort of equality I am asking for, and I will

remember it, yet I know how hard it is for
people to get it. Let us make no mistake about
it; if we are going to talk about equality, let us
talk about it. Equal rights! The Government
could not spell "rights".

Mr MacKinnon: What effect will this legis-
lation have on the seat of Mt Marshall?

Mr McNEE: The seat of Mt Marshall and
several others would disappear. They would
have to, would they not, because it happens to
be the member for O'Connor's seat on this
principle. Just have a look at that!

Mr Crane: I notice the member for Mitchell
is not here.

Mr McNEE: I was going to mention that. If
they had the courage of their convictions, the
member for Mitchell and the member for War-
ren might well be on our side of the House. Are
they, under these electoral laws, really looking
for representation of their people? Of course
they are not-they have no interest whatsoever
in the people.

Mr Crane: Maybe they would like to speak.
Mr McNEE: They have made no attempt to

do so and I do not see how they could stand up
to the Government on an issue such as this. It
is an issue of fundamental and basic import-
ance, but we are asked in a few moments and
then under great restrictions to make a decision
on whether this sort of legislation ought to be
supported. Of course it should not be.

Mr MacKinnon: How many people in your
electorate have approached you about electoral
reform?

Mr McNEE: Not one. In fact, the people out
there will be judging this Government on its
performance. My electorate is big enough-it is
about 78 000 square kilometres-and I ap-
preciate the fact that I am able to use hire cars.
On one occasion I was returning to the city and
returned a car to Budget Rent A Car System
Pty Ltd. In those days Budget was in Milligan
Street. I asked the young lady there whether she
would mind taking me up to Parliament House
and she said "Indeed, no. Where is it?" As I see
it, that is the level of the person in the street;
they really do not understand electoral reform;
it is a load of garbage. This Government and
the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
Reform will be remembered. The Government
and the Minister have done nothing more than
ask at every opportunity for some electoral
reform, for no better reason than to protect
their own interests. They want electoral change,
and if they had their way there would not be

5092



[Tuesday, 26 November 19851 09

any further elections. They want to remove
themselves from the wrath of the electors and
take themselves away from that scene entirely.

I do not find anybody in my electorate asking
for electoral reform. What they are asking for
from this Government is performance, which is
what they are not getting. They are getting a
dismal performance, an absolutely abysmal
performance, and it is on that performance that
the Government will be judged. The people will
not judge it in terms of, "Do you believe that
the electoral laws of Western Australia should
ensure that all electors of the State have equal
rights?"

What does that question mean? it is very
open-ended, is it not? It is like signing one's
name to a blank cheque-that is what the
Government is asking the people of Western
Australia to do. This Government, which has
no credibility in the eyes of the people, is
asking at this late stage for the people to give it
an open cheque. It is asking the people of West-
ern Australia to put their complete confidence
in it. It has done nothing to deserve that confi-
dence, nor the confidence of the Opposition,
and I strongly oppose the Government's move.

MR OLD (Katanning-Roc) [5.48 p.m.]: I was
cut off in my prime at the second reading stage
and I feel that it would not be a bad idea if I
made a few comments now regarding this scur-
rilous Bill.

I have mentioned the fact that we were quite
surprised to hear that the Government
intended to introduce this Bill but were not at
all surprised when the Premier was reported in
last night's Press as saying the Bill would not be
introduced if there was any chance of oppo-
sition- I think it was fairly clear that there was
some reasonable chance of opposition to the
Bill. I would say, without . shadow of doubt,
that there is not one person on this side of the
House who would favour this scurrilous legis-
lation. It is framed in such a way as to put a
direct question and, of course, that is the sort
of thing that has always been bandied about
when the other side of the House wants to get
something through; but I have never seen more
loaded questions than those two in the Bill.

Previously I mentioned the fact that at the
Constitutional Convention it was moved that
the Federal Government enshrine in the Con-
stitution its ability to legislate for so-called
one-vote-one-value, the great catchcry of the
socialists. That went through with the assist-
ance of those people who are in Canberra due
to a terribly weighted vote, inasmuch as we

have proportional representation in the Senate.
But they have no conscience about that sort of
thing. Now we see, in tonight's edition of the
Daily News, Mr Bowen strutting the stage,
undertaking to correct the so-called ills in the
Western Australian system. He will have a go at
Uncle Joh as well.

Obviously this legislation is designed to en-
shrine the Labor Party in command of the
upper House in perpetuity. Labor members are
very cross because we happen to have enough
support to continue our dominance of the
upper House; they see this as a crime. How-
ever, if people like my socialist friend across
from me have their way, the opposite will ap-
ply. There is no guarantee in the world that can
be given to say that the Liberal Party will con-
tinue to have a majority in the upper House. It
is certainly my hope it does have that majority
forever and a day because at least we will be
assured of getting some sort of justice when a
Labor Government is in power. If the Labor
Party were ever to gain control of the upper
House it would be the complete and continued
ruination of WA. Fortunately, at present we are
able to contain the ALP in some of its terrible
socialistic measures, particularly in the area of
industrial relations.

It is not very long ago that the system of
elections for local government was changed to
embrace an adult franchise. Local government
authorities and State and Federal Governments
should not be confused in any way. Local
government authorities are there to administer
the affairs of towns and districts. They are
there virtually to spend the ratepayers' money;
that is probably 90 per cent of the job local
authorities do. Local authorities cannot legis-
late. Members of local authorities are admin is-
trators.

As administrators it was considered that lo-
cal councillors should be elected by the people
who paid the piper; it was those people who
should be able to say how their rates* were
spent. Now it is theoretically possible for a
council to comprise people who do not pay any
rates at all. God forbid that that should ever
happen, yet that is the sort of injustice the
Labor Party inflicts on people in this State.

I would like to know what an equal vote
means. For the record I will read this question,
which really is a masterpiece of trickery.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member to
resume his seat. In accordance with the motion
agreed to by the House I indicate that the time
for the debate has expired. The question is that
the Bill be now read a third time.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Begs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Bnan Burke
Mr Burkett
MrCarr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Peter Jones
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNce

Ayes
Mr Hughes
Mr McI ver
Mr Parker
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Terry Burke

a division taken with the

Ayes 26
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

ifTille')

Noes 19
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williamns

(Tel/er)

Pairs
Noes

Mr Hassell
Mr Cash
Mr Coyne
Mr Laurance
Mr Rushton

Question thus passed.

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the
Council.

Message: Appropriations

Message from the Governor received and
read recommending appropriations for the pur-
poses of the Hill.

BILLS (3): RETURNED

1. Electoral Amendment Bill (No. 2).

2. Forrest Place and City Station Develop-
ment Dill.

3. Local Government Amendment Bill
(No. 3).

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

FORESTS: REVOCATION OF
DEDICATION

Assembly's Resolution: Council's Concurrence
Messages from the Council received and read

notifying that it had concurred in the As-
sembly's resolutions.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Further Message

Message from the Council received and read
notifying that it had agreed to the Conference
of Managers' report.

[Questions taken.]

CLOSE OF SESSION
Complimentary Remarks

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [6.35
p.m.]: As is customary at this lime of the year
when we draw the Parliament to a close, it is
appropriate that a word or two of thanks be
directed to those people who have made our
jobs as members of Parliament easier to fulfil
than they might otherwise have been. With the
exception of the member for Katanning-Roe,
and despite the rancour that marks debate in
this Chamber from time to time, I think it is
fairly accurate to say that most people manage
to coexist fairly peacefully with each other.
That certainly has been my experience during
the past three years. While we obviously have
not agreed with the Opposition on occasions, I
can say that, in one way or another, the Oppo-
sition and the Government have managed to
pass legislation and to debate Bills and motions
of a wide variety of interests and on a number
of different subjects fairly well.

I think that the Opposition will probably say
that, on balance-the Leader of the Opposition
has said this-much of the legislation that has
passed the Parliament has done so uncontested
and that much of the legislation has generally
been supported by members on both sides of
the Chamber. Of course, those Acts, Bills or
motions that are the subject of disagreements
are the ones which invariably attract the atten-
tion of the media. I sometimes think that while
the media's job is to report items of a
newsworthy nature, it is a pity that some of the
good news is not considered to be worthy of the
prominence of some of the items that perhaps
are not good news but generally fall into the
controversial category or are matters of conten-
tion. However, that is the job of the media and
with an election coming up far be it for me to
thumb the eye of the media.
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I begin by thanking all of my colleagues on
this side of the Chamber. No man could hope
for a group of people more staunch in support
in a personal and political sense than have been
the members who sit with me on this side of the
Chamber. It is my view that the Ministry com-
prises a combination of talents that has not
been evident in Ministries in this State for
many years. It combines the talents of experi-
enced and wise older heads with younger
people of undoubted ability and enthusiasm.
To all of those members of the Ministery I
firstly express my personal thanks and also the
thanks of the Parliament for the way in which
they have shouldered burdens which are daily
growing heavier and burdens which are very
time-consuming and onerous in family as well
as personal pleasure terms.

I would record my thanks to those members
of the Ministry and to the backbench members
of the Government who comprise a group of
very talented young people who, I think, are
destined to achieve ministerial rank in most
cases and in whose ranks I am sure people can
identify future Premiers of this State. I guess
that is the good thing in my view about the
present Government. Within the Ministry
there are perhaps three or four potential
Premiers and in the backbench there are a
number of potential Ministers and certainly
people who have the potential to become
Premiers and leaders in the future.

It has been my privilege to be the Leader of
the Australian Labor Party in the formation of
this first Government since the defeat of the
Tonkin Government in 1974 and in the forma-
tion of a Government to which I think can be
credited many changes that will be of benefit to
the public and to the people of this State for
many years to come.

Mr Speaker, I would like to thank you and
compliment you for the way in which you have
discharged your obligations and the way in
which you have, in a very impartial manner,
managed to maintain order in difficult periods
of debate in this House. I do not think there is
anyone in this Parliament who would accuse
you of being anything less than absolutely im-
partial in the conduct of the business of the
Parliament. I must say that the Opposition has
certainly complimented you, indirectly,
through the absence of criticism by way of mo-
tion to disagree with your rulings or criticisms
of other sorts of the actions you have taken.

To the retiring members of the Government,
including yourself, Mr Speaker, the member for
Welshpool (Mr .Iamieson)-the father of the

House-and the member for Canning (Mr
Bateman) go the Government's good wishes
and thanks for a job of work well done. In
particular, Colin Jamieson was the leader of the
Labor Party for a number of years, and was a
very prominent Minister in the Tonkin
Government as well as being, for many years,
the President of the Australian Labor Party.
His contribution, particularly to the Standing
Orders and the practices and procedures of this
Parliament will not go unnoticed in the years
ahead.

Mr Bateman was elected as the member for
Canning at a time when that seat was a very
marginal one and, if my memory serves me
correctly, when the seat had not been held by
the same person for more than one term of a
Government's life. That the member for Can-
ning is appreciated by his electorate and his
colleagues is evident by the fact that that elec-
tion which brought him to this place was in
1968 and he is now retiring of his own volition
in 1986. On that basis to the member for Can-
ning, thank you very much Tom for the sup-
port you have given the Government and the
Labor Party during difficult years in Oppo-
sition and probably even more difficult years in
Government.

On the other side of the Parliament we note
that the member for Murchison-Eyre (Mr
Coyne) and the member for East Melville (Mr
Trethowan) are both retiring from the Parlia-
ment and we wish them well. We think that the
member for East Melville, with a blue ribbon
constituency, probably spent too short a period
in this place and it is unfortunate in the
Government's view that he is to leave the Par-
liament; but at the same time that view is based
on the belief that the Government cannot win
his seat and that his contribution has been cut
short for reasons of his own choosing. Never-
theless, it is appropriate to record the general
regret of the Government that he has made the
decision to retire.

To the member for Murchison-Eyre, who I
think is the oldest member of the Parliament,
go the good wishes of the Government for a
healthy and long retirement.

To the members of the Opposition generally
it would be less than sincere of me to say that I
hope they all retain their seats because as they
know the Government is as committed to their
defeat as they are to ours, and the Government
will be attempting to defeat as many of them as
possible at the next election to retain Govern-
ment. That is as elections are and I am sure
that members opposite would not expect us to
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do anything less. We look forward to the
election campaign and we certainly hope that
no misfortune befalls any member of the Oppo-
sition by way of ill-health or any other matter
outside the political misfortune of having a
hard and tough election campaign.

To the clerks and officers of the Parliament,
particularly Mr Okely and Mr Farrell, go the
thanks of the Government members and Min-
isters, in particular. I am not sure what we
would do without Messrs Okely and Farrell be-
cause without their guidance I am sure it would
be a matter of chaos rather than order that
confronted members during parliamentary
sessions. I hope only that they are able to pass
on their accumulated wisdom to those who fol-
low because on that accumulated wisdom de-
pends much more than the Parliament, and I
am sure depends a great deal of the State's
future.

To the Controller of the Parliament and his
staff, thank you very much for the work that
has been done in the past year. It has been
noticed that new security arrangements have
been implemented and we think that those gen-
erally have been appreciated by members.

To the Chief Steward and his dedicated band
of waiters who are sometimes forced to wait
into the early hours of the morning to serve
members with meals and drinks go our grati-
tude. I should also note that although.I do not
frequent the dining room as much as I did
previously, most members appear to remark on
the improved quality and variety of the meals
that are available within the parliamentary
dining room.

To the ladies of the Post Office-the unsung
heroes-who are often anonymous voices on
the end of a telephone and often the bearers of
the brunt of impatience and lack of tolerance of
members of Parliament and members of the
public who ring with a problem and who can-
not always show the patience and kindness
probably deserved of the ladies in the Post
Office, they work very hard and have done an
excellent job.

11 am sure that members of the Government
would like to record their appreciation of the
library staff for the facilities provided and the
professionalism they show.

To the police who protect us, I notice that
there is sometimes more frequently not just the
single policeman than previously was the case.
The policemen who are sent to protect our per-

sons these days are generally younger and fitter
than those who were previously discharged to
the purpose.

Mr Thompson: Some of them are female.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Some are female, but

that does not detract from the fact that they are
younger and fitter than was Constable Potter,
for example. Constable Potter not only
supported South Fremantle, but he was also
showing a more swelling waistline than even I
do. He is very happy in his retirement and I
saw him at the Hilton Park Bowling Club the
other day. I said to him, "Hello Constable Pot-
ter, how are you today?" He said, "Why do you
call me Constable Potter now, when you always
called me Kojak?" Anyway, Constable Potter
has been replaced by other policemen and
women for whose presence we are grateful.

The gardeners have managed to maintain the
great attractiveness of the grounds of Parlia-
ment House. I am sure members would ap-
preciate that the gardeners are very conscious
of the way in which they are treated. I have
heard from time to time that they do appreciate
a simple greeting from members of Parliament
as they enter and leave the building and cer-
tainly that greeting is deserved on the basis of
the work they do.

The last two groups of people to whom I
should extend a personal and collective thanks
of the Government are first, the Hansard staff
who have worked in very trying conditions and
who have worked long hours recording, in
many cases, a lot of nonsense that most people
will never want to read again in their lives, or
alternatively will be embarrassed about if they
have an opportunity to read it or bump into
someone who has read it. Hansard has cer-
tainly discharged its duties efficiently and pro-
fessionally and the Government acknowledges
the difficulties under which it works. We hope
that in the next Budget to be brought down
following the election, the Government will
find the scope to begin to improve the facilities,
not only for the members, but also the staff,
including the Hansard staff.

So, to the Acting Chief Hansard Reporter,
Neil Burrell, and his staff, thank you very
much.

Lastly, I should say thank you very much to
the journalists who report the proceedings of
Parliament for the work they have done. I am
under no illusions as to their conviction of
their own importance, because members of
Parliament obviously depend very heavily
upon the accurate reflection of proceedings
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here to convey to the public the positions and
the attitudes that are adopted from time to
time by Governments and Oppositions. I think
that all members would acknowledge that
members of the Press have discharged their
responsibilities to their profession in an un-
biased and impanial manner by reporting, in a
professional way, quite accurately and
interestingly the things that have occurred.

With those few words, I wish the people to
whom I have referred well for the coming year.

MR MacICINNON (Murdoch-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [6.51 p.m.]: I join
with the Premier in many of the remarks that
he made. At the outset, I extend to members
apologies from the Leader of the Opposition
who wished to be associated with these
remarks.

The Premier has indicated thanks to all of
the people in the Parliament who have helped
us in our work from the House Controller to
the police, to the sound people, to the Clerks, to
the Library staff, and many others who have
helped in running the Parliament. We join with
the Premier in expressing our thanks to each of
those people.

Our thanks go, in particular, to the Hansard
staff. We welcome the comment of the Premier
in relation to the improvement of their con-
ditions. That matter was raised by many mem-
bers on this side of the House during the
Budget debate. If the Premier had been here, he
might have heard that; perhaps he read it
subsequently. We also think that the Hansard
staff conditions in this Parliament are sec-
ond-rate at best. We hope that when we are
returned to Government, straight after the next
election, we will be able to make the improve-
ment in those conditions a high priority. If, by
some chance, we are not elected to Govern-
ment, the Government can be assured it will
have our support when it moves to improve
those conditions.

I join with the Premier also in thanking
members of the Press for their work. As the
Premier indicated, we do not always agree with
what the Press has to say. I guess that members
of the Press would say that what they write is
not always what gets printed. Other people
above them have a say in that. We understand
that, but thank them for the manner in which
they have reported the proceedings in this Par-
liament. Obviously, we will not always agree
with what they say, but by and large the mess-
age gets to the community.

Last year at this time I thanked the Leader of
the House for the manner in which he
cooperated in the business of the House. By
and large, I can say that that has occurred dur-
ing most of this year, although in the last three
or four weeks of the Parliament, Ilam sad to say
that that was not the case. I hope that next year,
whichever party is in Government, the Leader
of the House will cooperate more with the Op-
position in managing the business of the Parlia-
ment, It is not right that the business of the
House is done by sessional orders and the like.
It very rarely works. The fact that we sat here
for hours on end was testimony to the fact that
such cooperation was not in place. I hope that
in future, as happened prior to this session, that
cooperation will occur.

I join with the Premier in acknowledging the
retiring members. I extend best wishes to Colin
Jamiieson. As the Premier said, he is the father
of the House. He has been here for 33 years and
at various times has been the member for Can-
ning, the member for Beeloo, the member for
Belmont, and the member for Welshpool. I was
surprised to see that he had represented so
many electorates. I join with the Premier in
extending to him and his wife our best wishes
for a long retirement. He has made a significant
contribution to the development of the
Australian Labor Party. I am sure that his party
wil acknowledge that in due course.

I extend best wishes to the member for Can-
ning, Tom Bateman. My best wishes to you and
your family, Tom. My first contact with Tom
was in 1974 when we were trying to knock him
off with Bruce Sinclair. We were not successful
then and we have not been since. I must say
that Tom has been a very good local member
and is held in high regard by all sections of the
community. He is also a very popular member
around the House. I am sure all my colleagues
on this side of the House extend their best
wishes to you also, Tom.

Members: Hear, hear!
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, you were

elected at the same time as Tom Bateman, 18
years ago. To you go our best wishes and
thanks for the work that you have done as the
Speaker. As I have indicated previously in the
Parliament, one position to which I have never
aspired in this House is that of Speaker. Once
here, I worked that out quickly. It is a terribly
difficult and demanding job which you have
handled exceptionally well. Thank you for that
contribution over the past three years, To you
and your wife I express best wishes for your
retirement. You have made a significant contri-
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bution to the Parliament as an Opposition
member, as Speaker, and as a Minister. You
have a right now to expect to enjoy a long and
happy retirement.

Members: Hear, hear!
Mr MacKINNON: Peter Coyne, the member

for Murchison-Eyre, who unfortunately is not
here, was elected in 197 1. He has been here for
15 years and we also extend our best wishes to
him. At successive elections, the Press wrote off
Peter Coyne. At the last election our Govern-
ment fell, but Peter Coyne is still the member
for Murchison-Eyre. That is a great credit to
him. He has an extremely difficult electorate to
represent, as anybody who has been to that
area would know. He has represented it ex-
tremely well in his own special way. Again, he
can be proud of his contribution to the people
of Murchison-Eyre. As you would be well
aware, Mr Speaker, his wife is not in the best of
health. To both him and his wife we extend our
best wishes for a long retirement and, particu-
larly in his wife's case, a very healthy one.

Of those members retiring, Tony Trethowan
has been a member for the shortest time, but is
probably the best known to me. His electorate
adjoins mine and we are both members of the
Tangney division of the Liberal Party. Tony
has always been an outstanding member of that
division. From the point of view of our party
he will be sadly missed as a member and a
contributor. He will be sadly missed by our
party. At one of our branch meetings last night,
I indicated that Tony is not a member who has
had a high public profile, but within our party
room, within the committees of our party, and
within the organisation, he has made a signifi-
cant contribution. He is a man of undoubted
intellect and will be sorely missed by members
on this side of the House. Tony, you are still a
young man; you have a big future ahead of you.
Whatever the future holds, we wish you the
very best and thank you for the contribution
that you have made to our party in the brief
time that you have been with us.

We hope, of course, that most of those who
retire involuntarily after the next election will
be on the other side of the House. We do not
know who they will be, but we give our best
wishes to them as well.

Mr Blaikie: We have some ideas.
Mr MacKINNON: We hope that we have.
The Leader of the Opposition has asked me

to extend to our colleagues on this side of the
House our sincere thanks. He and 1, as the
Leaders of our party, have enjoyed their sup-

port throughout the last couple of years, and we
have appreciated it. It has not been easy at
times, with the difficult issues that we have had
to face together, but we have gone through
those difficult times and have come out the
stronger for them at the end.

My thanks go also to the Whip, Tony
Williams, who has had a difficult job. Thanks
also are due to Benl Crane who acted as Whip
in the member for Clontarf's absence and to
George Spriggs who has also acted in that
position. The Whip's job is also not one to
which I have aspired, but it is one that each of
these people has carried out at various times in
a very effective and efficient way. So thank you
to our colleagues on this side of the House for
their support.

As the Premier said, we also look forward to
the election and to reoccupying the ministerial
benches. We look forward to assuming those
onerous duties about which he talked. I know
how onerous the duties are, but I assure the
Premier that we look forward very much to the
day when we can take over those tasks, To all
those concerned with the Parliament, members
of the Government and the Opposition alike,
the Leader of the Opposition-and, I am sure,
all Opposition members-and I extend best
wishes for Christmas and the new year.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [6.59 p.m.J: On be-
half of the National Party of Australia I join the
Premier and the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition in conveying to the House my party's
best wishes for the future. I repeat some of the
best wishes to various members of the staff who
are required to operate in the Parliament. I
refer to everybody: The Clerks; the attendants;
the stewards; the gardeners; the library staff;
the Hansard staff; and everybody else involved.
In my 12 years' experience, I have never found
such an obliging group of people.

Mr Speaker, as you would be aware, I come
from a fanming background. When one is work-
ing for oneself one always has to do certain
tasks for oneself, but in this particular estab-
lishment it is very rare that one cannot ask
someone to perform a task for one. It will be
performed extremely well and without any re-
quirement for any additional work to be done.

I convey to all those people my thanks
the thanks of the National Party for the
they have performed that work and made
place as pleasant as it is.

and
way
this
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With regard to members, I firstly pay tribute
to the members who are retiring by choice. I
would certainly like to be able to choose when
to retire rather than have it forced upon me
involuntarily.

You, Mr Speaker, have brought to the
position you hold an element of relaxed infor-
mality which has been apparent to everyone
but which has not in any way detracted from
the order of the House. I compliment you on
that achievement because it is a very difficult
task to win the respect of members and to hold
the office of Speaker, particularly in the politi-
cal field as it now is. Political practice has
tended to become subjective and the conduct is
not as gentlemanly as that which was once
expected from members of Parliament.

I would like to say to the Premier that in
most instances we have received the cooper-
ation of his Ministers in matters relating to
certain electoral difficulties we have brought to
their attention. We appreciate that assistance
from the Premier and his Ministers. We have
noted that they have complied with their oath
of office that they would serve the State with-
out fear and without favour. They have done so
when particular issues have been put before
them. I thank the Premier and his colleagues
for that cooperation.

The National Party looks forward to the
coming election with great anticipation. We
have no doubt that it will be an extremely
hard-fought campaign and I shall certainly ap-
proach it with relish.

There will be some involuntary retirements
after the election. There is nothing to be done
about that. However, we hope that those who
will be forced into an early retirement will have
no hard feelings and that they will achieve
some satisfaction in whatever they decide to
pursue in place of a political career.

It is always very difficult, as the third person
to speak on such an occasion, to say something
new. Despite having heard it all before, I ask
members to accept my sincerity in wishing
everybody, staff and members of Parliament,
our best wishes and compliments for the
coming season.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) [7.04 p.m.): I
would like to take a few moments to thank the
many members of the present and past staff-
going back to Mr Islip, Mr Hawley, and Mr
Bartlett-who have always given me good ad-
vice from the top clerical position they hold or
held. They have always been most friendly also.
As the Premier said, without them Parliament

would be bard-pressed to run. They were able
to perform their duties well by studying their
field of interest and they have been most help-
ful to us all.

I also take the opportunity to thank the
member for Kalamunda for his assistance when
he was Speaker. He was mast fair to me when I
was Leader of the Opposition, I appreciated his
friendship and association and, of course, still
do, although in a different capacity now.

To the younger members I would like to say
that in this game it is very advisable to stick to
principles because members will be
remembered longer in history in that way than
if they become political pragmatists. Such
people come and go, and once they have gone
no-one ever remembers them. It is better for
members to stick to their guns and they will
find other members will appreciate them. The
problems that beset new members are similar
to those I had when I first started. I remember
that I could feel the beads of perspiration run-
ning behind my knees when I rose to speak. It
was kind of a nervous affliction. No doubt all
members experience similar sensations when
they are new.

I have been a member in this place for a long
time and I greatly appreciate the friendships I
have formed with my colleagues on both sides
of the House. It has not always been easy; we
have barked at one another and members will
appreciate how much I have barked no matter
how close my fellow barkers were.

It is a little hard to realise that the only time I
shall be speaking in future in this Chamber will
possibly be at some ex-members' association
meeting. I will then be joining my colleagues
the member for Canning, you, Mr Speaker, and
others, to make the leaders of the day aware of
the concessions that ex-members may seek to
make their lives a little happier.

I thank those who have been associated with
me and those who have helped me. Perhaps I
have been helpful to them also, even to the
member for Kalamunda today by trying to get
him out of a fight with the Licensing Court.
Incidentally, there is no truth in the rumour
that the member for East Melville and I are
leaving to set up our own independent licensing
court! We did our job in that regard and that is
the end of it.

I thank members once again for their
tolerance, association, and friendship.

[Applause.]
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THE SPEAKER (Mr Harman): The Speaker
does not get many opportunities to make
speeches and I do not wish to make a long
speech tonight because I have not had much
practice in the last three years. However, I will
make some comments.

I thank the Premier, the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition, the Leader of the National
Party, and the member for Welshpool for the
remarks they made about me and for the good
wishes they have conveyed on behalf of their
members to me and my wife on my retirement
from the Parliament. I would also like to thank
members of the Assembly for having given me
the opportunity to hold the office of Speaker
for the last three years. I hasten to add that it
has been a great challenge and one I have
enjoyed.

I also pay special tribute to the member for
Rockingham who has been Deputy Speaker
and Chairman of Committees for the past three
years. In my view he has conducted himself in
an exceptional manner, both as Deputy
Speaker and as Chairman of Committees. I ap-
preciate the willingness he has shown on every
occasion on which I have asked him to relieve
me of my duties. That also applies to the Act-
ing Speakers of the House and Deputy
Chairmen of Committees- They have been ex-
ceptionally generous with their time; they are
not paid for those duties but they have never
winced when asked to take part in the proceed-
ings for which they are required.

Of course, I am extremely indebted to the
Clerk of the Assembly, Mr Bmuce Okely, for his
advice and assistance. Mr Okely has travelled
around most of the Parliaments of Australia
and the South Pacific in the last three years and
he is recognised in all of those Parliaments as a
person with considerable knowledge, expertise,
and experience in the parliamentary arena of
Australia. His advice is sought not only by us
here but also by others from other States. I am
very grateful as I am sure are all members, that
we have such a person here who is so efficient
and has such great ability in the performance of
his work. It does reflect on the Parliament
when we know that we can put our confidence
in such a person.

I must say also that the attitude and the de-
meanour of our Clerk is reflected also in his
staff. I have never found in the various pursuits
I have had over my career a happier or more
contented staff who want to help than what 1
have found in the Assembly in the last three

years. Just as an aside I should mention that
when I first came into Parliament and I viewed
the situation in the Legislative Council and
noticed the activities of the members of that
House I often said to myself and some of my
colleagues that if there is any truth in reincar-
nation I would like to come back as a Legislat-
ive Councillor but since becoming Speaker I
learnt that I was the twenty-third Speaker of
this Assembly and Bruce Okely was only the
eighth Clerk of the Assembly, so I soon
changed my mind.

My personal secretary, Miss Cynthia Pick,
has performed her duties in an excellent man-
ner. Miss Pick has been the secretary to seven
Speakers, all of whom are indebted to her for
her competent and efficient style. Miss Pick
retires in 1986 and we all extend our best
wishes to her.

I wish to thank the Hansard service for their
attention to their task. In recent weeks Hansard
staff have been asked to perform under excep-
tional and almost intolerable circumstances. To
their credit they have done so without com-
plaint. It is interesting to note by way of com-
parison the increased workload of Hansard in
this Parliament as compared with the previous
Parliament. The previous Parliament from
1980 to the end of 1982 produced 17 604 pages
of Hansard, and interestingly enough that was
spread over 175 sitting days. Since 1983 until a
week ago the present Parliament produced
21 172 pages covering 171 days. The increase
in workload and the introduction of many new
parliamentary committees, both Standing and
Select, have led to the recruitment of three
more reporters in the Hansard service and the
introduction of a system of casual typists. In
turn, temporary accommodation had to be
provided in the corridor, a decision I did not
lightly accept or agree to; but in the final analy-
sis I had no other alternative.

After careful consideration steps have now
been taken to introduce modem technology to
Hansard in the form of word processors, com-
puters, etc., which will be phased in over the
next two years. As a result, efficiency will in-
crease and one of the spin-offs will be a daily
Hansard. It is now possible to see the day when
members in their electorate offices will be able
to have facilities to enable access to daily infor-
mation about the passage of Bills, questions,
Notice Papers, parliamentary debates, and so
on, all achieved at the touch of a keyboard in
their office. Even questions on notice will be
accepted and transmitted to the Clerks of the
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Parliament in that way, and I hope by that time
there is a software package to eliminate spelling
mistakes and improve punctuation.

The Parliamentary Library has again ably
and expertly responded to the needs of mem-
bers. Several new services have been
introduced and well received. We are all grate-
ful to the Parliamentary Librarian, Miss
Roslynn Membrey, and her staff for their en-
thusiasm and professional approach to their
duties.

My appreciation and thanks are also ex-
tended to those important people who handle
the busy parliamentary switchboard, the door
attendants, the police, and the gardeners.
Sometimes I have to rely upon the head gar-
dener to find out what is the position in the
Parliament. He has never failed me.

The new House Controller has settled into
his duties in an exemplary manner. His high
standard and congenial manner have been
reflected throughout the daily running of the
House and he has been ably assisted by the
staff of the parliamentary dining room.

As members know, I have introduced several
innovations to the Chamber that have been
well accepted, for which I am extremely grate-
ful. Members will be aware that 1, and the
Deputy Speaker, have endeavoured to reduce
the number of interjections. Despite our re-
quests from the Chair and instructions to
Hansard, 1 can claim only limited success.

During my time as Speaker the question of
televising live our proceedings was often raised.
During my visits to other Parliaments in other
countries I was able to see at first hand live
televising of some of those Parliaments, even of
the House of Lords. I was impressed with the
manner of production but was not convinced
that maximum audience viewing could be
attracted to the totality of the proceedings. It
seems to me that question time would be prime
viewing and debates on topical issues would be
next. More importantly, I observe that in most
cases the decision to televise live was made
only after the members had thomoughly debated
the issue. Often, I was tempted to approve
unilaterally the introduction of live television
in this Chamber. However, after due consider-
ation I declined to approve the proposal as I
felt that this was a matter the members of the
Assembly should decide by vote. I therefore
strongly urge members of the next Parliament
to address this matter.

I have also been concerned at the practice
presently undertaken to debate the Committee
stage of the yearly revenue appropriation Bill.
The present practice is for the Assembly to sit
virtually day and night and in some quarters it
has been criticised as being tedious and rep-
etitious. Other Parliaments have resolved this
problem by referring the Bill to an appropri-
ations committee or committees which meet
separately from normal parliamentary sittings
and when the deliberations are completed the
committee reports back to the Parliament. I
also urge members of the next Parliament to
consider this course.

As Speaker, I have endeavoured to empha-
sise the distinction between Parliament and the
Government. Parliament should not be seen as
another Government department. The auton-
omy of Parliament should be seen to be beyond
Government control and/or direction. Some
other Parliaments and Governments have
recognised this distinction. The practical appli-
cation of this recognition has been the intro-
duction of a separate appropriation Bill for
Parliament rather than Parliament being
lumped together with other Government de-
partments. I am pleased the Premier has ac-
cepted this principle. I must also say that the
relationship between the Government and
myself has been most cordial and respectful,
not because of me personally but because of the
position. Matters requiring attention have been
discussed and agreed in an amiable and con-
structive manner.

Recently some derogatory remarks have been
made about Parliament House and its facilities.
I disagree with the extreme view expressed in
recent days by a member of the Legislative
Council. I am sure most, if not all members are
conscious that tbis Parliament House is now
not able to adequately cope with the increased
demand from members and staff for accommo-
dation.

In recent years the increase in the number of
members has automatically increased the de-
mand for extra staff and facilities. The increase
in committees has similarly placed extra stress
upon space in this Parliament. The most
pressing demand has been accommodation for
Hansard services and the Parliamentary Li-
brary. Parallel to that demand has been the
situation facing Ministers of the Crown and
members. Unfortunately Ministers are obliged
to share limited office accommodation to con-
sult their staff or interview people. In some
cases Ministers are obliged to conduct inter-
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views in the passageways of the House. Simi-
larly, members are obliged to share offices with
one or even two other members.

It is not a secret either that staff of this
House are obliged to work under conditions
which are ultra via's the standards laid down
under the current regulations. The time, there-
fore, has arrived to evaluate our present accom-
modation and to determine what is required in
the future. Happily, I am able to report that
action has been taken by the Government to
undertake this review, and I thank the Govern-
ment for this initiative. Whether in the future
the present Parliament House will be extended
or whether an annexe across Harvest Terrace
will be built separately is a decision for the next
Parliament and Government. For the sake of
all concerned [ hope this question is addressed
as soon as possible next year. I also urge that
when these final considerations are being
made, some consideration is also given to the
needs of the public; and I refer, of course, to
those who come here without invitation to sit
in the Public Gallery.

Members, I have been a member of this As-
sembly for 18 years, thanks to the electors of
Maylands. I am grateful for their support over
the years and I hope I have answered their trust
and their confidence.

A number of other members will also retire
at the end of this Parliament. I have enjoyed
their friendship and support and I hope that it
will continue in the future. I wish them every-
thing they wish for themselves in their retire-
ment.

I also extend to all the members and their
wives and families Christmas greetings and
best wishes for the New Year.

I thank members for the opportunity to make
this, probably my last confession in this House,
and I now call upon the Premier to give the last
rites.

[Applause-]

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) (7.22
p.m.J: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn to a
date and time to be fixed by Mr Speaker.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 7 23 p.mr.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

1595. Postponed.

GOVERNMENT BUILDINGS

Perth Technical College Site.' Sale

1649. Mr CASH, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) Has the Government sold or agreed to
sell the site occupied by the Perth
Technical College?

(2) If "Yes", what area of land was sold?

(3) To whom was the land sold and how
much was the purchase price?

(4) Has settlement been effected?

(5) If "No" to (4), when is settlement to
take place?

(6) Did the Valuer General advise the
Government on the value of the site?

(7) If "Yes" to (6), how much did the
Valuer General suggest the site was
worth and to what date did this value
apply?

(8) Did the Government seek private
commercial advice on the value of the
site, and if so, how much did the pri-
vate valuer suggest the site was worth?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 1. 1488 hectares.

(3) To the WADC for the private sworn
valuation of $20.5 million.

(4) No.

(5) Settlement is anticipated to take place
in December 1985.

(6) and (7) The Valuer General's estimate
of the value of the site in March 1985
was $16 million for the total site with
vacant possession.

(8) The WADC received a private sworn
valuation of $20.5 million if the site
was sold in toto. and $19 million if
sold in two stages.

1666, and 1672 to 1674. Postponed.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Consultants: Costs

1675. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:
(1) With regard to the 1985 annual report

of the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation, what was the sum
paid by the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation for consultants'
fees and consulting services?

(2) To which companies and persons were
the above fees paid?

(3) What was the nature of the consulting
services and what amount was paid to
companies, business firms, or pro-
fessional firms in which any of the di-
rectors held a beneficial interest?

(4) What are the specific details of the
funds referred to in (3) and to whom
were they paid?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (4) The matters to which the mem-

ber refers are disclosed in the corpor-
ation's annual report in accordance
with the provisions of the Companies
(Western Australia) Code as required
by section 4(5) of the Western
Australian Development Corporation
Act 1983.

1686- Postponed.

AGED PERSONS: RETIRED PERSONS
Services.- Task Force Inquiry

1687. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Community Services:
(1) When was the report of the task force

inquiry into the coordination of ser-
vices for retired persons received by
the Government?

(2) (a) Was the report made public; and
(b) if so, when?

(3) What action has the Government
taken to implement recom-
mendations?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) There is no task force inquiry specifi-

cally for the coordination of services
for retired pensioners. However, there
is a task force on community initiat-
ives for senior citizens. I expect that
task force will report by the end of
November.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.
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PLANNING: METROPOLITAN REGION
PLANNING AUTHORITY

Land Purchases: Rural Zoning
1691. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for

Housing:
Further to question 1574 (9) of 1985
concerning the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority and City of
Cockburn proposals to rezone land
within the rural wedges between the
south-eastern and south-western corni-
dons, if both organisations have no
knowledge of proposals for scheme
amendments, why have they pur-
chased land zoned rural under the
Metropolitan region scheme?

Mr WILSON replied:
There are ample past instances where
land zoned rural has been purchased
by both private and public organis-
ations. Indeed, and as the member will
be well aware, many of the initial 1975
acquisitions of the Urban Lands
Council approved for purchase by the
previous Government were-and
some still remain-rural. The pur-
chases he refers to are no different.

FORESTS
Woodc/uips: Production

1697. Dr DADOIJR, to the Minister for.
Conservation and Land Management:

How many cubic metres of-
(a) karri;
(b) marri; and
(c) Tasmanian blue gum,
are required to produce one tonne of
woodchips as produced by the West-
ern Australian Chip and Pulp Co, Pty
Ltd?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(a) 0.86m' mature logs;
(b) O.S0m' mature logs;
(c) O. 72m' immature logs.

FORESTS
Timber Industry: Agreement

1698. Mr RUSHTON, to the Premier
(1) Further to question 1563 of 1985, is

he aware that the complete sentence
by Dr Shea that was quoted was: "in
addition to that, the timber industry

had claims on a number of areas and
although they were not legally binding
in the sense of an Act of Parliament
they were nonetheless binding on the
Government 1 ?

(2) Will he state at what other point in the
interview Dr Shea qualified this
statement in the form stated in the
answer by the Premier to question
1563?

(3) Is the statement by Dr Shea that the
claims "were nonetheless binding"
factual?

(4) If the agreements were not binding,
why did Dr Shea state the agreement
in relation to the 12 000 hectare rec-
reation zone and the "timber industry
and other parties to negotiations
would have immediately been void"?

(5) If the agreements were binding as
claimed by Dr Shea, will he now
please explain the contradiction in his
assurance that the claims were not
binding?

(6) Does the statement, "claims on a
number of areas" mean-
(a) specified areas;, or
(b) non-specified areas?

(7) If the areas were not specified, why
was it decided to grant access to the
timber industry to areas zoned rec-
reation along the Murray Valley
within the Lane-Poole reserve?

(8) Has the Goverment received sub-
missions from-
(a) the timber companies; or
(b) the Timber Industry Workers

Union,
to allow logging in the Murray Valley
within the recreation zone of the
Lane-Poole reserve?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The qualification is in

quoted by the member.
(3) Yes. The Government

bound.
(4) Answered by (3).

the sentence

was morally

(5) The agreements with respect to the
timber industry were not legally bind-
ing. as stated by Dr Shea.

(6) Non-specif ied areas.
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(7) Logging is not necessarily incompat-
ible with recreation use and the
Government has a moral obligation to
provide a log resource from the forest.

(8) (a) and (b) Not to my knowledge.

FORESTS
Woodchips: Sawmill Quality Logs

1702. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) In relation to an article in the Daily

News of 12 November-page 14-
(a) is it a fact that sawmill quality

logs are being chipped by the
Western Australian Chip and
Pulp Co Ply Ltd;

(b) if "Yes", how long has this been
going on?

(2) What has been done about it?
(3) What is the estimated loss sustained

by the State from this practice-
(a) in royalties;
(b) in sawlog volume,
since the Western Australian Chip and
Pulp Co Ply Ltd began its operations?

(4) (a) Is it a fact that the coupe system
of timber allocation is to be
scrapped and a tender or auction
system introduced;

(b) if "Yes", when?
(5) Will the change be to-

(a) tender,
(b) auction;
(c) both auction and tender systems?

(6) Will the timber to be allocated be in
parcels small enough for small inde-
pendent operators to be able to tender
and/or bid for them?

(7) How many jobs per unit of production
are provided by-
(a) Bunnings;
(b) McLeans;
(c) small independent operators;
(d) salvage millers?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) (a) No sawmill quality logs are know-

ingly chipped by WACAP;
(b) not applicable.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

(4) (a) Modifications to the salvage log-
ging system are being currently
considered;

(b) this will depend on the results of
the review.

(5) and (6) Answered by (4).

(7) Information is not available to pro-
vide any meaningful comparison.

PLANNING

Old Tip Site Manning

1703. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for
Planning:

Will he please advise what stage has
now been reached in respect of nego-
tiations between the South Perth City
Council and the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority regarding the old
tip at the corner of Goss Avenue and
Manning Road, Manning?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The documents to lease the subject
land to the local authority were re-
ferred to the City of South Perth for
endorsement. Council is to give for-
mal consideration to accepting the
lease at its monthly meeting on 27
November 1985.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL

Serpentine Future Development

1704. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has land been purchased at Serpen-
tine adjacent to the school to provide
for future development of the school
site?

(2) If "Yes", will he please detail for me
the-

(a) identification of the land;

(b) area of land;

(c) purchase price, and;

(d) proposed use of the land?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.
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ARTS COUNCIL
Membership

1705. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(I) Who are the current members of the

Western Australian Arts Council?
(2) Which of those members are also

members of the Australian Labor
Party arts advisory committee?

(3) When were those listed in (2)
appointed to the Western Australian
Arts Council?

(4) Who advised him to appoint those
members to the Western Australian
Arts Council?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) The current members of the Western

Australian Arts Council are-
Mr Harry Bluck-Chairman.
Mr Brian McKay-Deputy
Chairman.
Mr Hial Colebatch
Mr Stephen Cox
Mrs Lesley-AnnoHare
Professor Leslie Marchant
Mrs Joan Pope
Mrs Robin Reilly
Mrs A] ross Sumner
Mr Peter Woodward.

(2) This question should be directed to
individual councillors.

(3) and (4) Not applicable.

1706. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Westrail: Unaccompanied Children

1707. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
In light of the answer from him to
question 1578 of 1985, would he state
what notice Westrail's Manager, Pass-
enger Services requires to make a de-
cision on whether or not children be-
tween the age of five and 16 years are
permitted to travel unaccompanied on
Westrail buses on country services?

Mr GRILL replied:
Doubtful cases are normally referred
to the Manager, Passenger Servces at
the time of booking and a decision can
be made almost immediately. Passen-
gers may book up to two mponths in
advance of travel. If the member is

concerned with a specific case and lets
me know the details, I will arrange for
it to be examined.

HEALTH: NURSES
Country Hospitals: Nursing Assistants

1708. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Health;
Adverting to question 1579 of 1985,
the question asked referred to nursing
assistants but the reply only
mentioned registered nurses and en-
rolled nurses, would he give consider-
ation to permitting hospitals to em-
ploy nursing assistants?

Mr HODGE replied:
It is contrary to the Nurses Act to em-
ploy untrained personnel to carry out
nursing duties in country hospitals.

EDUCATION: STUDENTS
Intellectually Talented Programmes:

Committee of inquiry

1709. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Does the Government intend to im-
plement recommendations contained
in the Kelly report of the committee of
inquiry into programmes for intellec-
tually talented students?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Most of the Kelly committee's
recommendations relating to primary
education have been implemented,
although objective measures of per-
forianc still comprise one element
of the process by which children gain
admission to programmes.

The advice that the existing secondary
programme should be phased out was
considered by the Government. In
view of the recommendations of the
committee of inquiry and research
undertaken by the Education Depart-
ment, this advice was not accepted.
However, extension of opportunities
for able students was augmented by
the introduction of the secondary ex-
tension and challenge programme.

The Kelly and Beazley
recommendations regarding pro-
grammes for academically able
students have stimulated considerable
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interest in schools and, as a result, the
number of school-based programmes
has increased considerably.

COURTS: FAMILY COURT
Commonwealth Court: Compatibility

1710. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Did the Attorney General initiate an

inquiry to recommend ways of making
the Western Australian Family Court
more compatible with the Common-
wealth Family Court?

(2) If so, what was the outcome and what
action did the Attorney General take
on the committee's recommendations?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) In 1984, on the recommendations of

the Chairman of Judges of the Family
Court of Western Australia, a com-
mittee chaired by Judge Connor of the
Family Court was established to re-
port on amendments required to the
Family Court Act consequential upon
and to keep uniformity with the Fam-
ily Law Amendment Act 1983 of the
Commonwealth.

(2) Following the committee's report,
Cabinet approved the drafting of
amendments to the Family Court Act.
Drafting is under way and the legis-
lation will be introduced in the next
Parliament.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: CABINET
Functional Review Cornmiittee: Membership

1711. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Government Functions Review

Committee still active?
(2) If "Yes", who are its current mem-

bers?
(3) Would he detail what actions the

Government has taken as a result of
the committee's recommendations?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Yes, the WA Government Functional

Review Committee is still active.
(2) The members of the committee are-

Mr K. E. Mann (Chairman),
Deputy Chairman, Public Service
Board

Mr W. F. Ralston, Auditor Gen-
eral
Mr A. J. Lloyd, Assistant Under
Treasurer
Mr K. Edwards, Executive Direc-
tor, Policy Division, Department
of Premier and Cabinet.

(3) The committee's work is an extension
of the ordinary process of internal ad-
vice to the Government and detailed
information concerning specific re-
views will not necessarily be made
public.
However, in a more general sense, I
advise that as a result of the com-
mittee's recommendations a number
of measures have been taken to im-
prove efficiency and effectiveness, and
reduce costs over a wide range of
Government agencies. For example,
measures have been instituted to-

Reduce overlap and duplication
of functions;
assign functions to more appro-
priate bodies;
scale down and abolish functions
no longer necessary;
establish standards for accommo-
dation;
reset objectives and restructure
organisations to operate more
effectively;
improve interdepartmental com-
munication.

PLANNING LEGISLATION
Committee of Inquiry: Report

1712. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) When did the Government receive the

report of the committee of inquiry
into town planning legislation?

(2) Was the report made public?

(3) What action is proposed on recom-
mendations contained in the report?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) December 1984.

(2) Yes. Copies were sent to all persons
and organisations that lodged sub-
missions to the committee of inquiry,
including local authorities and State
Government organisations. Their
further comments are invited.
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(3) It is intended next year to introduce
legislation to implement many of the
recommendations affecting planning
approvals. Other proposals are still be-
ing studied with a view to their poss-
ible implementation next year.

SHOPPING
Trading Hours Inquiry: Report

1713. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Industrial
Relations:

When is the report of the shop trading
hours inquiry expected?

Mr PARKER replied:
At some time in the new year.

COMMUNICATIONS
Satellite Advisory Committee:- Meetings

1714. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Communication:
(1) Is the State satellite advisory com-

mittee still active?
(2) If so, when did it last meet?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) No. The State satellite advisory com-

mittee was superseded by the com-
munications advisory committee in
June 1984.

(2) Not applicable.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Foundry Industry Working Party: Report

1715. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(t) When did the working party studying

the foundry industry present its report
to the Government?

(2) What actions has the Government
taken to implement the
recommendations contained in the re-
port?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(t) 16iJuly 1985.
(2) A tripartite approach to the foundry

industr's problems by the Govern-
ment, industry, and unions resulted in
the formiation of the Western
Australian Foundry Industry Coun-
cil-WAFIC-in August 1985. The

association's charter and constitution
were confirmed at the inaugural meet-
ing held on 23 September 1985.

The association is currently liaising
with various organisations to ascertain
how best it may secure a greater mar-
ket share of contracts relating to the
North-West Shelf project and liquid
natural gas plant.

Negotiations are also being held with
the Confederation of WA Industry re-
garding the "Can you make it" pro-
motion campaign.

The association is also liaising with
the Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare Commission regarding the
redrafting of the Foundry Regulations.
Comment was also sought from the
association concerning the recent
noise abatement discussion document
and the Factories Lead Materials
Regulations.

An industry capability register is cur-
rently being compiled by the associ-
ation for promotional purposes.

The Government supports the
objective of WAFIC to develop
long-term strategic goals for the
foundry industry.

EDUCATION: TEACHERS

Stress: Working Party

1716. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Education:

Further to his answer to my question
1690 of 1985 concerning the working
party into teaching profession stress,
what does he mean by "negotiating as
to the final form of the report"?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The teacher stress inquiry is a major
research project involving responses
from over 2 000 teachers on more
than 300 questions. Statistical analysis
of this data is complex and the in-
terpretations which may be drawn
need to be exhaustively examined.

The committee will resume this exam-
ination shortly after a delay of several
months during which additional
analysis has been undertaken.
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COMMUNITY SERVICES
Domestic Violence Task Force: Report

1717. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Community Services:
(1) Has the task force into domestic viol-

ence produced a report?
(2) If so, when was the report made pub-

lic?
(3) If not, when does he expect to receive

a report?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The report is expected to be received

mid-Dcember.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Northern Corridor Working Party Report

1718. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has he received a report from the

northern corridor bus services work-
ing party established in July 1984?

(2) If "Yes", what were its recom-
mendations and what action has the
Government taken to implement
these recommendations?

(3) If no report has been received, when
does the Government expect to re-
ceive one?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The committee made recom-

mendations to-

(a) Improve off-peak services in the
area north of Beach Road and
west of Wanneroo Road;

(b) provide a link from Wanneroo to
the coast;

(c) extend services into new and
expanding areas;

(d) coordinate services through the
Warwick Bus Station; and

(e) realign bus routes to make them
more direct and improve journey
times by taking advantage of
newly constructed roads such as
Hepburn Avenue and the
Mitchell Freeway.

All of the above were implemented.
New services were introduced on 14
April 1985.

(3) The Opposition Leader's question is
an eloquent reminder of exactly how
seriously the Liberal Party takes the
issue of public transport. Bus services
in the north-west corridor were
overhauled last April, in one of the
biggest planning developments in the
MTT's history and announced at a
major televised Press conference-
and the Leader of the Opposition
wants to know what is happening! The
successful bus changes are a great trib-
ute to the members for Whitford and
.Joondalup who have fought tirelessly
for better public transport in the
north-west suburbs, and are confir-
mation of why those members and
this Government can look forward to
powerful popular endorsement at the
election.
Rip Van Hassell would do well to
wake from his slumbers and catch up
with what is happening in the
transport world. I assure him that
promises of privatisation will never be
an adequate alternative to a Govern-
ment assuming the task of vigorous
and informed management.

BUSINESSES
Small Business Survey: Progress

1719. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Small Business:
(1) What progress has been made in the

small business survey announced by
him in June 1984?

(2) When is the survey to be completed?

(3) How is the information gathered by
the survey to be used and will it be
available to the public?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The original concept of the small busi-
ness survey has been replaced by a sur-
vey plan which encompasses a smaller
sample survey conducted each six
months. The smaller periodic surveys
are favoured because they will cost
less and it is envisaged they should
draw a more favourable response than
the originally intended universal sur-
vey.
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As reported by the Small Business De-
velopment Corporation in its publi-
cation "Small Business In Western
Australia-A Report 1985", which
was released in October 1985, the
proposed six-monthly surveys are to
be conducted as a joint exercise with
the Confederation of Western
Australian Industry. Its three aims are
to obtain the views of the small busi-
ness sector on topical issues, to assess
the previous six months of economic
activity in the small business sector,
and to measure the confidence of the
small business sector for the next six
months. The survey will be the first of
its kind directed at small business and
Will provide important information
for planning support services to this
sector of the economy.

(2) and (3) Not applicable.

YOUTH TASK FORCE
Membership

1720. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Youth Affairs:
(1) Who are, or were, the members of the

youth task force?
(2) Is the task force still active and, if so,

when did it last meet?
(3) What recommendations has the task

force presented to him?
(4) What action has the Government

taken, or does it propose to take, on
these recommendations?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) The members Were-

CHAIRMAN
Professor Brian Hill School of
Education Murdoch University
STEERING COMMITTEE
Mr Ellis Griffiths Senior Youth
Consultant Department for
Youth Sport and Recreation
Ms Helen Creed Chairperson
Youth Affairs Council of WA
Mr Peter Kenyon Co-operatives
Project Officer State Employment
Task Force
COMM ITTEE
Mr Doug Costello Relieving
Superintendent Technical Edu-
cation Department

Mr Don Sivyer Youth
Employment and Special Train-
ing Officer Division of Industrial
Training Department of Employ-
ment and Administrative Services

Mr Lee Pegler Assistant Research
Officer State Employment Task
Force

Ms Vivian Cantin Youth Leader-
ship Director YMCA

Mr Nic James Social Worker
Youth Health Services Public
Health Department

Mrs Maureen Munro Youth
Officer Anglican Department of
Education Anglican Church

Mrs Sheryl Carmody Social Work
Co-ordinator Youthcare Catholic
Welfare
Ms Elena Mobilia Part-time Proj-
ect Worker Youth Affairs Council
of WA

Mr Robin Stevens CYSS Partici-
pants Association
Mr Sandy Lawson Executive
Officer Rural Youth Movement
Council

Mr Newland Hutchinson Execu-
tive Director (Jesus People then)
YMCA of Perth

Mr Chris Panizza Assistant In-
dustrial Officer Federated Clerks'
Union (representing Trades and
Labor Council of WA)
Ms Wendy Browning Student
WAIT

Mr Michael Gaff Project Officer
Bay swater CYSS
Ms Genevieve Errey Executive
Officer Youth Affairs Council of
WA
Rev George Davies Synod Youth
Consultant Uniting Church
Mrs Joy Cooke State Com-
missioner Girl Guide Association

Mr Brendon McCarthy Confeder-
ation of WA Industry
RESEARCH OFFICER
Ms Karen Mulligan Youth Con-
sultant Department for Youth,
Sport and Recreation
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ADMINISTRATIVE ASSIST-
ANT
Mrs Chris Stanton Clerk-Typist
Department for Youth, Sport and
Recreation.

(2) No. The task force completed its de-
liberations in December 1983, when it
presented its report entitled "The
Co-ordination of Youth Affairs in
Western Australia". A copy of this
report and a letter inviting comment
were distributed to approximately 500
persons or agencies, including all
members of Parliament, on 15
February 1984. Following public com-
ment and Government decisions in
September 1984, the task force was
reconvened for one meeting on 7
November 1984 to be advised of the
Government's decision to establish a
Youth Bureau.

(3) The report contains 57
recommendations. The majority re-
lated to a proposed Youth Bureau, its
functions and related structures in-
cluding an advisory committee, the
Standing Co-ordinating Committe on
Youth Affairs. Other recom-
mendations related to planning for In-
ternational Youth Year.

(4) The Government has established the
Youth Affairs Bureau June 1985 and
the Interim Standing Co-ordinating
Committee.

The bureau was established as an
autonomous unit directly responsible
to the Minister for Youth Affairs. It is
staffed by a director, three policy
officers, and two typists.

The Government accepted the spirit
of the task force report and is moving
to implement the majority of the 57
recommendations through the bureau.

MINERALS REVENUE
Study: Report

1721. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

When will the Mining Revenue Study
be completed?

Mr PARKER replied:
It is anticipated that information gath-
ering and analysis will be completed
by the end of the year. Publication of
the mineral revenues inquiry report is
expected during the first half of 1986.

TRANSPORT STRATEGY COMMITTEE
Meetings

1722. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With reference to the transport strat-

egy committee on transport needs of
the Perth Central City area, is the
committee still active?

(2) When did it last meet?
(3) Has it reported to him?
(4) If so, when and what were its

recommendations?
(5) Has he, or the Government, taken any

action to implement these
recommendations, and if so, would he
detail them?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1)
(2)

No.
to (4) 1983. It was also publicly re-
leased in 1983. The recommendations
are numerous and are detailed in the
report which is available free from the
Office of the Co-ordinator General of
Transport.

(5) The main principles were endorsed by
both Cabinet and the Perth City
Council and form a framework for fu-
ture decisions. Most of the detailed
recommendations lie within the re-
sponsibility of the council and we con-
tinue to liaise with them in the pursuit
of implementation. For example, the
recent announcement of free city
centre fares on MTT buses, in lieu of
clipper services, stems from a
recommendation in this report.

1723. Postponed.

TOURISM
Coaches: City Terminal Committee

1724. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) With reference to the study into the

feasibility of establishing a city bus
terminal for tourist coaches and
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non-Metropolitan Transport Trust
regular bus services, is the committee
still active?

(2) When did it last meet?
(3) Has it reported to him?
(4) If so, when and what were its

recommendations?
(5) Has he or the Government taken any

action to implement these
recommendations, and if so, would he
detail them?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 17 September 1985; a further meeting

is scheduled for 29 November.
(3) An interim report was made to me in

April 1985 to apprise me of the com-
mittee's deliberations to date.

(4) There were no specific recom-
mendations in the report.

(5) Answered by (4).

PASTORAL LAND TENURE REVIEW
Report

1725. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Lands and Surveys:
(1) When was the pastoral land tenure re-

view commenced?
(2) Is the review still proceeding or has

the Government received a report?
(3) If the latter, what recommendations

were made?
Mr McI VER replied:
(1) The Government approved the infor-

mation of the pastoral tenure study
group on 14 February 1985.

(2) and (3) The review is still proceeding,
but is nearing completion.
Presentation of a final report to the
Government is imminent.

CONSERVATION STRATEGY DRAFTING
Steering Committee

1726. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Who are the members of the conser-

vation strategy drafting steering com-
mittee?

(2) What are its terms of reference?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) and (2) Drafting of a State conser-

vation strategy for WA is being carried
out by a small core group in the De-
partment of Conservation and En-
vironment, supported by a
-30-member consultative committee
drawn from widely representative
groups-see attachment I-under
terms of reference as set out in attach-
mnent 2.

REPRESENTATION ON CONSULTATIVE
COMMITTEE

FOR W.A. STATE CONSERVATION
STRATEGY

Land Management Society-Mr
Don Stanley
Pastoralists & Graziers. Associ-
ation of W.A.-Mr John Tonkin
Primary Industry Association of
W.A.-Mr Bill Meier
Confederation of W.A. Indus-
try-Mr J. Cooke
Chamber of Mines of WA-Mr
D. Brooks
W.A. Chambir of Commerce &
Industry-Prof D. O'Connor
Conservation of Council of
W.A. -M r G. Lapthorne
W.A. Naturalist's Club-Dr
Julian Ford
Australian Rangelands Society-
Mr P. Curry
Australian Marine Sciences As-
sociation-Dr R. Lethbridge
Greening Australia-Ms Vicki
Metcalf
Tree Society-Mr M. Hipkins
Country Shire Council's Associ-
ation of W.A.-Mr J. Dival
Conservation and Environment
Council-Prof C. A. Parker
National Conservation Strategy
for Australia-ICC-Mr A.
Hopkins
Dept. Conservation & Land Man-
agement-Dr B. Wilson
Dept. of Lands & Surveys--

Land Planning Development&
Management Div.-Mr P. Van
NOORT

Pastoral Board-Mr C. Russell
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Dept. of Agriculture-Dr G.
Robertson
W.A. Tourism Commission-Mr
M. Sparrow
Dept. of Mines-Mr A.
Smurthwaite
Dept. of Education-Mr N.
Jarvis
Dept. of Fisheries-Mr H. Jones
Dept. of Resources Develop-
ment-Dr M. Nahan
Dept. of Regional Development
& the ttW.-Dr W. Cox
W.A. Water Authority-Mr B.
Sadler
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Auth-
ority-Mr B. Easton
W.A. Museum-Dr P. Berry
Town Planning Dept.-Mr P.
Dick
Land Resources Policy Council-
Dr D. Bennett
Dept. of Conservation and En-
vironment-

Core Group: Chairman-Dr
R. Chittleborough
Tech. Secretary-Mrs C.
McDavitt
Research Officer-Miss F.
Keating

CONSULTATIVE COMMITTEE FOR W.A.
CONSERVATION STRATEGY

Terms of Reference
(1) From the review already prepared

(DCE Report no. 12) and other ma-
terial, to summarise the present con-
dition of each facet of our environ-
ment within this State.

(2) To draft a definitive long-term strat-
egy, within the principles of the
endorsed National Conservation
Strategy, specific to the problems and
needs of Western Australias (Present
and future).

(3) The draft strategy is to be shaped
towards sustainable development and
the maintenance of life support
systems within our environment.

(4) The draft strategy to be
communicated to all sectors of the
community for explanation, dis-
cussion and refining.

(5) Public responses to be assessed, the
draft revised where desirable and then
submitted to Government for adop-
tion.

(6) The final stategy overview document
to include directives ensuring a pro-
cess of regular accounting of progress
towards the objectives of the strategy,
as well as for periodic review of the
strategy itself.

(1) To point up options which might be
followed up by the relevant agencies
in implementing the strategy once
adopted.

HEALTH: DISABLED PERSONS
Equal Opportunity Legislation: Task Force

1727. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) Has the Minister received a report

from the task force inquiring into
equal opportunity legislation for the
disabled?

(2) If so, when and what action has the
Government taken to implement the
task force's recommendations?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) No, the working party has not

completed its report.
(2) Not applicable.

yet

LATE MR REGINALD BERRYMAN
Inquiry: Report

1728. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) When did the Government receive the

report of the inquiry into the death of
Reginald Berryman?

(2) Was the report made public and, if so,
when?

Mr HODGE replied:
(1) and (2) The report was tabled in Par-

liament on 4 July, 1985.
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ABATiTOIR
Wyndham: Invest igazion

1729. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Government completed the

investigation into the plight of the
Wyndham meatworks?

(2) Is the Government going to assist
financially the opening of the
Wyndham meatworks?

(3) What is the future of the Wyndhanm
meatworks?

(4) If no decision has been reached by the
Government, will he let me know
what the Government plans to do to
assist in the opening of the Wyndham
meatworks when the decision is
made?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (4) A working party established to

examine the Wyndham situation is
expected to report in early December.

AGRICULTURE: FARMERS
Fuel Franchise Levy: Exemption

1730. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the exemption on the State fuel

franchise levy for petrol used off-moad
by farmers back-dated to 1 July 1985?

(2) Will farmers be required to apply for a
refund or will petrol be supplied to
them less the franchise levy?

(3) (a) Are application forms available;
(b) if so, where can they be obtained;
(c) who determines the quantity Of

petrol used off-road?
(4) If forms are not yet available, when

will they be available?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) No.
(2) Farmers will be required to make ap-

plication for a subsidy for the off-road
usage of motor spirit.

(3) (a) No;
(b) answered by 3(a);
(c) the proposed Department of

Transport, on information sup-
plied by the applicant.

(4) Subsidy application forms will be
available before 1 January 1986.

FORESTS
Area: Southern Region

1731. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:
(1) For the areas-

(a) between the Kent and Denmark
Rivers; and

(b) in the Torbay area west of
Albany,

how many hectares of-
(i) pure karri forest;

(ii) mixed kani forest,
are estimated to have been there prior
to the first logging and clearing?

(2) What percentage of the original kanri
forest-
(a) has been permanently cleared;
(b) is carrying regrowth of the oni-

ginal forest?

(3) What percentage of the original karri
forest area is now bracken covered?

Mr, DAVIES replied:

(1) (a) (i) and (ii)-2 530 ha;
(b) (i) and (ii)-l1 300 ba.

Karni occurs mostly in association
with marri.

(2) Within the main karri belt, 1 7 per cent
has been permanently cleared and 17
per cent is carrying regrowth following
clear-felling operations. An additional
12.5 per cent has regrowth beneath a
karri overstorey as a result of past
selection cutting.

(3) This information is not available since
the condition of cleared land is not
mapped. Bracken occurs on pastured
clearings and is continually changing
as a result of farm management.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
West Leeming: Construction

1732. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) When did construction commence on

the West Leeming primary school?

(2) What is the estimated date of
completion of construction of the
school?
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(3) Will all of the facilities included in the
contract be completed prior to the
commencement of the 1986 school
year?

(4) if not, which facilities will be
completed by the commencement of
the 1986 school year?

(5) If any of the first stage facilities will
not be completed then, why is that so?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) 12 September 1985.
(2) 26 February 1986 contract completion

date; practical completion four weeks
later.

(3) Not all facilities available.
(4)
(5)

Everything except teaching area 2.
(i) Late approval to go to tender;

(ii) minor industrial action.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL AND
FURTHER EDUCATION

,Regional Colleges., Motor Vehicles
1733. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for

Education:
(1) In respect of each regional college of

technical and further education would
he please provide details of motor ve-
hicles-
(a) owned; and

(b) leased?

(2) At each college, how many staff mem-
bers are entitled to use private motor
vehicles on a mileage basis, and how
much has been spent during 1984 and
1985 by each college on motor vehicle
mileage?

(3) What amounts have been spent by
each college for hire cars during 1984
and 1985?

(4) In each college, who is entitled to the
private use of college Motor vehicles
and under what conditions and cir-
cumstances?

Mr PEARCE replied:
GREAT SOUTHERN REGIONAL COL-
LEGE

(1) (a) College owns two school
buses;

(b) college leases-
one Ford utility
one Holden station wagon
one Holden sedan.

(2) All staff members are entitled to
use private motor vehicles
provided it is on official college
business and with prior approval
of the college director.
1984 expenditure for motor ve-
hicle mileage-$3 147
1985 expenditure for motor ve-
hide mileage-S 2 331 to date.

(3) 1984 expenditure for hire ve-
hicles-S 1 592
1985 expenditure for hire ye-
hicles-$l 782 to date.

(4) No person is entitled to access to
college vehicles for private use.

GERALDTON REGIONAL COLLEGE OF
TAFE

(1) (a) College owns one bus and one
work utility;

(b) college does not lease any ve-
hicles.

(2) All staff members are entitled to use
private motor vehicles provided it is
on official college business and with
prior approval of the college director.
1984 expenditure for motor vehicle
mileage-$2 050
1985 expenditure for motor vehicle
mileage-$2 40010o date.

(3) 1984-85 expenditure for hire cars was
$2 200.

(4) No person is entitled to access to col-
lege vehicles for private use.

SOUTH WEST REGIONAL COLLEGE OF
TAFE

(1) (a) College owns one bus, one station
wagon, and one utility;

(b) college leases one bus and one
station wagon.

(2) All staff members are entitled to use
private motor vehicles, provided it is
on official college business and with
prior approval of the college director.
1984 expenditure for motor vehicle
mileage-S 12 603
1985 expenditure for Motor vehicle
mileage-S II 344 to date.
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(3) 1984 expenditure for hire vehicles-
Nil
1985 expenditure for hire vehicles--
$251 Ito dale.

(4) (i) No person is entitled to access to
college vehicles for private use;

(ii) persons operating the bus must
first pass a special college bus
driving test.

TECHNOLOGY: ELECTRONICS
INDUSTRY

Centre forA ppled Business Research: Report

1734. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister for
Small Business:
(1) When did the Centre for Applied

Business Research submit its report to
him following the inquiry into the
structure, marketing, and promotional
and financial performance of the elec-
tronics industry in this Slate?

(2) Was the report made public, and if so,
when and what were its main
findings?

(3) What action has the Government
taken to implement the report's
recommendations?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) August 1984. The purpose of the study

was-
Establish a comprehensive data base
of electronics manufacturers in WA;
describe the structure of the elec-
tronics hardware manufacturing in-
dustry in WA, its technical capabili-
ties, marketing activities, management
skills, and resources;
identify the competitive position of
manufacturers in this State with re-
spct to their present and potential
markets.

(2) A condensed version of the report was
published in March 1985 and has been
widely distributed. In addition, a di-
rectory of electronics firms in WA was
published at the same time for the
Electronics Industry Association,
which has also been made widely
available.

The report's main findings were that
the industry was small in size, but
demonstrated that it can be
innovative in product design and de-
velopment and capable of market ex-
pansion, especially outside the State.
However, the report pointed out that
there were many firms now facing a
critical stage of development,
expanding from a very small oper-
ation to a large one and would con-
front many problems.

(3) The study was commissioned for the
specific purpose of providing the
Government with a comprehensive
statistical base on the industry. It will
also identify areas for detailed analysis
and further attention by the Govern-
ment in its formulation of policies for
the further development of this indus-
try.

NATURAL DISASTER: HAILSTORM
Farmers: Assistance

1735. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Will he please give details of any as-

sistance that will be available to the
people affected by the storms in the
Shires of Mt Marshall and
Mukinbudin on Tuesday, 19
November?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr EVANS replied:
(1) Transport subsidies similar to those

for drought relief. They will be for
grain and hay purchase, gifts of hay,
sending sheep to agistment and return
and to slaughter, and for restocking
purposes; concessional interest loans
for farmers who have suffered
financial hardship and who meet the
personal conditions laid down for
drought loans; a subsidy of $200 per
kilomnetre for destroyed fences.

(2) Not applicable.

NATURAL DISASTERS: FLOODS
M1 Marshall Shire:, Road Repairs

1736. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Hearing in mind the extra burden to

ratepayers caused by floods damaging
roads in the Shire of Mt Marshall and,
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in view that at least two of these roads
are school bus routes, has he received
a submission from the Shire of Mt
Marshall seeking assistance with those
repairs?

(2) If so, could he advise this House of the
details of the assistance that will be
available?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) I will advise the member in

writing in due course.

SOIL CONSERVATION
Farms: Hailstorm Damage

1737. Mr McNEE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Have the farmlands hit by the storms

in the Shires of Mt Marshall and
Mukinbudin on Tuesday, 19
November been inspected by senior
personnel of the soil conservation de-
partment?

(2) If so-
(a) what are their recommendations;
(b) how much finance will be avail-

able to assist with the prevention
of soil erosion in the area?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) The areas have been inspected by me

and the Assistant Director of
Agriculture and are to be inspected by
the Deputy Commissioner of Soil
Conservation on November 27.

(2) (a) Short-term recommendations are
to [eave bare paddocks undis-
turbed with stock excluded. Stock
should be confined in paddocks
which are not at risk, or penned
in small areas of hard ground and
handled.

(b) Transport subsidies are available
to have stock sent to agistment
and return, and to slaughter; and
for later restocking.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION:
SECURITIES

Trading: Losses
1738. Mr COURT, to the Premier:

Has the Treasury been notified of any
losses the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation has incurred in
its trading of securities using funds

borrowed from the Treasury in the
month of October and the first three
weeks of November?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Treasury is advised daily of all
transactions made by the Western
Australian Development Corporation
in relation to funds it receives from
Treasury.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
Cash Surpluses: Interest Rate

1739. Mr COURT, to the Premier:
What market interest rate has the
Western Australian Development
Corporation paid the Treasury for its
short-term cash surpluses in the
month of October and the first three
weeks of November?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The rates of interest earned by
Treasury from its investments with
the Western Australian Development
Corporation for the relevant periods
were-
1/1O/85-31/10/85-15.897 per cent
1/1 1/85-21/1 1/85-16.018 percent.

BUSINESSES: SMALL BUSINESS
Country: Assistance

1740. Mr COURT, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is the Government currently accepting

applications for assistance to country
small business by the Treasury similar
to assistance given under the Rural
Adjustment and Finance Corporation
Act?

(2) Are application forms available?
(3) How many applications have been

received?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) Printing of application forms

under the Government's scheme of as-
sistance to small businesses in
drought-declared areas is expected to
be completed by 27 November.
Intending applicants should contact
Treasury shortly thereafter to obtain
an application form.

1741. Postponed.
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ROADS: JOBS ON LOCAL ROADS
PROGRAMME

Farmiers' Sons: Mt Marshall Shire

1742. Mr McNEE, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Due to the devastation caused in the
Shire of Mt Marshall by the storm on
19 November, and resulting damage
to local shire roads including school
bus routes, would the Minister con-
sider an urgent application from the
shire to employ five or six farmers'
sons, some of whom have families of
their own and face redundancy from
the farm, under a jobs on local roads
programme to reinstate the roads in
the area which were devastated by the
storm?

Mr PEARCE replied:

The jobs on local roads programme is
a component of the Federal Govern-
ment's community employment pro-
gramme and is subject to the general
guidelines applicable to CEP. Mini-
mum eligibility for employment under
JOLOR requires that persons must
have been both unemployed and
registered with the CES for the im-
mediate past three months.

However, in view of the special cir-
cumstances applicable to this particu-
lar case, I am prepared to receive an
application and forward it to my
counterpart, Hon. Ralph Willis, Fed-
eral Minister for Employment and In-
dustrial Relations, requesting that he
waive the above eligibility criteria.

STATE FINANCE: BUDGET

Revenue: Taxation and Licences

1743. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:

(1) Will he explain the reason for the
transfer this year o f the Consolidated
Revenue Fund revenue component
categorised as Taxation-Licences-
other, to the category of Territorial,
Law Courts and Departmental-De-
partmental Fees, etc?

(2) Will he provide the following data re-
garding the Consolidated Revenue
Fund for each financial year from
1969-70 to 1982-83, inclusive-

(a) Taxation-Licences;

(b) Taxation-total;

(c) Territorial, Law courts and de-
partmental-departmental fees,
etc; and

(d) Territorial, Law courts and de-
partmental-other?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(I) The transfer from taxation receipts to
departmental revenue of Crown Law
and Consumer Affair receipts-
$179 274 and $812 573 respectively in
1984-85-followed a reassessment of
the classification of the revenue. The
amounts represent the registration
fees received under various regulatory
legislation-for example, auctioneers,
debt collectors, motor vehicle dealers,
etc.

(2) (a) and (b) This information is
readily available from Budget
papers held in the Parliamentary
Library and I would refer the
Leader of the Opposition to that
source;

(c) and (d) considerable detail of ter-
ritorial, law courts, and depart-
mental revenue is contained in
the Estimates. The amounts
shown all relate to income
received by departments which
are required to be paid to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund in
accordance with the Constitution
Act. They comprise royalties for
timber and minerals, fees for li-
cences, charges for goods, services
and publications, and certain mis-
cellaneous payments received by
the State. If the member could ad-
vise me of particular items in this
classification for which he would
like additional detail, I will ar-
range to obtain the information
for him. To try to classify the rev-
enue in the way he has described
would be very difficult in view of
the uncertainty of his definition.
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PORTS AND HARBOURS: JERVOISE BAY
Breakwater: Repairs

1744. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will he detail the nature of the repairs

to the Jervoise Bay breakwater for
which $500 000 have been allocated
under the 1985-86 capital works pro-
gramme?

(2) What are the sources and amounts of
funds used to construct and
subsequently maintain the Jervoise
Bay breakwater?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2) 1 will advise the member in

writing in due course.

PREMIER AND CABINET DEPARTMENT
Plant Maintenance: Budget Allocation

1745. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
Will he provide details of the expendi-
ture provided for in 1985-86 under
item 7, page 35 of the Consolidated
Revenue Fund Estimates of Revenue
and Expenditure?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
Expenditure under item 7 provides for
the proposed purchase and replace-
ment of office equipment, which in-
cludes word processing systems,
photocopiers, typewriters, facsimile
machines, computer equipment, and
dictaphones.

PORTS AND HARBOURS: FREMANTLE
Disputes: Statistics

1746. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Will he provide the following details

with regard to each stoppage experi-
enced at the Port of Fremantle since
14 October 1985-
(a) the date of commencement and

duration of each stoppage;
(b) the cause of each stoppage;
(c) the cost to the port, the shipping

agents and exporters; and
(d) whether any ships by-passed

Fremantle in respect of each stop-
page and, if applicable, their
names?

(2) What is the source of his information
on these stoppages?

Mr GRILL replied:
(i) and (2) 1 will advise the member in

writing in due course.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
Answers: Cost

1747. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Is he aware that the Deputy Premier

used the resources of his various de-
parlments to answer nine questions on
notice from the member for Helena
for the week ending 1 5 November
1985?

(2) Is he further aware that the answers to
the questions took up some 51 typed
pages, with the longest running to 10
pages alone?

(3) Does he regard such use of Govern-
ment resources as justifiable?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), will he now arrange for
all Ministers to answer all previous
questions on notice from the Oppo-
sition which have been unanswered by
the Government on the grounds that it
was not prepared to divert Govern-
ment resources to answering long or
complicated questions?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) toa(3) Yes.
(4) Questions which are not answered

seek information which is not readily
available and cannot be easily
obtained without considerable diver-
sion of resources otherwise engaged.
Questions of considerable length are
answered provided the information is
available or can be obtained. Minis-
ters would be able to answer questions
for the Opposition more easily if those
questions did not indicate so much
confusion on the part of those who
draft them.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MR BILL McKENZIE
Tax Avoidance:- Allegations

477. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that the former

Mayor of Fremantle and Chairman of
the Metropolitan Region Planning
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Authority, Mr Bill McKenzie, was
linked with the Christo Moll tax
avoidance scandal?

(2) If so, is it true that the proposed ap-
pointment of Mr McKenzie for the
position of Governor of Western
Australia was dropped because of this
link?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) and (2) I do not know of the link to

which the Deputy Leade 'r of the Oppo-
sition refers. I do know that the per-
sonal attack on Mr McKenzie is en-
tirely in keeping with the way in which
the Opposition sees its job, which is
simply to denigrate the characters of
people outside the Parliament who do
not have the capacity to respond.

Mr MacKinnon: I didn't make any alle-
gation against Mr McKenzie. I asked
you a question.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition asked a question; if
he is not comfortable with the ques-
tion he should not have asked it. I will
answer it as I see fit. He asked me
whether I was aware of any links-
presumably he is referring to knowl-
edge he has about links-between
Christo Moll and Mr McKenzie. If he
is not making any allegations I do not
know what he is doing, but let him tell
me what the links are.

Mr MacKinnon: I am asking you a ques-
tion and you are supposed to be
answening it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Deputy Leader
of the Opposition can run like a rabbit
if he wants to, but he has based his
question on a reference he made to
links between Christo Moll and Mr
McKenzie. I am saying I do not know
of the links, but perhaps the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition would like
to tell me what they are.

Mr MacKinnon: They were reported in the
newspapers in about March 1983 or
1984. They are public knowledge.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition believes there is
some substantial reason Mr McKenzie
should be attacked in the way that this
question does, let him quote chapter
and verse and not refer to newspaper
reports of some years ago.

Let me answer the question by saying
that if the Opposition wants to con-
tinue, led by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, to try to assassinate the
characters of people outside the Par-
liament, it will continue to lose the
suppont of a constituency it has tra-
ditionally depended upon to gain
office in this State. Already, like a par-
ade through history, one sees the
names of the people vilified by the
Opposition, formerly strong sup-
porters of the Liberal Party but now
disenchanted with the way the Liberal
Party in this State thinks it can
substitute character assassination for
hard work and the development of
issues. The Opposition cannot do that,
and the public are not so dull as to
believe an Opposition which in the fi-
nal question time in the life of the
Parliament is represented by four
frontbenchers, whose leader is miss-
ing, and whose backbenchers are so
confident of the success of the mission
on which they engaged that they have
gone, and thinks it can move outside
the Parliament and denigrate the
characters of people who cannot de-
fend themselves.

Bill McKenzie has my full and ab-
solute support. As far as I am con-
cerned, his service to the public in the
short time during which he has been
engaged on planning matters in this
State has been outstanding. He is
already widely respected and regarded
for the expertise he has brought to the
job he has. If the Opposition is trying
to ask me in some sort of unhealthy
manner whether I am going to duck
out on Mr McKenzie, it has its
answer.

Let me go on to answer what seems to
be the next unasked part of the ques-
tion, and that has to do with the
Spindrifter proposition. There is only
one issue-I do not care how much
the Opposition rants and raves--and
that is whether we will have high-rise
development on Scarborough beach
for as far as the eye can see. If
high-rise development is still attract-
ive to people when the Opposition re-
sumes Government it can do what it
likes to the beach front, but as far as
we are concerned high-rise has haled
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on Scarborough beach starting with
the Spindrifter. That is the issue;
members opposite should not try to
run from it. The issue is that members
opposite want a I 3-storey building on
the beach front and we do not.

COMMUNICATIONS: TELEVISION
Regional: Privatisation

478. Mr TAYLOR, to the Premier:
Does the Premier consider that the
Opposition's pursuit of privatisation
threatens the continued existence of
regional television, and does the
Government support those sorts of
proposals?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This is a difficult question to answer
because not even the Opposition
knows what privatisation means.

Mr MacKinnon: Don't we?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If it does, the Oppo-

sition is remarkably silent. If it is such
a good idea why does it not start tell-
ing the public?

Mr MacKinnon: We will, in our own good
time.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The day after the
election! The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition should not hide his light
under a bushel; he has not been known
for that in the past. It is like waiting
for the Opposition's education policy.
I belong to a good Catholic family,
and we believe in the second coming.
We are not expecting it in our lifetime,
and that ranks with the Opposition's
privatisation policy.
Privatisation is such a wildly success-
ful and appealing prospect that the
Opposition will not tell us anything
about it. The Opposition is so
obsessed with the prospect of success
coming to it from privatisation that it
ducks and dives and will not explain
to the public what privatisation
means. I know what it means in the
UK-a country torn in two with
people, depending on their social
status, at each other's throats, and
with the social fabric torn apart and
the community reduced to the pros-
pect of people who care not one whit

for each other. In this State we have
got to the stage of having the word,
but not much more.
In respect of regional television, I am
proud to say that this Government has
been successful in securing for all the
people in country areas a substantial
stake in the communications satellite
which will provide the next generation
of television services to country areas.
This is because we believe country
people deserve the best possible ser-
vice at reasonable cost.
It makes my stomach turn to listen to
people like the member for
Katanning-Roe who is as much ident-
ified with the country as the R & I
Bank tower! He could not wait for his
former leader's back to be turned be-
fore he dived back into the coalition
as a Minister and then denied he
would be anything but National
Country Party. Five minutes later he
left the National Country Party and
joined the Liberal Party. While we are
doing things for country people, mem-
bers on that side of the Parliament-

Several members interjected.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: If members

oppposite do not have an argument.
they yell. If they have a better argu-
ment, they yell louder.

Mr Old: You are a fat dolt.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I am not much

turned aside by the personal insults of
the member for Katanning-Roc. Every
time he refers to me as fat or whatever
it was, he says More about himself
than he does about me. I would hate
to get to his age and have so much
bitterness in me.

Mr Old: You are the most vicious man in
Western Australia, without doubt.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: In any case I cer-
tainly do not think rational debate in
this Chamber is advanced far by the
member for Katanning-Roe calling me
fat and my calling him old.
It is true to say that for the first time
in many years a Labor Government
has tried positively and constructively
to assist country people. When the
member for Narrogin dismissed in a
very short and graceless fashion the $8
million-plus in assistance that has
been given to country people by this
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Government, he did less than full jus-
tice to the attempts by this Govern-
ment, even though more needs to be
done, to address serious problems that
should be worrying the members
whose constituencies are populated by
the people most affected.

In respect of regional television, the
Government's commitment to pro-
vide the satellite space that is necess-
ary is absolutely threatened by what
we perceive to be, vaguely defined
though it is, the privatisation policies
the Opposition follows. One cannot
make money out of providing tele-
vision services to country people.

Privatisation will cost money. A
Government cannot make money out
of museums, art galleries, or
pre-school education, and if the Oppo-
sition's idea of privatisation is
whether or not something makes a
profit, certainly regional television in
this State will be nothing but an item
or object of historical quaintness if
and when the Liberal Party is ever
returned to Government.

MINISTER FOR PLANNING

Comment: Mayor of Stirling

479. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Planning:

(1) Did the Minister recently say to the
Mayor of Stirling, "That is one all"
after the MRPA took over certain of
the City of Stirling's planning powers?

(2) If "Yes" to (1), to what was he refer-
ri.ng?

(3) If "No" to (1), has the Minister made
inquiries to ascertain who made up
such a clearly damaging statement
given that such a statement would ap-
pear to be in contravention of his min-
isterial oath?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) No.

CHEMICAL

Acid Spilt: Kwinana

480. Mr BARNETT, to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware of the reported
spillage of 200 tonnes of acid at the
Kwinana plant of CSBP over last
weekend and further reports that even
though some 40 tonnes of acid had
spilled into Cockburn Sound it was
not reported to any Government
agency as there was no legislative re-
quirement on CSBP management to
do so?

(2) Is the Government prepared to take
any action to rectify this anomaly?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(1) and (2) The member for Rockingham
refers to a very serious matter. I am
pleased to tell him that as a matter or
urgency I have instructed the Minister
for the Environment to prepare legis-
lative amendments that would require
notification of any spillages in the fu-
ture of the sort referred to in his ques-
tion.

It is an indictment on all Govern-
ments, including my Government,
that until now this matter has not
attracted the attention that it so
rightly deserves. It is a matter of con-
siderable regret that Governments in
past years did not see fit to insist upon
even such primitive requirements as
notification when a potentially
dangerous and-certainly to the en-
vironment-hazardous spillage oc-
curs. Once Parliament resumes we will
act as quickly as possible to remedy
that error of omission that is partly
the responsibility of our Government
and partly the responsibility of pre-
vious Governments. I hope that
whichever party wins the next elec-
tion, the Government which is elected
will see fit to honour the undertaking
that we have given today and would
continue working on our legislative
amendment that would require notifi-
cation by the person, business, or or-
ganisation responsible for any spillage.
In addressing the general matter it is, I
think, acknowledged by most people
to be a shame that the area in which
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we have the industrial strip known as
the Kwinana strip is one of the most
beautiful and potentially was one of
the most valuable recreational assets
that this community ever possessed. I
understand how mistakes are made.
People planning 20 or 30 years in ad-
vance cannot always predict accu-
rately how the population spread will
occur and cannot always plan as they
would with the value of hindsight to
preserve some of the natural assets of
this magnificent State.

The Government, apart from address-
ig the very specific problem involved
in the spillage that was reported re-
cently, will consider and make a de-
cision, hopefitlly next Monday at
Cabinet, in respect of a complete
study and analysis of the Kwinana
strip and the way in which we might
retrieve as much of its former beauty,
cleanliness, and recreational value as
is possible, and also the way in which
we can more sensibly and efficiently
direct industrial development to the
benefit of the people specifically in the
Kwinana, Medina, and Rockinghamn
areas, and to the benefit of the people
in Western Australia generally.

There is a great hesitation on the
part of members of this Government
anyway to say that there should be
completely unbridled and unplanned
expansion of that industrial area
simply on the basis that it is an area
set aside for noxious and other heavy
industry. We are, I think, at the stage
where we need to reassess that direc-
tion and to think very carefully about
the way in which we can remedy some
of the past mistakes. We will never get
back to the situation that previously
obtained when there was no industry,
for which everyone is thankful, at least
for its employment generation and
-wealth creating aspects, but we can, if
we are sensible, start to retrieve that
which has been lost in part and we can
plan for the future by taking into ac-
count the lack of wisdom that seems
to be involved in committing our-
selves to unbridled expansion of the
Kwinana area simply on the basis that
someone made a mistake in the past in
designating it as an industrial area for
ever more.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Ord River: Vietnamese Farmers

481. Mr OLD, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

I wanted to address my question to the
Minister for Regional Development
and the North West, and in his ab-
sence I address it to the Minister for
Agriculture.

(1) Is the Minister aware of an interest in
farming operations in the Ord River
irrigation area by a group of
Vietnamese people?

(2) Has this proposal been referred to the
Department of Immigration and Eth-
nic Affairs?

(3) What is the attitude of the Western
Australian Government to this pro-
posal?

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (3) 1 must say that I am not aware

of this matter.
Mr Old: You are not aware of it?
Mr EVANS: I am not aware of this matter

at all. it has not been referred to me. I
have had no occasion to present any
comment but I will take-

Mr Old: I have to assume that it is not on
because you as Minister for
Agriculture would know what is going
on in the Ord River irrigation area, I
am sure.

Mr EVANS: If there is any substance to
the question raised by the member for
Katanning-Roe, now that he has
raised it I will make it my business to
ascertain just what is involved. If
there is any substance to the matter I
will inform the member accordingly.

PLANNING: HIGH-RISE DEVELOPMENT
Scarborough: Proposals

482. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for
Planning:
(1) Is the Minister aware of any proposals

for buildings, of more than three
storeys in height at Scarborough beach
other than the existing single building
at Observation City and the
Spindrifter development?

(2) If "yes", what are the details of those
proposals, and does the Minister in-
tend to allow them to go ahead?
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(3) If "no", can the Minister assure the
House that two further high-rise build-
mngs proposed for the Bond Corpor-
ation's Observation City project are
no longer planned to go ahead?

Mr PEARCE replied;

(1) to (3) 1 have given the House the
simple answer to this question on
many occasions. The Government is
opposed to further high-rise develop-
ments on the Scarborough beach front
and will do all in its power to oppose
them and to prevent their construc-
tion. That starts with Spindrifter and
it applies to any proposals which were
made after the time of approval of
that project. I am aware of proposals
to build higher than three storeys on
the Scarborough beach front, and both
the Government and I are opposed to
such proposals.

Mr MacKinnon: You are opposed to the
Bond Corporation?

Mr PEARCE: I anm opposed to all high-rise
development on the Scarborough
beach front. Members opposite are
entranced by the Bond proposal, but
the Government is not so flattered by
it.

Mr Clarko: They are property approved
and are at stage B.

Mr PEARCE: That is probably not the
ease because from my investigations it
appears no proper development ap-
proval has been given for anything
other than single residential in the
City of Stirling for many years past, to
the point where in the event of a
substantial development in the City of
Stirling a person could now go to a
court and get an order to have the
building pulled down. That is a very
unfortunate state of affairs for
developers in the City of Stirling to he
in because of the irregularity and il-
legality which surrounds development
proposals in that location. I am not
making a prejudgment apart from the
general fact which has emerged from
discussions between the City of
Stirling and the MRPA on whether or
not there are valid approvals by the
Bond group for two other towers at
Observation City.

What I am saying is that the Govern-
ment is opposed to any further
high-rise, and it will do everything
within its legal power to prevent these
projects from going ahead. The
Government says that clearly and
openly to the people of Western
Australia, and one can contrast that
attitude with the stand taken by the
Opposition-that is to say, generally
in support of high-rise on the
Scarborough beach front. The Lib-
eral-dorninated Stirling City Council
has consistently voted in favour of
high-rise development on the Scar-
borough beach front. Despite the
terms of its own scheme, the council
sought to have seven or nine ad-
ditional high-rise towers constructed
on the Scarborough beach front and
was stopped from doing that by my
action. That is the truth.

The Liberal candidate for
Scarborough, who is a member of the
same council, has consistently voted
to support high-rise development on
the Scarborough beach front. I am
aware of the only Liberal who has
voiced some muted opposition to this,
and he is the person now asking the
question. Consequently I do not know
why he persists in trying to support-

Mr Clarko: The building is going through
with your Government's approval.

Mr PEARCE: That is totally untrue. I
noted that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, who is missing tonight from the
Parliament, said in yesterday's
paper-when I was in Camnarvon at a
Cabinet meeting -that in fact the ap-
provals for those buildings had been
given under a Labor Government, as
if those approvals were given by a
Labor Government.

The fact of the matter is that the ap-
provals were given by a Lib-
eral-dominated Stirling City Council
at a time when there was a Labor
Government.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: That is the second nonsensi-
cal point-the MRPA is not subject to
my direction, and that is indicative of
the Opposition's hypocrisy in the mat-
ter.
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Mr Clarko: It is subject to the Minister,
and it is set down in the powers of the
MRPA under the Act, which you have
probably never read.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Karrinytip will come to order.

Mr PEARCE: The MRPA is an indepen-
dent statutory authority which is not
subject to ministerial direction in re-
spect of those kinds of planning mat-
tens. Obviously the Minister has some
say in administrative matters with re-
gard to the MRPA, but not with re-
gard to those things.
In fact the member for Karrinyup,
time after time in this place, has said
to me that I should not interfere with
the operations of an independent
statutory body.

Mr Clarke: But you did.
Mr PEARCE: No I did not.
Mr Clarke: What about the stop-work or-

der?
Mr PEARCE: I have never directed the

MRPA to issue a stop-work order, and
in fact the MRPA has never issued a
stop-work order.

Mr Clarke: Check with the journalist of
The West Australian. I have checked
with him-

Mr PEARCE: These are matters the mem-
ber should check with the MRPA,
which is an independent statutory
body. On the one hand, the Liberal
members of the Opposition here have
been saying, "Don't interfere with an
independent statutory body", and all
of a sudden that independent statu-
tory body operating independently,
without any reference to me or indeed
without my knowledge, takes away the
planning powers of the Stirling City
Council because it has been operating
in an irregular and illegal way. Now
the Liberals in the other House, led by
Hon. Peter Wells, are leaping up and
down and saying, "Interfere with that
statutory body to stop it taking away
the Stirling City Council's planning
power." It is either independent or it
is not. Either members opposite want
me to interfere with it, or they do not.
If their position is that there ought not
be ministerial interference, they ought
not to be leaping up and down saying,

"Interfere, please Minister", every
time this body takes a decision of
which they do not approve or with
which they do not agree.

All of that is to the side. The fact of
the matter is that the people of
Scarborough and the people of the
northern suburbs generally are to be
given the opportunity when the elec-
tion comes around to indicate whether
they prefer high-rise, and therefore
will vote for the Liberals, or whether
they are opposed to high-rise, in which
case they will vote for the current
member for Scarborough (Mr
Burkett). The Government has taken a
very clear position of opposition on
this issue and I believe, despite all the
efforts of the Opposition to support
their Liberal mates in the Stirling City
Council, the people of Scarborough
understand very well what the issue is,
high-rise or not. On that issue, they
will vote the Government back into
office and they will vote for the mem-
ber for Scarborough.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

Housing Loans: Decrease

483. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Housing:

(I) Has it been correctly reported in this
morning's The West Australian that
the fall in the number and amount of
housing loans in our State was almost
three times the national average de-
cline?

(2) Is it a fact that the decline in housing
loans will influence the building in-
dustry in a very bad way?

(3) According to his research, 'which he
undoubtedly conducts continuously as
a responsible Minister, is it a fact that
the decline in housing loans is due to
the results of the Federal Govern-
ment's economic policies?

(4) If so, will he and the Government
withdraw their support from the
so-called "accord", tax package, and
monetary policies to improve the cir-
cumstances for home loan borrowers
and the building industry?
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Mr WILSON replied:
(1) to (4) I am sorry to disappoint the

member for Floreat by not bolstering
up all the predictions of gloom and
doom which keep coming from him
and from the members opposite.

The 15.6 per cent drop in home loan
approt'als in September, which was
recorded in the article referred to by
the member, is in fact in keeping with
the Indicative Planning Council's
forecast of an 18 per cent fall in the
private housing commencements for
1985-86.

This levelling out must be put into the
perspective of 1984 commencements
which were the highest for eight years.
Even with the projected 18 per cent
drop, housing starts will be at their
highest level since 1976-77, excluding
last year.

Housing approvals for September
1985 totalled 1 613 units1 which rep-
resents an increase of 14 per cent over
the same month in 1984. The contri-
bution of the State Government funds
for housing is relevant when looking at
housing loans provided by the private
sector. This year at least 2 200 loans
will be provided by the Government
for purchases on the open market. An
additional 500 loans will be made to
home buyers building on IHomeswest
land.

Homeswest itself will build, or will ac-
quire, almost 1 700 additional homes.
In spite of the member's attempt to
put the wonst possible construction on
the figures he read in the newspapers,
the news is pretty good for the housing
industry in Western Australia and for
the construction industry in Western
Australia generally. If one talks to the
leaders of industry, one will find that
they, too, are very critical of the pre-
dictions of gloom and doom and the
down-talking of the economy that has
come from the Opposition and its
leaders, which will only do great harm
to the home building industry and
Western Australia.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING

Trainees/zip Scheme

434. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister for
Community Services:
(1) Is he aware of a media report on the

radio this morning that Western
Australia is the first State to take ad-
vantage of the Federal-State Govern-
ment traineeship scheme?

(2) If yes, could he provide details?

Mr WILSON replied:.

(1) and (2) I am pleased tonsy that I amn
aware of the report, and I am pleased
to provide the following details in re-
sponse to the member for Whitford's
question.

One hundred young people today be-
came Australia's first trainees under
this innovative scheme. They are the
first of a target of 2 500 traineeships in
Western Australia in 1985 and 1986.
Of the total figure, the State Govern-
ment has undertaken to provide 500
traineeships in the Public Service-all
of which will be additional to normal
staff recruitment.

Traineeships; are an important el-
ement of the Federal Government's
priority one, strategy aimed at im-
proving the access of young
Australians to employment, edu-
cation, and training,

Although the State Government has
initiated the programme and is pre-
pared to play a part as a major em-
ployer, the aimi is to extend trainee-
ships on a much wider scale in the
private sector. It is in private
enterprise that the most significant job
creation occurs, and I am pleased to
report that private employers have
expressed a great deal of interest in
and support for the traineeship
scheme.

SPORT AND RECREATION

Ralga Soccer Club: Premier's Guarantee

485. Mr CLARKO, to the Premier.

(1) Is it correct, as reported in the Press
recently, that the Premier acted as
guarantor for the Balga Soccer Club
and that the City of Stirling paid the
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$18 000 cost overrun on the club's
new clubhouse after pleading from the
Premier?

(2) Is it correct that the Premier told the
finance committee that he had nat
understood the implications of acting
as guarantor in 198 1?

(3) If the assertion regarding acting as a
guarantor is correct, has the Premier
found that such financial ignorance is
burdensome in serving as the Western
Australian Treasurer?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) to (3) The Opposition is about as

tricky as any I have ever met. I really
tossed up for about two hours whether
or not I would have one of the
Government back-benchers ask the
very same question.

Mr Clarko: So it warranted a question?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I decided it did not. I

do not have the pretensions to the
member's intellectual prowes. In any
case, I decided on balance that, as the
report to the best of my knowledge
was absolutely wrong, I would not
bother. Now the member has asked
the question.
I am proud to have gone guarantee,
with several other people, on more
than one occasion for the Balga Soccer
Club. It serves a very useful purpose
in providing training, and recreational
assistance and care for many young
children in an area where mothers and
fathers are thankfu~l for that facility.
Many members sitting opposite would
not appreciate Balga as an area that
feels the cold winds of economic re-
cession more quickly and more
thoroughly than some of the areas
from which they come. In that situ-
ation, together with one of the local
councillors and two or three leading
figures in the Balga community, I
guaranteed the Balga Soccer Club, not
once or twice, but I think three or four
times, for different amounts.
To the best of my recollection, the
City of Stirling, during a time when
the council was passingly sae, agreed
to assist the club with the building of a
headquanters. I was not in the House
when the member for Mt Lawley
made his comments the other evening.
However, he is quite wrong because

obviously, as guarantor, I am perfectly
aware of my rights and responsibilities
and perfectly happy to fulfil those
responsibilities should they arise.
In the normal course of events in
negotiating with the City of Stirling, I
was pleased to be able to extract more
from the City of Stirling than was orig-
inally planned to be given by the coun-
cil, not, to build the roof of the club-
rooms, as I remember, but to help fur-
nish the club. I assure members that
all of the members of the soccer club
are thankful for the City of Stirling's
generosity. They certainly believe that
the Balga.Soccer Club headquarters at
Princess Road reserve is far better
than the horse and pony reserve at
Karrinyup that the council had
planned.

Mr Clar-.o: Horse and pony reserve?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The member for

Karrinyup was going to have horses
jump over sticks and have a pony path
in North Beach.

Mr Clarko: That is not correct.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: The only occasion on

which I think that I can say that I
approached the City of Stirling was
when I went with the club-I think I
was even president of the club at that
time-and told the council that we
needed extra money to furnish the
club, not to put the roof on. I think the
roof was on at that time.

Mr Clarko: The m inutes don't say that.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not care what

the minutes say. However, I do not
know that the member for Mt Lawley
and the newspaper columnist did not
accurately reflect the situation if the
member for MI Lawley said-I was
not here at the time-that I told the
council that I did not understand the
responsibilities of a guarantor. That is
quite untrue and, as I say, I am per-
fectly happy to enter into those
responsibilities on behalf of the Balga
Soccer Club.
The member will be pleased to know
that, due to some sterling perform-
ances by the players at the end of the
season, the club was saved from rel-
egation. The members of the Balga
Soccer Club are happily sitting on the
chairs provided by the ratepayers in
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Karrinyup. They think the chairs are
acceptable and we think it is a per-
fectly proper thing to do.

As far as the member for Mt Lawley is
concernd-I am sorry I was not here
at the time-if he chose to say that I
told the council that I did not under-
stand the responsibilities of guarantee-
ing something, he is quite wrong and it
was unfair and untruthful of him to
say that.

So far as the matter is concerned, I am
almost positive that the loan was to
complete the furnishings inside the
club and that it had nothing to do with
putting on the roof.

Mr Clarko: The minutes are signed by
Kevin Smith, your Labor man.

Mr BRIAN BURKE_ I do not know what
the minutes say because I have not
seen them. I know that we have the
carpets and chairs and that we are
back in first division next year.
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