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

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHT'S

Opposition: Petition
MR BURKETT (Scarborough) (2.16 p.m.]: I

have a petition addressed to the Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia. It reads as fol-
lows-

WE, THE UNDERSIGNED, Firmly believe
all Australians should have equal rights to
acquire and to own land. We express our op-
position to any special land rights for Abor-
igines. We believe that special land rights
granted to Aborigines in Western Australia
will-
(1) SEGREGATE WESTERN

AUSTRALIA into black and other
territories and communities

(2) CREATE DIVISIONS in the corn-
rmunity through the granting of special
land rights on racial grounds to one
racial group

(3) DESTROY the Australian tradition that
each Australian shall be equal before the
law

(4) DAMAGE THE ECONOMY of West-
emn Australia

The petition bears three signatures, and I have
certified 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. 18.)

VIDEO FILMS

Banning: Petition

MR HURKETT (Scarborough) [2.17 p.m.]: I
have a petition addressed to the Speaker and
members of ihe Legislative Assembly of the Par-
liament of Western Australia. It reads-

We, the undersigned plead that because it
will cause serious harm to the community the
Parliament will not legalise the sale, hire or
supply of any video tape, video disc, slide or
any other recording from which a visual im-
age can be produced, which portrays scenes of
explicit sexual relations showing genitalia de-
tail; acts of violence and sex; sexual
perversion such as sodomy; mutilation; child

pornography; coprophilia: bestiality or the
use and effect of illicit drug taking.

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

The petition bears 561 signatures, and I have cer-
tified 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.

(Sec petition No. 16.)

VIDEO FILMS

Banning: Petition
MR WILSON (Nol lama ra-Minister for Hous-

ing) 12.18 p.m.]: I have a petition addressed to the
Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly
of the Parliament of Western Australia, which is
couched in terms similar to those of the petition
just read by the member for Scarborough. The
petition bears 72 signatures, and I have certified
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. 17.)

VIDEO FILMS

Banning; Petition
MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) [2.19 p.m.]: I have

a petition addressed to the Speaker and members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia, and it is couched in terms
similar to those of the petition just read by the
member for Scarborough. The petition bears 116
signatures, and I have certified 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 IHouse.

(See petition No. is.)
HOMOSEXUAL ACTIVITIES

Legalisation: Petition
MR OLD (Katanning-Roe) [2.20 p.m.]: I have

a petition addressed to the Speaker and members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia. It reads-

We, the undersigned, believe that homo-
sexuality is a learned behaviour and not in-
born-Romans 1:24-28.- 'God gave them
over to shameful lusts, Even their women
exchanged natural relations for unnatural
ones. In the same way the men abandoned
natural relations with women and were
inflamed with lust one for another. Men com-
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mitted indecent acts with other men, and
received in themselves the due penalty for
their perversion.' Therefore we deplore the
move to legalize this Anti-Social behaviour.

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

The petition bears 74 signatures, and I have certi-
fied 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. 19.)

BILLS (3): INTRlODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I1. Stock Diseases (Regulations) Amendment
Bill.

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

2. Explosives and Dangerous Goods
Amendment Bill.

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

3. Parliament (Legislative Council
Representation and Elections) Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Stephens
(Stirling), and read a first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: THIRD DAY

Amendment to Motion
Debate resumed from 26 July.
MR MENSARtOS (Floreat) [2.25 pm.]: The

amendment before the Chair is the first moved by
the Leader of the Opposition in this session, and it
is an appropriate one because it is not a single-
issue question. It is a large general question which
ought to be looked at in a bipartisan way, because
ultimately it touches the interest of the State of
Western Australia.

Mr Tonkin: A bipartisan motion of censure.
Mr MENSAROS: How could the task and

responsibilities of the Government be better de-
scribed than that it ought to represent and ad-
vance the interests of the State?

In a federation like the Commonwealth of
Australia, this means not only that various positive
actions ought to be taken, but also that compe-
tition must take place between the various
components of the Commonwealth; that is, the
States within the Commonwealth. It also means
some sort of jockeying must take place for a

favourable position for Western Australia within
the Commonwealth. Even if we cannot achieve a
better position than the other States, at least we
should not be treated worse than they are.

The amendment really tries to highlight not a
single issue-something which involves only a
group of people or relates only to a certain part or
the State-but the general issue of the welfare of
Western Australia within the Commonwealth. It
throws light on the general interest of the State,
and the Government had a tremendous oppor-
tunity to safeguard and further that interest when
it was represented at its own party conference in
Canberra.

When we were in Government we did not have
such opportunities because as is well known, pol-
icy-making on our side is quite different. Our pol-
icy is decided after all sorts of views have been
considered, and it is done by professionals, not by
the rank and file. It is like a test cricket team
being selected by a committee and not by a gen-
eral ballot of cricket supporters at the WACA.
The latter procedure, which is the Labor Party's
procedure-

Mr Tonkin: At least we had a conference we
could be proud of when it was broadcast. What
would yours sound like-a Nuremberg rally?

Mr MENSAROS: The Government is more
often than not embarrassed by such conferences-

Mr Tonkin: The only thing missing from your
conference was the armbands.

Mr MENSAROS: -because it is compelled to
implement a policy which often it would prefer not
to see adopted at all. The Government should have
used the opportunity to further the interests of
Western Australia, and this is what our amend-
ment to the motion is about. We used every oppor-
tunity when in Government without having the
ready-made sort of occasion to which I have just
referred, to foster the interests of the State, irres-
pective of whether the Labor Party or the Liberal
Party was in power in Canberra. We were not
concerned with personal popularity. We always
dealt in a bipartisan way with the Government in
Canberra, whatever its colour.

I remember being taken to Canberra by the
then Premier and seeing how these negotiations
were conducted. Party policy or affiliation, Or a
desire to please the Prime Minister, never came
into it.

Perhaps one exception that I remember was
when the then Premier (Sir Charles Court) said to
the former Prime Minister (Mr Whitlam) that,
unfortunately, the letter would be also in his
interests. He said, "We cannot do anything about
it, so it is in both our interests to go ahead".
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However, what the present Government has done
is virtually an exercise in fence-sitting and an ex-
ercise of "twvo bob each wvay". The main thing wvas
that the Premier's picture would appear in The
Bulletin every week and the State's interests did
not matter.

The amendment points out certain examples of
that. I will touch only briefly on those examples
without repeating the previous arguments. How-
ever, I will add something to them, It is quite clear
that the Labor Government is true to its ultimate
principle, which is that there is no need for State
Governments because everything should be done
the way the central Government wants them to be
done. If we talk about the examples contained
within the amendment, while it is quite clear that,
at the same time, not a single voice was heard
against the central Government's decision regard-
ing the Tasmanian dam, the Minister for Parlia-
mentary and Electoral Reform told us that he was
appointing a Royal Commission to look into a
solution to deadlocks between the two Houses of
this Parliament because hie did not want Canberra
to interfere.

I have not seen worse hypocrisy! While
another State Government's policy supports the
construction of the dam, the central Government
can interfere under a false premise relating to the
external affairs power, yet, in respect of electoral
matters in this State, to provide a reason to ap-
point this Royal Commission, the Minister argued
that he did not want interference from Canberra
based on the same external affairs power. No
Government member who attended the conference
argued against the resolution that there ought to
be interference based on the external affairs
power.

The issue of uranium mining is also a matter of
gross hypocrisy. It is interesting to note that the
Government did not choose to represent the prin-
ciple that mining, processing, and export of
uranium is wrong because we should protect our
globe or some other such nonsense. The Govern-
ment said that it is right to mine uranium in one
place and wrong to mine it in another. That is
hypocrisy. That is the argument put forward by
the Minister for Minerals and Energy. He said
t hat because he had heard from the principals of
the Western \'lining Corporation Ltd.. from both
the chairman and the local chief executive, that
the project would not have gone ahead, anyhow.
That is very much a half-truth. because eversince
it obtained power. the Government has not
encouraged the further development of that proj-
ect. The project would not have gone ahead be-
cause all investors and anybody" who wotuld have
lent money to the project were told by this

Government that, because of its policy, it was ab-
solutely against the development of the project.

Had the Government encouraged the project.
the project would be advanced to the stage wvhere
it could have started tomorrow. That would have
been the case had the Australian Labor Party
chieftains allowed it to go ahead. It is not correct
to say, without qualification, that the Yeelirrie
project is less economically viable than the other
projects, as the Minister tried to say. The only fact
against Yeelirrie is its smaller scale of economy in
comparison with that of other projects. Advanced
studies were undertaken on the Yeelirrie project
years earlier than those on the Roxby Downs proj-
ect. Roxby Downs had host rock which is more
easily extractable and the markets were prepared
for the product. Therefore, it is not right to say
that Roxhy Downs had a greater chance of suc-
cess.

The same thing could be said about the United
States' warships. The Government has said that
there should not be an increase in the number of
warships visiting Western Australia. I do not know
who the Government thinks will defend Western
Australia. Canberra definitely will not. We should
not treat our only allies this way. The Minister for
Minerals and Energy defended the policy and he is
the member for Fremantle. He should be con-
cerned about the enormous economic advantages
to WA in general to be gained from such visits.
and the enormous economic advantages to
Fremantle in particular.

We witnessed the same lack of interest in con-
nection with the majority view on pornographic
material which has been allowed to intrude into
our society by way of video tapes and other ma-
terial. The Government said it will legislate to suit
public opinion which was very much against the
importation of pornographic material. At the
same time, the Government has not opened its
mouth or suggested to Canberra that the Federal
Government should alter its legislation because it
ts on that policy that the status quo is based.

Finally, another matter wvhich the amendment
did not exemplify" , but which is equally important
for Western Australia and about which no rep-
resentations were made, is the Government's sup-
port and aid to private schools. The Labor Party
has always had this policy. but has never expressed
it openly. Nobody dared to express the Labor
Party's most drastic point of view of bringing the
standard of education down to the lowvest possible
common denominator. That policy is supported in
Canberra. It takes away Federal Government aid
from private schools which dare to have a higher
standard. Immediately they achieve a higher stan-
dard, they are accused of being elitist. Personally,
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I wish there could be many more of them to edu-
cate more elitist people.

A lot of other matters were not examined or
brought up at the Labor Party conference. How-
ever, they should have been brought up by this
Government. What about the resources rent tax?
Did anybody bring that up?

Mr Pearce: If you joined a branch, you would
be able to bring forward motions like this.

M r M ENSAROS: lDid anyone recommend that
(lie resources rent rax should be abolished? Will
the Minister for Minerals and Energy argue in
two years' time that there arc no projects anyhow,
and that it does not matter whether there is a
resources, reint lax? Of course it will not matter
then, because people will have been frightened by
that time by this obnoxious tax and will have
stayed away.

Again, the Government has not done anything
in the interests of Western Australia because it
has meekly followed the instructions fromn its mas-
ters.

There were many other issues. Did anyone bring
up the damage being done to Western Australia's
interests by militant unions, and the sort of black-
mail being brought to bear by the building unions?
Did anyone suggest a remedy for that in the
interests of Western Australia? Or course no-one
did. Did anyone place on the agenda our problems
in relation to Medicare? Although our problems
have not been manifested in the way they were
manifested in New South Wales, we are still ex-
periencing many problems. Even though Medicare
is in line with Labor Party policy, its implemen-
tation is causing enormous difficulties.

I refer to a matter which was my responsibility
when I was a Minister in the previous Govern-
ment. that is, the bicentennial water resources
project. This project was promised by the previous
Federal Government, but has been completely
wiped by the Hawke Government. Under the proj-
ect, it was proposed that Western Australia and
other States would receive large sums of money in
order to implement projects to improve water
supplies.

The proposed Agaton project was in an ad-
vanced stage and I was in the process of negotiat-
ing the start of the construction stage when this
Government was voted into office. This project
may be unimportant from the present Govern-
ment's point of view because the northern
wheatbelt area does not have a Labor representa-
tive in this Parliament. What would be the situ-
ation if, by a miracle, we had proportional rep-
resentation in either the lower or upper House?!
The project would, of course, become important.

The Agaton project is very important to those
people who live in the area, and furthermore, it is
tremendously important from the point of view of
the Western Australian economy, which of course,
is rural and mineral based. No-one could deny
that.

Had the bicentennial water resources project
gone ahead, this State would have had enough
money, combined with a contributory scheme, to
allow the Agatoni project to be completed and it
would have given a stabilising effect to those
farmers in the northern wheat-belt area. They
would have been supplied with reticulated water
and would have been able to survive the inclement
weather conditions which, from time to time, have
resulted in droughts.

Various calculations were undertaken when I
was Minister, and the country water authority,
combined with the Treasury, was able to inform
the local shires that represented the rural popu-
lation, of the conditions that would prevail under
the proposed scheme. It was ascertained that
farmers could participate in the scheCme either by
making a lump-sum payment in advance, or by
paying an additional fee with their water rates
each year, I negotiated the matter with the then
Federal Minister in charge of water resources.

All my expectations came to nothing and all
questions which have been asked in this House
have resulted in answers which have sidestepped
the issue, and the Government has refused to
undertake further positive steps on the project. No
positive answers have been given.

As I emphasised, positive answers appear to be
uniniportant from the point of view of the present
Government because the area is not likely to be
represented in this Parliament by any Labor mem-
ber.

The Government is not representing the
interests of the people of this State in various
diverse fields, and it is proper for the Leader of the
Opposition to move the amendment to the motion
because the Government has failed to honour the
wishes of the people of this State.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) (2.45 p.m.]: I
support the amendment to the motion, and so ably
moved by my leader. Politics has changed very
dramaticallv in Australia over the last few years. I
suppose the change commenced about 20 years
ago with the introduction of television.

As a result of the introduction of television, the
style of politics has changed to the point where
people, when making a decision as to which party
they will support, look at the colour of the leader's
eyes, the way he dresses, or the way he speaks, and
they do not look to the policies and aspirations of
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the party which that man leads. It is in that at-
mosphere that two political leaders succeeded in
Australia last year.

No-one can deny that Hawke has a very popular
image.

Mr Williams: Had!

Mr THOMPSON: At the time of the election,
Mr Hawke had a popular image because of the
way he was able to relate, via the medium of
television, to the people of the nation.

I do not think that anyone in this State would
deny that at the time of the last State election the
people of this State were wooed by the Premier
because of the way in which he was able to handle
matters on television. Therefore, we had elected to
two Parliaments of the nation two people who
were entrenched in office because they happened
to be very good television performers.

Several members interjected.
Mr THOMPSON: It may be simplistic, but if

members think about it, they would agree that if a
person cannot perform well on television these
days, he is at a disadvantage politically.

Mr Wilson: I agree with that. There is an el-
ement of truth in what you are saying,

Mr Pearce: The reason Malcolm Fraser could
not perform well on television was that he was as
thick as two short planks.

Several members interjected.

Mr THOMPSON: That may be, but that is the
interpretation of members opposite and whether
one takes that interpretation or mine, one must
accept that it does not matler what policies
those people espouse, or the direction which they
want to Lake. What matters is how they shape up
on television.

Mr Wilson: Is that true about Sir Charles Court
as well?

Mr THOMPSON: He was a good performer
and I am willing to accept he reached the position
he did because of the way he performed on tele-
vision.

Mr Wilson: The same argument must apply to
him.

Mr THOMPSON: Television has a lot to
answer for in the way politics has shaped up in
recent times. No matter how good a performer the
present Premier is, the fact is that the people of
this State are now starting to wake up and, more
importantly, the people of his own party are
starting to wake up. The hardheads in the Labor
Party who have been prepared to stand by and
watch the pragmatic approach of the Premier in
wooing the people are starting to say. "What

about us and what about the hard line policies we
fought in order to get into office-what about
implemerntintg some of these things?" The people
are coming to realise that although the Premier
may appear attractive, he has behind him a bunch
of policies which will take this State in a direction
they do not want it to follow. I refer to a couple of
these policies in support of the amendment which
has been moved.

The member for Scarborough rose first in this
House today to present a petition in respect of
Aboriginal land rights. At the outset, let me say I
believe the Government's thrust in this particular
area has put the cause of Aboriginal people back
two or three decades.

The reason for this is that the Government has
created a situation where more people in the com-
munity have taken up a position with respect to
Aborigines than would have been the case had the
Labor Party not raised this issue.

Mr Jamieson: Who started it all?

Mr Tonkin: 'You do niot have a principle in your
body; you will do anything for a vote.

Mr THOMPSON: The fact is that the revol-
utionary process the Government has seized upon
has caused people to take up a position on the
question.

A public meeting which was very well attended,
was held in my electorate last night, and the Abor-
iginal land rights question was raised.

Mr Wilson: Who organised the meeting?

Mr THOMPSON: It was organised by the
Liberal Party.

Mr Wilson: Was a representative from the
Australian League of Rights present?

M r T HOM PSON: 1 do not know whe ther su ch
a representative was present. If he was, he did not
identify himself.

Mr Wilson: They do not usually identify them-
selves.

Mr THOMPSON: However, neither were the
other people in the audience asked to identify
themselves on the basis of their race, religion, or
politics. On Thursday, I shall be attending another
meeting in my electorate which has been arranged
by people who are pursuing the matter of women's
interests. I shall be attending because I have an
interest in the subject. I have no doubt that the
mleeting has been promoted by the local Labor
Party organisqation. I welcome the opportunity to
be there and I will participate in the proceedings. I
do not think there is anything wrong with a politi-
cal party precipitating a meeting on a particular
issue which is of concern to it. I make no apology
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for the fact that the meeting last night was held in
Kalamunda.

I refer to the attitudes of the people present.
Those who attended did so because they were con-
cerned about the direction in which this Govern-
ment was taking them. They wished to express
their opposition to the situation that had a risen. I
am concerned that the present policy will not solve
the problems of Aboriginal people any more than
did some of the revolutionary actions taken by
Liberal Governments in the past. It is a sad fact
that the cause of the Aboriginal people will be set
back some considerable distance as a result of the
policy of this Government.

Mr Read: Rubbish!
Mr THOMPSON: I am pleased to hear the

member for Mandurah say that this is rubbish. I
hope he will go to his electorate in Mandurah and
vigorously prosecute the cause of Aboriginal land
rights. I challenge him to do that.

Mr Tonkin: You see a vote, and you don't care
about the principles.

Several members interjected.
Mr THOMPSON: I suggest the member for

Mandurah hotfoot it down there, get into the elec-
torate, and support this policy. It will be the one
thing that will put the Government back on the
Opposition benches.

Several members interjected.

Mr THOMPSON: I am not betting on it; I am
telling Government members that it is an estab-
lished fact. How can benefits based on one's race
be Liven in our society today?

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: I am disappointed in you; I would

have thought you would be the last person to stoop
to this level.

Mr THOMPSON: Stoop to which level?
Mr Pearce: Taking up this issue in order to

curry votes so that you can get back into Govern-
men t.

Mr THOMPSON: I am reflecting the views of
the people I represent.

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: We expect that of your leader, but

not of you.
Mr THOMPSON: How can the Minister not

expect it of me?
Mr Pearce: You have shown integrity in the

past.
Mr THOMPSON: Perhaps this is just an indi-

cation of what is happening in the community.
The Minister is saying I have made a judgment on

the issue and he is disappointed that I am adopting
this attitude. However, it may be an indication of
community feeling. People who have not pre-
viously taken up a position on this question and
who probably never would have thought about it
had things gone quietly, are now adopting a
position that will be to the detriment of the Abor-
iginal community. Bearing in mind the stance be-
ing adopted by the community, the Government
will find it difficult to try to do something for the
Aboriginal people in the future. It has created a
situation where white people are starting to ques-
tion what is happening. How can the Government
justify its treatment of citizens on the grounds of
their race?

I quote the following example: The Hon. Peter
Dowding's son will be in receipt of benefits be-
cause he is part-Aborigine. Such benefits are not
available to your son, Mr Speaker, or to the son of
the member for Balga. Notwithstanding the fact
that Mr Dowding earns around $60 000 per an-
num and runs around in a State Government-
owned motor car, his son will be entitled to ben-
efits on the basis of his race. That simply will not
be accepted in the community.

Mrs Beggs: It is called positive discrimination
and it will be accepted.

Mr THOMPSON: The Australian community
is prepared to accept people receiving a benefit
where it is deserved. It will not accept people being
given a benefit because they happcn to be part of a
racial grouping.

Mr Pearce: I am disappointed in you. You will
find people are not as racist as you think.

Mr THOMPSON: I am not suggesting they are
racist. However, they support a fair deal for all
Australians.

Mr Pearce: You are trying to disguise in fair
words basic racial discrimination. You are appeal-
ing to the lowest depths of people's racism.

Mr THOMPSON: Despite what the Minister
for Education says, I suggest that Government
members go to any country community of this
State and talk to people about their attitudes to
Aborigines. Those attitudes have been created by
the Government's endeavouring to give Aboriginal
people benefits on the basis of their race without
regard for their wants and needs, or without
taking into account the wants and needs of other
members of thc community. For this reason the
community is being divided. By vigorously sup-
porting Aboriginal land rights, the Government is
dividing the community and it will be to its politi-
cal detriment.

I now refer to another subject embraced by the
amendment; namely, video pornography. I have
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taken an interest in this subject for some time and
the community is concerned about what has been
happening. One often hears talk about the free-
dom of individuals to be able to view the material
contained on video tapes. Some people are pre-
pared to say there should be absolutely no bar to
adults having access to that material.

However, I believe other rights must be con-
sidered in terms of that material, particularly the
rights of children in the community. The children
have a right to be protected and, indeed, under a
charter of the United Nations we are charged with
a responsibility to provide special protection for
children. The Government's performance and its
record in this area is abysmal. The former Minis-
ter for Administrative Services, now the Minister
for Minerals and Energy, agreed last July that two
things should happen: Firstly, the Commonwealth
should accept responsibility for censorship on be-
half of the States; and secondly, the ban should be
lifted on the importation of certain materials into
this country.

As a result of his agreeing to that particular
matter, there has been a flood of material which
has caused a great many people in this community
to become concerned. The only reason more
people are not concerned about it is that 75 per
cent never get to see this stuff. If they did, they
would take vigorous action against the legislators
and those responsible for this material being al-
lowed into the country.

It would appear that the Government intends to
do something about this matter, although I do not
know what. Members will recall that last year I
arranged for a showing of one of these films in the
House, and subsequently I wrote to the advisory,
committee and to the Minister to ask that they
ban from distribution two "R"--rated videos. One
was called "I Spit on Your Grave"-that is the
one I showed in the House-and the other was
called 'Blood Sucking Freaks". I have had a re-
sponse from Hon. Des Dons to say some of the
committee agreed both should be banned, but be-
cause there was no unanimity he would allow the
position to remain as it was, although the matter
would remain under review. He went further and
said there should be a further classification involv-
ing 'R"-certificate material. I agree there ought
to be. I will take up the invitation given by the
Minister for Education when I debated this issue
last year. He suggested I bring in a Bill, and that
is what I shall do. I will bring in a Bill to do what I
think is necessary to tighten up the classification
of somec of this material.

It is true that at one end of the 'R"-certificate
classification there is some fairly innocuous ma-
terial, but at the other there is some absolutely

horrific stuff which ought to be banned. That will
be the thrust of the Bill I intend to bring before
the House.

Mr Pearce: You may have trouble in the Legis-
lative Council they are pretty "ornery" peopte up
there.

Mr THOMPSON: I would like to know what
action the Government has taken with its Federal
colleagues to reverse this stupid decision it made
last July to lower the barriers and allow this ma-
terial in. It is only by that method that this State
can be truly protected. The fact is that even if we
have legislation in this State which makes it illegal
to sell and distribute this sort of material, if it still
can be distributed in other States, it is surely going
to find its way over the border. Already there are
firms in the Eastern States with mail order ar-
rangements, so this Sort of stuff will still be
coming in. If this Government is sincere about
doing something about the situation, why is it not
asking its colleagues in Canberra to assist? The
fact is that a hard core in the Labor Party is
making it difficult for the pragmatic approach of
the present Premier, who knowvs the political
realities of the situation. They are saying, 'We do
not want to have any clampdown on this ma-
terial". That is why this Government is not doing
anything in the area where it could be most effec-
tive in preventing this material from coming into
this State.

It has a hollow ring when the Premier says that
the Government wvill ban "X"-rated material. I
applaud him for doing so, but it is hollow to im-
pose such a ban without taking that other step
which would be more effective in protctina not
only the people of this State, but also the people of
the nation as a whole.

We are concerned that the State Government is
not doing the job which the people of this State
expect it to do. In those two areas of Aboriginal
land rights and video pornography, it is certainly-
not doing its job. It certainly did not represent the
interests of this community when it accepted
meekly the proposition there would be a reduced
number of US ships visiting this State.

Apart from demonstrating co-operation with art
ally, which we need, there is immense financial
benefit to this community to be derived from those
American sailors and others who visit this State.
But no, this Government is prepared meekly to
acquiesce with left-wingers who will do their ut-
most to destroy the defence alliance between this
country and the United Stales, which alliance we
need and on which we rely. I mnakc no bones about
that. So it is with very great pleasure that I sup-
port the amnrdment so ably rrovcd by iny leader.
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MR RUSHTON (Dale) [3.07 p.m.]: I also sup-
port the amnicdment moved by the Leader of the
Opposition. Or course the issues raised in the
amendment are such as to allow members to speak
on many matters. Unfortunately there is not suf-
ficient time to cover the entire area, so I will
confine myself to only one or two.

In the broad sense, the people of Western
Australia have a bad Government. They have a
Government which is making decisions based on
its political advantage, and this is costing the tax-
payer a lot of money. This method of Government
has not been seen in this State before. It is a
Government which is preventing many facts-
take Rotinest for instance-from being known. A
consultant was employed, and when the prelimi-
nary report was criticised, the Government tried to
blame the consultant.

Westrail is left to carry the can of change. Take
freight rates; for grain. This Government is setting
them up as a ball to be knocked down. It does not
have the intestinal fortitude to work out with the
various agencies what should be done and allow
the public and the agency to know what its imen-
tnon is. A Government should be expected to re-
view a position with an agency and give some
broad guidance. That is not happening in this case.
It may be happening behind the scenes, but it Is
certainly not happening publicly. The Government
may ask the agency to go ahead, saying it will
stand behind the agency if things work out, but if
not, the agency will be dropped in a hole. That
seems to be happening time and time again.

I turn now to a problemn being experienced by a
person in my electorate, It is a vital issue, and
relates to the lease of' Mt. Anderson Station.

Mr Blaikie: It is a pity the appropriate Minis-
ters are niot here.

Mr RUSH-TON: I thought the Minister for
Lands and Surveys might be listening to the de-
bate and come into the House so that I could
direct my comments to him.

Mr Grill: If you want someone to go outside and
get him, he is just outside the door.

Mvr RUSHTON: What is the Minister (or
Transport talking about? The Minister for Lands
and Surveys is not in his chair and I would prefer
to address my remarks to him directly rather than
via the broadcasting system.

The position in respect of the lease on Mt.
Anderson Station is rotten and smelly. It rep-
resents, political intrigue at its worst. Here we have
a farmer who has been looking for a pastoral prop-
erty for approximately seven years. The integrity
of that man's approach can be proved by reference
to the records of Elder Smith Goldsborough Mort

and the manager of the Commonwealth Bank at
Armadale. The Blair family has been seeking to
acquire the lease of a pastoral property for some
time and I have a list of the properties involved.

An application was made in respect of Mt.
Anderson Station. Tenders were called for, and
one tenderer-that is, the Blair family-was told
it had presented the highest tender and it was
recommended that the Blair family should obtain
the transfer of the lease.

Members should recall that the company which
was involved in Mt. Anderson Station previously
had fallen on bad times and creditors were waiting
to be paid. This was all part of the commercial
deal,

Mr Blaikie: Numbers of people are waiting on
the sale of Mt. Anderson Station.

Mr Pearce: What did the Blairs intend to do
with Mt. Anderson Station?

Mr Blaikie: Why don't you interject from your
own seat?

Mr RUSHTON: I could refer to many issues in
respect of the lease of Mi. Anderson Station, but I
do not intend to direct my attention to the broader
issue relating to Aboriginal claims in this respect,
because it interferes with a normal, commercial
operation. The position in respect of the lease of
Mt. Anderson Station has been distorted com-
pletely by the intrusion of the Aboriginal issue'
into the matter.

The winners of the tender-the Blair fam-
ily-understood the Property would be transferred
to them and, because of the Circumstances, they
needed to take certain action which they did, and
money has been spent.

Mr Mclver: Do you know how much money has
been spent? I don't want you to make a complete
fool of yourself.

M*%r RUSHTON: No, I do not.

Mr Mclver: Do you know that, if Blair gets hold
of this station, he wants to resell it at twice the
price to the Aboriginal Development Com-
mission'?

Mr RUSH-TON: Did the Minister for Lands
and Surveys hear my earlier remarks?! If not, I
shall repeat them, because I do not want him to
make a fool of himself. This is not an Aboriginal
problem. It relates to a person from Serpentine,
which is in my electorate. That person has gone
through a commercial transaction.

Mr Mclver:. He has made a number of
statements which are inaccurate.

Mr RUSHTON: This person can produce his
credentials. The Minister is implying the person
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has acted improperly, has misled the public, and is
dishonourable.

Mr Mclver: I am not saying that. You are the
one who said that.

Mr RUSHTON: Those are the Minister's
words and the matter is not sub judice today' I
have indicated what the Minister is implying. The
person to whom I have referred has evidence to
support the fact that he has been seeking to ac-
quire a pastoral lease for approximately seven
yea rs.

Mr Mclver: You were involved in the banking
world. Do you know anything about the Bank-
ruptcy Act as it relates to what occurs when mat-
ters are in the hands of a receiver?

Mr RUSHTON: Over the last seven years, this
person set out to acquire a pastoral lease. The
evidence to that effect can be found with Elder
Smith and the Commonwealth Bank at Armadale.
If the Minister wants to confirm that, he can do
so. If the Minister is implying this person is
attempting to acquire the property purely in order
to turn it over and sell it to the A DC-

Mr Mclver: Blair's own solicitor has written to
me along those lines.

Mr RUSHTON: The intention behind this ten-
der was honourable. As a result of procrastination,
weeks passed so approaches were made to the
Minister's agencies. The principals were told by
the Minister's political adviser that he was sitting
on the File, because he did not want to get the
Minister into trouble. All this will come out if the
Minister conducts an inquiry.

Mr Mclver: Bring it all out!
Mr RUSH-TON: If the Government does not do

the right thing, the Minister is likely to lose his
place in the Ministry and his scat in "Parliament.

Mr Melver: You have been telling me that for
17 years.

Mr RUSHTON: This issue smells very badly. It
is similar to the issues referred to by our leader
when he mentioned the fact that this Government
was doing badly. However, this is a personal mat-
ter. Someone is being hurt because of the political
intrigue of the M inisters. involved.

The Minister for Lands and Surveys implied
that this person had acted improperly and that he
would resell the property. However, the man
involved tried to find out the reasons for the delay
and he was told that the Aboriginal interests said,
"We want this property" and that was the reason
for the delay.

The problem is the Minister wants to get him-
self off the hook to please the Aboriginal interests
and, at the same time, not be subject to a claim of

improper dealing. That is why the matter has been
delayed.

I am sure the Minister for Lands and Surveys
would do the honourable. thing, but his colleagues
will not. The matter has been to Cabinet and the
Minister has been directed as to what he should
do.

Mr Mclver: Before you go any further, do you
know that your former Premier and Minister for
Lands and Surveys did everything in their power
to give Mt. Anderson Station to the Looma com-
munity?

Mr RUSH-TON: I am not concerned with any-
thing other than what I have before me in respect
of a person who lives in Serpentine in the elector-
ate of Dale.

Mr Mclver: You are making out this is a fresh
issue, but it goes back to the early 1970s.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is trying to get
off the hook.

Mr Mclver: I am not. I can produce the evi-
dence.

Mr RUSH-TON: Why did not the Minister step
in and say, "No" when the tenders were called
for? The people who owned Mt. Anderson Station
previously had fallen on troubled times-

Mr Mclver: I did not do so because I could
sense exploitation.

Mr RUSHTON; Is the Minister saying that the
matter smells?

Mr Mclver: You put your own interpretation on
it. That is how I sensed it.

Mr RUSHTON: The Minister is saying that
Blair has not acted honourably. Is the Minister
prepared to have a court case on that issue? Is he
prepared to step outside the House and say that
Blair has misled the Government and his action
was not taken for the right reasons?

Mr Mclver: No. If you prove that I am wrong
in that respect, I shall consider the matter further.

Mr RUSHTON: I shall put the Position to the
Minister finally and then leave the matter. If the
Manager of the Commonwealth Bank at
Armadale can communicate to the Minister
Blair's track record in respect of his attempts to
acquire stations, would that convince him? If
Elder Smith indicated Blair's track record in re-
spect of his search for a station, would that con-
vince the Minister?

Mr Mclver: It is not a matter of what I say.
Cabinet will make the decision in due time. It will
be a Cabinet decision; it will not be my decision.

Mr RUSHTON: It is for the Minister to make
the decision.
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Mr Mclver: It is not for me to decide.
Mr RUSHTON: Under the Act, the decision

lies with the Minister for Lands and Surveys; it is
not for the Cabinet to make the decision. The
Minister is saying that he is directed.

Mr Mclver: Don't Let too carried away with the
fact that this is an Aboriginal land rights issue.
No-one tried harder than your Government to give
Mt. Anderson Station to the Looma community.

Mr RUSHTON: 1 am not concerned about the
land rights issue. I want a quick and fair deal for
the people concerned. I have not intruded into the
Aboriginal affairs issue. The Minister did that by
saying that these people had an ulterior motive.

Mr Mclver: It hasn't cost them thousands of
dollars, as was indicated in The Sunday Times.

Mr RUSHTON: Does the Minister understand
what, "interest" is and what the other costs are?
He should be fair.

Mr Mclver: Very minimal.
Mr RUSHTON: The Minister should be fair to

these people by putting them in the picture instead
of requiring that they see political advisers outside
his office who just hold them off. These people
have been to see the Lands and Surveys Depart-
ment and have been sent on to see these political
advisers.

Mr Mclver: Why don't they see me?
Mr RUSHTON: Because they cannot.
Mr Mclver: No-one has asked to see me.
Mr RUSHTON; Because the Minister has this

camouflage of advisers. No-one can get to see the
blessed Ministers of this Government. That is
what people in the electorate are complaining of.

Mr Mclver: You are a finzog. You should have
done your homework.

Mr RUSHTON: When can we expect the
completion of this matter?

Mr Mclver: You know that I don't control
Cabinet.

Mr Blaikie:, You are the Minister for Lands and
Surveys.

Mr RUSHTON: Why should a family suffer
because of the Minister's misdirection. of his
responsibilities? Why should he not make the de-
cision? Is he claiming that Mr Blair was involved
in all the history with which the Minister is going
on with now? H-e had nothing to do with it.

Mr Mclver: I am answering an interjection
from the member for Vasse.

Mr RUSHTQN: The Blairs submitted a tender
in good faith, yet they have been exploited by the
Minister and his ministerial colleague.

Mr Mclver: I will do everything possible to see
that he is looked after.

Mr RUSHTON: I hope that does not mean his
tender will be whitewashed and the property
leased to someone else.

Mr Mclver: The situation is that it is with the
receiver under the Bankruptcy Act and I can't
interfere in those negotiations.

Mr RUSHTON: But that trustee approved the
sale and the Pastoral Board approved the tender.

Mr Mclver: And they all sensed the dollar sign.

Mr RUSHTON: But who Started that? Cer-
tainly not these people. I consider the Minister to
be an honourable person who would not want to do
the wrong thing.

Mr Mclver: I don't like your distortion of the
facts.

Mr RUSHTON: I am not distorting them. 1
have produced them as tbey are. I want the Minis-
ter to stick to his guns and to do what he intended
to do and ensure that these people receive a fair
go.

Mr Mclver: I always give everyone a fair go.

Mr RUSH-TON: The Minister is being tested.
We hope a decision is made pretty quickly, be-
cause people should not have to. go through this
sort of trial as a result of the Government's mis-
handling of these matters.

The next issue I will mention is just as bad and
relates to the siting of the proposed casino on
Burswood Island; we will have more to say about
this, of course. But the whole build-up, the whole
thing stinks. We now have the Government
overriding the various authorities over the siting of
the building.

During the casino debate in the last session, I
indicated I was against the establishment of a
casino. I hate the thought that everything will be
brought to the city. However, recognising that a
casino is to be built, I believe it should be sited
adjacent to Northbridge and the transport facili-
ties available so that we do not need a duplication
of services. At this time the Government has given
no consideration to what a casino on Burswood
Island would mean for traffic along Riverside
Drive and the Causeway. Certainly it would cause
many disruptions. I throw into the ring my belief
that it is not too late for the Government to act.

The Minister for Education is interjecting and
he seems to be wanting to take over as Premier,
because he is sitting in the Premier's chair.

Mr Pearce: Because one of your members
pinched my seat.
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Mr RUSHTON: I have Just heard a rumour
that the Premier is prepiaring to retire.

Mr Wilson: Wishful thinking.
M,,r RUSHTON: A problemn that is most diffi-

cult to detect in a person is one that relates to his
back. I am not taking anything from the Premier
when I say that he has had a bad back and a lot of
pain, but the rumour is floatling around that the
Premier has indicated that hie does not intend to
slay in Parliament for very long and is preparing
the way to have the biggest take from the
superannuation fund that anyone has ever
received. He is a young man holding high office.

Mir 1. F. Taylor: You are pathetic.

Mr RUSH-TON: Here we have a ready-made
case for a m-an to go before the tribunal and make
a Claim that he wants to get out in two years and
so be able to receive the biggest take ever from the
fund.

MR WILLIAMS (Clontarf) 13.26 p.m.]: I sup-
port the amendment. Quite a deal has been said
today in support of it. particularly the last bit from
the member for Dale. especially if it happens to be
true. I hope it is not true andl that the Premier
stays in Parliament, because we want him here
when we go to the next election.

Mr Pearce: More Liberal people want him to be
Premier than they want the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to be Premnier.

M1vr WILLIAMS: The Minister for Education is
not even in his chair, yet he goes on like a chatter-
box.

We want the Premier to be here because at the
next election we are Poing to do the Labor Party,and we want to do it fair and square, and while it
still has its so-called magnificent leader. We will
beat the Labor Party, and beat it hollow.

The SPEAKER: Order! Before members con-
tinue making remarks about the Premier, I refer
them to Standingp Order No. 132, which reads,
"All imputations of improper motives and all per-
sonal reflections on members shall be considered
highly disorderly".

Mr WILLIAMS: The reasons we will do the
Government at the next election, and do it hollow,
have been highlighted during debate over the last
two sitting days. One of the most important fac-
tors to the majority of Western Australians is
their having to read in the Press and hear on TV
and radio and in this Chamber-to their embar-
rassment-that the Labor Party wants to do away
with visits to this State by Americaln naval vessels.
This attitude is a crying shame, and is an embar-
rassment to the majority of decent-thinking West-
ern Australians.

America has come to our aid in the past and will
do so again uinder the ANZUS treaty. At present,
American ships are patrolling the Indian anid Pa-
cific Oceans, not just to protect themselves, but
mainly to protect Australia.

The personnel on those ships are entitled to
shore leave, and it has been the habit over the last
few years that 90 per cent of these American ships
pick Fremantle as their leave port. That is a great
compliment for Western Australia; and speaks in
glowing terms of the way we treat these men.
American naval personnel like to visit Fremantle,
Perth, Geraldton, and Albany because of the cli-
miate and our hospitality. Because we know what a
fine job they do, we reciprocate by showing our
hospitality.

Labor Governments have traditionally set about
running down our defence forces both in material
and personnel terms. We are hoping the
Americans will come to our ports. yet we have the
Federal and State Labor Governments sayingt that
they do not want them and that they should stay
awayv.

I wonder why they keep up this caper. Why do
they persist with this caper? They know that we
do not have an adequate defence force, and that is
no reflection on our personnel in the armed forces.
They do a marvellous job wi th the materials sup-
plied to them, but they are of insufficient quantity
to be of any real assistance in cases of emergency.

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you know there has been a
real increase in defence expenditure under this
Government?

Mr WILLIAMS: Therefore we rely heavily on
the American services under the ANZUS treaty.
The baekroom boys of the Labor Party say, "No,
we don't want them". This matter was discussed
time and time attain in this Chamber last
Thulrsday. Government members sat mute; they
did not say a word about what was happening that
day in the confines of their own party. I do not
think it was the parliamentary wing of the Labor
Party-it wa3s obviously the governing body of the
Labor Party-w-hich met with M%,r Hayden. We
did not know a thing about it. Parliamentary
members of the Labor Party did not know a thing
about it. So much for the running of the State and
this country! The old bogey has reared its
head-the backroom boys are running the Labor
Party again.

Mr Jamieson: Who was meeting with Mr
Hayden'?

Mr WIL.LIAMS: The Australian Labor Party.
the TLC, the ACTU-l do not know. The
backroom boys met with him.
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Mrs Watkins: You don't know what you arc
talking about.

Mr WILLIAMS: Do I not? Like heck I do not.
One only has to read last Friday's The W~es(
Australian to Find out. The Labor Party ranks
decided to set up a working party to make sub-
missions to the Minister for Foreign Affairs in
respect of a reduction in the number of US war-
ships visiting Fremantle. However, Mr Hayden
said he would refer this matter to the American
people before a final decision was made,' and I
think he has taken thc wrong course inasmuch as
perhaps he should have met with his American
counterparts before he went public on this matter.'
He should have kept it under wraps because all he
has done is to make the American people and the
American sailors very annoyed-and rightly
so-and he has also made the majority of
Australian people disgusted with the Labior Party,
and disgusted they should be, too!

Mr Jamieson: What happened in Sydney?

Mr WILLIAMS: What does the member mean
by, "What happened in Sydney?"

Mr Jamieson: Do you ever wonder why they
don't visit Sydney?

Mr WILLIAMS: Because most American war-
ships are here in the Indian Ocean.

Mr Jamieson: That is not the reason. Several
ships of the Seventh Fleet are on the other side of
Australia.

Mr WILLIAMS: Maybe they have been given
a rough deal by the Labor Party in New South
Wales. They do visit Fremantle, and the Govern-
ment is trying to boot them out.

Mr Jamieson: 1 will tell you.

Mr WILLIAMS: We know what the Govern-
ment will do, and I inform it here aind now that we
will not tolerate it. We will stand up for the
Americans and for the ANZUS pact and we will
not tolerate it if the Government lets them go and
if it tells them they are nwt required here and we
lose the ANZUS treaty and they in turn say they
will not defend us. I wonder why this is happening.
Is it because of the Labor Party's comrades? Their
comrades are behind this all right. The majority of
Western Australians and I welcome US warships
to our ports with open arms. We want them to
visit WA and we want them to spend their money
here if for no other reason than that they spend at
least$ SI million per visit.

Mr Jamuieson: All you are interested in is the
money.

Mr WILLIAMS: I will bet the shopkeepers are
unhappy with the Government for taking that
money out of Western Australia. The Government

wants to promote tourism, and there is no cheaper
way to promote tourism than to have the
Americans return and tell their countrymen what
a great State WA is and advise them to travel here
and see it for themselves. That is the cheapest
form of tourism promotion we will ever get; but
no, the Government has to knock it all the way.
There is something untow.ard in this and I believe
the Labor Party's trusty mates are behind it be-
cause they want the whole thing to run down.
Russian ships are located in the Indian Ocean at
all times, and thank God we have the Americans
because we Australians cannot defend ourselves.
We do not put enough emphasis on the right areas
of defence.

I now move on to the uranium issue.

Mr Terry Burke: From bad to worse!

Mr Jamieson: You had better grab that bottle
of drycleaning fluid.

Mr WILLIAMS: The member for Perth should
get up and have a cup of tea.

The Government is also letting uranium mining
go by the board. We have 30 per cent of the
world's supply of uranium. The rest of the world is
increasing its urtanium intake anid its nuclear
power. What are we doing? We will not have a bar
of nuclear power and we will not sell uranium, yet
we allow it to he mined in South Austrailia. That is
not allowable under section 99 of the Constitution.
However, the Government overrode the law, and it
now does not matter.

Mr Jamieson: They can still give an export li-
cence.

Mr WILLIAMS: It is not on. Yehirrie in West-
ern Australia is defunct.

M r Terry Burke: I beg your pardon?

Mr WILLIAMS: Defunct; it was quite clearly
said.

Mr Terry Burke: What does that mean'?

Mr WILLIAMS: We have the opportunity to
employ over 2 000 people. Think of the millions of
dollars in income tax the Government could get
into its coffers and the royalties to be gained in
this State from the export of this uranium. de-
cause of the Government's idiotic policy, this will
not be possible. Australia has the most stringent
requirements in respect of the export of uranium
-and its potential use thtan has any other country:
but other countries are increasing their use of
uranium. Even a country like Canada which has
more hydro-power than it will ever be able to use
is opening up its own nuclear reactors for power.

Mr Jamieson: How long is it since Canada
opened up the last one?
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Mr WILLIAMS: I will check. It was opened
recenitly.

Mr Jamieson: When?
Mr WILLIAMS: It opened in February this

year. two months ahead of schedule. The docu-
ment I have was printed in June 1984.

Mr Jamieson: That is the last one they have got
on commission.

Mr WILLIAMS: It is the last one com-
missioned.

Mr Clarko: Fairly recent.

Mr WILLIAMS: Canada has six reactors, so
obviously that country knows exactly what is
what. Germany and Japan are going ahead with
nuclear power stations. Russia cannot get nuclear
power stations quickly enough. The Russians are
agitating in WA-not to handle our nuclear power
stations and not to sell our uranium-because they
want to become the masters of nuclear power
throughout the world.

Mr Jamieson: If they put their heads in the fire,
that is their business.

Mr WILLIAMS: The member for Welshpool's
head is in the sand; that is the trouble. The Labor
Party's head is completely and absolutely in the
sand. For goodness sake, jobs are at stake. Very
good export markets could be opened up.

Mr Jamieson: Lives are at stake.

Mr WILLIAMS: We have 30 per cent of the
world's uranium supply; so why do we not use it?
We are not using it because of this stupid, idiotic
policy of the Government's.

Mr Old: Good show.
Mr WILLIAMS: We have to surfer while this

Government is in power, but I assure the House
that the day we return to power we will look at
ways and means to export uranium-be assured of
that-because jobs are vital. We do not have our
heads in the sand, and it is terribly important to
the economy of this country that we export
uranium.

Mr Old: Hear, bear!
Mr WILLIAMS: I want to conclude my few

remarks by discussing the Aboriginal problem. Be-
ing a fourth generation Australian, I believe in
Aboriginal rights and that Aborigines be given a
fair go-let there be no doubt about that. But they
should not be given a better or fairer go than that
given to my children or to anyone else's children.
All children are entitled to equal opportunities.
Children do not have this equality. Government
members should darn well listen to me. The mem-
ber for Mandurah is again out of his seat. Obvi-
ously, he wants better rights for Aborigines than

he does for his own children. The member for
Mandurah is a racist.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILLIAMS: All Australians should have

an equal right to land. No-one should have more
rights than those enjoyed by everyone else, and
that has been the concept since the beginning of
the Constitution of Australia in 1901. That is how
we should keep it.

Handing over large tracts of land to the Abor-
igines is not good for the Aborigines, or the white
people. I do not like using those words because we
are all Australians and that is what we must re-
member. It is racist to make laws which differen-
tiate between people. That should not be allowed
to happen; we should encourage people to become
educated, to hold jobs, and to be Australians
together. We are from the same country-we are
Australians, and that is the way we should remain.

Sinister actions have occurred in the Kimberley.
I do not believe the majority of the Aboriginal
people in the north wish to take over the control of
the Kimberley. However, the Aborigines have
been stirred and pushed by agitators there. We
note that this has occurred throughout the history
of this State.

I wish to refer to the official organ of the Com-
munist Party of Australia, The Workers' Weekly.
of 24 September 1931 in which a draft programme
was published under the heading, "The Struggle
for the Rights of Aborigines". Clause 14 states-

(14) The handing over to the aborigines of
large tracts of watered and fertile country,
with towns, seaports, railways, roads etc. to
become one or more independent aboriginals
states or republics. The handing back to the
aborigines of all Central, Northern, and
North West Australia to enable the aborigi-
nes to develop their native pursuits. These
aboriginal republics to be independent of
Australian or other foreign powers. To have
the right to make treaties with foreign
powers, including Australia, established their
own army, governments, industries, and in
every way be independent of imperialism.

The situation was diabolical in those days, and it is
diabolical today. However, today we are supposed
to be more enlightened people, but this nonsense
and indoctrination have been pursued by the do-
gooders in the community who simply want to stir
up trouble. Australia is for Australians, no matter
what colour they may be.

People should work to make Australia one
country. Australians should work as a team; there
is no room for talk about segregation of rights. It
is not on for Aborigines only to have land rights.
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Such a situation will not work. Members can be
assured that over 95 per cent of the Australian
people are opposed to Aboriginal land rights. They
will not tolerate them; therefore, they should be
scrubbed from the Labor Party manifesto forth-
with.

I support the amendment.

MR CRANE (Moore) [3.45 p.m.]: I support the
amendment. While it is not necessary for me to
deal with this matter in great detail, because the
arguments have been put forward strongly, if we
look through the various clauses of the amend-
ment, we find that there are threats to Australia
generally, and Western Australia in particular in
some instances.

The Commonwealth ban on the construction of
the hydro-electric power generation dam in
Tasmania was another example of power politics
corrupting absolutely. Australia has a Consti-
tution, but it is a sad day when that Constitution,
which was put together wisely by our forefathers,
must be challenged in the High Court for political
reasons.

We are supposed to have representatives of the
States-various senators-looking after our
interests, yet we find we have been badly let down.
I agree entirely with the concern expressed, by the
Leader of the Opposition.

The matter of the uranium industry in Western
Australia would be laughable if it were not so
serious. The fact is that a political party has
agreed to the development of uranium at Roxby
Downs because it is politically expedient for it to
do so, but it has denied Western Australia-the
cousin of South Australia-the opportunity to de-
velop uranium. That is unfair, and is an indication
of the lack of responsibility of the Labor Party. I
think it is damning that this is allowed to happen.'
Why can uranium be developed at Roxby Downs
in South Australia, but not be developed in West-
ern Australia? No-one has yet been able to tell me
the reason. I do not expect anyone will, because
there is no good reason.

With regard to the visits to Western Australia
by United States ships, we have supported the
ANZUS pact since the cessation of hostilities in
1945 when the pact was made between Australia,
New Zealand. and the United States of America.
Under the terms of that pact, it is necessary that
the armed forces of the various participating
nations visit each other and take part in combined
exercises.

The visits by the United States ships help
towards the security of this State. We should not
deny such visits. I remember well the frightening
days of late 1939 and the early days of the 1940s

when we were unprotected. There was nothing
between the enemy and us except a few tin cans
sailing in the ocean. I happened to be on one of
them. I suppose it was by good fortune the enemy
decided not to come out in force at that particular
time, because I would not be here bashing mem-
bers' ears today if it had. There was no way we in
Australia could protect ourselves from the
Japanese in those days. It was only with the assist-
ance: of the Americans, the British, and the Dutch
that we were able to drive them back. However,
for political reasons, we are denying our American
allies the right to come to our ports.

It was a shocking indictment on Australia that
the British aircraft carrier HMS Invincible was
denied docking facilities in Sydney last year-
another example of what the Labor Party is all
about.

We cannot condone these actions. American
ships coming to Western Australia not only give
us the security we require and perhaps one day
will need, but also create a lot of tourism and
bring a wealth of dollars which are of benefit to
Western Australia. If we should be attacked by an
axis power-and I hope it will never happen-the
very people who have condemned our allies
coming here will be the first to cry for help. They
will be the first to look for someone to defend us
because they will have ensured that we are not in a
position to defend ourselves.

In relation to Aboriginal land rights, I agree
With the previous speaker who said that there can-
not be two laws in Australia; we cannot have dif-
ferent policies for different people depending on
their colour or creed. We must have one Australia.
It was frightening to hear the previous speaker
read clause 14 of the Communist manifesto of
1931 and the details of what was planned then.
The proposals for Aboriginal land rights are an
extension of that-a continuation of the plans laid
down so long ago.

That is one of the real dangers of communism.
It places no time limit on its operations. The Com-
munists do not expect to move in six months or six
years. Communism spreads gradually throughout
the World like a cancerous growth. When one
hears what was said in 1931 and one can see it
happening today, one appreciates how important it
is that we defend ourselves against such policies.

I would be the last person in the world to see
Aboriginal people treated unfairly or differently
from ourselves. I can stand on my record for
having defended them, and for having worked for
them, and I will continue to do so. I will not be
afraid to stand up and say these things because
some people may dare to call me "racist". I stand
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by my record in this area; it is unblemished. I am
concerned for the Aboriginal people. They need
such help as we can give them. but this is not the
way to help them. One does not give a drowning
man a glass of waler: that is not the way to help
with kindness. The Aboriginal people need sen-
sible and well-meaning help, and I t rust we in this
Parliament will recognise their needs because I
know the vast majority of Australians are well
aware of those needs and share our concern.

I refer now to the importation of pornographic
material. Last Sunday, I attended a mass rally in
the Perth Entertainment Centre at which more
than 4 000 people expressed their Christian views
on what was happening to Australia. I was ac-
companied by the Minister for Housing (Mr
Wilson), and the H-on. Peter Wells. It was refresh-
ing to see at the rally so many people who are not
yet old. That is the easiest way to describe them;
they could not be described as "young". or .'old"
people: they were family people and children. It
was wonderful and refreshing to see the revival of
Christianity standing up against the flood of por-
nographic literature and material which has been
allowed to come into the country.

I would certainly defend the present Govern-
ment from being blamed for all that has happened,
because we were not as vociferous as we ought to
have been when we were in Government at State
and Federal level. We did not guard against this
flood as well as we might have donc. We must
accept a lot of the blame for what has happened.

At present, we do not have the reins; we are not
guiding the team of horses. Someone else is doing
that, and we must ask him to stand up against this
flood of pornographic material and ensure that it
is stopped from coming into the country so that
people can carry on and conduct themselves in a
satisfactory manner for the well-being of future
generations.

The problem of tariff protection in the Eastern
States is well known and has been well
documented over many years. In our current tn-
quiry into the rural industry and the effects of
many of the problems facing that industry, we
found that the protective tariff policies were one of
the main causes of the cost-price squeeze in that
industry. It affects not only the rural industry, but
also our whole way of life.

Therefore, I must support the amendment
moved by the Leader of the Opposition. I hope the
Government will take this amendment on board,
not as a criticism for the sake of criticising, but as
an expression of genuine concern at what is
happening to Australia, and what has been at-

]owed to happen, and sadly, in many instances, at
what is being encouraged to happen.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [3.57 p.m.); The
National Party believes that each part of the
amendment moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition is worth)' of being the basis for the forma-
tion of a substantive motion.

I have been in this Parliament for 10 years,
going on for I I years, and while I have seen many
changes it appears the Government and the Oppo-
sition have not made any great effort to look
closely at the way in which the Parliament func-
tions and the way one can present topics or sub-
jects to this place for discussion in order to reap
the maximum benefit for the people one rep-
resents.

I wonder whether the Leader of the Opposition
and the people who support him thought through
what would happen with this amendment if by
some chance five members of the Government
were not present in the Chamber %vhcn the vote
was taken, It would be delivered to the Governor.
and I wvonder whatI would happen a fter that. Is
the Governor likely to dismiss the Government?
Of course not. Therefore, it is quite a useless exer-
cise in this Parliament to move an amendment to
the Address-in-Reply other than for one
reason-the publicity that is given to the subjects
wvhich are debated.

Since the Leader of the Opposition resumed his
seat, all we have heard from the various speakers
has been repetition of the same subjects. I do not
think that has served any purpose other than per-
haps to place on record an individual's opposition
or support for the particular policies Contained in
the amendment. Members of the Opposition in
this Parliament have ample time to express their
views in the Address- in-Reply debate. We do not
need to indulge in pointless amendments to the
Address-in-Reply debate. If there were no amend-
ments, we could get the Address-in- Reply debate
out of the way and allow substantive motions to be
put before the Parliament on those topics
contained in the amendment moved by the Leader
of the Opposition.

I think all these topics deserve substantive am-
tions; they are all extremely important. There can
be some philosophical questions about many of
them; and I instance the Commonwealth's ban on
the construction of the hydro-clectric power gener-
ation plant in Tasmania. It could be asked what
Malcolm Fraser would have done had he been
returned to power, Perhaps hie would have been in
the same position that the Federal Government is
in now. lie gave every indication that he would
have prevented the dam from going ahead.
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Mr Blaikie: It was Federal ALP policy in 1982
to stop the dam.

INr COWAN: That is correct. However,' the
member must remember that the Prime Minister
was then in his run up to the Federal election and
would not commit himself one way or the other as
to whether the Franklin Dam would go ahead.
Nobody knows to this day whether that issue
would have been supported by the Fraser Govern-
ment. W\hat is important is the constitutional
crisis that the High Court's decision created. This
Parliament should be dealing with that issue and
not the issue of the Franklin Dam-that is past. It
should be dealing wvith the effect of the High
Court's decision. It should be involved in making
certain that decisions of that nature are not made
in future. It should be concerned with the way the
High Court makes its decisions and puts them ito
effect. In other words, it shotuld be concerned
about whether a decision of the court is a majority
decision or a unanimous decision. We should be
discussing those sorts of issues.

This Parliament should be concerned about the
way in which things are dealt with in the future. It
should not be concerned just about an Address-in-
Reply or whether, by some chance, it might be
amended, and taken to the Governor. He would be
told that the Address-i n- Reply had been amended
and, therefore, the Government should be
dismissed. That is an exercise in futility. We
should be dealing with substantive motions about
such matters as those raised in the Leader of the
Opposition's amendment.

The constitutional effect of the Franklin Dam
decision is very serious. We should become
involved in it. It is worth more than an amend-
ment to the Address-in- Reply. That amounts to
nothing.

Undoubtedly. my colleague will deal with the
issue of the uranium mining industry and what
should be done about it. I will leave that matter to
him in order to save some of the repetition of
debate that has already taken place in this
Chamber.

Quite naturally, we in the National Party sup-
port the visits to Western Australia by United
States ships. We also question the need for Abor-
iginal land rights. I hope that Government mem-
bers will not fall into the trap of referring to any-
one who opposes the policy of Aboriginal land
rights as being racist. Such a person is not.

I would also like the Government to examine
very closely the effect of the granting of Aborigi-
nal land rights in places such as the Northern
Territory. The Government should demonstrate to
everybody in this House whether the granting of

Aboriginal land rights in that Territory has
improved the lot of Aborigines in any way, shape,
or form. There is only one wvay that it may have
and that is in the allocation of mineral royallties.
However, that is only a substitution for the wvel-
fare that Aborigines receive at this time.

Many things must be dealt wvith before we deal
wvith land rights. We should be dealing with mat-
ters relating to health, social environment, the
crime rate, housing, welfare, and education. Those
issues need to be addressed first.

Legislation which deals with many of the cul-
tural and other issues that are important to Abor-
igines is already in place in Western Australia.
Perhaps the Minister for Lands and Surveys can
talk to us about matters such as the Mt. Anderson
Station. Hie has the legislative capacity to acquire
parcels of land. I think we need to address import-
ant issues such as unemployment, education. and
welfare, because those issues involve real prob-
lems.

The subject of tariff protection has always been
bandied about, particularly by people who have an
affinity with rural areas. Tariff protection was
instituted about 60 years ago in order to promote
fledgling manufacturing industries. It was
consolidated after World War 11 by a Liberal-
Country Party Government. However, that matter
has now drawn the attention of the same parties. I
am very pleased that it has, because it is a serious
problem. It will not be solved overnight, but it is
an issue which is worth a lot more than being the
subject of a useless amendment to the Address-in-
Reply. It deserves more than being just talked
about.

If we want something positive to be done. let us
appoint a committee or make representations to
the Commonwealth pointing out the tariff disad-
vantages to Western Australia. Let us see whether
we can point out to the senators representing
Western Australia how tariff protection disadvan-
tages Western Australia. and get them to vote for
Western Australia instead of along party lines as
they do at present.

As I said earlier, an amendment to the Address-
in-Reply is a tuseless tactic to employ, other than
to gain publicity about a matter. That is why the
Leader of the Opposition moved the amendment.
We have heard nothing but rhetoric about the
same subjects. I think we should get this Address-
in-Reply out of the way as quickly as possible.
Then the Leader of the Opposition could introduce
substantive motions and do something positive
about the issues he has listed in his amendment
because they are extremely important.
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MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.07 p.m.]: I wish
to make a small contribution to this debate. I
begin by endorsing the opening remarks made by
the Leader of the National Party, the member for
Merredin. It has been consistent National Party
policy to point out that amendments to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply are a waste of time. They are a
waste of time in this instance although the issues
in the amendment are important. Even if the
amendment were carried, the Governor would
take no notice of it. It is a case of the Opposition's
knocking without putting anything worth while
before the Parliament. We urge the Opposition to
rethink its strategy, to get the Address-in-Reply
out of the way and to come forward with
substantive motions for positive action and put the
Government off the hook. The Government would
then be required to knock back the motions or to
be seen by the public to be unable to effectively
conduct the affairs of this State, particularly in
relation to the Federal Government.

I give notice that the National Party will come
forward with substantive motions for positive ac-
tion. Amendments to the Address-in-Reply cannot
be regarded as anything but a knocking of the
Government and as a way to seek publicity.
Unfortunately for the Opposition, from reading
the newspapers last Thursday, it did not receive
this publicity. In addition to wasting the time of
this House, the Opposition has not achieved the
desired purpose of gaining the publicity it wanted
as the Press did not regard the amendment as
being important.

Mr Rushton: Your party is having a 100 per
cent contribution.

Mr STEPHENS: We are contributing 100 per
cent. I think it is appropriate that the second con-
servative party in this House should make its con-
tribution. We are doing just that.

Mr Clarko: Half of your party is not even here
to listen to you.

Mr STEPHENS: They are rather puerile inter-
jections because, at one stage, I could have said
that only four members of the Liberal Party were
in the House and none of its hangers-on from the
National Country Party.

Mr Clarko: My response to you is that none of
your party is here to listen to you.

Mr STEPHENS: That is a rather puerile inter-
jection. We all know that members cannot sit in
this House all the time because they have other
duties to which they must attend. These small-
minded interjections indicate the mental ability of
the person who is interjecting and as he is an ex-
Minister, no doubt that is one of the reasons for
the Opposition's being on the Opposition benches.

It is not my intention to go through all the
points listed in the amendment to the motion be-
cause they have been covered by the member for
Merredin. However, I would like to refer to the
uranium industry which, I believe, could be im-
portant to the development of this State. It struck
me as rather strange that, from the constitutional
point of view, no action has been taken. I do not
profess to be a lawyer, let alone a constitutional
lawyer, but section 5 I of the Constitution refers to
the legislative powers of the Parliament as fol-
lows-

The Parliament shall, subject to this Con-
stitution, have power to make laws for the
peace, order, and good government of the
Commonwealth with respect to ...

It lists a series of them, the first reading as fol-
lows-

(i) Trade and commerce with other
countries, and among the States:

It is clear the Federal Government has the power
to make laws regarding trade with other countries
and among the States. Section 99 reads as fol-
lows-

The Commonwealth shall not, by any law
or regulation of trade, commerce, or revenue.
give preference to one State or any part
thereof over another State or any part
thereof.

It appears that by giving export licences to Roxby
Downs and to companies in the Northern Terri-
tory and by refusing an export licence for
Yeelirrie, the Federal Government is giving
preference-

Mr Jamieson: What about taxation con-
cessions?

Mr STEPHENS: That comes under another
area. I suggest to the member for Welshpool that
he does not try to answer with another argument
which is drawing a red herring. I am referring to
the preferential treatment which the present Fed-
eral Government is handing out to South
Australia and to the Northern Territory. It is
strange that the Federal Government's decision
has not been the subject of a challenge by this
Government.

Mr Peter Jones: Western Mining has said pub-
licly that it is considering a challenge.

Mr STEPHENS: l am pleased to hear that it is
considering a challenge. I will go further than that
and will say that if this State Government was
doing its job for Western Australia, it would
finance a legal challenge on this constitutional
point.

I come back to the need for a substantive
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motion for positive action. Perhaps a motion from
this House calling on the Government to institute
a challenge to the Federal Government's preferen-
tial treatment to these States with respect to
mining, would be a positive action and one which
all members in this House should support in the
interests of all Western Australians. After all, we
are in this Parliament as representatives of the
people of Western Australia. I believe this type of
action would have a better result and would do
more for the people of Western Australia than do
amendments to the Add ress-in- Reply.

I certainly support the continuation of visits to
this State by the United States navy-not only by
the navy, but also by other United States services
including the land and air forces.

Several members interjected.

Mr STEPHENS: I said the United States
forces-land, air, and sea. Let us not make any
mistake about it; if the United States were to fail
in the defence of the free world, Australia would
not last for three seconds. It is erroneous to believe
that if we avoid the risk of nuclear confrontation
in this State, we will avoid any threat to life and
limb. People need only to cast their minds back to
the last war to recall that countries were not
spared. I am not suggesting that a nuclear con-
frontation will happen. I certainly hope it does not.

The fact that we will weaken the defence of the
United States by not allowing them access to. and
the use of, this country would, I believe, weaken
Australia's defences and, that is not to say that, in
the long term, we would even save lives in this
country. It is essential that we maintain our re-
lations and co-operate with the United States.

With regard to Aboriginal land rights, it is de-
plorable that the Government should try to deni-
grate anyone who has a differing point of view
from its and call that person a racist. I am not
surprised that the Liberal Opposition has taken
exception to the Government's point of view be-
cause I also take exception to it. I remind the
Opposition that members of the National Party
have had an independent point of view and have
clearly expressed it, and by doing so have been
tagged as "socialists". I remind Opposition mem-
bers that people in glass houses should not throw
stones. If they object to being called "racists"
quite correctly we take exception to being tagged
as "socialists"~.

I say to members of the Labor Party that, in
order to pursue its point on Aboriginal land rights,
it should come out with positive arguments and it
should not denigrate people by caling them
racists, because such an expression is meaningless.

That kind of action weakens the Government's
argument; it does not strengthen it.

I believe that something should be done to assist
the Aboriginal people so they might attain the
same standard of health and education as that
enjoyed by the white community in order that the
Aborigines might take their proper places in this
community. I question how the granting of land
rights will solve the problem. It is wrong to en-
courage the Aboriginal people to believe that by
their being granted land rights their problem will
be solved. It is certainly not the panacea and we
need to do a lot more to overcome the disadvan-
tages which that race suffers.

I indicate that I am strongly opposed to any
proliferation of pornographic material. At one
stage of my career, I was the Chief Censor in this
State, and I am aware of the type of material that
is brought into this country. In those days, it was
in printed and pictorial form and occasionally on
16 mm film, but we now have a more severe im-
pact because of video recorders. Having seen the
type of material being pushed, I consider it is
essential that it be stopped from entering this
country and this State. The material might not
have much impact on the adult mind, but it would
certainly have a serious and adverse impact on the
young and undeveloped mind, and children should
not come in contact with the material. Children
should be allowed to develop in a clean environ-
menit. If the material were allowed into this
country for use by adults, obviously it would be-
come available to children and we should do all in
our power to prevent that happening.

In regard to the tarrif protection of the Eastern
States manufacturing industry, I believe that it is
a serious problem. However, I am amazed that
this subject should come out of the blue and ap-
pear in this amendment to the motion. It has been
a problem for many years and it is one for which
the late Mr McEwan should be answerable. He
promoted the protection of the manufacturing in-
dustry. It might not have been a bad thing if the
protection of the manufacturing industry had
strengthened its capacity to compete, but
unfortunately, with the protection it has received,
the industry has been unable to compete with the
world industry.

That is part of the problem today concerning
unemployment. Generally speaking, our manufac-
turing industry is not competitive and we are at a
disadvantage. The industry is subsidised and
maintained to a large extent by the primary indus-
tries of agriculture, forestry, and mining. Most of
those industries-and certainly agriculture-have
today reached the point where they have no profit
left. They are not in a position to sustain that

121



122 [ASSEM IBLYl

economic assistance to the manufacturing indus-
try. It has always been important, but it is now
even more important, that action be taken to re-
duce tariff protection.

Most of the items in [he amendment to the
Address-in-Reply are important. However. I think
it would be much better if the Opposition got the
Address-in-RepIy out of the way and then
presented a positive motion seeking positive action
to overcome these problems.

MIR JAMIESON (Wekshpool) [4.21 p.m.]: I op-
pose the amendment to the Address-in- Reply. I
am not able to make a determination on some of
thle features of the amendment as well as have
those members who moved or spoke on it. I query
whether we should be indulging in debate on the
Commonwealth ban on the construction of a hy-
dro-eleetric power generation dam in Tasmania.
The subject is a little above my head.

Mr Blaikie: Be fair: You were part of the con-
ference that Pagreed with it,

Mr JAMIESON: I will be fair with the member
for Vasse when 1 deal with him. However, I am
referring to my ability to become involved in an
argument on this subject, which ability is not
rated as highly as that of those who appear to be
knowledgecable oin the subject. The fact that it was
done under the world heritage category seems jus-
tification for the. action no matter which Govern-
ment is in power. It has occurred on previous
occasions and I refer to the Fraser Government' s
actions on the sandhills of' Frazer Island and 1ile
closing down of an industry at that time, I know
there: were legal argulments as to whether it was
correct, and thle company involved has not been
satisfied. Nevertheless, it tias carried out with the
use of Commonwealth powers.

I am more concerned about the development of
the uranium industry in Western Australia. I have
been in this House long enough to be aware of the
fearful problems that existed in the early mining
history of this State. I had colleagues who were
affected by pneumoeoniosis, which is a very nasty
disease. Before people start telling me that it has
principally been overcome by the medical protec-
tion afforded to people in goldmines, I remind
them that for a long time it killed many people. It
left others gasping for breath because they were
chasing the dollars associated with the mining in-
dustry and they needed the work. It is cruel to
require people to spend their lives in such circum-
stances. It was later found that we had the inci-
dence of asbestos-cauised mesothelioina. Day after
day reports are made of people affected by this
disease.

I have recently read Western Mining Corpor-
ation's preliminary environmental and manage-
ment programme and have a copy available For
any member who wishes to read it. This report
deals with Yeelirrie. FHaving thoroughly digested
the contents. I am concerned that legislators of
this State could be condemning people to such
circumstances all over again. People take the jobs
because they need to work and yet they find at a
later stage in their lives that they may be suffering
as a result. Western Mining was very clear in the
statements made that the works would be carried
out in a security area and that people would not be
allowed to remain within that territory for more
than a certain time because of the presence of
radon gas which as anl inversion layer is ever
present in the region. Once thle carnotite ore was
disturbed, there would be the additional problem
of people ingesting the radon daughters in the
form of particles they breathe.

This leads me to wonder what could happen in
the future to the people associated with this indus-
try. It was proposed in the report that the townsite.
would be somec distance from thle security area so
that nobody who lived there would be likely to be
affected. However, men would be expected to
work under those conditions which could in some
way cause them severe harm.

I do not know much about the Communist
manifesto of 1931 which was read in part by the
member for Clontarf. I am worried for the citizens
of the State of Western Australia and concerned
about their previous experiences in the various
aspects of mining. It is true that mining made this
State; it also killed many people. I am aware that
mining is always dangerous, whether it be coal,
gold, or any other kirtdo particularly with the poss-
ible falls of rock. I know that deaths occur regu-
larly within this industry and it is probably one of
those calculated risks that people choose to take.

M~r Spriggs: Like driving a motor car.

Mr JAMIESON: By comparison, more deaths
occur in this industry than as a result of the driv-
ing of motor cars. That is part of the indus-
try-the toll it takes. However, the unseen toll as a
result of other aspects of the industry is of con-
cern. I oppose the mining of such commodities as
uranium or beach sands of various kinds which are
likely to affect people who unknowingly ingest
substances or are exposed to them without being
aware of what is happening. This aspect of
uranium mi ning must be considered.

I was not one of those who won the day at the
ALP National Conference. My attitude on this
subject has always been very clear: 1 do not believe
-we should always oppose nuclear energy. 1 believe
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that the less we can make uranium available for
the purpose of burning in atomic furnaces, the
quicker we will reach the stage of using other
kinds of generators. Rather than fission, we should
have fusion generators. When we achieve that. we
will not have this problem. The sooner we create
the necessity to invent and promote such a gener-
ator, the better it will be for mankind.

Plenty of energy will be provided by hydrogen,
and we will not have to worry about any residues.
The time is not that far off. A few years ago I
heard Ernest Titterton, a professor, say that the
fusion generator would be a practical proposition
in 30 years' time. Assuming he is right-and he is
a prominent world physicist-we are about half-
way there already. We have plenty of other
sources of energy to take us through to that time.

This brings me to the conclusion that it is much
satfer not to be associated with uranium and
uranium products.

Mr Peter Jones: That has been your consistent
attitude since 1978 in this Parliament,

Mr JAN11I ESON: I have always taken this att-
nude. I do not want to see wrong done to anyone by
legislation in this State.

Mr Peter Jones: Why did some of your col-
leagues change that?

Mr JAMIESON: People here say that one
should not allow it because the Russians have
many thousands of types of atomic generators.
They can have what they like. I have not seen
much mining in Russia. From what I hear, it does
not come up to the standard we require. I have
seen some in China and it certainly does not come
up to our standard. I have been involved in some
mishaps there. One was 600 metres underground,
and mines there certainly did not conform to
mineworkers' regulations here. That seems to be
part and parcel of the situation there. If these
other countries choose to carry on in that way.
there is not much I can do. They may or they may
not take up some of our ideas.

However, in the case of our mining experience,
we are bound to take notice of what is happeni.ng,
and in future to profit from experience. I do not
want to get involved in an argument about
whether 30 per cent of uranium is found in
Australia. There is probably more than that be-
cause it has a habit of being found well out into
rather rugged areas. If there was a demand for it ,we would probably find a lot more, but ( feel it is
safer left where it is.

The residue problem has not been solved. No-
one should believe anybody who tells him it has; it
is all theory. Nobody really knows whether this
will last.

I came across a magazine in my office recently
concerning Atlas Copco, the compressed air tool
company. I am indebted to it for a story about the
Swedish position. Those involved are burrowing
under the ocean to make a great cavern into which
to put this residue and they are using Atlas Copco
tools.

Recently there was a problem with residue to
the north of the United Kingdom where a submar-
ine ran into a few drums of the stuff and the
submarine had to be taken in and be dc-loused
before it could be put to sea again. These things
should be concerning members. Anybody can earn
dolla rs by in iing uran iutmn but safeguards must
be instituted 1o protect the people of this country.

I want to be one of the early ones to renounce
this proposal. I do not want anything to happen
which could cause damage to people associated
with the industry.

Let us turn to the porting of American ships. I
have nothing against Americans. If they want to
send two or three great plane loads of American
servicemen on R and R leave every now and then,
I would suggest that could happen and we could
accommodate them. I do object, though, when
they bring their ships here, particularly those with
nuclear arms, like the major carriers, to draw at-
tention to the areas where we are. We are not
being safeguarded by their being here. As a mat-
ter of fact, if the Russians or wvhoever did not have
an ICBM positioned straight onto these ships
here,' they would be very foolish. The more
American ships which come to this coast. the more
patrols we will have going up and down. We have
not heard much of any Russian patrols so far.

Mr Clarko: That is not true. As long ago as the
mid-1960s, when we sent a plane around Australia
every week, it would pick up Russian submarines.
This happened every week.

Mr JAMIESON: We do not have many patrols
uip and down, as there are on the American coast.
I would be surprised if, when a group comes down
from the Seventh Fleet, they are not shadowed by
the other side. That is part of the strategy played
here. I cannot see ho"w anybody can argue with
that. We are in the hot seat,

As far back as the 1960s. when I was at a
Federal conference of the Labor Party opposing
the establishment of the base at the North-West
Cape. I made the point that as soon as something
like that is established, it attracts crabs from
somewvhere else.

Mr Clarko: You are not saying they were there
before.

Mr JAMIESON: I do not know whether they
would have been there before, but they were not
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there for any great purpose like chasing our fleet
or doing any damage. The Indian Ocean has been
an ocean of peace, apart from a few incidents. We
have not really had any disruption or major con-
flict.

Mr Blaikie: Yet.

Mr JAMIESON: The member would like us to
welcome atomic conflict into Fremantle.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: They do not have these sorts

of things elsewhere.

Mr Blaikie: How do you decribe your party's
attitude to the Invincible?

Mr JAMIESON: My party's attitude to the
Invincible is the same, as I tried to point out
before. It is strange none of these visits is made to
Sydney Harbour since the Americans were told
the ships were not welcome. They have been told
to move out of Sydney.

Several members interjected.
Mr JIAMIESON: Every time another group

comes to Fremantle, people start to march against
this procedure. Go back and read the Communist
manifesto. It would certainly improve members a
little if they did.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: The situation is very clear.

Who are the people who are starting to object?
They are the lay people; they are not the people in
this legislative Chamber.

Mr Blaikie: Bill Ethell; Ruth Coleman.

Mr JAMIESON: I have been down there. I
always participate in the major anti-nuecar
marches every year.

Mr Blaikie: You would lose your endorsement if
you didn't.

Mr JAMIESON: I do not see all my brother-
colleagues there.

Mr MacKinnon: Don't you mean comrades?
Mr JAMIESON: I shall think about that. Per-

haps a few of my colleagues could be persuaded to
come along under such circumstances. However,
none of my colleagues is under any threat. I go
along to these marches as do many other good
citizens.

There was a rather amazing situation at the last
march. People were still leaving Kings Park when
those at the head of the column of marchers had
reached the Supreme Court gardens where the
rally was to be held. That is saying something to
the Government. It says, "We have queries about
atomic energy and the problems its use may cause
for the people of the world. We have limited

knowledge about the matter, so let us do some-
thing about it". Those people were voting with
their feet.

Hundreds of thousands of people throughout
Australia have demonstrated in that way. It is no
wonder the New Zealanders have adopted the
stance that they will try to keep any nuclear-pow-
ered vessels away from the shores of their country.

Mr Blaikie: That still does not explain what
happened in regard to the Invincible.

Mr JAMIESON: Had the Invincible been
serviced, it would have been necessary to unload
atomic weapons on the Australian shore.

Several members interjected.
Mr JAMIESON: Members should be very clear

about that. We are proud of that.
Amendment put

following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Peter Jones

Mr Barnett
Mr Batenman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr I-odge
Mr Jamieson

Ayes
Mr Trethowan
Mr O'Connor
Mr Watt
Mr McNee

and a division taken with the

Ayes I8
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Thompson
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams

Noes 27
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Ton kin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Pairs
Noes

Mt Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Bridge
Mr Parker

(Teller)

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR PETER JONES (Narrogin) 14.45 p.mj.: In
the past few weeks there has been discussion in the
media and elsewhere about the proposed alu-
minium smelter in this State. Indeed, as we are
sitting here this week, discussions are taking place
in Korea on this topic. Later in the week, the
Minister for Minerals and Energy intends to travel
to Korea and it is right and proper that he should
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do so, so that he can participate in the discussions
which are of considerable importance to the proj-
ect. The proposed aluminium smelter is needed
greatly and the Opposition strongly supports its
construction.

It is worth my reminding the House that, when
in Government, the Opposition, through the mem-
ber for Floreat, started this project which is now
being taken further along the track by the present
Government. In 1979, the basic document in con-
nection with the proposed aluminium smelter was
prepared and it was then shown to selected
companies which made submissions, and it acted
as a basis for the discussions which have ensued in
subsequent years.

The Opposition supports the aluminium smelter
and I make it clear that we should ensure not only
that we get it, but also that it is productive in
terms of the totality of this State. By that 1 mean
that we should ensure that the jobs which would
flow from such a project become available, that
the downstream benefits in respect of export in-
come are obtained, and that we do not have to pay
for the project by some other means. The present
Opposition's instructions in respect of this project
were along those lines. The Government has
indicated it has instructed the SEC in a similar
manner, and that is the way in which the energy
component should be put together.

Energy is the key element in this project. Other
factors are of considerable importance and some,
such as the price of the alumina which goes into
the smelter, are of equal importance. However, the
major factor in respect of the proposed aluminium
smelter is energy. Not only is the actual price
initially paid for the energy important, but of
great importance also is the contractual require-
ments as they relate to the escalation of the price
of energy down through the years and the way in
which that price is arrived at. As is the case in
respect of some smelter contracts throughout the
world, different factors may be contained within
the same energy tariff.

One of the key factors in this respect is the
availability of energy generating equipment. In
the Prcss on the wcekcnd, the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy indicated that the SEC had
failed in its planning in respect of the smelter. He
indicated that the commission had advised the
previous Government that the two generating
units which arc now under construction at the
Muja "D"~ plant were needed whco, in fact, time
has ~shown that they were not.

I am quoting from the Minister's Press release
in that respect. The Minister said the SEC jumped
the gun and, as a result, the domestic energy cus-

tomers in this State are paying more than they
should be.

It is worth my commenting on that matter. In
1979, the previous Government asked the SEC to
prepare a report on the energy generating equip-
ment which would be required in the foreseeable
future. The commission prepared a document
known as "RPIOO" which became available in
March 1980. That report indicated the com-
mission's view as to what would be needed. A
portion of a submission of 14 April 1980 reads as
follows-

..the Commission recommends that Cabi-
net approve of the construction of two further
units at Muja in a development to be known
as M uja Stage 'D'.

It goes on to say-

The Commission expects a steady growth
rate for commercial and industrial energy, as
well as significant growth in the alumina,
nickel and iron ore industries during the next
decade, and there are specific prospects for
increases in special mineral processing loads,
such as the possibility of a metallic silicon
project at Wundowie.

It continues-

Based on long term demand forecasts,
quite apart from any of the special new loads,
the Commission estimates that new generat-
ing plant would need to be installed to meet
the peak demand for the interconnected
system during early 1986.

In the attached report (RP. 100) entitled
"Interconnected System Expansion-Review
of Power Plant Construction Programme", it
has been shown that, if an aluminium smelter
load or other new industrial loads do not
eventuate, the Commission will not suffer
financially due to the advancement of the
next installation.

Either the present Minister was not made aware
by the commission of that report, or the com-
mission has been in error by a far greater amount
than it appears to have been.

It also raises the whole question of the planning
and capacity of the SEC to undertake forecasting,
and it is no secret that the previous Government
was very dissatisfied with that situation. It
indicated that it intended to make some changes
following the 1983 election.

The Labor Party, when in Opposition, made it
quite clear that it intended to very seriously
restructure the commission. However, so far
nothing has happened, but the present Minister
has announced that something- will be done in that
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regard. I hope that it will not take too long to
eventuate because a very significant change is
needed in the way in which the Government di-
rectly receives energy advice. That was the key
factor that we sought to change. We commenced
by having the Stanford Research Institute give
some advice to the Government in that regard.

We need to understand that the SEC, in its
long-range planning, had access to some outside
information; for example, in the commitment to
North-West Shelf gas there were two reports in
addition to the SEC's own estimates. PA Consult-
ants did somec work as did subsequently W. D.
Scott and Company, followed by a further report
by PA Consultants, in addition to the SEC's own
planning estimates of future requirements. indeed,
at the time the commitment was made, out of all
those consultants and the energy companies no-
one foresaw what happened in the early l980s;
that is, the downturn in economic growth, not just
in this State, but globally which downturn caused
a traumnatic financial situation for many major
companies. We had a parachutte. but this Govern-
ment has railed to use the parachute and this
attitude seems to be guiding it down a track which
is very much against the best interests of energy
consumers in this State.

In the late 1 970s, when these forecasts were
made, Alcoa as a major customer, indicated that,
on the earlier figures, it would be looking at a gas
consumption of somec 50 per cent of the total to be
committed. Based on 360 million cubic feet a day,
the early forecast of Alcoa was that it might need
180 million cubic feet a day. Also at that time, 60
million cubic feet a day was earmarked for the
Pilbara beccause two pellet plants were in oper-
ation. Other industries could well use gas and
there was also some electricity generation in the
Pilbara. It must be borne in mind that the Pilbara
had no opportunity to use coal and was entirely
dependent on imported crude oil.

The Alcoa requirement at start-up is signifi-
cantly lower than, would otherwise have been the
case; the pellet plants are closed and other factors
are involved which have meant a downturn in the
availability of :ndustrial customers to take the gas
that was oriainally committed.

I mentioned that we had a parachute. In 1979,
the memorandum of understanding was recast and
various changes were made to it; for example. the
SEC became responsible for the Pilbara quantity
ef gas which up until then had been the responsi-
bility oV the joint venturers. Also, a two-tieredl
pricing siructarz- was introduced, but the key cl-
ement was that inserted in the contract was the
clause. "The gas must be able to be commercially
marketed in a mixed energy market".

The use of that clause in 1982 recast other
factors because by then, under some pressure, I
might add, the joint venturers agreed to some
changes in the contract-they have all been
publicised, so I have no need to dwell on them
now-which provided for a much better situation
for the SEC. particularly concerning the price of
gas for electricity generation. That parachute still
exists.

We come to the question of the smelter and to a
position where it would seem that someone is not
telling the truth. In the smelter discussions which
took place during 1980-81 and subsequently, par-
ticularly during the latter part of 1980 and early
198 1, the SEC went to great lengths, as it should,
to produce various studies to show at what price
this State could afford to uffer electricity to a
consortium which was intending to build a
smelter.

In early 1981, the SEC had advised the Govern-
ment that the lowest Figure that could be con-
sidered and offered to the consortium that was
then considering a smelter-the Westal Consor-
tiunm-was 2.467c per kilowatt hour. I will not
take the time of the House to show how that figure
was made up. but it was very precisely made up. It
included the Government levy of three per cent,
and coal at S 19,95 a tonne. etc., but, more particu-
larly. it was based on July 1980 values and there
was no room at all for error because the SEC went
on and made it quite clear how this was made up
and the factors that comprised it; for example. the
SEC allowed an error margin of only five per cent
and that was built in. If all those things were
relevant in 1980, why are they no longer relevant,
or if they are relevant, why is the pi icc which we
are now told is being offered as cheap as it is'?

There is no case whatsoever for the Government
to say that it can get the price down as low as that
stated in the othier documents which have now
been freely circulated because if it removes, for
example. the three per cent Government levy and
says. -Okay, we will subsidise it to that de-
Pgree -the three per cent levy-the result will be
marmirial. It will be .03c or something like that per
kilowatt hour;, so something about that factor
needs to be understood.

The interest rate being quoted at that time was
12 per cent and that was used to calculate the
2.467c. Had the interest rate been 9,5 per cent, it
would have been 2.23c, still a long way above what
is now being suggested. We refused to accept that
from the SEC and we told it to go back and do
sonme more sums because its fwsures would not give
us a smelter. The SEC responded very clearly and
precisely in a subsequent minute by saying, "We
cannot", but it then set out some of the factors
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which it could shave; for example, if the Govern-
ment wanted to cut out the three per cent levy and
subsidise it. We could do that. There is another
way. If cheaper coal could be produced and, in,-
stead of being avcraged, it could be committed to
the smelter as distinct front its being committed to
the total energy generating systems, that would
shave off more costs.

We said, "No, that is not on, because any of
those measures comprises a subsidy, and it will not
be considered". We made that clear. and more
particularly, the consortium did not want that
form of subsidy because it knew the political haz-
ard of being in receipt of something that is likely
to change or be questioned by a future Govern-
ment, and especially by other consumers in the
community. The community will say, "Why
should I be paying more to subsidise a smelter?"

In December 1982, by which time more work
had been done on the use of gas to generate cc-
tricit)' for the early years-the start-up years-the
following advice was given to the Government-

As we go through our power cost deliber-
ations, we may conclude that we can achieve
IS mils in the near term, but only by mort-
gaging the future, i.e., at the expense of long-
term costs. Should this he the case, the
strength of our position will depend largely
upon t he degree of escalation expected.

The document goes on-

Another political issue of significance con-
cerns coal. Specifically, we understand it to
be the intention of SEC WA to, in some man-
ner, provide the smelter with SEC WA's low-
est cost coal. Has this fact been made public
and if not, why not, and what is the antici-
pated reaction.

One of the company's advisers wvent on to make it
clear that it "would not proceed with the venture
unless that plan were made public if it continues to
be a key method of achieving the power cost
objectives": in other words, the manner in which
the SEC was seeking to shave things was already
coming to the fore, a~nd was being rejected because
it was not on.

Mr Bryce: What is the date of the document?
Mr PETER JONES: December 1982.
Mr Bryce: Nearly two years have passed.

Mr PETER JONES: I am talking about the
principle of the matter. How is it that in
December 1982, on the same gas price struc-
ture-because that has not altered-it was im-
possible to get a figure of 1.9c per kwh or ].Be per
kwh without "mortgaging the future", and now
the SEC is able to offer-and I emphasise "the

SEC" and not "the Government"-a firm tariff of
1.5c using gas? Either the commission was mis-
leading the previous Government. or it is mislead-
ing the present Government. I accept that that
figure is not the Government's figure, although it
has been done in the name of the Gov ernment.

We come now to the point at which the issue
became public. That occurred because one of the
Government officers concerned or associated with
the Government smelter task force decided that
the proposal being prepared was too much for him
to stomach. He decided he should make public
some of the information being ttsed to prepare the
smelter price, and more particularly, he made
public copies of the document being forwarded to
the participants-the papers containing the
"firm" tariff.'

All sorts of difficulties arose then. These docu-
ments are freely availabie. so there was no prob-
lem in relation to them: the problem is the story
they contain. Although the publicity put out by
the Premier and the Minister said thtat the docu-
ments did not constitute a firm tariff, but a basis
for discussion, I refer to the following passage-

For the period January 1988 to December
1995, certain firm tariff proposals have
already been made and are as follows:

The proposals are then set out. It is a firm, clear
commitment, despite wvhat the Government and
the Minister said. It is a Firm commitment to 1995
until which time gas will be used to generate elec-
tricity. After that, the price is governed by other
factors such as the price of coal. The tariff is
projected on the basis that there will be no three
per cent Government levy. That is a subsidy for a
start. It is put forward on the basis that coal will
be $20 a tonne-l ask members to bear in mind
that the coal price in 1981 was $19.90-and they
are talking of a much lower end price.

Another point contained in the letters is that the
proposal has been developed in close consultation
with the Minister for Minerals and Energy. So the
Minister was aware of wvhat was being done-he
cannot deny that-or again, either the Com-
missioner of the SEC who signed this document is
lying, or the Minister lied. The stories do not add
up.

Following that, the enormously funny argument
arose in which the Commissioner of the SEC
wanted to send the police around to demand the
documents back, and we went through that absol-
ute nonsense. The Minister quoted the Premier as
saying that the SEC was an autonomous body and
had the right to do what it wanted in these mat-
ters. That was at the beginning of the week, on
Monday; we know what happened on Friday,
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when the Premier came back from the Labor
Party Conference. The headline in the next day's
paper was something like "Burke orders SEC
hack-ocr7.

The Premier gave a commitment that every-
thing would be made public; the cost of energy
would be publicly disclosed and no subsidy would
be given. A study had been launched which would
be completed in a month and the results made
public. The following day, the Minister said he
would not give full details of power prices. In
answer to a question I asked, he said he would
decide what, and when, if ever, information would
be made public. The Minister and the Premier had
better get their act together and decide who is to
say what.

I have asked all sorts of questions in relation to
these matters and various statements have been
made. On 29 May. I asked whet her it was correct
that the Commissioner of the SEC had had dis-
cussions in Korea regarding an energy package for
the proposed smelter, and had indicated a formal
offer would follow. I asked whether he discussed
such proposals or gave undertakings, and the
answer was, "No". It was as clear as anything.
The Minister said that the commissioner had not
discussed these matters during his visit to Korea.
However, in the letter dated 28 May. Mr
Kirkwood says, "Following my discussions with
you in Seoul". The Minister said the commissioner
did not have any such discussions. Again, either
the commissioner is lying to the Minister, or the
Minister is lying to the Parliament.

Let us give the Minister the credit and the bene-
fit of the doubt by saying that if SEC officer
drafted the answer to the question, perhaps the
Minister should have asked whether it was true
and whether he was being misled, because he cer-
tainly has misled this Parliament. What the
Minister told this Parliament was untrue.

On 26 July. 1 asked the Minister whether, in
calculating the proposed energy tariff, the SEC
included a three per cent levy payment to the
Government. These are the tariffs which the Min-
ister is said to have known about. However, the
Minister told me that details of the proposed tar-
iffs were still being negotiated. On 28 May. the
Commissioner of the SEC wrote to the Koreans
and Reynolds Metals and said what the Firm tariff
proposals up to 1995 were. The Minister has been
committed to those tariffs. He should get his act
together. The SEC is lying to the Minister and has
dabbed him in, as well as his Government. If the
Government goes along with this, it means that
the Opposition is also involved and we will all be
committed to a project and a price which we will
all subsidise.

We have a situation where the commissioner
has said that the project1 will not be subsidised, it
will be "discounted". Last Thursday, I asked the
Minister the following question-

Having regard to the statement by the
Commissioner of the State Energy Com-
mission that the proposed smelter power tar-
iff had been developed "in close consultation
with the Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy"_

(1) Was the Minister made aware of dis-
cussions between the Director-General of
Economic Development and Dr John
Saunders following expressed concerns
relating to the methods being used by the
SEC in determining the tariff proposal;

The Minister replied that he had been involved on
an ongoing basis with a series of task force meet-
ings; in other words, he did not know the answer.
He did not know what was being done in his name
or in the name of the Government. We have a
position which goes back to last May and there
has been close interrelationship with the decep-
tions in the answers being drafted by the SEC for
the Minister. That is no excuse. The Minister has
to take the blame for being misled. To his credit
since he became aware the Government had been
sold down the river he has become involved, and
he is now in Korea pursuing the matter. It is a pity
that he did not become aware of it earlier or that
his predecessor allowed it to happen in a way
which in his case, of course, cost him his job.

I make it clear that the Opposition wants this
project to go ahead, but this will not happen while
this nonsense is continuing and while the Govern-
ment does not know what is being done in its
name. The project has the potential to be viable,
but the Government should get it under some con-
trol.

The project will be based on an energy tariff
where the Government will discount gas to gener-
ate electricity on the basis it will be cheaper to
generate electricity from gas, at a discounted
price, rather than leave it in inventory.

That is what it is all about. If the Government is
to travel that route, the information must be made
public. We need to know all about it. We will
know all about it in the same way a fellow was not
prepared to stomach the nonsense that was going
on and made certain it came out. Let us have no
more of this nonsense, and get the situation under
control as quickly as we can. Let us stop this
misleading of the Parliament.
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Amendment to Motion
There is another issue about which Opposition

members have some concern, and I move the fol-
lowing amendment to the motion-

That the following words be added to the
motion-

But we regret to inform Your Excel-
lency that the Government has failed to
consult Members of Parliament about its
plans to conduct a Parliament Week,
and we would seek your assistance in
ensuring that members from all Parties
represented in the Parliament determine
its planning and conduct.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-
position) [5.15 p.m.]: I second the amendment.

Leave to Continue Speech
I seck leave to continue my remarks at a later

stage of the sitting.
Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.16.p.m.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: THIRD DAY
Amendment to Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the
Opposition) [7.16 p.m.]: I remind the House of
the amendment which has been moved to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply.

Mr Ton kin: Which was ably moved by Mr Peter
Jones.

Several members interjected.
Mr HASSELL: The amendment wag moved by

the member for Narrogin to enable the Opposition
to state briefly-we do not want to delay the
House unnecessarily-its position in relation to
this Government's sham Parliament Week. The
amendment reads as follows-

But we regret to inform Your Excellency
that the Government has failed to consult
Members of Parliament about its plans to
conduct a Parliament Week, and we would
seek your assistance in ensuring that mem-
bers from all Parties represented in the Par-
liament determine its planning and conduct.

it is entirely a legitimate use of the kind presented
by the Address-in- Reply debate, a use which al-
lows members to express their views on a wide
(5)

range of subjects. The Opposition can move an
amendment to show its concern which has been
expressed publicly about the Government's plans
for a Parliament Week.

I have stated publicly that the first I heard
about Parliament Week was when, on 21 July, 1
read a lotter from a Mr D. De V. Hunt who
described himself as the co-ordinator of Parlia-
ment Week. The letter was dated 20 July and it
read,' "Dear Bill, as you are aware Parliament
Week will be held from the 9th to the 15th
September"-

Mr Bryce: Is he a constituent of yours?
Mr KASSELL: I do not know.

Mir Bryce: Is that why he calls you, "Dear
Bill"?

Mr HASSELL- 1 am reading fromn the letter
which was sent to me. Unfortunately, Mr Hunt
was wrong when he said, "As you are aware",
because I was not aware, neither was the Leader
of.the National Country Party, the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, or any other mmbers of the
Opposition.

Mr Stephens: Including the Leader of the
National Party.

Mr HASSELL: I am glad to have that infor-
mation.

I want to make it clear that the Opposition is
not opposed to the idea of our having a Parliament
Week, and I have made that clear all through this
issue. What the Opposition is opposed to is that
the Government pre-empted Parliament with a
major breach of protocol, and established a Parlia-
ment Week without the slightest reference to the
Parliament.

The President of the Legislative Council and
you, Mir Speaker, were, as I understand it, ap-
proached to give approval to certain activities
taking place within the confines of the Parliament.
However, many of the proposed activities are not
to take place within the Parliament, but outside ir.

The Opposition strongly objects to the lack of
consultation and what it objects to more strongly
are the implications of the material, presumably
prepared by Mr Hunt, and described as a sum-
mary of activities for Parliament Week 1984. One
has only to read that list to realise-that it relates to
an entirely one-sided a'nd"biased view of Parlia-
ment. The implication is that Parliament is, in
some way, deficient or ineffective, that we do not
have a democratic system, and that there is some-
thing fundamentally wrong about Parliament-a
wrong which needs to be repairet It assumes. that
the Parliament needs to be changed. inf some way
and, of course, it is impossible for any fair-minded
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person to reach a conclusion concerning what it is
about other than that it is the biased and one-sided
presentation of the Government without regard
for the need for the dealings of Parliament to be
apolitical in presentation to the public.

Even though the Opposition feels so strongly
about it, I have hesitated in public debate and in
speaking to the media to say, what is so easy to say
about a thing like this; that is, that we would have
no part in it. We do not want to have that kind of
approach. However, I advise the Minister and the
Government that the members of the joint Oppo-
sition parties discussed the matter in detail at its
party meeting today and their feelings are uni-
form. They are very strong in their opposition to
what is being done.

Notwithstanding the strength of the feelings of
Opposition members, we do not want to be placed
in a position of saying that we do not want a
Parliament Week. We are perfectly happy to have
a Parliament Week provided it is a Parliament
Week and not a Government propaganda week as
this programme outlines.

I recall what happened when the Parliament
was to bring about a celebration of the 150th
anniversary of the Legislative Council. On that
occasion, a committee of the Parliament was es-
tablished. It was not a Government committee,
but a committee of Parliament and it consisted of
Hon. H. W. Gayfer, National Country Party;
Hon. J. M. Brown, Labor Party; Hon. C. J.
Jamieson, Labor Party; and Hon. G. C.
MacKinnon from the Liberal Party. The Oppo-
sition was in Government at the time, yet the
comn,;ttee consisted of two members from each
side the Parliament and they were respon-
sible-

Mr Jamieson: I was not quite sure where I fin-
ished up on that committee.

Mr HASSELL: I am fully aware of the member
for Welshpool's difficulties on that committee be-
cause his own memtr-s did not support him or
H-on. J. M. Brown in .espeCt of what was being
done and the ALP party members effectively and
totally boycotted the celebration of the 150th
anniversary of the Legislative Council, notwith-
standing the even-handed approach adopted by
the Government of the day and notwithstanding
the involvement of the members of the Labor
Party, equally, with the members of the Govern-
ment in the preparations for that celebration.

That is not the point. The point is that the whole
mailer of the celebration of the I 50th anniversary
of the Legislative Council was handled as a bipar-
tisan activity of the Parliament. What was sought
to be done was to have a celebration related to

Parliament involving the whole of Parliament. We
cannot have such a situation in relation to Parlia-
ment without the endorsement of Parliament. On
this occasion, the Minister in establishing a de-
partment, an office or an officer, for the purpose
of operating a Parliament Week, has presumed to
establish a letterhead and the paraphenalia of
administration, and, as the Minister advised dur-
ing question time tonight, has allocated a budget
of $115 000 for this purpose. It is quite wrong, and
I know that fair-minded members of the Govern-
ment, even though they are not prepared to say it
now or publicly, would acknowledge that the Min-
ister has done the wrong thing.

We object, not because the Minister wants to
have a Parliament Week, but because he has gone
about it as though it were an activity of the
Government. H-I has not given a jot or damn for
50 per cent of the members of Parliament. I do not
need to remind you, Mr Speaker, that
approximately half of the total membership of this
Parliament in both Houses comprises those who
are not members of the Labor Party. Surely to
goodness those members are entitled to be
consulted and to have some part in a Parliament
Week. As schoolchildren will be involved and
special lectures and tours will be conducted, mem-
bers are entitled to ensure that those functions are
presented in an apolitical, factual, and educational
way. We have heard from the Minister for Edu-
cation that he has not been consulted about Parlia-
ment Week. Instead, we find the Director-General
of Education has received a request to prepare a
kit for schools.

Mr Tonkin: By not involving the Minister for
Education, we are keeping it apolitical.

Mr HASSELL: If that Minister is not involved,
presumably the Ministry of the Leader of the
House is involved.

Mr Tonkin: It is not.
Mr HASSELL: Who is involved?
Mr Tonkin: The WA Parliamentary Week

Committee.
Mr HASSELL: This is the first we have heard

of that committee.
Mr Tonkin: I will tell you about it when]I speak.
Several members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: There is not one politician on that

committee.
Mr HASSELL: We have a new revelation

which is even more insulting. There is not one
member of Parliament on a committee relating to
Parliament! What a damnable insult and total dis-
grace, that this group of Government advisers
should seek to direct Parliament in the conduct of
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Parliament Week without the Opposition's receiv-
ing one word of advice or the courtesy of a letter
from the Minister.

It would have been bad enough if I had received
this letter from the Minister, but to receive it from
a paid officer of the Government, I Find insulting,
not to me, but to the Parliament itself. The fair-
minded members of the Government would feel
the same if they were able to say so.

The SPEAKER: I hope the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has some respect for my staff in this
Government.

Mr HASSELL: I have no complaint whatever
to make about your staff, Mr Speaker. I am
complaining about the very basis on which the
Parliament Week has been set up; a basis of non-
consultation with the Parliament.

We have a Joint House Committee and all sorts
of committees in Parliament. There is co-opeir-
ation between the Government and the Opposition
on many issues. The business of this House is
conducted by consultation between the Leader of
the House and the Opposition Leader of the
House (Mr MacKinnon). There is a very well-
established pattern of the two sides working
together in relation to parliamentary business, as
distinct from Government business. We do not
expect the Government to operate its departments
or what it is doing in co-operation with the Oppo-
sition. It is in Government and is entitled to
operate in its own way. However, the Government
is not entitled to operate the Parliament in its own
way. Opposition members feel very strongly on
this question; it is a matter of principle and not a
case of their being negative.

I wish to place on record a letter I have today
written to the Minister on behalf of the Opposition
parties. The letter is written in good faith and is
not in terms which fully reflect the strong feelings
of my colleagues. We want to make it absolutely
clear, through this letter, that we want the Minis-
ter to reconsider the matter. The letter reads as
follows-

Dear Mr. Tonkin,

Your proposals for Parliament Week have
been discussed by the Joint Opposition parties
at a meeting held today.

Strong disappointment was expressed
about the way the Government proceeded
with plans for Parliament Week without con-
sultation with the Opposition Parties and the
National Party.

It is the strong feeling of Members that the
Government should hand the organisation of
Parliament Week over to the Parliament. The

organisation should be handled by a com-
mittee of Members of Parliament
representing all Parties, with no Party having
a majority. The Committee should be assisted
by officers of Parliament, with assistance
available from other Public Servants if,
required.

An organisation on, these lines will ensure
that Parliament Week is apolitical and tinsel,-
lied by overt or covent attempts to promote
Party political lines.

I can assure you the Government will have
our full support if it is genuine in its approach
and genuinely seeks to operate Parliamnent
Week on an all-Party basis.

I would remind you that when celebrations
were planned in 1982 for the 150th Anniver-
sary of the Legislative Council, the organis-
ation was put into the hands of a committee
of the Parliament consisting of the Hon. -f.
W. Gayfer (NCP), the Hon. J. M. Brown
(ALP), the Hon. C. J1. Jamieson (ALP) and
the Hon. G. C. MacKinnon (LIE).

When an all-Party Committee is estab-
lished it could make an immediate assessment
of plans and proposals you have already pre-
pared and decide whether they should be
proceeded with, modified or abandoned in
favour of more effective means of offering the
public an insight into the Parliamentary
system.

I look forward to your co-operation in the
non-political organisation of what could be a
very successful function.

In all sincerity, I say to the Minister that the letter
is designed to invite him to reconsider the very
foolish decisions that have been made and to find
a basis upon which we can have a genuine Parlia-
ment Week rather than a Government propa-
ganda week. The letter does not reflect the full
strength of the feelings of my colleagues because
we have set out to reach some basis of understand-
ing on this matter.

I regret to say that I have already been
informed by the media, I hope wrongly informed,
that the Minister says he will not have a bar of any
of these proposals and will not shift from the ac-
tions already taken,

Mr Tonkin: I have responded to your Press
statement. I have not said anything about your
letter to the media.

Mr HASSELL: That is good. The letter invites
the Minister to reconsider the wrong approach.-he
has taken. .
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MT Tonkin: I received the letter today and you
have not waited for a reply. You have moved an
amendment instead.

Mr HASSELL: I remind the Minister that this
issue was raised in the public arena last Thursday
when he and I debated the subject on television.
He has had plenty of time during which to initiate
something if he wanted to do so. I have not
received a letter from the Minister at any stage; I
have received only a letter from a public servant or
a political adviser-I do not know his status!

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: We have set out to seek a basis
of agreement with the Government so that we can
hold a Parliament Week. We have done so genu-
inely. We are seeking a way to do so and I hope
the Acting Premier will bring some influence to
bear so that we can resolve the serious matter and
genuine issue we have raised. So far we have had
no positive response from the Government. We
have sought a positive response. I hope the
Government will reconsider its actions and what
should be done with a genuine Parliament Week
in the interests of Parliament.

MRt TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
House) [7.35 p.m.]: This is a strange way to have
to reply to a later which I received only today. I
would have thought, if the Leader of the Oppo-
sition were serious about having a response, he
would at least wait for my reply. If ht was not
satisfied with that, he could perhaps have moved
an amendment to the Address-in-Reply tomorrow
or the following day. The action he has taken
today indicates that his letter is merely window-
dressing.

It is sad that the first attempt by any Govern-
ment to take Parliament to the people has been
knocked by Whingeing Willy and the boys op-
posite.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: It is the Government's preroga-

tive. I would suggest that if the previous Govern-
ment had been more interested in ensuring that
people understood more about Parliament, we
would be in a better position today. I can tell
members opposite that a large number of people.
through no fault of their own, are not very well
informed about Parliament.

Mr Rushton: This is your hang-up.

Mr TONKIN: The Government believes people
should be informed. One of the great challenges
facing democracies like ours is that people are
turned off from the political process largely be-
cause of the whingeing and whining which comes
across this Chamber. The Opposition wants us to

introduce the sniping and dogfights which occur in
this Chamber into a committee of the Parliament.
That is the last thing we need. There is no poli-
tician on the committee. If I said I was on it as the
Minister, members of the Opposition would
scream and say it was unfair.

Mr Thompson: That is right.

Mr TONKIN: Members of the Opposition are
whingeing people who cannot be pleased, no mat-
ter what happens.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: The Leader of the Opposition

did say that there was hostility. As members will
be aware, the Parliament Week committee has
written to the Speaker, and to the President of the
Legislative Council to inform them, and if the
Speaker or the President had wished, they could
have referred the matter to the Joint House Com-
mittee. That would have been quite in order, but
we have done the right thing; we have followed
protocol by going to the presiding officer of each
House.

Mr Thompson: Will you tell us who is on the
committee?

Mr TONKIN: I will, to the best of my knowl-
edge. If the member would put the question on
notice, I would be able to tell him better.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: I am willing to make the at-

tempt, which is something the member was never
able to do as Minister. I do not know everything.

Mr Clarko: We are happy with the best of your
knowledge.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: Hon. Clive Griffiths, in replying

to the letter, said he fully supported the project.
Members of the Liberal Party say he was support-
ing only what went on in Parliament House. That
is not true. He said, "I fully support the project". I
was pleased that the President and the Speaker
showed such support, not for party political pur-
poses, not for the Government's purposes, but be-
cause we want to get this kind of thing above party
politics and out to the people. Let the people make
up their minds. Let the people understand.

Mr Blaikie: Let the people decide. I have heard
that before.

Mr Rushton: You do not go to the Opposition.
Mr TONKIN: There is no Government partici

pation.
Mr Rushton: What is the Premier doing?

Mr TONKIN: He is not on it.
Several members interjected.
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Mr Rushton: You will be demonstrating your
point of view the whole time.

Mr TONKIN: The Government is inviting par-
ticipation fram the Opposition so that members
opposite can express their point of view; but mem-
bers are playing like boys who want to take their
marbles home.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: Why do some of the members

opposite not grow up? Western Australia deserves
something better than the whingeing and whining
coming from the Opposition benches.

Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: The aim of this week is to in-
crease public awareness of Parliament's role, its
benefits, and the rights and responsibilities of each
citizen in a democracy.

An Opposition member: From your Govern-
ment's point of view.

Mr TONKIN: That is untrue. What the Oppo-
sition member is doing from the comfort of his
seat is slandering all the schoolteachers.

Several members interjected.
Mr Old: They know nothing about it.

Mr TONKIN:.See the respect with which the
member for Katanning-Roe refers to school-
teachers!

Several members interjected.

Mr Pearce: I will explain about the school-
teachers in a moment.

Mr TONKIN: We see the slander that the Op-
position perpetrates against schoolteachers.

Mr Old: You are nothing but political larrikins
if you tell the teaching profession before the Op-
position.

Mr TONKIN: Come on, teachers are more im-
purtant than the Opposition. They are doing a
socially useful job. They are not just sitting on
their seats whingeing and 'whining all day.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: The proposal has been attacked

by the Leader of the Opposition as a Government
propaganda week. What kind of slander is that
against schoolteachers?

Mr Coyne: It is true.
Mr TONKIN: It is not.
Mr Coyne: It is.
Mr TONKIN: The member can slander

teachers as much as he likes.

Mr Coyne: We are elected by the population of
Western Australia and we have a bunch of civil
servants telling us how to run it.

Mr TON KIN: We are trying to introduce this
squabbling into a committee which will decide
what the kids of this State will think about Parlia-
ment.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: If the rabble will be quiet, I will

indicate who will be on this committee-and this'
is not necessarily an exhaustive list. These are the
people members opposite slander when they say it
is a Government political exercise-

Mr Coyne: It is a bunch of public servants.
Mr TON KIN: Officers of Parliament-

Mr Rushton: Who are they?
Mr TONKIN: -a representative of the Mu-

scum-
Mr Thompson: Which officers?

Mr TONKIN: -representatives of the Edu-
eatiton Department-

Mr Old: Come on!
Mr TONKIN: -and the organiser appointed

by the Opposition to help mount "Western
Australia Week". These are the peoplet the -Oppo-
sition say are Labor Party stopges.

Mr Clarko: Keep going.
Mr TON KIN: These are some of the things we

plan. This dreadful Government propaganda week
involves ant exhibition at Government House.

Mr Clarko: Who else is on the committee?

Mr TONKIN: A display will be going to the
country areas covering the powers of Parliament.
This is the dreadful propaganda exercise the
Leader of the Opposition talks about. The re-
sponsibility of MPs who are not too lazy or disin-
terested will be to hold functions in their elector-
ates to explain the workings of Parliament.

Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: That applies not only tb Labor
MPs; but also to any MPs who want to get 'Off
their backsides to do some work.

Several members interjected.

Mr TON KIN: There will be school poster comn-
petitions. They might even lampoon the Premier's
bad back.

Mr Coyne: Any kids?
M r TON K IN: We belIieve in educa tion.
Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: The member opposite is talking
about schoolteachers brain-washing; he does not
have the guts to go up to a single teacher and say,

"oLare an unprofessional person". He merely
sits there.

Several members interjected.
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Mr TONKIN: The member, sits' sltre,, he does
not make a speech, but he slanders the teachers.

Several members interjected'
Mr Clarko: Do you want a valium tablet now?
Mr TONKIN: I have never used valium, and

do not expect I ever will.
Several members interjected.
Mr Barnett: Who, needs the Olympics on tele-

vision when we have this?
Mr TONKIN: There will be coloured displays

in the newspapers. The Leader of the- Opposition
says, "Ha, ha!" Members opposite are not going to
co-operate in this Labor Party stunt, are they?

Is ir not terrible that we should ask for people's
submissions? The people might have a submission
about Parliament. It is not just the private, little
club of members opposite!

Mr Rushton: What about the. Parliament
having a say in Parliament Week?.

Mr TON KIN: School debates will be conducted
in the Chambers of both H-ouses presided over by
the Speaker and the President.

Mr Hodge: That's a bit revolutionary!
Mr TONKIN: Much has been- said about what

will be done to the children of this State. Members
opposite have referred to their being brainwashed.
They should listen to the brainwashing which will
occur if they are game to do so.

Other topics which will be included are "the
meaning of democracy" and "the meaning of co-
alitions". According to members opposite, we
should have left out the latter, because we do not
have coalitions on this side of the House.

Several members interjected.
Mr Old: You have the left, the right, the centre,

left of centre, right of centre, and left right out!
Mr TONKIN: Reference will be made also to

State parliamentary elections and a list of cee-
toral offences.
*Mr Williams: What the hell does that have to

do with it?
Mr TON KIN: It has a great deal to do with the

education of people about Parliament, and that is
what members opposite do not want.

Another topic is "how laws are made". What a
dreadful thing to teach the kids of this State! And
members opposite talk about democracy! They
would not know the first thing about she meaning
of democracy, let alone be able to. spell it.

There will be invitations to the opening of Par-
liament. What terrible propaganda!

The pamphlet I have here refers to the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia. It has the Legislative

I

1 34

Assembly on one side and what do members think
is on the other side? Do they think it is a blank
page? No% it is the Legislative Council! Members
should listen to this Bolshevik from last century!
The bust-that is a rude word and if it were left to
the Labor Party, we would not have rude
words-of Sir John Forrest-

Mr Rushton: You aren't the Premier yet, so you
should not sit in his seat.

Mr TONKIN: It refers also to a description of
Parliament House with photographs.

Mr Barnett:, Ob horror!
Mr TONKIN: It mentions the life, politics,

work of, and exploration by Sir John Forrest. The
member for Murchison-Eyre should feel. craven-

Mtr Coyne: I feel good when I am listening to
you, boy! I feel healthy.

Mr TONKIN: -when he says things which are
a slander against professional educators, but he is
not really fit to lick their boots.

Several rnembers interjected.
Mr TONKIN: It refers to the role of the

Governor, Her Majesty's representative. It men-
tions ballot papers and the referendum of 1932.
Guess what that referendum was about? Most
members opposite would not know, but I will tell
them if they ask nicely. Guess who led the charge
for secession? Do members think it was the
Australian Labor Party?

Mr Rushton: No, certainly not.
Mr TONKIN: So what is that item doing

there?
Mr Rushton: You want to centralise everything.
Mr TON KIN: The question is asked: Is se-

cession practical?
Mr Clarko: On which side did he come down?
Mr TONKIN: The fight for freedom from the

fetters of federation. This is all designed to help
our children-the children or Western
Austral ia-unrde rsta nd democracy. It refers to a
petition to the Legislative- Council; a petition to
the Governor, John Stephen Hampton; and there
is a picture of the first Legislative Council. in.
1882. It refers to the Parliament of Western
Australia and all the steps which led up to it. In
1877, the secret ballot was introduced. Western
Australia was the last colony in Australia to do
that. In 1882, the number of members of the
Legislative Council was increased to 30; and so it
goes on.

Mr Blaikie: Are you trying to exonerate your-
self for not taking part in the 150th anniversary
celebrations of the Legislative Council?
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Mr TONKIN: Other matters which are
mentioned in the teachers' kit which will help our
chidren to understand Parliament include a list of
the officers of the Parliament and theirt-unctions;
a history of the building and the mace; the work of
the Sergeant-at-Arms, the Black Rod, and the
Usher of the Black Rod. Members opposite hate
education and that is what they are screaming
about. If people are edtucated, thcy understand
things. It refers also to voting at elections and
w'hat a ballot paper looks like. Would it not be
terrible if our young people turning I8 understood
these matters! Other matters referred to airc,
Iwhat are laws?", "why we need laws", and ",the
development or parliamentary law in Western
Australia".

Mr Clarko: Why denigrate l8-year-dilds :and
suggest they do not know how to cast votes?

Mr TONKIN: These items appear in the kit
which has been prepared by the teachers, whom
the member for Murcbison-Eyre was slandering a
few moments ago. It refers to women in Parlia-
ment. That is a bit progressive! I know some mem-
bers opposite think women should not have a vote.

Mr Clarko: The first women who came to Par-
Jiament were Liberals.

Mr TONKIN: It mentions them; for example, it
mentions Dame Florence Cardell-Oliver. That is a
very biased paint of view!

Mr Clarke: What about Mrs Cowan?

Mr Rushton: You don't need to spend S110 000
to do that.

Mr TONKIN: Members opposite do not believe
in education. I know that. They think children do
not need an education.

The reason we decided not to ask a bunch of
members opposite to organise, Parliament Week is
that we did not want it to be raced by unseemly
squabbles and dogfights such as those that bedevil
this Chamber. We thought that, if we asked pro-
fessional educators, people from the Museum, and
people from Western Australia Week to do -this,
we would get the matter away from politics and
squabbling.

Mr Rushton: You don't trust Parliament.

Mr TONKIN: I do not trust some of the mem-
bers opposite who are in Parliament. If members
opposite think I would want, as the Government's
representative, to go on a committee to face their
pantics' representatives and squabble like this in
front of professional educators and that that
would do us, Parliament, and education good, I
am afraid I disagree.

Mr Old: How paternalistic. You did not even
consult with us. You mnade the decision and now
you are saying we don't want to do this and that.

Mr TONKIN: Just as members opposite did
when they were in Government. They did not even
know the meaning of the word "consultation"
then. We are inviting members of the Opposition
not to feel sore because they have lost Govern-
ment. We are inviting them to participate in Par-
liament Week.

Mr Old: You are a charlatan and a fraud.
Mr TONKIN: 'We are asking members opposite

to try to be mature adults and to acknowledge that
this will be for the good of Parliament, the people,
and education.

Mr Old: It is for the good of Tonkin!
Mr TONKIN: I will not get a mention. This has

been organised by -professional people.
Mr Thompson: 'Whose idea was it
Mr Old: Whodreamed it up?
Mr TON-KIN: d have no idea. It was suggested

to me some months ago -and I thought it was a
good idea.

Mr Old: 'Who took it up?

Mr Thompson: Who promoted it?
Mr TON KIN:!I took it to Cabinet.
Mr Old: Now you have started to be -honest for

a change. Keep going.
M r Davies: Steady on! I have never seen--him

being anything other than honest.
Mr TONKlN:'Cdbinet agreed with me that we

should try to make this something beyond party
politics.

Mr Thompson: You are talking to us now!
Mr TONKIN: It was agreed that we should try

to make it into something beyond -a

squabble-something where professional 'edu-
cators could decide thie'kind of week of which we
could be proud and in which all members of Par-
liament would be invited to participate as mature
men and women, so that we may have a situation
where More and more people understand the im-
portance and the functions of Parliament, and
where we do not have party -political squabbles.
The day on which politicians determine what is
taught in our schools will bena sad day indeed.

MR THOMPSON (Kalamunda) 1[7.56 p.m.]: It
is usual that when a member of Parliament retires,
speeches -are made about him by his colleagues,
both opponents and friends alike, and those
speeches from his opponents follow the line that
although they never agreed with his policies they
congratulated him on fighting for his principles.
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Generally all this happen., at the conclusion of at
member's parliamentary career. I do not want to
put the death wish on the career of the Minister
for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform, but no
nun hats so singlerniindedly worked towards one
objective in his parliamentary career tbHil has this
Miinister, and of course the objective to which I
refer is his ambition to change signiificantly the
nature of this institution. I have observed this am-
bition of his as one which has been the root (-iuse
of a number or controversies in which he has
found himself in this place on the three or four
occasions he has been suspended from the House.
The first occasion resulted from his defiance of the
Chair as a means of drawing attention to his de-
sire to see changes made to our electoral laws.

Mr Tonkin: Every occasion.

Mr THOMPSON: We are seeing now in this
campaign a continuation of that desire. It is be-
cause we know this to be the case that we are
suspicious of what is happening. A moment ago I
asked him a question, which, he answered quite
honestly, about bow this idea was promoted in the
first place. He replied that someone had suggested
it to him, and he then promoted it to the Cabinet.

Mr Clarko: Graham Hawkes, probably.

Mr Tonkin: No: I would have remembered if it
had been him.

Mr THOMPSON: Because t have studied this
man in his campaign to have this institution
reformed, I know that he will seize upon this op-
portunity of Parliament Week to promote his
point of view.

Mr Tonkin: I am leaving the Chamber because
I have guests here. They are scouts. I believe in
education. I am not leaving because I am running
from your attack.

Mr THOMPSON: I am sorry the Minister is
leaving because I have a number of things I want
to say to him.

Mr Pearce: We are listening.

Mr THOMPSON: During the Minister's, con-
tribution a w hile ago he said that this was the first
time an attempt had been made to take Parlia-
ment to the people. That is a lot of absolute non-
sense because at least on a couple of occasions
during the time I was the Speaker of this House a
number of things were done which were designed
to involve the community in this parliamentary
institution and to educate people in the way in
which Parliament operated. I can think of four
occasions when invitations were extended to mem-
bers of the Opposition of the day to be involved ini
the planning of those functions.

The Minister has said that he does not want any
squabbling and that this is what would happen if
we had a bipartisan approach to the project. Of
course, history gives the lie to that suggestion.

Not so long ago we celebrated the 150th anni-
versary of the introduction of parliamentary
dem~ocracy in this State. The Minister in charge of
these activities on behalf of the Government of the
day extended an invitation to the Opposition to
put forward the names of people who could be part
of the planning committee. Because of the attitude
of the present Minister for Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform, aided and abetted by a few of
the new guard of the ALP in this House, a very
negative attitude was adopted by the Opposition
of the day to that proposal. Indeed, several invi-
tations had to be extended before finally two
Labor members were game enough and man
enough to come forward and participate in the
deliberations of that committee, and I refer to
Hon. Jim Brown from the Legislative Council and
lHon. Colin Jamieson from this House.

Those two members suffered and had to run the
gauntlet of their colleagues because they dared to
be involved. Although they did an admirable job,
and although some moderates in the Labor Party
did give support to the celebration, by and large it
wasgiven the thumbs down by the rest of the ALP
members-to their shame. Indeed, at a number of
the functions the members of the Labor Party
were conspicuous by their absence.

On one occasion when a dinner was held in this
place for former members of Parliament, several
former Labor members who had served as mem-
bets of this House rang and apologised, saying
that they would like to have attended but their
party was boycotting the celebration and adopting
a negative, attitude towards it, and because of the
political implications they were not prepared to
attend. That is what happened, and you, Mr
Speaker, and many other members in this House
who were here at the time, know that to be the
cas. Although we issued the Labor Party with an
invitation to have its members involved in the
planning of that celebration, almost to a man and
a woman the members of the Australian Labor
Party boycotted it.

All the material the Minister has put before us
today is quite wholesome and acceptable; we have
no quarrel with it. However, I come back to the
point I made at the beginning of my speech: The
Minister in charge of this project has been a earn-
paigner for electoral reform-the way he wants it
reforined-ever since he became a member of Par-
liament. I do not deny him the right to do that and
indeed I even congratulate him on his steadfast
pursuance of his, objective, but no member op-
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posite can tell mne or very many people elsewhere,
not even those opposite, that the Minister will not
use the framework of this project as a basis to
push his point of-view.

He mentioned a series of things that will hap-
pen, things to involve schools, but he did not tell us
about the Press releases he will feed out through
various members of his party in an attempt to
draw attention to what he sees as weaknesses in
the system and to try to bolster his desire to
change the electoral laws in this State. No-one will
convince me that he will not do that. No-one in
this Parliament could expect him to do otherwise,
because he has been pursuing that line from the
first day he came here and he has taken every
opportunity that has come his way to achieve his
ends. He has even created a few opportunities as
well. He is creating a further opportunity now to
push his point of view.

We are therefore not only suspicious but also
very concerned about what he plans to do. We are
quite happy to participate in something which
would be fair and equitable. We are not prepared
to be dragged into a political sham as the Minister
would want. He answered us quite honestly with
regard to the composition of the committee that
has been formed and he said it comprised officers
of the Parliament, people from the Education De-
partment, the WA Museum, and the WA Week
Council or its organiser. That sounds fine, except
that not one person on that list has had morc than
12 months' experience with this Parliament. He
did not go on to say that no long-serving member
of the staff or officer of the Parliament is a part of
it; indeed, the man in charge of the committee of
this organisation is -unknown to all of us on this
side of the House and he kiiow-nothing about him
or his background. We do not know whether he
knows anything about the parliamentary insti-
tution. Indeed, it takes a while, in my view, for
people to get the reel of this institution and the
progress of officers in this Parliament usually is
slow, and deliberately so, because as they progress
through those various offices they become familiar
with and gain a feel for this institution. No-one on
that committee has any sort of empathy with this
institution. I can conclude only that the whole
thing has been devised for the purpose that I re-
ferred to earlier.

I certainly believe that people in the community
need to be better educated about the way in which
Parliament operates, as indeed do my colleagues.
That is why we have put forward the proposition
by way of our leader's communication to the Min-
ister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform, and
we will participate fully if it can be demonstrated
to us that there will be a fair and equitable ap-

proach to this matter. However, while the present
structure remains we will not have a bar of it. I am
sorry, but we must come to that conclusion. I
know that if the tables were reversed no-one from
the opposite side of the House would accept it
either, and I would not expect them to do so.

If it wants to achieve the desirable objectives
the Minister referred to. objectives to which we
subscribe, the Government would do well to
restructure Parliament Week. Indeed, I hope that
we will be able to arrive at a decision where it can
be an ongoing thing, where there can be put in
tra in no"' a structure wvhich is fair, equitable.
and acceptable to both sides of the Parliament, so
that it can go on year after year. In no way in the
world will this embryonic proposal travel into next
year without the co-operation of both sides of Par-
liament. I urge the Government to reconsider its
position.

Before I resume my seat I want to draw atten-
tion to another situation where the Minister in
charge of this matter, when given an opportunity
on behalf of the people whose interests he rep-
resents, took his marbles home. A committee of
this Parliament was established to look at the
question of pecuniary interests of members of Par-
liament. The present Leader of the House was
nominated by his party to serve on that com-
mittee. Because he could not get his way he put his
marbles in his pocket and he went home. He was
not prepared to accept it, and that was a far fairer
situation than the one that he now presents us
with.

The committee that I referred to earlier, a com-
mittee which included the member for Welshpool,
was in charge of celebrations for the 150th anni-
versary of the introduction of parliamentary
democracy; that also was a fair thing, but even in
regard to that committee, the member for
Welshpool and the Hon. Jim Brown from the
Legislative Council received almost no co-oper-
ation from members of the Australian Labor
Party. I felt extremely sorry for those people be-
cause they accepted a role in good faith and they
did a good job. However, they received no support
at all. It is all part of the same campaign that the
member for Morley-Swan, the Leader of the
House, has been on about ever since he got into
this place.

He wants to change this institution and he will
not have respect for it until it has been changed in
the way he wants it to be changed, and he will
have no truck with anything else. That I150th anni-
versary committee was designed to organise cel-
ebrations for the achievement of 150 years of par-
liamentary democracy. He chose that opportunity
to attack the Legislative Council and during that
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time he made many public submi~sioits to-deni-
grate this institution. On this occasion he chooses;.
because he happens to be able to appoint the corn-
mittee and use the whip, to promote this insti,
turion. He has no respect for this institution and
will not have respect for it until it has been
changed to suit his needs.

MIR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-
cation) [8.12 p.m.]: It seems to me from the way
the debate has progressed that the Opposition has
now reached the point where it cannot find any-
thing wrong with the material set out and
proposed to be presented to the public in Parlia-
ment Week, so it is reduced to complaining that it
did not receive an invitation to be on the com-
mittee. Fundamentally, members of the Oppo-
sition are complaining because they are no longer
in Government. As the member for Kalamunda
says, when they were in Government their ap-
proach to this kind of thing was to achieve balance
by having members from both sides of the House
on committees. The Minister for Parliamentary
and Electoral Reform has said that his way of
attaining impartiality is to have no members of
Parliament at all on committees but to have the
committee composed of purely impartial people.

Mr MacKinnon: When did he actually appoint
the committee?

Mr PEARCE: That is an equally valid ap-
proach. The Opposition is complaining with re-
gard to the impartial people-the public ser-
vants-who will set up this committee-

Mr MacKinnon: That would be an interesting
question we will raise.

Mr PEARCE: -that the Opposition has not
got the ability to monitor and supervise what is
going on. The problem with the members of the
Opposition is that they are remarkably touchy
about the political advantages that they have in
the Parliament through the gerrymander in both
the upper House and lower House. They are
demanding positions on any committee which has
anything to do with Parliament, in order that they
can seek to preserve by veto their privileged
position. They arc complaining not that the com-
mittee is not impartial but that the approach that
members on both sides of the House on the Com-
mittee would wish to take is not the approach that
the Government has taken.

I have joined this debate to briefly defend the
position of teachers and the Education Depart-
ment in this wvhole business. In some ways what I
am about to say demonstrates the impartiality
with which the Government's approach to this
whole thing has been made. At the same time as
the Leader of the Opposition and members of the

Opposition say they were not consulted, and were
not asked to agree to these things, it is equally.true
that Ministers have not been involved in the day-
to-day business of setting this thing up. In most
eases they are not involved, even to the extent of
theparicipation of their own departments.

Thet Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral
R~eform put a proposition to the Cabinet that there
should be a Parliament Week and Cabinet agreed
to that proposition. Thereafter, Cabinet Ministers
were not involved in the decisions; nor indeed, was
the Minister because an impartial committee
consisting of public servants whom the Minister
has named in the House v.as established.

Mr MacKinnon: When was it established?

Mr PEARCE: I cannot say the exact date, but I
will give a significant date in a moment. I will read
a circular letter. which was sent by the Director-
General of Education to all members of schools in
this State. The letter demonstrates that approach.

Mr MacKinnon: If he sent a letter to the
principals about Parliament Week, why didn't
members of Parliament get a copy of the letter
about what was going on, so that they could sup-
port it?

Mr PEARCE: If the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position is complaining that he was not consulted,
then let me ltl him that this letter was sent out to
schools by the Director-General of Education on
12 July and I only read a copy of it on Thursday
or Friday of last week, after I asked to see it. So
the level of consultation of members of Parliament
has not been high on either side. Tbat is merely a
demonstration of the Minister's belief that the
way to get an impartial presentation is not to
involve the Parliament in an argument about the
role of Parliament. The presentation should be
impartial and set up by professional people.

Most of thc material the Minister outlined to
the House was prepared by curriculum officers of
the Education Department, not only with. no
supervision by me or any other political person.
but also without any clear knowledge on my part
of what was produced. I have not seen the finished
product. I have not seen the information that is
going out to the schools, nor do I have a wish to do
so. In my view it is proper that professional people
should deal with these things in a professional
way, and send the material to the school as normal
curriculum development, in a way, that is not
touched by politics.

That has always been my approach to the edu-
cation system and it is an approach which differs
remarkably from the approach to education taken
by the Opposition. The Leader of the Opposition
says day after day that he will not agree to the
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-schools teaching anything -with which he -does not
-personaily agree.

'I have never sought 'to have curriculum ma-
terials placed in front of me so that I could say
"This should not be taught in schools". My belief
is that those kinds of things should be left impar-
tial, left to professional people.

Mr Clarko: You have been talking about Abor-
iginal studies, peace studies, etc., in schools.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: I have never sought to intrude on
a curriculum area, not even in general terms- Even
where it is the case-in the context of
implementing a recommendation of the Beazley
committee-that I have set in train the develop-
ment of curriculum materials with regard to edu-
cation about Aboriginal culture and heritage, I
will not play any part in preparing those materials.
The job will be left to professional officers; they
will produce the material, and in the normal
course of events it will go to schools without my
seeing it.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: I do not supervise it either. I do
not ask to see curriculum materials. I do not ask
the officers to take out bits with which I do not
agree. That is clearly what will happen if the
Leader of the Opposition ever becomes the
Premier of this State. If the member for
Karrinyup ever gets to be Minister for Education
under that member, the Leader of the Opposition
will be on thc phone to the Minister every
second day saying, "*Get down to the curriculum
department; take this bit out, take that bit out. Let
us have no reference to Aboriginal heritage. Let us
have no reference to peace in the education sylla-
bus. Make sure there is no reference to homosexu-
ality, or sex".

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: After the Leader of the Oppo-

sition had got through crossing out the bits with
which he did not agree, the member for Karrinyup
would be able to put the whole school curriculum
for year I to year 12 in a thin folder. It would be a
big saving on education because the schools would
get through all the curriculum-the parts with
which the Leader of the Opposition
agreed-within a year. The students would com-
mence at year I and leave at year 2. The saving to
the State would be of the order of $600 million.

Mr Clarko interjected.
Mr PEARCE: The position that occurred in the

Education Department was this: Once the.Minis-
ter had -set up an impartial committee to organise
Parliament Week, that committee communicated

directly with the Director-General of Education
through the representatives of the Education De-
partment on the Minister's committee. Those rep-
resentatives were not picked by me; they were
picked by the Director-General or Education. I
was not conisdlted, and I do not know to this day
who the Department of Education representatives
were on that committee.

In discussion with the Director-General tf Edu-
cation and those committee representatives, it was
decided the way in which the Education Depart-
ment, through schools, would participate in the
Parliament Week. On 12 July this year a letter
was sent by the director-general to principals of all
schools in this State. I will table the letter later. -It
reads as follows-

Parliament week is being organized to raise
the level of community awareness about our
parliamentary democracy and its institutions.
With the full support of the President of the
Legislative Council and the Speaker of the
Legislative Assembly, it is intended to
publicize the role of parliament and to gener-
ate activities involving the general community
and students in schools.

Mr Thompson: That is a misuse of the President
of the Legislative Council's involvement.

Mr PEARCE: That is an attack on the Direc-
tor-General of Education, if that is what the mem-
ber is saying.

Mr Thompson: I did not say who gave him the
information. The President of the Legislative
Council has not given carte blanche approval of
the involvement of this building in the project. He
was at pains to tell the Minister that what the
Government does outside this institution is for the
Government to decide.

Mr PEARCE: The Director-General of Edu-
cation is a fine public servant. I taj' e this oppor-
tunity to say I have every confidence in him. lie is
well-respected educationally and he is doing a
good job. I have taken over control of the depart-
ment of which he was appointed director-general.

Several members interjected.

Mr Clarko interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The reason the lift is not working
all the time is that the engineers told me it carried
a heavy weight -at some time in the pust and its
mechanism was ruined!

Mr Clarko: It is carryitlg a light weight now.

Mr PEARCE~lt is carrying many pe6jilt now.

Several members interjected.
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S-- Mr PEARCE: I have to wait sometimes to usC it
because other members of the-staff are tripping up
a nd down on it.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: However, democracy prevails
there.

Mr Clarko: You don't open it all the time, as
you told us you would.

Mr PEARCE: Yes 1 do.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: The former ministerial lift is

available.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The lift is open for use.

The SPEAKER: Order! We are not talking
about the lift at the Education Department build-
ing; we are talking about an amendment before
the House.

Mr PEARCE: I understand that. I am just re-
plying to an interjection. The lift is open 24 hours
a day. I used it 30 minutes ago. The second para-
graph of the letter reads as follows-

So that teachers; and students may derive
maximum educational benefit from Parlia-
ment Week a kit of resource materials has
been prepared. The kit consists of photo-
graphs, newspaper articles and information
(with suggested activities for students) on the
history and operation of parliament in West-
ern Australia. The materials have been
designed to be used for display purposes and
they may be photocopied for individual
student use. It is anticipated that these kits
will reach schools early in August.

The third paragraph states-
There are two competitions being offered

by the Parliament Week Taskforce. The first,
for Years 6-I10, is a poster competition which
will close on Wednesday. August 22. The sec-
ond, for Years 6-12, is an essay competition
which will close on Wednesday, October 17.
Details of these competitions are attached.

The final paragraph reads-

To raise the level of community awareness
about our parliamentary democracy and in-
stitutions is a worthy endeavour and I would
encourage all schools to participate. It is
hoped that the learning kit and competitions
will assist schools to fully take part in this
programme.

That is the letter to schools, written by the Direc-
tor-General of Education in this State--a fine pro-
fessional officer-without consultation with me,
other Ministers, or with any member of this Par-
liament. It enshrines his educational judgment,
and I must say I support that judgment 100 per
cent.

Tabling of Document
I seek leave to table the document.

Leave granted.

The paper was tabled (see paper No. 77).

Parliament Week: Standing Orders Suspension

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [8.19 p.m.]: I
move-

That so much of Standing Orders be sus-
pended as is necessary to enable me to move
forthwith the following motion-

That this House appoints the Speaker,
the Premier, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, the Leader of the National Party,
or their nominees to form a committee to
meet with a similar committee from the
Legislative Council to organise the ac-
tivities of Parliament Week 1984.

The SPEAKER: Before I call upon the member
for Stirling, I remind the House that if there is a
dissentient voice when I put the motion I will have
to call for a division.

Mr STEPHENS: We are talking about an ex-
ceedingly important principle, If we were to follow
the format of the amendment to the Address-in-
Reply, we would be too late. It is essential that
this House discuss the subject while there is time
to correct the situation.

I ask the Government and the House to consider
this matter in an apolitical way. I am not trying to
be party-political. We are talking about Parlia-
ment. and it is essential that we maintain the
dignity and effectiveness of Parliament. As rep-
resentatives of the people, it is our responsibility to
do just that.

Mr Tonkin: Keep your nose out of education.

Mr STEPHENS: I refer to the book,
"Westminster-Palace & Parliament" by Patrick
Cormack. It states-

Our Parliamentary Democracy is not an
act of God: it is the heritage we enjoy as a
result of the activities of men and women who
through past centuries have fought for lib-
erty. for freedom of speech, and for equality
before the law. The only guarantee that we
shall always have a freely elected Parliament

140



[Tuesday, 31 July 1984]14

answerable to the people, is constant vigilance
*by us all.

I have moved this motion in the spirit of constant
vigilance that is required of us all. I would not
have to remind you, Mr Speaker, in view of the
manner in which you have upheld the customs,
duty, and role of Speakers who have gone before
you, that the role of Parliament and of members of
Parliament has not always been easy. In years
gone by in the mother of Parliaments at
Westminster six Speakers lost their lives in de-
fence of the freedom of Parliament while that
Parliament was asserting its supremacy over the
monarchy. During his reign. Charles I sought to
impeach five members and asked the Speaker to
deliver the Five members. The Speaker, falling on
his knees, said-

May it please Your Majesty, I have neither
eyes to see, nor tongue to speak in this place,
but as the House is pleased to direct me,
whose servant I am here, and I humbly beg
Your Majesty's pardon that I cannot give any
other answer than this to what Your Majesty
is pleased to demand me.

It is clearly outlined that Parliament has a role
and should be master of its own destiny.

In the Government's actions we have witnessed
a move to usurp the power of Parliament. The
Leader of the House frequently speaks about
democracy. I remind him that members of the
National Party, and I hope and believe, all mem-
bers of the Opposition as well, subscribe to the
theory of democracy. We have witnessed Execu-
tive dictatorship in the Government's actions. Par-
liament has had no say in the decision about Par-
liament Week. We are not arguing about the plans
that have been drawn up, but about the principle
of Parliament being master of its own destiny.

On 19 July I received a circular letter from you,
Mr Speaker, pointing out that I would be aware of
the plans for Parliament Week. That was the first
intimation I had about those plans. I have here
some notes of a subcommittee meeting of officers
of this Parliament. a meeting held on 21 June
1984. 1 knew nothing of what was going on and
yet the staff have been organised by somebody to
bold a subcommittee meeting to deal with the
actions that were to take place.

The suspension of Standing Orders is absolutely
essential, because if we were to follow the avenue
of an amendment to the Address-in-Reply to seek
the assistance of the Governor in overcoming this
matter, two problems would arise. One is, as I
understand the Constitution, that the Governor is
more or less prone to act on the advice of his
Ministers and not on an amendment of this Parlia-

trent. Secondly, if this amendment were carried
and became part of the Address-in-Reply, it might
not get through this House until the end of the
month or early September. It may not even get to
the Governor until after Parliament Week is over.
In any case, it would get to him too late for any
effective action to be taken about the planning.

The Leader of the Opposition sent a letter dated
31 July to the Leader of the House, and he had the
courtesy to give the National Party a copy, for
which we are grateful. The letter is very com-
mendable and we support it wholeheartedly. How-
ever, it does not allow Parliament to involve itself
in the discussions. Suspension of Standing Orders
and discussion of my foreshadowed motion-and I
hope its passage by the House-would enable a
committee of the House to involve itself in the
planning of Parliament Week.

I ask the Government to give serious consider-
ation to supporting this move and to appointing a
committee so that all members can be involved in
the planning of Parliament Week. I think the con-
cept is excellent and I support it.

Mr Tonkin: Pity you didn't do something in the
years you were in Government.

Mr STEPHENS: I do not know how many
years I was "in Government". That is questionable
and I think some members of the Opposition
would agree with me on that point.

Mr Tonkin: I was addressing the conservatives
generally.

Mr STEPHENS: We are going through a
period of evolution and people are thinking of
ideas all along the line. It is a weak excuse to say,
"You did not do anything while in Government".

Mr Cowan: We could have interjected on the
Minister when he was talking about whingers, be-
cause he was the biggest whinger on this side of
the House when in Opposition.

Mr STEPHENS: The prestige of this Govern-
ment would be enhanced if it had the good sense to
allow its members a free vote to support this mo-
tion. Parliament would then be expressing its own
will; we would be acting democratically, and Par-
liament would not be dictated to by the Executive.

I do not like issuing threats, but earlier this
evening in response to a question I understood the
Leader of the House to say a Budget allocation of
about $115 000 had been made to finance Parlia-
ment Week. Am I correct?

Mr Tonkin: I understand that is the figure.

Mr STEPHENS: I am talking about the prin-
ciple involved, but surely, if Parliament has not
sanctioned the necessity for Parliament Week, it
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should not pass that item in the Budget when it
comes before the House.

Mr MacKinnon: We are not being asked to do
that.

Mr STEPHENS: I ask every member to bear
that in mind. We are talking about the Parlia-
ment. We should uphold the strength and purpose
or Parliament. If we are not to be Liven a say in
the organisation of Parliament Week, it is only
right and proper that Parliament should disallow
any Budget allocation to cover the expenses in
which the Executive arm of the Government may
involve itself. I sincerely hope that the House will
support my motion in the interests of parliamen-
tary democracy.

MRt COWAN (Meredin) [8.35 p.m.]: I spoke
earlier today about the Opposition's needing to
examine its role in this Parliament. It should take
a far more positive role. The motion to suspend
Standing Orders is typical of the way we should be
making a positive move in this place. Rather than
seeking to send an amended Address-in- Reply to
the Governor, we should allow this Parliament to
make a particular decision. While I have a great
deal of respect for the Governor's concern about
this issue, I am mindful of a conference which I
once attended at which I was privileged to hear
,him speak as guest speaker. The theme of the
subject about which he was speaking was Parlia-
ment and the abrogation of the role of Parliament
by its members and the delegation of that role to
the Government.

As my colleague in the National Party, the
member for Stirling, stated, that is precisely what
has happened in this instance. The Leader of the
House had produced an extremely good concept.
It deals with 'Parliament Week' and the sub-
sequent publication of' what Parliament does.
However instead of the Parliament having an
involvement iii that 'Parliament Week,. it has been
dominated or controlled by the Executive. How'
often or for how much longer are we in this place
going to allow the tail to wag the dog? I suggest
that thle timie is appropriate for the reverse to
apply; that is, for the dog to start wagging the tail.
We should therefore support this motion to sus-
pend Standing Orders.

The Leader of the House stated that he was
looking for impartiality and for promoting some
form of non-party politics in this Parliament. He
knows, as well as anybody else knows, that if he
does not allow all members or all parties to be-
come involved in 'Parliament Week' through the
medium of an all-party committee of this Parlia-
ment, he will be accused of being politically biased
and will be constantly defending his actions and

whatever may happen during 'Parliament Week'.
If he allows the control of that week to be passed
over to a committee, that accusation will not be
able to be made.

The Leader of the House should accept that, if
he wants to continue with this concept of the
Executive dictating what will happen during
'Parliament Week', he will have to bear the brunt
of the accusations that the promotion of that week
is politically motivated. One would not need to
have a great deal of experience in this place to
know that, because of the personal feelings of the
Leader of the House about the need for electoral
reform, there will be a fair amount of contention
that the promotion of 'Parliament Week' is politi-
cally motivated.

I urge all members of this House to accept their
responsibilities and to ensure that we have some
voice in decisions such as this. I therefore ask
them to support the principle of Parliament dictat-
ing what happens in affairs that concern it.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the
H-ouse) [8.40 p.m.]: This Government has not
been consulted on this matter. If we are going to
suspend Standing Orders continually, as is the
wont of the National Party, we will not have a
very orderly handling of the business of this
House.

Mr Stephens: How many times have we moved
for the suspension of Standing Orders?

Mr TONKIN: Time and time again.

Mr Stephens: No we have not. You have your
wires crossed.

Mr TONKJN: That is your opinion. What I
have said is based on fact.

Mr Stephens: It is the first time.

Mr TONKIN: The first time?

Mr Stephens: It is the first time since you have
been in Government.

Mr TONKIN: I would be very surprised if that
were the case.

Mr Cowan: I would be very surprised if it were
not.

Mr TONKIN: Perhaps my memory is at fault. I
will withdraw that comment then. Maybe it oc-
curred only when we were in Opposition. Maybe it
happened quite a few times then. However, there
has been no consultation with the Government.
We are debating the Address-in- Reply which
tends to be very lengthy. The Opposition, includ-
ing members of the National Party, have the pro-
cedures relating to the Address-in-Reply to pur-
sue. We cannot agree to the suspension of Stand-
ing Orders when there is a perfectly adequate
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vehicle before the Chair for achieving the
National Party's objective.

An amendment has been moved by the member
for Narrogin. 1 believe that that is the proper way
we should conduct the business of the House. I
therefore ask the House to reject the motion for
the suspension of Standing Orders.

The SPEAKER: If there is a dissenting voice
when I put this motion, I will need to divide the
House.

Motion (suspension or Standing Orders) put and
a division taken with the following result-

Mr Stephens

Mr Barnett
Mr Bateman
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Dlankde
Mr Bradshaw
M'r Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane:
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grayden,
Mr Grill
Mr H-assell
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Peter Jones
Mr Tom Jones

Ayes 2
Mr Cowan

Noes 48
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mclver
Mr MeNe
Mr Mensaros
Mr Old
M r Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Rusht on
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J1 Smith
Mr Spriggs
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Thompson
Mr Tonkin
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tray
Mr Tubby
Mrs Watkins
Mr Watt
Mr Wilson
Mr Williams
M r Gordon Hilt

The SPEAKER: Order! The result of the div-
ision is Ayes 2 and Noes 48. The motion did not
attract an absolute majority!

Motion thus negatived.

Deba te (on amendment to motion) Resumed
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [8.48 p.m.],: The

Opposition supports Parliament Week as long as it
is not "Labor Week" and it is flabbergasted that
no members of Parliament are part of any such
committce to run Parliament Week. Parliament is
about members of Parliament, but I suppose that
today it is about political parties. Therefore, one
would have thought that all-political parties would
be represented in the way that was outlined earlier
by my lender.

It is passing strange that the Premier should be
chosen to give a television address on this; matter.

Mr Tonkin: That is not definite. It is one of the
possibilities. .

Mr CLARKO: It is amazing that it has been
suggested that the Premier should give an address
on television. Do I take it that there is-a likelihood
he will say on television that he supports the
present systems and the Legislative Council as it is
now structured and elected? Of course he will not.
If the Premier were to speak on television as part
of Parliament Week he would, without question,
push the same line which has been pushed by his
Government since it came to power.

Mr Tonkin: You would be free to defend the
posit-ion.

Mr CLARKO: Will taxpayers' money pay for
the time proposed to be used by the Premier if the
television stations do not provide it?

Mr Tonkin: Since when have Premiers had- to
pay for time on television?

Mr CLARK.O. Political parties frequently have
had to buy space when they have been denied it on
request. The television stations' management obvi-
ously make decisions as to what is televised.

If the Government wishes Parliament Week to
be non-partisan and to be seen to be non-partisan,
why does it not appoint a committee that iS not the
child of the Government?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The level- of
background conversation would imply that no
member in this House has an interest in this de-
bate anid I am sure that is wrong. If members must
hold conversations, I ask them to keep themn toned
dowvn or to hold t hem outside the Chamber.

Mr CLARKO: If it was the Government's view
that Parliament Week should be non-partisan, the
programme should have been chosen by a com-
mittee comprising members from all political par-
ties.' Decisions should not be made by a committee
about which most members were not aware until
tonight.

The letter that was sent to the Opposition on
Very expensive papr-I have only a copy of it and
it looks tawdry by comparison-is amazing. The
person who wrote it is unknown by virtually every-
one in this Parliament. The letter is headed,
"Parliament Week 1984", and it commences with,
"As you are aware. .. My leader has gone to
great lengths to explain that he was not awanr.of
the proposal. Most Opposition members were not
aware of it, so it is not much of a letter when. it
begins in this manner.

Mr Tonkin: He did not know you were not
aware of it.

Mr CLARKO: The Government had not sent a
Press release to the media in order that everyone
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would be alerted to the fact that Parliament Week
was to be held. The Government quite properly
announces all the legislation that will be presented
to the Parliampent and improperly it refers to the
problems of the political system. However, the
Government obtained the services of an unknown
man-this is not a reflection on the man-who
commenced his letter by saying, "As you are
aware", when members of the Opposition were not
aware.

The second paragraph states that during Parlia-
ment Week a range of activities is planned to
focus the public's attention on the parliamentary
system. My feeling is that Parliament Week is
designed to bucket the parliamentary system. It is
designed-to jncrease public awareness and it has
been designed in the way in which the Govern-
ment wants it designed.

The Government talks about democracy. I
understand that the Acting Premier was at a func-
-tion recently and he described Western Australia
as having one of the best democracies in the world.

Mr Bryce; There is no doubt about that. The
Federal Parliament has one of the best
democracies-it is the best. We do have our warts.

Mr CLARKO: Parliament Week is to cost
$115 000 and I suppose this money will come from
those unfortunate people who smoke-one of the
discriminate acts of this Government. The taxes
paid by smokers has resulted in $23 million being
put in the pocket of the Government.

'There have been some peculiar suggestions
about members of Parliament holding luncheons
and dinners for their constituents. I wonder who
will pay for them and I wonder in which town such
a function would be held in the electorate of
Murchison-Eyre.

The DEPUTY SPEAXER: Order! I point out
to the member for Karrinyup that so far he has
not touched on the matter before the Chair and I
draw his attention to the amendment which is
actually before the House; namely "But we regret
to inform Your Excellency that the Government
,has failed to consult members of Parliament . ..
To a large extent the member for Karrinyup's
speech revolves around what members of Parlia-
ment have been told and is really a second read-
ing-type speech rather than one to an amendment
to-the motion.

Mr CLARKO: Thank you for your guidance,
Mr Deputy Speaker. If you read the amendment
further it can be seen at the bottom that we are
seeking the appointment of a committee consisting
of members of all parties who shall determine the
planning and the conduct of Parliament Week. I
am saying that the planning and condugt of this

week are -quite inappropriate. I hope that will be
helpful to you in considering whether I am speak-
ing to the point.

I refer to a paragraph in appendix "C" of this
document, called a -media statement on Parlia-
ment Week, which stated that it would also aim at
increasing public awareness of Parliament's role
and its benefits. I am glad that is one of the
objectives set down and I hope it will be talked
about in a positive way. If there is to be a baring
of the breast in regard to Parliament Week, I hope
the public will have an opportunity to learn how
we have been denied the right of the normal free-
dom of speech that all members of Parliament had
prior to this Government's obtaining office.

The Government has torn out our tongues in a
very brutal fashion. This applies particularly to
the backbench members of this Parliament. For
the first time, the Leader of the House has forced
a situation upon us that if we are not lead speakers
we are allowed only 30 minutes for a speech. That
compares to the previous time allowed of 45 min-
utes. In the other Chamber, members are able to
speak on any subject for any length of time. This
leader has been the architect of the stultification
of the rights of members of Parliament to rep-
resent electors by taking away the opportunity to
speak. Time management is a euphemism for,
".gag the Opposition" or "gag the backbenchers".

If a Parliament Week is held I hope it is prop-
erly founded and put together to give the public
the opportunity to learn what goes on. I hope they
learn that the Local Government Amendment
Bill, which aimed to widen the franchise in local
government-a policy which I am sure the Leader
of the House would totally embrace as he is very
keen that there should be total adult fran-
chise-was allocated just over one hour for the
second and third reading stages. We had no time
for a third reading speech. With regard to the
Committee stage of that Dill, which contained 69
clauses, we jumped from clause 20 to a much later
clause in order to cover a point relating to
orchardists. Forty or 50 of the 69 clauses were not
debated. Those that were debated were rushed
through. It was a travesty of this Parliament. It
was an important Bill and I am sure the Minister
for Local Government will acknowledge that.
However, we were denied a reasonable oppor-
tunity to speak.

I hope the public will learn of the disgraceful
destruction Qf the rights of members to speak.

Mr Tonkin: What are you doing now?

Mr CLARKO: I have a very short 20 minutes
in which to speak. It is not enough time to discuss
the issues.
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Mr Tonkin: Your Government did that.

Mr CLARKO: Th6 Leader of the House asked
me what I was doing. In my opinion 20 minutes is
a very short time.

Mr Tonkin: You said you had no right to speak.

Mr CLARKO: The Leader of the House took
some offence at my leader's referring to a letter
which he prepared today. Perhaps the Minister
has not received it yet, but exactly the same kind
of thing happened to me last Thursday. A member
At The West Australian newspaper asked for the
Opposition's view on the proposed inquiry to be set
up, by the Minister for Education into the senates
and councils of UWA, WAIT, Murdoch Univer-
sity, and WACAE. We had not received the letter
at that Stage and when I raised the question with
the Minister he told me he had put out the Press
release and written to the Opposition at the same
time. Therefore we would receive the letter the
following day. A couple of days later his colleague
did the very same thing. In his speech a moment
ago the same Minister said that the Opposition
could find nothing wrong with the materials which
had been briefly held up by the Leader of the
House.

When talking to those people who will come to
learn about Parliament, perhaps Government
members will tell them that the distance between
the benches is 21/ sword lengths. One would need
pretty good eyes to read the material held up for a
brief period. It is palpable nonsense to suggest for
one moment that we know what is contained in
that material. It is important for everyone to
realise that we do not know and I will bet that the
colleagues of the Leader of the House do not know
what is in the material.

Mr Tonkin: They are not paranoid about
teachers.

Mr CLARKO: I am not paranoid about them.
However, the Minister cannot expect us to make a
judgment about the material to which he referred
in his typical debater fashion. Debaters are all
strangers to the truth; they are seeking only to
make a point for the moment. The Minister talked
about the current system as a giant gerrymander.
-He is a member of the Government which decided
to run this Parliament Week and he believes the
system is a gerrymander. Do members think he
will say the present system is satisfactory or will
he, with only one thing in mind-to destroy the
Legislative Council and get rid of it-come up
with asinine proposals on proportional represen-
tation? If that had been successful it would not
have resulted in a single- person from the bush
being elected. T'be Parliament would be controlled
by Trades Hall and perhaps St. George's Terrace.

The changes espoused by the Government and
talked about will be those they consider necessary.
However, those changes do not represent the views
of the Opposition or the two Houses of this Parlia-
ment.

I very much want to see the kit and I think it is
reasonable to request that it be made available at
the first opportunity. I am surprised that it has
been in existence for some time, as it must have
been to reach its present stage.

Mr Tonkin: That was in draft form and it is not
yet printed

Mr CLARKO: With regard to the material
shown, my observation, based on my experience in
schools, is that students would probably have seen
it at the secondary level. I see nothing wrong with
the material, but neither do I see anything new in
it. I think the pupils in the upper schools are now
using that material and I wonder what it will
achieve.

I am intrigued to note that the Minister has
tried to distance himself from the use of this ma-
terial in schools. The Minister for Education was
very defensive on this issue; he was standing back
saying that he had nothing to do with it, and that
the material went straight to the director general
who decided to implement it. The Minister ap-
peared to be washing his bands of the matter.

Mr Tonkin: He was-not distancing himself. He
was simply telling the truth.

Mr CLARKO: If the Leader of the House does
not think the Minister was distancing himself by
his use of words, he and I have different ideas of
the English. language. The Minister said that he
had no part in the preparation of the material.

Mr Tonkin: He said he had no part in it because
that was the truth.

Mr CLARKO: He very deliberately made that
clear. I wonder what the director-general thought
about receiving a letter from a committee com-
prising a group of officers and officials of' this
State, people who were mainly unknown to the
people. I wonder where the letter began.

Mr Tonkin: I wonder if the director general
knows the meaning?

Mr CLARKO: He recognised it was a com-
mittee set up by the State Government, approved
by the Cabinet, and he said therefore he would
undertake to carry this out. I am sure if a com-
mittee dealing with anything, good or bad, said it
would like to include it in the curriculum, it is
highly unlikely that the director-general would
drop everything and do it in such a hurry.

The Government influence was clear, I am not
saying the director-general is preparinig -biased
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macerial. If the director-eneral had said to the
committee. "No. my schools are very busy, I can-
not get my pupils to stop for one week in a few
weeks' time. but I would be prepared to look at it
for next yecar", I wonder what the reaction would
have been. I think the director-general was put in
an invidious position.

Mr Tonkin: I certainly have not spoken to him
on this subject.

Mr Peter Jones: Who has?

Mr CLARKO: This Government is trying to
indoctrinate the people of Western Australia, in
such a way that the Government's objectives are
reached and the existing system which it despises
is eliminated. That is what this Government
wants to do. The Government wants to represent
the Legislative Council as something out of the
last century. It wants to tie this in with legislation
to be introduced in the next few months. It is
looking for an early election, and this is part of its
package.

This committee has not been ptut together in a
proper fashion. rf it had been we would have
supported it. We still, through the letter from our
leader, ask the Government if it will reconsider
this matter and organise a group of people
representing the different political parties assisted
by experienced officers of this Parliament. F am
not sure if it would be necessary to include people
from places such as the Museum, because such a
committee could call for any information it might
require on that sort of subject. I think the Govern-
ment has gone out of its way to produce a eunuch
committee, people who can do the dirty work of
the Government. The Government has tried to
distance itself from what it is seeking to do.

If we had a group of people representing alt the
political parties we could talk about Parliament
and not what the Government wants to talk about;
that is electoral methods. The Government wants
to talk about a system of one-vote-one-value and
as a result push further the Government's own
particular ends.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [9.09 p.m.]: In
speaking to this amendment I would like to say
that the conduct of the Opposition this evening
substantiated the claim that it has been using
these amendments for political point scoring. We
in the National Party have frequently pointed out
that amendments to the Address- in-Reply serve no
useful purpose. This i3 certainly true of the present
one.

That is not to say that we do not support the
contention that Parliament should not be
thoroughly involved in Parliunment Week. Herm is
an amendment to the Address-in-Reply referring

to the conduct of Parliament Week seeking the
assistance of the Governor to ensure members of
Parliament determine its planning and conduct.
Even if this motion w'ere carried, by the time it got
to the Governor, even if he were disposed to take
any action, it would be too late.

So the National Party moved a substantive
motion for some positive action. We wanted to
suspend Standing Orders to form a committee of
this Parliament to make the decisions with regard
to Parliament Week. I was rather hopeful that the
Government would have supported that. I was
confident that the Liberal Opposition would have
supported it. But what did we find? They not only
opposed it but they did not have the good grace to
indicate why they opposed it. I pause now so that
the Liberal members can indicate why they
opposed the motion.

Mr Tonkin: Only one at a time so that Hansard
can take it down.

Mr STEPHENS: I will repeat the question. I
am absolutely flabbergasted that the Liberal
Party opposed a move for a positive action in this
House allowing Parliament to make a decision on
this issue of Parliament Week. Members voted
against it. They did not have the good sense or
grace to stand up and indicate why they could not
support the motion. I am now giving them the
opportunity to indicate by way of interjection why
they did not support the Motion. I am talking
about hypocrisy. At least they have the good grace
to be embarrassed. They think silence is a virtue.

Mr Tonkin: They are being consistent.
Mr STEPHENS: I would like to tell the public

whom we represent why the Liberal Party could
not support a motion for positive action in this
place; why they could not support a motion to
restore a little of the dignity and power of Parlia-
ment.

Mr Tonkin: That is the fourth time.

Mr STEPHENS: There is still silence. I am
stunned.

Mr Tonkint: Tedious repetition.

Mr STEPHENS: I am forced to move on. It is
amazing that we have absolute silence. I see the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is 4t least look-
ing at me. I wonder wvhether he would Care to
comment on why the Opposition could not support
the motion.

Mr Tonkin: That is the fifth time.
Mr MacKinnon: Which motion?

Several members interjected.
Mr STEPHENS: [t is absolutely staggering.

They all sat there and made a decision, but no-one
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knows why they made that decision. They are
going to keep it to themselves. They might be
embarrassed by opening their mouths.

Mr Clarko: Sometimes you are judged by the
company you keep.

Mr STEPHENS: One is called a socialist for
keeping company with the Labor Party. That must
be the answer. The member voted with them in the
d ivis ion.

Mr Clarko: You misunderstood it.
Mr STEPHENS: I did not misunderstand it, it

is the only way to take it. People in my electorate
did not misunderstand it when the member, as
Minister for Education, called on a town which
was seeking a hostel for its high school students.
On that occasion the member said he could not
understand their sending children to a Govern-
ment high school. Everybody knew that the pri-
vate schools in Perth gave better education.

Mr Clarko: You are a complete and utter liar.
Mr STEPHENS: I will not ask the member to

withdraw that remark because I realise he does
not have sufficient command of the English
language to express himself adequately. Com-
ments such as that only reflect on himself.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There are a
number of points I wish to make at this juncture.
The first is the member for Karrinyup is highly
disorderly in interjecting from out of his seat. The
second is that his interjection itself was highly
disorderly, and I hope he will not continue to make
interjections of that nature. The third is that after
five minutes I hope the member for Stirling will be
able to address himself to the amendment. He has
15 minutes remaining.

Mr STEPHENS: I was pointing out that,
whereas the Liberal Opposition saw fit to move an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply, that amend-
went would not have achieved the purpose the
Opposition was seeking to achieve. I was trying to
elicit from the Liberal Opposition members the
reason that they would not support a positive
amendment of this nature which would achieve
that objective. However, after about three min-
utes' silence, I have decided to give them up as a
bad job. That highlights the fact that Liberal Op-
position members were using these amendments
for the purpose of political point scoring. Given
the opportunity to do something positive, they
failed to avail themselves of it.

The Leader of the House frequently talks about
parliamentary democracy. i1 hope that, from now
on. we do nut hear much about that, because his
actions tonight did not do him or his party credit.

Earlier this evening the Leader of the Oppo-
sition quoted from a letter with regard to Parlia-
mnent Week. a letter he had sent to the Leader of
the House. I will not read that letter in full again,
but I quote from the penultimate paragraph as
follows-

When an all-Party Committee is estab-
lished it could make an immediate assessment
of plans and proposals you have already pre-
pared and decide whether they should be
proceeded with, -modified or abandoned in
favour of more effective means of offering the
public an insight into the Parliamentary
system.

I forecast that, based on the actions in this House
tonight, the Leader of the House will reject that
approach, because when this House was given the
opportunity to express itself on that point, it faited
-to support it.

I do not imagine the Leader of the House would
now turn around and accept something he had not
accepted previously or change his past actions to
accommodate a request from the Liberal Party
when that party, given the opportunity to support
what was put forward, has failed to take any ac-
tion whatsoever.

The concept of Parliament Week is excellent,
'but its execution leaves much to be desired. it is
reprehensible that the Government should have
embarked upon this course without reference to
the members of the Opposition and without involv-
ing them in any way in discussions on the matter.
This amendment indicates our displeasure, but it
will not achieve anything. The opportunity to
make a worthwhile contribution was not only
passed over, but also was passed over without any
reasons being given. Therefore, the National Party
condemns the Government for ignoring the wishes
of its Opposition mcmhitcrs for not discussing the
proposals with them, and for not forming an all-
party committee. To a large extent those actions
detract seriously from the concept of a Parliament
Week.

Perhaps during Parliament Week the demise of
the power of Parliament will be highlighted. Our
predecessors displayed great fortitude and, in
samre cases, lost their lives trying to defend the-role
of Parliament against the monarchy and yet' we
are now sitting around silently and are seeing the
role of Parliament usurped by an Executive dic-
tatorship, because that is what we have witnessed
tonight. We have seen nothing more nor less than
dictatorship by the Executive. That is just as rep-
rehensible to me and members of the National
Party as dictatorship by the monarchy.
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I hope members of Parliament can forget oc-
casionally that they are here as party hacks and
remember, as they do when they are canvassing
for votes, that they are really elected to represent
the people in their electorates. They do not come
here to represent parties.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [9.20 p.m.]: I intend to
support the amendment and I refer members to
the warding of it. It is interesting to look at the
letter which was sent to same members. My copy
is no doubt on its way to Busselton. It is headed
"Parliament Week" with an appropriate logo and
the address at thc top of the page is the 26th
Floor, City Mutual Tower, 190 St. George's Ter-
race, Western Australia. I have not taken the
trouble to check the location of the 26th floor of
the City Mutual Tower, but I take it one can
assume that is the office of the Department of
Premier and Cabinet. I ask the Leader of the
House whether that is where this letter has been
disseminated from.

Mr Tonkin: Yes.

Mr BLAI K IE: I thank the Leader of the House
for his ca-operation. The first point I have estab-
lished is that the office from which the infor-
mation has been disseminated and the address to
which people should reply is that of the Depart-
ment of Premier and Cabinet. The person who
signed the letter was a M~rr D. De V. Hunt, Co-
ordinator, Parliament Week.

Mr MacKinnon: I wonder if he has ever been a
member of a political party.

Mr BLAIKIE: I do not know, but he is the co-
ordinator of Parliament Week. Again I seek the
co-operation of the Leader of the House and ask
him the role Mr Hunt plays in the Dcpartmenent
of Premier and Cabinet when he is not co-
ordinating Parliament Week.

Mr Tonkin: I am not sure of his title, but he is a
member of the staff of the Premier's department.

Mr M~acKinnon: How long has he been working
there?

Mr Tonkin: I don't know.

Mr BLAlKIE: Is Mr Hunt an adviser?

Mr Tonkin: No, he is a member of the staff.

Mr Bryce: He does not go back to the days of
W. W. Mitchell.

Mr MacKinnon. HeI does not go back to our
Government's day.

Mr BLAIKIE: It does not do the Acting
Premier any credit to make comments to the effect
that this does not go back to the days of W. W.
Mitchell, because it is about time the people of

Western Australia were aware of what this
Government is doing.

It has been indicated clearly already by my
colleague, the member for Kalamunda, that the
Leader of the House is completely devoted to
attempting to ensure that Parliament as it existed
previously is changed dramatically during his time
as a member of this House. Indeed, he has made
some dramatic changes already.

The Government has also embarked on an at-
tempt to take away from the Parliament some of
the functions which it ought to be carrying out. It
is not the province of the Premier and Cabinet or
of the Department of Premier and Cabinet to de-
cide whether there should be a Parliament Week.
It has been pointed out correctly already that that
is more properly a decision for the Parliament to
make. It is an affront to the Parliament and mem-
bers on this side of the House who have a regard
for the institution of Parliament that a letter of
this nature written by Mr Hunt, the Co-ordinator
of Parliament Week, at the 26th floor of the City
Mutual Tower, should be distributed.

If any letter were to go out, one would expect it
to be sent from Parliament House with an indi-
cation that it was from the joint Houses of Parlia-
ment and that those Houses had agreed that there
be a Parliament Week. Finally it could have
indicated that a decision had been reached and
that the letter was sent out on behalf of all mem-
bers of Parliament and signed by the Speaker and
the President. It should indicate that the function
would be conducted by the Parliament, involving
all members of Parliament.

This is not a function for the Government. It is
not a function for the Opposition. It is a function
for members of Parliament to explain what Parlia-
ment is all about. The National Country Party,
National Party, and independent members have
every right to have an input to it. This Govern-
ment wants Parliament not to have an input or
involvement in it. We have seen a dramtatic change
in the democracy of this State, where the Parlia-
ment should control its own function. That control
is being taken away from the Parliament and
placed in the hands of the Government.

It is all very well for the Leader of the House
not to be in the Chamber at this timc. I remind
him and other members of the House of the im-
portance of parliamentary democracy and the im-
portance of the institution as such. He is one who
has crowed so loudly and who has cried out for a
fairer dealI. WVhen he was on this side of the House
he said that Parliament was for the people, but
now he is a member of the Government he is
saying that Parliament is for the Goverment and
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that Parliament is the tool of the Government, for
the Government to do what it wishes to do, not
only in an Executive sense, but through the Parlia-
ment also.

Mr Bryce: It has never been his view. He is a
man of principle.

Mr BLAIICIE: The Leader of the House
changes the rules to suit the particular argument
that he wants to make. Now that he is on the
Government side of the House he wants to ensure
that the Executive of the Government is in control
of the Parliament, and that is precisely what he is
doing. We will see what happens in Parliament
Week. I have said several times already that I
believe it is an affront to appoint a co-ordinator
who has no association with Parliament, Parlia-
ment House, or its workings, but who is simply a
stooge of the Department of Premier and Cabinet.
All members of Parliament should understand
what that person does and whom he represents.
There is a further suggestion for members to
nominate a topic they would like to discuss on a
radio talkback show. The Parliament Week co-
ordinator will then seek to arrange an interview,
where possible. We were told that "in all cases we
would be most grateful if members could advise
details of events organised to the co-ordinator of
Parliament Week". It is the Department of
Premier and Cabinet which is going to control the
operations of this Parliament Week.

Mr Tonkin: Not control. That is not our style, it
is your style.

Mr BLAIKIE: I know precisely what the Minis-
ter's style is.

Mr Tonkin: You can run any function you like.

Mr BLAIKIE: I know what the style of the
Leader of the House is and I am exposing him for
what he is. His style is to have the Executive and
the Department of the Premier and Cabinet
controlling Parliament. Again I say that it is quite
wrong that the co-ordinator, who is with the De-
partment of the Premier and Cabinet, should be
the person to co-ordinate the entire Parliament
Week. If any person is going to do that it should
be someone with some knowledge of the system of
Parliament. What experience has the co-ordinator
had in parliamentary practice?

Mr Tonkin: The officers of Parliament are on
the committee.

Mr BLAIKIE: What experience has the co-
ordinator had?

Mr Tonkin: Be honest. You said it should be an
officer of the Parliament, and officers of Parlia-
ment arc on the committee.

Mr BLAIKIE: An officer of the Parliament
should be the co-ordinator. I ask the Leader of the
House again what experience has the co-ordinator
in parliamentary practice, and what association
has he had with all the members of Parliament?

Mr Tonkin: It is not a question of parliamentary
practice. Do you want an answer or not? Don't ask
a question and not expect an answer. If you want
an answer, you give me the courtesy of listening.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will give the Leader of the
House the courtesy. Of course he cannot answer.

Mr Tonkin: I can answer. You are so rude that
you interrupt half-way through a sentence.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Leader of the House has
said this is not about parliamentary practice.

Mr Tonkin: The main thing about Parliament
Week is to see the people. I am trying to find the
word-

Mr BLAIKIE: Once the Leader of the House
starts to fumble we know we have him on toast.

Mr Tonkin: It is a projection.
Mr BLAIKIE: The concept involves extensive

constitutional and parliamentary reform in re-
gional areas and parliamentary democracy in
Western Australia. If that is not about parliamen-
tary systems and attitudes I do not know what is.

This co-ordinator ought to be a person who at
least has sonic background in or some understand-
ing of the parliamentary system. I have never
heard of the person Hunt. I do not want to damn a
person from the start, but if the Government in its
wisdom had picked a person such as Brigadier
John Roberts-a man of great standing within the
parliamentary system and respected by all sides of
Parliament and all members Of Parliament-I
could have forgiven it in part. What the Govern-
ment is doing is nothing more than a shoddy trick.

A Press statement was issued by the Minister
for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform. What I
would like to know is, what is the Minister for
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform doing? We
know he has a very jaundiced view% of electoral
reform. What he has done is to issue a Press
statement saying how fair and impartial this Par-
liament Week is to be. It is just as though he was a
Claremont supporter saying that all other teams
play a fair game, but not as good a game as
Claremont. That is the sort of attitude this Minis-
ter has to electoral reform. He is going to change
thc whole parliamentary system irrespective of
what other people may wish to do and he wilt
endeavour to achieve his ends if he hbts his way.

The final comment I want to make is to reject
the Government and its cavalier attitude. It is
ignoring the institution of Parliament. I condemn
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it for its motives and I support the amendment
moved by my colleague.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [9.34 p.m.]: I rise to support
the amendment to the Address-in-Reply moved by
the member for Narrogin requesting His Excel-
lency the Governor to assist the Opposition to
ensure that members from all parties represented
in the Parliament determine the planning and con-
duct of Parliament Week. In doing so I would like
to pose a series of questions with the indulgence of
the Leader of the House. He may well not wish to
answer, but I would like to ask him a question
relating to the committee which has been
appointed to conduct Parliament Week. When
was the committee appointed?

Mr Tonkin: I think it would have been
appointed in June.

Mr MacKINNON: Who made the appoint-
ment? Did the Minister make the appointment?

Mr Tonkin: It was taken to Cabinet in May, but
I am not aware who made the appointment.

Mr MacKINNON: My second question follow-
ing on from the member for Vasse's query is: Who
appointed Mr Hunt, and why was he selected for
the task?

Mr Blaikie: What special qualification does he
have?

Mr MacKINNON: What was his qualification
to be the co-ordinator, or whatever his correct title
is?

Mr Tonkin: He has got the ability to see that
matters are given publicity and are projected to
the people. So he is not skilled in parliamentary
practice, as you suggested, but is skilled in selling
a project and organising a week; he is that type of
person.

Mr Blaikie: An advertising person?

Mr Tonkin: I think he may have been in adver-
tising.

Mr MacKINNON: To the Minister's knowl-
edge, has he ever been involved in assisting politi-
cal parties?

Mr Tonkin: Not to my knowledge.

Mr MacKINNON: It is our information that
Mr Hunt has in the past been involved in directly
assisting a political party in campaigning, and.
needless to say, that party was not the Liberal
party, the National Country Party, or the
National Parry; it was the Australian Labor
Party. It is easy to see why the Opposition has
grave concerns about Parliament Week when the
person appointed to conduct the week appears, to
the best of the information provided to me, to be

nothing more nor less than a member or supporter
of the ALP.

Mr Tonkin: When you were in Government did
you go to your departments and ask staff to which
political parties they belonged?

Mr MacKINNON: No, but I never undertook
political games like Parliament Week. Look at the
summary of activities planned. I do not know who
organised them. I will run through each of them
and it will be understood why the Opposition is
concerned about Mr Hunt's background.

Mr Tonkin: These activities are decided by the
task force. Mr Hunt is only the co-ordinator.
Eight or nine people are on the task force.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister says he is
only the co-ordinator, but he and I know the co-
ordinator or executive officer of any organisation,
if he is a good officer, can by and large direct the
activities of that organisation or, if not, he can
influence them significantly. If Mr Hunt 'does
have the background I have indicated it is easy to
see why the Opposition is concerned about these
activities. I will run down each of them.

The first is: "Exhibitions on Constitutional and
Parliamentary Reform, (City and Regional)".
What form will those exhibitions take? What will
they indicate to the people of WA? Where will
they be held? I guess they will be held in estab-
lished centres and regional shopping centres.
What will be the nature of the exhibitions? The
exhibition is about parliamentary reform, but
whose ideas will they sell, and what reform?

Mr Tonkin: In 1832 the Legislative Council was
established. It was not elected. We will have an
exhibition. There will be documents and various
other things.

Mr MacKINNON: Tell us about the exhi-
bition.

Mr Tonkin: That is what l am talking about. At
this exhibition there will be documents and so on
which will show that the Legislative Council was
established in 1832.

Mr MacKINNON: Will the Minister give us a
categorical undertaking that that exhibition will
include nothing about the Government's proposals
for parliamentary reform that it is currently
putting forward?

Mr Tonkin: I have no idea. Do you want me to
a nswer or not?

Mr MacKINNON: t am listening.

Mr Tonkin: Some of your members arc not
listening; they are too ignorant and rude. It will
deal with the continuing evolution of Parliament
from 1832 onwards.
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Mr MbacKl(NNON: Until when.?
Mr Tonkin: To the present day, r guess.

- Wr MacKIN-NON: And into the future, no
doubt?'

Mr To~nkin: Certainly it wilt be discussed-
Surely you, as an educated man, know that any
organisarion has an evolution. We will start at
1831 and you know that.

Mr MacK] NNON: That is common sense. I am
indicating to- you that Parliament. Week will be
funded by the Government under the direct minis-
terial control of the Ministe for Parliamentary
and Electoral Reform. Exhibitions will be held in
city and regional centres, on constitutional and
parliamentary reform.

MTrTonkin: Most ofhi will be historical.
Msr MacKINNON: Most of it wilt be, but some

of it will include the Minister's proposals. for par-
liamentary reform in the future?

Mr Tonkin: I. do not know that.
M'r MacKINNON: The Minister cannot give

us an assurance that it wilt not?
Mr Tonkin: I cannot, because I am not

controlling it.

Mr MacKINNON: Obviouisly that will be in-
cluded.

Mr Tonkin: No. that is not obvious and the only
way I can give you that assurance is if t were on
the committee.

Mr MacKINNON: It is awfully obvious, if the
person running the week, the co-ordinator so to
speak, is a political syrnpathiser with the Govern-
ment's cause.

Mr Tonkin: You are slandering the officers on
the committee.

Mr MacK IN NON: I am not slandering anyone.
l am stating a fact.

Mr Tonkin: It is not a fact.
Mr MacKINNON: Mr Hunt was a support .er

of campaigns on behalf of the Government's party
in previous times and the Government knows it to
be a fact.

Mr Tonkin: He is only one of a task force,
right,?

Mr MacKIN NON: Paragraph (b) again causes
us concern. It says, "Seminar. Progress towards
Parliamentary Democracy in W.A." What does
that mean? Where is the seminar to be held!

Mr Tonkin: I understand it will be hcld at
Murdoch University.

Mr MacKINNON: WVho will the speakers be?

Mrf Tonkitr: They will be mainly political scien-
tists,

Mr MacKNON: Putting forward what'view-
points?

Mr Tonkin. Their own.
Mr MacK INNON: Their own viewpoints which

will happenr to coincide with the viewpoints of the
Government, of course.

Mr Tonkin: If you want to say that about aca-
demnics like David Black and so on, you say it. You
believe in thought control.

Mr MacKiNNON: I do not think so.
Mivr Tonkin: I do. Why can't you trust us? You

are getting paranoid.
Mr MacK INNON: No, I am not.
Mr Tonkin: Trust academics to do an academic

kind of job.
Mr Ma.c KLNNON: There are academics and

academics, and the Minister knows this as well as
I do. Plenty of academics have prejudices, and I do
not decry them for having those prejudices. A so-
called Parliament Week is supposed to be "even-
handed". Hew can the Minister do it when it is
directed by himself and Mr Hlunt?

Mr Tonkin: It will not be directed by me.
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister appointed the

members of the comnmittec. They know who
appointed them. They will give a seminar at
Murdoch University which I forecast clearly will
not put forward a very balanced viewpoint. The
next Item is '(c) Essay/Poster competiticA for
schools (plus teachers' kit on Parliament)". What
Will the essay be? What will the title of the essay
be'! What is this- essay competition?

Mr Tonkin: I keep telling yotr it wilt be decided
by professional educators whom [ trust.

Mr MacKINNOIN: Right. The Minister for
Education tabled a letter tonight from the Direc-
tor-General of Education in which he outlined that
two competitions will be offered by the Parliament
Week task force. The section for six to 12-year-
olds is an essay competition-listeni to -Hopeless
Hill" over there-which will close on Wednesday.
17 October. It says that detailis of this competition
are attached to the letter, but they are not. The
Minister tabled the letter but not the details of
these competitions. We will now have to obtain
this information tomorrow or the next day. An
essay and poster competition for schools! It iselear
chat we in the Opposition pAirties would have con-
cerns4 about the exact direction that Parliament
Week is taking. We then have school debates with
the final debate being in Parliament House. Who
will set the title for the debates? What will be
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debated?! Thai is a good question. Will it be the
principal of the school?

Mr Tonkin: Officers of the Education
Department.

Mr MacKINNON: What will be the titles of
those debates?

Mr Tonkin: You would have to ask them if they
are setting them.

Mr MacKINNON: I will. Next we have. "(d)
Open air forum at Forrest Place". What is the
nature of that? When is it to be conducted? What
will be the nature of that forum at Forrest Place?

Mr Tonkin: I think it is just an idea at the
moment. 1 do not know any details.

Mr MacKINNON: Parliament Week com-
mences on I5 September. according to the letter
we received.

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr MacKINNON: There will be an open air

forum at Forrest Place.
Mr Tonkin: That is an interimlist and I do not

know whether it will go ahead or not.
Mr MacKINNON: What is the. nature of the

forum supposed to be?
Mr Tonkin: It will be a forum where people

could put forward various facets of the workings
of Parliament.

Mr MacKINNON: Who will be invited to it? It
says here in brackets "Televised".,

Mr Tonkin: That is why I say it is only interim.
-Obviously we would have to make arrangements
with Channel 9, the ABC, or whatever.

Mr MacKINNON: We in the Opposition par-
ties are concerned about the proposed "Open air
forum at Forrest Place". We do not even know the
title of the forum. It is obvious it will be
constitutional and parliamentary reform, again to
push the Minister's favourite barrow.

Mr Tonkin: You have contradicted yourself; if
you don't know what is proposed, how do you
know that?

Mr MacKINNON: What will it be about?
M r Tonkin: I do not know.
Mr MacKINNON: I bet the Minister London

to a brick that is what it will be.
-To continue with the summary of Parliament

Week, paragraph (f) deals with a "Parliament
House Open Week" which is a good idea; it has
.been done before. Paragraph (g) deals with
"Leaflet, banners, poster, advertising, publicity
campaign". What is the nature of that campaign?
Will we see advertisements in the newspapers? If
so, what is to be the style or the newspaper adver-

tisement? What message will it sell? Electoral
reform, no doubt.

Paragraph (h) deals with "Flying of giant State
flag under helicopter over suburbs". It is not a bad
idea to fly a State flag. I have a flagpole on which
I fly the Western Australian flag. At the moment
I am flying the Australian flag, because of the
Olympics. However, what has flying a giant State
flag under a helicopter over the suburbs to do with
Parliament Week? It seems to me to be a pointless
exercise in getting the message across.

Paragraph (i) deals with "Public submission on
"Gearing our Parliamentary system to the Year
2000' ". What is meant by "submission"?

Mr Tonkin: People will be asked-and this is
what really gets up you nose-

Mr MacKINNON: How can it get up my nose
when I do not know what it is?

Mr Tonkin: The idea of going to people and
asking their opinion upsets conservatives, because
you people believe this is your institution. How-
ever, we believe that the people can be asked what
they think Parliament should be like, to face the
challenge of the year 2000.

Mr MacKINNON: That invitation will be
expanded by advertisements and by coverage in
the media, It will be interesting. If I am any judge
that public submission or invitation will be asking
people how they believe Parliament can be
reformed, in relation to the view of the Govern-
ment. Again, cause for concern.

Paragraph U) deals with a "Special Announce-
ment Luncheon involving a wide cross section of
the community". What "special announcement
luncheon" are we to have? Who will make the
announcement, and what is the special announce-
ment to be? This will involve taxpayers paying a
lot of money. No doubt it will be a special an-
nouncement luncheon designed to focus on some
facet of the Government's parliamentary "reform"
programme.

Paragraph (k) states "Premier to give a
televised address to the State". Again, what is the
nature of that televised address? As my colleague,
the member for Kalamunda has said, the Premier
will not say in that televised address that he sup-
ports heartily the system that the Liberal and
National Country Parties have supported. If the
Premier is to give a televised address, other mem-
bers of parliament representing other parties
should be given equal time to present their views.

Mr Tonkin: of course that is fair and that is
what I would expect to happen.
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Mr MacKINNON: I would hope it is going to
go ahead on that basis where' each party is given
time to represent its views,

Mr Tonkin: That is fair enough.

Mr MacKINNON: I hope the Leader of the
House abides by the commitment he has just
given. Paragraph (1) states "Members of Parlia-
ment will be encouraged to organise and host a
Parliament Week function in their electorate", It
is hoped they will do that.

A "Video film on our Parliamentary System" is
to be made. Who will make that video film, and
what will be the thrust of it?

Mr Tonkin: I do not think that is going to hap-
pen. All these matters have not been finalised, but
we wanted to let you know as soon as possible.

Mr Davies: Wesfarmers made a video on Parlia-
ment House. I did not hear you protesting then.

Mr MacKINNON: It was about Parliament
House. I was talking about the Parliamentary
system. not about Parliament House.

Mr Davies: What do you think a film on Parlia-
ment is if it is not about the parliamentary
system?

Mr MacKINNON: We were concerned about a
video film of our parliamentary system, but as it is
not to occur, it is not of any concern now.

I hope, when the Minister makes his statement,
we will have the Opportunity to respond on behalf
of the Opposition party and the Leader of the
National Country Party, and that the Leader of
the National Party will be able to respond also.

The Opposition parties are concerned about
Parliament Week. As the member for Kalamunda
has indicated, we have a Minister who is dedicated
to his job. We do not criticise him for doing his
job-his job is parliamentary and electoral
reform. However, in order to achieve that he has
endorsed the idea of Parliament Week being run
by various supporters of his party--now officers in
the so-called Department of Premier and Cabi-
net-and it is designed clearly to sell the message
of constitutional and electoral reform. That is
what the Minister is all about.

We in the Opposition parties have grave cdn-
cern about the direction that Parliament Week
will take. If the Government w~ere serious, this
Parliament Week would involve all members of
the Parliament and all parties of the Parliament.
as has been the case previously with events such as
this. I urge members to support the amendment
moved by the member for Narrogin to the Ad-
dress-in-Reply.

Amendment put and negatived.

.Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR WATT (Albany) [9.53 p.m.]: I would like

to use the opportunity of the Address-in-Reply
debate to make a contribution to the Parliament
about a couple of matters which are of concern to
my electorate.

During today's question time a number of ques-
tions were asked of the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife about the southern bluefin tuna industry.
Those who have any interest in the fishing indus-
try will be aware of what has occurred in recent
times. However, it is also fair to say that some
may not be aware, and I will briefly explain recent
events.

The southern bluefin tuna industry was estab-
lished in about 1968 and has been a growing in-
dustry in the last 10 years. In that time many new
licences have been issued, many boats have been
purchased, and many have been sold, and many
fishermen have upgraded their vessels. The
amount of tuna caught has increased considerably.

At the same time, the processing and canning
industry has undergone a few major changes with
the long-term canner on the south coast, Hunts
Foods Pty. Ltd., expanding considerably its
processing establishment, and another company,
West Ocean Canning Pty. Ltd., establishing a
canning plant in Perth.

All this has been done because they were
encouraged by the Department of Primary Indus-
try in Canberra. by the CSIRO scientists who
were quite confident there was nothing but a rosy
future for the tuna industry, and by the Western
Australian Department of Fisheries and Wildlife.
At no time until the last couple of years has any-
one suggested that this industry might in any way
be under threat.

About 1978, when the whaling industry closed
down, a number of people who were employed in
that industry, especially those on the whale
chasers who had a seafaring background, were
encouraged to go into the tuna industry. Several
either purchased boats themselves or worked on
boats, and it seemed to be a satisfactory wvay of
taking up some of the slack in unemployment
numbers in this field. Now it seems those people
are again facing a threat. As recently as a couple
of years ago the industry was still being
encouraged. Then, suddenly, the scientists turned
around and told us that the parental biomass, or
breeding stocks, were under threat because of the
fishing pattern, and something needed to be done
about it.

Since 1977-78. the Western Australian catch
has risen dramatically while the New South Wales
catch has dropped by much the same proportion.
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At the same lime, the catch in the South
Australian fishery has increased fairly sharply.

The breeding pattern is that the fish spawn in
the Timor Sea off Java and migrate down the west
coast of Australia. The first fish are caught off the
southern part of the west coast and are usually two
years old. By the time they migrate around the
south-west corner to the Alba ny-Esperance area
the catch is mostly in the two-to-three-year age
group. In South Australia, the fish caught art
mostly four years old, and those caught off New
South Wales are five years old. Much further out
to sea where they are caught by Japanese long-line
vessels, the fish are much older and bigger.

South Australia. which has probably mounted
the argument against the fishing industry off-the
south coast of Western Australia, argues that the
fish we take are juveniles and that we should be
prevented from catching them to enable them to
grow into larger fish capable of breeding. On the
other hand, it is argued that the considerable
quantity of tuna caught by the Japanese in the
Australian economic fishing zone while being ma-
ture fish are also breeding fish, and if these were
not caught the problem would be alleviated to
some extent by allowing breeding to continue.

It is interesting to make -a comparison of the
way in which fish are caught in Western Australia
and South Australia. South Australia uses the
purse seine method of fishing in which a big net is
run around the school of tuna and the bottom of
the net is drawn in to make, as the name implies, a
big purse so that all the fish in the school are
taken. By contrast in Western Australia, we use
the poling method; the fishermen use a pole and
line from the back of the boat and catch as many
as they can until the school disperses. Clearly, it is
a better conservation method of catching fish be-
cause all the fish arc not taken; a percentage is
allowed to survive and they move on to grow into
mature fish which will breed. In all the argument
put forward, no suggestion has been made that the
purse seine method of catching should be banned.

That is a very brief background to how the fish
are caught. In November 1983, because of some
concern by the scientists and, I suspect, the South
Australian fishing industry, the Federal Govern-
ment requested the Industries Assistance Com-
mission to inquire into the southern bluefin tuna
industry and report by 30 June this year on the
following aspects-

Whether adjustment assistance should be
extended to the catching and processing sec-
tors of the southern bluefin tuna industry.
and if so, the nature, extent, and duration of
such assistance;

changes to the management programme
necessary to facilitate conservation of dhe re-
source and efficient development of the
southern bluefin tuna industry; and

in the light of recommendations on the
above, wbat changes, if any, should be made
to the arrangements which apply to the im-
portation of tuna for subsequent processing.

In April this year, the IAC produced a draft re-
port which immediately raised considerable con-
cern on the south coast. The communities of
Albany and Esperance were horrified because the
tuna industry makes a significant contribution to
the economies of those two towns. The tuna
fishermen themselves were extremely worried be-
cause they could see the threat of having no indus-
try at all; many were heavily committed
financially and had made changes in their business
to get into tuna fishing, only to see the possibility
of their losing everything. This has left them
worried and up in the air as to their future.

The processors were worried because their fu-
ture viability was threatened. Hunts Foods had
upgraded to larger premises to adequately handle
the growing catch or tuna. At least that company
had other sides to its operation, although not in
the fish processing activity. One of the great con-
cerns was that without the tuna, the company's
canning process would not have been viable and
that might have spelt the end of salmon
processing, which is a separate fishery on the
south coast. West Ocean Canning on the other
band, established its cannery because of the
southern bluefin tuna, and without that source of
fish I am sure it would have been forced to close.

The industry has grown progressively since its
humble beginnings in 1968 to the point where, two
years ago, 5 600 tonnes of fish were caught in
Western Australia. The Australian total that year
was about 21 000 tonnes. It took 75 to 80 boats to
catch that Western Australian total, and if one
makes a rough analysis on the basis that each boat
has one or two crew apart from the skipper, one
realises that something in ordler of 200 people are
-engaged in catching, and many More arc engaged
in the processing. The economic spin-off to the
community from the money which is injected
would engage a significant number of people
whom it is not possible to identify precisely.

Last year the Department of Primary Industry
established a tuna task force for the purpose of
creating an interim management plan which gave
Western Australia a fish quota of 4 000 lonnes. It
allowed for an extra 500 tonncs to be caught in
certain circumstances if necessary. At the same
time, the tuna task force imposed size limits on the
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fish that. could be caught. Although that quota
may not be offically caught this year-the season
ends on 30 September-and if the undersized fish
were also taken into consideration, not only would
the quota have been well and truly caught, but
also it might- have equalled the record catch of
5 600 tonnes which was caught a couple of years
ago.

It hasbeen- variously estimated that the percent-
age of undersized fish caught might have been in
the order of 20 per cent to 25 per cent of those
actually received by the canneries.

When I mentioned earlier the poling method of
catching fish, I should have explained that they
are simply caught and immediately thrown onto
the deck of the boat. The fish cannot be measured
until the fisherman has finished fishing. That
means that the fish could be lying there for half an
hour, an hour, or an hour-and-a-half, by which
time they would be dead. The fish are measured
and those of an acceptable size are taken to the
canneries. Those which are not of an acceptable
size are thrown into the water. So there is a con-
siderable waste.

One thing that has come out of the Australian
Fisheries Council meeting at Townsville is that
size limits have been scrapped. That is very sen-
sible.

The Industries Assistance Commission has now
produced its final report, in which it recommended
that there should be an Australian quota of 14 000
tonnes. which is a better recommendation than the
one in the initial draft. I am pleased to say that the
ministerial meeting recommended a quota of
14 500 tonnes, which is slightly better. However,
the JAC recommended of that quota that Western
Australia should have a quota of only 1 000
tonnes, the same figure as was recommended in
the draft. If that is implemented, it would most
certainly kill off the Western Australian catching
and processing industry.

After the draft report was released, IAC hear-
ings were held in Albany and other places. There
was a tremendous response from the fishermen,
from the local community, and from all the people
who stood to be affected by the report. One would
have thought that there was a considerable
amount of logic in the argumenits we presented at
the hearings.

M r Troy: The Government responded, too.
Mr WATT: I will mention the Government in a

moment. If the member is suggesting that I am
being critical of the State Government. then he
has not been listening very carefully. The strength
of those-arguments apparently left the IAC some-
what unmoved. That was reflected in its report.

[In the first week in June, I was able to arrange a
meeting in Albany which was attended by Dr
Robert Bain, the First Assistant Secretary of the
Fisheries Division of the Commonwealth Depart-
ment of Primary Industry. I did not realise it at
the time, but if was apparently regarded as some-
thing of a coup to get Dr Bamn to come to Western
Australia. It was suggested to me that it was the
first time he had been to Western Australia. There
was considerable value in having him come to WA
because at least he became thoroughly acquainted
with the problems of the industry and the extent of
the difficulties being experienced in it.

Mr Evans: Prior to that the Minister had come
over.

Mr WATT: He certainly did not come to
Albany. I do not know whether he went to
Esperance.

Mr Evans: He held meetings.

Mr WATT: I accept the point made by the
Minister that Mr Kerin came over. I certainly did
not have the oportunity to meet him. However, the
Minister would also agree that the meeting which
we arranged at Albany which Dr Bain attended
was a very valuable exercise. It was attended by
civic groups, and by members of Parliament of all
political persuasions. It was a completely biparti-
san meeting. Director Bain went away telling me
that he had a much different perception of the
industry than that which he had whom he arrived.
That could not have been anything but a very
valuable exercise.

Fortunately, the IAC recommendations are not
binding. It was up to the Australian Fisheries
Council, which is made up of the State Ministers,
to determine the course of action to be taken.
Fortunately, again, they did not accept the [AC
recommendations, but agreed to a package. That
package was the subject of questions asked earlier
today.

The package cut the national quota from 19 000
tonnes to 14 500 tonnes in 1984-85. That season
starts from I October. When the matter was
reported on the ABC news this morning, I under-
stood that there was a suggestion that the quota
was reported to be in the order of 3 000 tonnes.
When I asked the Minister tonight what the West-
ern Australian quota was he said that it had been
determined by a reasonably complicated process
of dividing the total quota by the number of boats
and allocating the quotas to individuals. I guess we
will have to wait and see what actual tonnage that
formula throws up.

Mr Stephens: That would depend on. what the
quota is.
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Mr WATT: Precisely. That was the point I was
about to make. The Minister said the quota was
about as favourable as could have been expected. I
suppose to some extent that is so, although it de-
pends on how one looks at it.

Mr Evans: Two-and-a-half to three times what
was recommended.

Mr WATT: Certainly. However, we never ac-
cepted that the quota recommended by the lAG in
its report was anything like reasonable. When one
looks at this matter on an historical basis, or when
one looks at it on the basis of the previous catches
or the level of investment in the industry-

Mr Evans: It is 75:25.
Mr WATT: That is right; that is the point I was

going to make. It works out that Western
Australia is eniitled, on that historical assessment,
to something in the order of 20 to 25 per cent. If
Western Australia had received a quota of 1 000
tonnes, out of a recommended total for Australia
of 14 000 tonnes. there is no way in the world that
that figure could be described as being anything
near an equitable figure.

The package also provided for individual boat
quotas but did not allow for any compensation to
be made to those who would be forced out of the
industry. My understanding of the JAC's
recommendation is that those people who will be
forced out of the industry will need to sell their
quotas. However, we k-now that the DPI has
recommended that a quota should be allocated on
the best yearly catch over the last three years. Of
course, quite a lot of those people have licenses to
fish for tuna only fish part-time. Some of those
fishermen might well have caught less than the 15
tonnes. If that is to be the cut-off point, I am told
that 37 boats would not receive a quota at all.
Their fishing business would simply disappear. It
would be completely unviable. They would have a
licence which would not earn them sufficient in-
come to allow the business to be viable. They
would have a boat which they would not be able to
sell. They would have bank mortgages and over-
drafts which they would not be able to service.

I do not think it is fair that Governments should
make decisions which force people out of the
businesses which they were encouraged to enter.
They should not be forced out of an industry with-
out some form of compensation.

Another point is that those who have a quota
which enables them to remain in the industry in a
viable way would be expected to buy up the quotas
of the smaller businesses which were forced out of
the industry. Again the question remains: Where
would they get the money from? Most of those
people have been in the industry for only a rela-

tively short time. They have upgraded their
businesses fromt small boats to bigger boats. Some
boats today cost about $250 000. These people get
themselves heavily into debt to buy those boats. It
would be difficult for them to raise the additional
funds to buy quotas to make their businesses as
viable as they would like them to be.

Following the comment from the member for
Munidaring, I advise the House that I saw the
submission prepared by the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife. It was an excellent sub-
mission and it addressed the position and sought
compensation for fishermen from the Common-
wealth. It appears that the position remains
unresolved and it is of considerable concern to the
Albany tuna fishermen.

While I am aware that the Minister has tried to
resolve this matter, I certainly hope he will not see
this as the beginning of the end. I hope he will see
it perhaps as the start of a fight to maintain a
situation which is in the best interests of the
fishermen. I believe they have a legitimate right to
either remain in the industry or to be compensated
out of it. Nothing in between would be acceptable
to them or to me. While I have every confidence
the Minister will strive for that end, I remind him
that it is the expectation of the Fishermen and of
me that he will pursue it vigorously and with all
the resourcefulness he can muster.

Another matter to which I wish to refer con-
cerns a point I raised with the Minister for Health
last Thursday in a question relating to the Albany
Regional Hospital. As members are aware there is
a severe staff shortage in that hospital and I know
it is not the only hospital to suffer that problem.

At that time 1 asked the Minister for Health a
question in this House I was querying a telex
which I sent to him three weeks earlier and which
he did not answer. The Minister, in his answer,
said-

What the member for Albany has claimed
is not accurate. No wards have been closed at
the Albany Regional Hospital. The member
for Albany was in fact told that by the Dire-
tor of Nursing from the hospital who
contacted him.

It was only a couple of days before I asked the
question in this House that I had still not received
an answer to my letter. The Minister is really only
playing with words.

As a result of the shortage of nurses the number
of patients in the Albany Regional Hospital has
been reduced in two ways. The information I have
was given to me by the director of nursing so I
have no doubt about its accuracy. Firstly, the hos-
pital is sending patients home from the hospital as
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soon as they are well enough to leave it. Pre-
viously, I assume patients were kept in the hospital
for a short period after their recovery to make sure
that everything was all right.

Secondly, the number of patients has been
reduced by imposing limits on operating lists for
doctors for elective surgery. For management
reasons it was decided to look after the smaller
number of patients in fewer wards. It meant that
one ward which held six beds is no longer used. In
my view if the number of patients has been
reduced so that one ward is not required and it is
management practice not to use the ward, to say it
is not closed is fiddling with words. The argument
given to me was that the ward is available for use
in the case of a crisis-that is only using words
and is not coming clean about the situation. In his
answer the Minister went on to say-

It is very interesting to note that when the
Liberal Party was in office and the member
for Albany had any query about the Albany
Regional Hospital, I am told he was in the
regular practice of contacting the adminis-
trator, asking him the question and
misconstruing accurate in formation.

I am not sure whether the Minister has been accu-
rately recorded in that answer.

MrT Pearce: I do not think he has. The purpose
of his comments were that when you were in
Government you got accurate information from
the person concerned and misconstrued it.

Mr WATT: The Minister for Education might
be right.

Mr Pearce: I heard what the Minister said.

Mr WATT: What I thought I heard was not
corrected in Hansard. If the Hansard proof has
not been corrected, as is the custom, then the
Minister has not done what he is supposed to do.

I Certainly do not go around misconstruing ac-
curate information. If I am being accused of doing
this I would like examples.

The hospital adminstrator is an extremely nice
fellow and I have a good relationship with him.
Understandably, he is loyal to his employers and
the medical department, and I respect him for it.
He does not usually tell me those matters about
which he is concerned and when I have ap-
proached him with problems he has indicated that
they are under control and that I should not worry
about them.

Earlier this year the medical department
appointed independent consultants to carry out a
survey on the hospital, and those matters which I
had identified as problems were identified as real.
Previously I had been told that everything is okay.

I can understand that. There is not a lot of point in
asking professional public servants to tell me
things. The department probably would not want
them to tell me. It is probably worse now that I am
a member of the Opposition parties because the
administration is less likely to tell me things. I
respect his professionalism on that point.

It is niot true to say that I have not seen the
administrator since the change of Government.
Since Medicare was introduced. I have spoken to
him about the application of Medicare in the hos-
pital and how it would affect the people of Albany.
On that occasion I did not put him in a position
where he might have found it necessary to criticise
the department, the Government, or the director
of nursing.

The Minister said that I make people unnecess-
arily concerned by issuing Press releases concern-
ing the hospital. As 1 mentioned in the question,
which was not answered in this respect, the inten-
sive care ward has been temporarily closed
resulting, for example, in cardiac patients being
left unmonitored. That is a legitimate point for an
elected member of this State Parliament to raise
through the local newspaper. If the Minister be-
lieves that people should not be concerned about
such Matters, I disagree with him and most people
will share my view, It is a matter of legitimate
concern. There is a problem in the hospital and I
do not know what it is, but nurses are leaving it at
a rate which appears to be faster than normal. In
the past we have not been troubled about keeping
staff in that hospital. I hope that if there is a
problem it can be identified in order that the hos-
pital can get back to the point where those people
who are waiting for elective surgery can have it.
Many people have been inconvenienced, and that
is o f concern to t he m.

MR CRANE (Moore) [ 10.23 p.m.): l am a little
disappointed. I thought the member 'for Albany
would announce me as they do on Channel 9: that
is, "Here's Bert," but we are not the Bert Newton
Show!

In giving my support to the Address-it- Reply, I
would like firstly to congratulate His Excellency
Professor Gordon Reid on his appointment as
Governor of Western Australia. As far as
Governors are concerned, his appointment has
been a change from what has happened over'the
last few years and I wish His Excellency well in
this office. I am sure he will conduct himself in the
manner in which previous Governors have carried
out their important duties as representatives of the
Queen.

It is well known that I am a royalist andI
strongly support the office of Governor. 1 was a
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little disturbed when I first heard that the
Governor might not use Government House as his
residence because he preferred to use his own
home. However, I understand that he will now
spend most of his time at Government House. I
hope that he does, because many people in various
forms of employment would prefer to reside at
home, but recognising the importance of the
position they hold realise that they have no
alternative. Government House is provided as a
residence for the Governor and that is where he
should live except on those occasions when he
takes a vacation or a rest. The question of police
protection is an important consideration. I under-
stand there is a fair amount of surveillance at
Government House and I wonder whether there
will be additional cost to the Western Australian
taxpayers if it is necessary to duplicate this sur-
veillance at a private residence. If so, it would be
most unfortunate and inconsiderate. I wish the
Governor well and I am sure he will conduct him-
self in an exemplary manner.

I did not speak earlier on the amendment to the
Address-in-Reply concerning Parliament Week
because I now have an opportunity to say a few
words.

I agree with most of the comments made. I am
very proud of Parliament and do not wish to see it
abused. l am not saying that it will be abused but I
would not wish to see anyone abuse the institution
of Parliament for his own political gains.

I am sure the public of Western Australia will
be very interested in Parliament Week. I hope it
will be a good educational week and will provide
an opportunity for schoolchildren to see at first
hand how Parliament works. From time to time I
have been asked about Parliament and how Bills
are passed, and laws made. I have spoken on this
subject in various part of my electorate and the
people have shown an extremely detailed interest
in the running of Parliament.

I recently went to Coorow and explained the
office of the Usher of the Black Rod. The children
knew of the Black Rod in the Houses of Parlia-
ment and they were interested to know how the
title came about.

I am sure Parliament Week will be of great
interest to many of the children and people of
Western Australia. I reel that it should be
organised from Parliament itself and that the
Clerks of the Parliament, the Speaker and the
President of the Council, as principal officers of
the Parliament, should be responsible for organis-
ing the week. I feel very strongly on this subject
and Ilam not in any way deriding the Government
for the actions it has taken. I hope that it will take

my constructive criticisms on board because I be-
lieve the organisation for Parliament Week should
come from this place.

A number of items throughout my electorate
are of concern. Unfortunately the Minister for
Education appears to have left the Chamber for
the moment, but no doubt this matter wilt be
brought to his attention. I heard the other day that
there are still some doubts with regard to school
bus contractors and the way in which their con-
tracts will be secured.

Some concern was expressed last year and many
inquiries were made of the Government because
the contrators did not feel they had any security of
tenure. I thought this matter had been completely
cleared up. but from a comment I received last
Saturday night it appears to be a little up in the
air. I hope the Minister for Education will ensure
that the school bus contractors are secure. They
play a very important part in the education of our
schoolchildren, particularly in country areas, and
they need every consideration in view of the ex-
pense to which they go.

Another potential problem which came to my
attention during the last few days concerns the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who
also is not in the Chamber.

Mr Tonkin: I will tell him what you say.

Mr CRANE: This problem concerns people
who take part in the sport of pistol shooting. I
understand there are changes in the offing involv-
ing certain officers of the Police Department and
the safety of pistol ranges. I concede that it is
important for safety reasons that regulations be
closely monitored. Pistol shooting clubs have
operated satisfactorily for many years. However,
it is now suggested-I hope it is not true-that
unreasonable demands will be made regarding the
bunds or mounds behind the ranges. It has been
suggested that the width and height requirements
will be increased to a ridiculously high level which
will be extremely expensive. In country areas
many clubs have little money to carry out such
work and as a result they could be forced to close
the ranges. It was suggested to me that one of the
new regulations was along the lines of requiring
9 mmn steel behind the range to stop the pellets
from air pistols. If air pistols have suddenly be-
come so powerful that we need 9 mm steel to make
them safe, we must have travelled a long way in
improving their performance. One would expect a
.303 or something of that calibre to go through
such steel. I do not think a .44 Winchester would
go through it. This appears to be the thinking
creeping into the minds of those people who sit
behind desks and write regulations.
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Unemployment in the State is still of consider-
able concern. It is very sad that people are trying
to gain employment and are unable to do so. I
bring to the attention of the Minister for Water
Resources a letter I wrote to the Premier on a
matter of concern to the Minister. It1 related to the
Agaton water project and the employment it
would create if it should proceed. It would be an
advantage to the agricultural areas of the State
and also the people who live there. It would also he
of great advantage in alleviating unemployment
because it would provide jobs not only during the
construction of the pipeline and the scheme, but
also in the manufacture of the goods going into it.
When I wrote to the Premier I categorised all the
costs and advantages. I hope the Government has
not shelved it entirely and will reconsider the mat-
It in the interests not only of the scheme but also
of employment opportunities in the State. I would
not try to fool the Minister by making another
excuse to commence the project. However, the
scheme, which would provide employment in the
metropolitan area as well as in country areas, has
a two-fold advantage.

The fishing industry is always important to me
because I represent a fair amount of coastline
from which rock lobster fishing takes place. I was
interested to hear the member for Albany talking
about the tuna fishery. All fisheries add finance
and income to the State. For some time we have
been endeavouring to have the Jurien boat har-
bour built and it now seems to be coming to fru-
ition. I congratulate the Government-and I am
sure the Minister will take these points on
board-on setting up a working party. The first
meeting was held last week in the metropolitan
area between the Shire of Dandaragan, officers of
the Public Works Department, Lands and Surveys
Department and Fisheries and Wildlife Depart-
ment, and fishermen from the area representing
the fisheries industry.

This working party had its first meeting last
week to discuss vani spects of the building of
this harbour. It wou. :em it is about to proceed,
and that is of tremendous interest to the people of
the .Jurien area. This is the first time a working
party of the people directly involved has been
formed,

Mr Grill: It is the first time one has been
formed prior to the facilities being set up. In
Esperance we set one up afterwards.

Mr CRANE: The Minister should be
congratulated, because it is a very sound move, It
has gone over very well with all the people con-
cerned. They were able to make their contri-
butions, and I am sure the result will be a much
better project.

,Mr Grill: Thank you.
Mr CRANE: The Ledge Point people have now

put in a bid for a jetty and a jetty was promised a
couple years ago to the people of Lancelin. I
understand that is the next priority after the
Jurien harbour.

The people at Ledge Point appreciate they may
have to wait a little before it comes along, but they
are establishing their credentials and letting the
Minister know the industry needs these facilities.
Not a great amount of money has been spent by
Governments on the fishing industry for many
years. Most of the facilities were provided by the
oil companies which built the jetty, and for a long
time Governments did not put in much money.

That is not to say that not a lot has been spent
over the last few years. For a while there was a
drought in the fishing industry as far as Govern-
ment assistance with facilities was concerned, and
money was mostly provided by the private
companies. We are very happy up there that ac-
tion is being taken to provide these facilities.

Another matter concerning the Minister for
Water Resources relates to the Land Drainage
Amendment Bill which is before the Parliament
and which will be discussed soon. I "'as caught a
little flat-footed on this myself. I received infor-
mation from some shires that they were asking
questions about this Bill and the second reading
speech made by the Minister. I presumed that the
Minister had sent this Bill and his second reading
speech to the shires. I discovered afterwards that
not all the shires received this information. I do
not know what criterion was used. Moora Shire
received the information and made some inquiries
of me. 1 presumed all my shires had the infor-
mation, but they did not and they asked me to
send them copies of the Bill.

This is where the crunch comes in: When my
secretary went to pick them up we were told mem-
bers could have only three copies. I have nine
shires, and I was told I would have to buy the
others myself.

One of the things one learns in the armed ser-
vices is how to scrounge. Let me say that I have
now received sufficient copies to send to my shires,
but it might have been embarrassing. It would be
a good thing if members were able to receive suf-
ficient copies to send to the shires they represent
without being told to buy them themselves.

The next matter concerns the Minister for Local
Government. Councillors, cx-councillors and some
of the shire officers of Wanneroo received ac-
counts for 'about $I million or slightly more. This
was most unfortunate, and I cannot understand
why it should have happened. The shire accounts
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have been examined Car a number of years, and I
cannot understand why this matter suddenly came
upon us. There must be a reason. This scheme has
been going on since 1973.

1 immediately contacted the shire president to
see whether there was any way in which we could
help. As a member of the Opposition, I understood
legislation was due to come before the House, and
the Minister can be assured of my full co-oper-
ation in rectifying this anomaly.

I am still curious to know why this matter
should suddenly have "raised" its ugly head in the
way it did. There must be an answer to this, and
perhaps there is quite a legitimate one.

I am told that most of this sum has been put
aside by the Minister and the members now face
the prospect of finding only about $80 000. How-
ever, I think that makes it much worse. While
most of them would have to delve a little more
than into petty cash to raise it all, when is comes
to 580 000, that is a sum of money some people
may think they ought to be able to find. 1 Presume
we are working so get around that one and that a
way will be found. It has left a very funny taste in
our mouths. These people were extremely con-
cerned as a result of it.

In one instance a man suffering from a bad
heart condition was faced with a bill for a $1
million. That is rather cruel thing to happen to
anyone. I hope that we will have learnt from our
mistakes.

Only today I wrote to the I-on. Des Dans, who
is acting as the Minister for Tourism during the
absence of the Premier. I wrote to the Minister
concerning a matter in the Wanneroo Shire. We
are extremely concerned at the delay in repairing
the Cabaret Cave at Yanchep National Park. It is
important for this cave to be repaired soon, be-
cause there are plans for a celebration on 6
October this year-the 50th anniversary of the
visit of His Royal Highness the Duke of
Gloucester, after whom Gloucester Lodge was
named. It is also the 150th anniversary of the first
white settlement in that area. To celebrate the
occasion, His Excellency the Governor, has ac-
cepted an invitation to be present on the 6
October. It was decided by the committee making
the plans for this particular day that the best
venue for lunch would be the Cabaret Cave.

In my view the Cabaret Cave is well worth
seeing. I have not seen it since 1949. There is a
crack in the ceiling wvhich needs to be repaired. so
it has not been open for 14 or 15 years. It is a very
attractive cave when it is lit up. and it would be an
excellent venue for the 50th anniversary cel-
ebrations of the Gloucester Ledge.

The Government has very generously offered
$9 000 for the repair of the cave, but it seems that
nobody has done anything about it. The shire
wants me to arrange an urgent deputation to the
Acting Premier or the Leader of the Government
in the Legislative Council acting on behalf of the
Premier to ensure the work is done as soon as
possible. so that the function for the 50th anniver-
sary can proceed as planned.

I wrote to the Minister today and l hope the
Government will act quickly in this regard. I no-
tice that the Acting Premier is back in the
Chamber and I may talk with him privately later
on this matter, because I feel we can remove it
from the too-hard basket in the Mines Depart-
nient or %%horever it is. We must ascertain the
whereabouts of the $9 000 that the Governmnent
has already given somecone to fix the cave. We
must then get people out there with picks and
shovels so that the cave is fixed. That should not
be very difficult as the money ha.s bccn provided
already' to do that. However, it is an irgent MatL-
ter.

Councillor Rankin, who lives in Two Rocks, is
responsible for most of the arrangements in this
regard and he is concerned, because he wants to
get on with the job quickly. I am sure we will get
all the co-operation we will need from the Govern-
ment in this regard and the crack in the roof of
Cabaret Cave will be repaired for this important
occasion.

There is little else worrying the people in my
electorate at the moment apart from a few every-
day problems.

Mr Pearce: The school bus contracts have all
been sorted out.

Mr CRANE: The people in my electorate are
fortunate. They have had a rather attentive mem-
ber representing them for about 10 years. He does
not go away very often and he notes problems as
they occur.

I have been fortunate in that Governments of
both political complexions have usually listened to

*my requests. I received a fair deal when we were
in Government and I have had a very good deal
from members opposite. I shall be quite honest
about that. I do not have anything very serious to
complain about. I am thankful for that and so are
the people in my electorate.

Of course, problems have arisen in respect of
the financial institutions duty. It has not been
accepted very readily and I could mention a few
other problems, but it is not appropriate to end the
night on a nasty, unhappy note. There have been
enough violent outbursts and unhappiness in this
place in the las-t few hours so let us end on a happy
no te.
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I am sure the Government will be aware soon of
the mistakes it has made in the imposition of FID
and will do something about getting rid of it. I had
an example to present to the House as to how that
tax affects some people, but it is too late to give it,
because it would probably take a quarter of an
hour to explain the workings of this tax and the
way in which it affects those people. Therefore, I
shall leave it for another day, probably when we
are debating the Budget.

With those remarks, I indicate my electorate is
in good heart, and it seems as if the season will be
favourable. People in rural areas have had many
problems and I have had much to say about them,
so I will not delay the House by saying any more
tonight other that to point out that the season is
coming along rather well and if it is as successful
as it appears it will be, the rural industry will have
a breathing space of approximately another 12
months. In the meantime we shall have to take the
necessary steps to put it on a healthier footing as
regards its costs and charges.

With those remarks, I thank those who have
helped me throughout my electorate in the work I
have been able to do. At times members from both
sides of the House have been good to me.

I have had a few arguments in this place and I
have always kept the flies out of members' eyes
when I have not agreed with all they have said,
and I shall continue to do that.

Several members interjected.

Mr CRANE: The Minister for Lands and Sur-
veys is back.

Mr Pearce: Is this a retirement speech?

Mr CRANE: Recently the Minister for Lands
and Surveys came up to Moora and had a very
enjoyable day when the Alice Springs football
club came over to play. I was very pleased to
welcome the Minister on that occasion.

Mr Pearce: We can have this valedictory speech
when you retire.

Mr CRANE: It is not a valedictory speech. I
shall be here for many years yet. About six years
ago it was suggested I intended to retire, but I
remind the House that I am as fit as a malice bull.

Mr Pearce: And as fat as one!
Mr CRANE: I shall probably go on until I am

about 100! 1 certainly do not have the slightest
intention of retiring this year and I shall probably
not retire within the next three terms; therefore, it
is likely I shall continue here until I have been a
member for 21 years.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr
MacKinnon.

LAPSED BILLS
Restoration to Notice Paper: Council's Message
Message from the Council received and read

requesting that the Assembly restore the following
Bills 'to the Notice Paper at the stage they had
reached prior to the prorogation of the Parlia-
ment-

I . Justices Amendment Bill.
2. Parole Orders Transfer Bill.
3. Fatal Acidents Amendment Bill.
4. Public Trustees Amendment Bill.
5. Legal Practitioners Amendment Bill.
6. Legal Aid Commission Amendment Bill.

House adjourned at 1O.52 p.m.

(6)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
EDUCATION: TERTIARY

Western Australian College of Advanced
Education

L. Dr DADOUR to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is he aware that on 20 December 1983,

in answer to my question No. 2154, he
may have misled Parliament when he
stated that the selection procedures for
academic staff at the Western
Australian College of Advanced Edu-
cation "is that followed in other tertiary
institutions"?

(2) Would he inform the Parliament
whether each member of the selection
panels for each recommendation of staff
appointment was-
(a) given a short list of applicants be-

fore meeting a panel;
(b) provided with a role description for

each position for which they were
making recommendations;

(c) supplied with a curriculum vitae
and references of the applicants be-
ing interviewed by the panel and
had these documents at the inter-
view;

(d) given the opportunity to interview
all local applicants who were short-
listed; and

(e) given the opportunity to vote for the
recommended applicant?

(f) tf "yes" to (e), was a record of the
voting or subsequent listing of appli-
cants kept?

(3) (a) Is he aware that at least one memn-
ber of academic staff was informed
of his appointment to the advertised
position before the selection panel
met?

(b) If "no", will he investigate this mat-
ter?

(c) If "yes", to (a), how does he justify
this action?

(4) Is he aware that on 14 September 1983
the Western Australian College of Ad-
vanced Education staff association
resolved to inform the director "that a
representative appointed by the staff as-
sociation to serve on all selection panels
and that the director agreed only that he
would appoint a staff association mem-
ber on the selection panel, but that such
person would not be representing the
staff association"?

(5) (a) Does he believe that the staff associ-
ation representative on selection panels
should be appointed by the staff associ-
ation?
(b) If "no", how does he justify this be-

lief?
(c) If "yes", will he act to ensure that

all future selection panels will in-
clude a direct nominee of the staff
association?

(6) (a) Did the Director of the Western
Australian College of Advanced
Education privately instruct the
chairman of a selection panel that a
certain local applicant was unsuit-
able for employment?

(b) If "yes", does he consider this to be
the procedure followed in other ter-
tiary institutions?

(c) Does he believe that the director
should privately instruct the chair-
man but not inform the panel mem-
bers?

(d) If "yes", how does he justify such
action?

(e) If "no", what action will he take?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) My response to question 2514 on 20

December 1983 was correct.
(2) to (6) 1 am not aware of any

irregularities in the processes of inter-
view and selection used by the college. If
the member believes he is aware of any
irregularities he should provide me with
the specific detail and any supporting
evidence and I will fully investigate the
matter.

2 to 4. Postponed

DEFENCE
Submarines: Construction

6. Mr H-ASSELL to the Minister for Industrial
Development, Technology and Defence
Liaison:

Referring to the publication he sent to
me in June, purporting to make a case
for a submarine construction industry in
Cockburn Sound-
(a) who designed and prepared it;
(b) what was its cost;
(c) how many copies were produced;
(d) who was on the distribution list;
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Mr

(a)

(e) how does he justify his claim that
the publication "clearly presents a
logical and compelling case" when
90 per cent of the 26 pages consist
of blanks and graphics and the only
concentration of words is in his pref-
ace?

BRYCE replied:
to (e) The Western Australian Govern-
ment is working to ensure that construc-
tion of submarines for the RAN submar-
ine replacement programme occurs in
this State. To do this it is essential that
key groups and individuals associated
with the project are informed of Western
Australia's suitability.
With the technical and financial support
of Clough Engineering Group, a pro-
gramme of activities including the pro-
duction of the introductory brochure,
($23 900), the substantive case (cost not
yet incurred), video material ($12 752),
and arrangements for visits by company
and Government representatives to vari-
ous centres is being developed.
The total cost of such a programme will
probably exceed $100 000 over the next
12 to 18 months. This amounts to 0.01
per cent of the project value of $1.5
million. This project will create 1 000
permanent jobs.

The brochure referred to by the member
was designed and prepared by Leeves
Design, in close consultation with rep-
resentatives of the Department of Indus-
trial Development and Clough Engineer-
ing.
One thousand copies were produced. The
diistrilbut ion list included: all senators,
members of the House of Representa-
tives and Western Australian State par-
liamentarians; members of appropriate
Commonwealth Government depart-
menits and defence committees; members
of State and Federal industry and com-
merce organisations; representatives of
the Trades and Labor Council of West-
ern Australia; Western Australian ship-
builders; international contenders for the
submarine contract; councillors of the
Kwinana, Cockburn, Rockingham and
Fremantle municipalities.
The member may be interested to learn
that the South Australian Government is
allocating more than $250 000 during
the 1984-85 financial year in its endeav-

(1)
(2)

When did it commence?
What was the cost of this pro-
gramme-
(a) on television;
(b) in the print media; and
(c) on radio?

(3) What was the weekly frequency of
spots-
(a) on television;
(b) in the print media; and
(c) on radio?

(4) Is the programme
1984-85 and, if
budgeted cost?

Mr BRYCE replied;

continuing in
so, at what

(1) The "Progress-Let's Go For It" cam-
paign began on 16 April 1984. In style
and approach, it was a continuation of
previous advertising campaigns designed
to promote local products. In previous

our to win the project. This is understood
to also include publications, video ma-
terial, lobbying activity, and a six-mem-
ber task force.
Work is well under way on the prep-
aration of a detailed technical and
substantive "case" for building the sub-
marines in Western Australia.
The defence projects advisory com-
mittee, whose membership I announced
in the House on 25 July, will have a
pivotal role in the co-ordination of the
State's efforts to win the submarine proj-
ect.
In the meantime I call on the Opposition
to extend its support to the Govern-
ment's efforts to secure this valuable
contract. Rather than be
counterproductive to this Western
Australian initiative, the Opposition
leader should give this programme his
full support. In fact, the Deputy Leader
of the Federal Opposition (Mr John
Howard) in his letter of 6 July 1984 has
described the first step in this pro-
gramme as a novel and eye-catching ap-
proach.

GOVERNMENT ADVERTISING
"Progress-Let's Go For It"

8. Mr HASSELL to the Deputy Premier:
Referring to the "Progress-Let's Go
For It" advertising campaign-
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years, the local products "Go For It"
campaign cost the following amounts-
1982-83-$607 212
1981-82-$463 06!
1980-81-$393 326
1979-90-$337 972.

(2) (a) Television-$204 803
(b) print media-S 114 615
(c) radio-$32 457.

(3) (a) Television-average 22
(b) print media-average 4
(c) radio-average 90.

(4) Yes. The submission is being reviewed as
part of the overall State Budget process.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Community Employment Programme

12. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) As at 30 June 1984, what was the total

value of projects approved under the
community employment programme?

(2) What amount of funds had been
expended on those projects by that date?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) $40 425 617.
(2) $23 111 802.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Youth Training Programme

13. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) Since its election, has the Government

implemented a State Government youth
training programme?

(2) If so, when was the programme
implemented?

(3) What has been achieved by the pro-
gramme to date?

(4) If the programme was not implemented,
why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) The specific programme to which

the member refers was superseded by the
events as described in (4) below.

(4) The member would no doubt be aware
that at the time of the 1982-83 State
Budget handed down in September 1982,
the then WA Government proposed to

provide 200 places within the Govern-
ment bureaucracy for young unemployed
Western Australians to obtain work ex-
perience and on-the-job training. The
proposal however was subject to the
Commonwealth agreeing to reopen its
SYETP to State instrumentalities.
At the time the ALP employment policy
document was put together, indication of
acceptance of the proposal by the Com-
monwealth had still not been announced
by the State. It was decided, and it be-
came Labor Party pre-election policy,
that in the event of the Commonwealth
not agreeing to reopen SYETP to the
State Governments, a Labor Govern-
ment in office would fund the 200
positions totally from State moneys.
About a week after that commitment
was given, the Commonwealth opted to
Support the subsidy proposal.
Upon taking office, the Burke Govern-
ment continued support for the pro-
gramme which eventually saw some 199
participants undergo work experience
and training.
The Government has now been consider-
ing a number of State Government train-
ing proposals directed at young Western
Australians. When the details of these
proposals are completed, an announce-
ment will be made in the normal man-
ner.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Employment Strategies Programme

14. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(t) Has the State Government implemented

a State employment strategies pro-
gramme as outlined in its employment
policy in December 1982?

(2) If so, when was the programme
implemented?

(3) If the programme has
implemented, why not?

not been

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) The member would be aware that,

prior to the present State Government
taking office, its employment policies
were clarified in a comprehensive docu-
ment entitled "Job Security, Employ-
ment and Training-Fulfilling State
Responsibilities".
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That document clearly refers to the
State employment strategies programme
as a generic term reflecting a proposed
integrated set of employment strategies
covering such aspects as skill develop-
ment and training, vocational education,
and industry assistance.
The State Government has implemented
a considerable number of initiatives in
accordance with these strategies. Fur-
thermore, it is involved with the ongoing
development of further initiatives in ac-
cordance with these strategies which
themselves will underpin an overall State
employment strategy.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Employment Genera ting Projects

15. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Since the State Government came to
office, how many identified jobs can be
attributed to the State Government em-
ployment generating projects and what
are those projects?

Mr PEARCE replied:
In the year to June 1984, some 26 000
extra jobs were created in Western
Australia, which represents the second
highest growth in employment of any
State in Australia.
Since coming to office the State Govern-
ment has been directly involved in the
creation of over 5 000 new jobs includ-
ing-

(a) Wages pause programme-I 290
identified jobs were created;

(b) community employment pro-
gramme-3 679 jobs have been
created;

(c) under the various schemes, initiated
and/or funded by the community
employment initiatives unit, the fol-
lowing jobs have been created-
(i) CO-ACTION-I full-time

and I I part-time jobs;
(ii) self-employment business ven-

tures scheme-22.5 jobs
created;

(iii) community initiatives scheme
-38 jobs created;

(d) under training initiatives and ap-
prenticeship subsidy schemes, 137

positions have been created as fol-
lows-

(i) special youth employment
training programme, 100
positions providing 17 weeks'
work experience in Govern-
ment departments and
instrumentalities;

(ii) group apprenticeship scheme,
cooking trade, 25 apprentices;

(iii) group apprenticeship scheme,
automotive industry, 12
apprenticeships.

MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS ACT
Amendments

17. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister
representing the Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs:

(1) Is the Government planning to amend
the Motor Vehicle Dealers Act?

(2) If so, what is the general nature of these
amendments?

(3) When will details of these amendments
be made public?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) The establishment of a compensation
fund to protect consumers who suffer
loss from the failure by a dealer to pass
good title, who fails to account, or who
fails to carry out warranty repairs; the
introduction of a requirement for a pur-
chaser to obtain a copy of his contract
and to make provision for a standard
contract for used vehicle sales, as well as
machinery provisions aimed at improv-
ing the operation of the legislation.

(3) In due course.

44 to49. Postponed.

WATER RESOURCES: DAMS

Lake Argyle
51. Mr OLD to the Minister for Works:

(1) Is the engineering section of the Public
Works Department of the opinion that
the regeneration programme in the Lake
Argyle catchment area has reached a
stage where the siltation problem has
been largely overcome?

165



166 [ASSEMBLY]

(2) If "Yes", is it considered necessary to
continue regeneration measures to pro-
tect the future of the lake?

Mr TON KIN replied:

(1) and (2) The degree of siltation occurring
in Lake Argyle cannot be precisely de-
termined and is the subject of varying
personal opinions. However, there is
little doubt that it is less than was con-
sidered likely when the Ord River Dam
was constructed, due to the success of
the regeneration programme on the
catchment.

On the other hand, a considerable quan-
tity of silt is still entering and passing
through Lake Argyle and it is important
that erosion on the catchment be care-
fully controlled and minimised in the
future.

DRAINAGE

Flood-affected Areas

59. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Why have the discussions between the
PWD officers and members of Parlia-
ment, particularly involved in flood-af-
fected areas regarding the overhaul of
the land drainage legislation, been
discontinued after his party took over
Government?

(2) Have the discussions been substituted by
any other negotiations with involved and
interested representatives, members of
Parliament or otherwise?

(3) If so, who were these representatives and
how many meetings have been held?

(4) Have such representatives fully agreed
with the provisions of the presently
introduced Land Drainage Amendment
Bill 1984?

(5) If not, to what extent and with which
provisions did they disagree?

(6) If answer to (2) is "no", why did he not
consult involved parties before
introducing such important legislation?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) and (6) 1 am well aware that the amend-
ment of the Land Drainage Act is im-
portant fundamental legislation and for
this reason it was introduced at the end
of the last session so that it could be
allowed to lie on the Table of the House
between sessions. Copies of the legis-
lation have been forwarded to all con-
cerned local authorities and concerned
organisationis seeking their comments
and suggestions. These comnments will be
considered necessary, and re-introduced
later this session.

I was aware that the department, at the
member's instigation, had previously dis-
cussed the policy issues in depth with
involved members of Parliament. In view
of this discussion and the fact that the
legislation was to be open for public
comment prior to final consideration by
Parliament, I did not consider that
further discussion with parliamentarians
was warranted.

I have never refused to negotiate With
anyone. If the member or any other
member makes a request for discussions
I will be pleased to consider it.

(2) N o.

(3) to (5) Answered by (2).

64. Postponed.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS
Small Claims Tribunal

66. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs:

(1) How many claims were dealt with by the
Small Claims Tribunals last year?

(2) Are there any statistics to indicate the
results of decisions made by the tri-
bunals?

(3) If so, could the Minister make this avail-
able to me?
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Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) to (3) The information requested by the
member will take some time to collate.
The Minister for Consumer Affairs will
write to the member by letter detailing
the information.

WASTE DISPOSAL

Liquid: Report

67. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Have the consultants to the Metropoli-
tan Water Authority investigating the
situation in Perth with regard to liquid
waste disposal yet reported to the auth-
ority?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that the
report will be completed?

(3) Will the report be made public?

(4) If not, why not?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) to (4) This question should be referred to
the Minister for Water Resources.

ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW AND
MANAGEMENT PROGRAMME

Spencer Road

68. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:

(1) Has the environmental review and man-
agement programme currently being
prepared for the proposed extension of
Spencer Road to Manning Road yet
been completed?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated that the
report will be completed?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) The report should be available for sub-
mission to the Environmental Protection
Authority in November.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Employment Strategies Fund

69. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training9

(1) Has the State Government established a
State employment Strategies fund?

(2) If so, when was the fund created?

(3) How much currently stands to the credit
of the fund?

(4) For what purposes will the funds be ap-
plied and to whom?

(5) If the fund has not been set up, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2)

(3)

October 1983.
Committed expenditure to date totals
$1 454 720.

(4) The purposes of this fund were covered
in the Budget speech given by the
Premier in the Legislative Assembly last
year.

(5) Not applicable.

ROTTNEST ISLAND
Interim Report

70. Mr MacKINNON, to the Premier:
(1) How many copies of the complete in-

terim report on Rotinest Island were
published?

(2) How many were distributed?

(3) How many of the summary sheets of the
interim report were printed?

(4) How many were distributed?
(5) What did it cost to publish the complete

report?
(6) What did it cost to publish the summary

sheets?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) 50.
(2) 50.
(3) 4000.
(4) 4000.

(5) and (6) The cost of publishing the re-
ports and summary sheets was
$9 698.62.
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EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Department: Policy Unit

71. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) How many people are currently

employed in the Department of Employ-
ment and Training's employment and
training policy unit?

(2) What are the positions in that unit?
(3) What is the role of the unit?
Mr PEA RCE replied:

(1) 13 (6 permanent officers, 7 limited-term
contract and temporary officers).

(2) 1 x director
Ix senior research officer

appointments have been made to these
items, but are not yet occupied

4 x research officers (one item vacant)
1 x assistant research officer
1 x graduate assistant (about to be
transferred to another department)
1 x senior clerk
I x clerk (temporary for six weeks)

I x typist
2 x CEP target group evaluation officers
(funded under CEP programme for 12
months)
3 x six month limited-term contract case
study officers.

(3) To carry out research into the Western
Australian labour market with the
objective of developing short, medium,
and long-term policy in employment and
training.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Western A ustralian Football League

72. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:
(1) How much money from any Government

body or statutory authority has been
paid this year to the Western Australian
Football League?

(2) Would he detail for me the amounts so
paid to the league and the purpose for
which they were paid?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(I) During the 1983-84 inancial

year the WA Football League
was paid $364816

(2) From Consolidated Revenue.
Subiaco Oval subsidy $286317

From Instant Lottery
fund Bunbury match
development programme
travel national cham-
pionships (Teal Cup)
development officer sub-
sidy

S
10000
50250

3 582

14667

1364 816

A RTS
Concert Band: Armada It High School

73. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for the
Arts:
(1) Why are funds available from a Govern-

ment agency to assist musical students to
have a musical cultural tour of China,
but not available to the Armadale Senior
High School Concert Band to tour the
north-west?

(2) Now that the Government has set a
precedent to fund musical tours will he
please let me know the guidelines under
which the Armadale Senior High School
Band Parents fundraising committee can
make applications For funds?

(3) If the answer to (2) is that student north-
west tours are not to be assisted, what is
the reason for the differentiation in
treatment?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) On my recommendation, after seeking

advice and after the matter had been
brought to me by way of deputation, the
Premier agreed that a sum of up to
S46 500 be allocated from Instant Lot-
tery funds to the Perth Modern School P
& C Association to enable a group of
over 100 students, teachers, and parents
to visit Kong Kong and China (Canton),
where the students are to perform as a
band, choir and instrumental ensemble.
The grant covered less than one-third of
the estimated cost of the tour. The re-
mainder has been raised by the organ-
isers and contributed by members of the
touring group.
Perth Modern School is one of two
special music schools among Govern-
ment schools in Perth. While funds set
aside for the arts or cultural activities
are not usually made available to
schools, the Government saw this visit to
China by a special music school in the
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context of the special relationship which
this State has been developing with the
People's Republic of China in 1984. The
tour is seen as an important exercise in
cultural exchange with China at a time
when this State is strengthening its ties
with that country.

(2) The Government does not see the grant
to Perth Modern School for its tour to
Hong Kong and China as setting a
precedent. It was a one-off decision
influenced by the special circumstances
already mentioned. Generally, Govern-
ment funds for school activities and pro-
grammes would come from the edu-
cation vote. On this occasion, the cul-
tural exchange component of the tour
was seen to have even more importance
than the educational aspect-and for
this reason it was judged appropriate to
provide assistance from funds set aside
for cultural activities.

(3) Not applicable.

MOTOR VEHICLES

Licences: Transfer

74. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

(1) Has he read the Listening Post-
Autumn, 1984-3 which warns "Car
Buyers Beware!"?

(2) If not, will he acquaint himself with the
article as it says: "A person who becomes
the owner of the vehicle in respect of
which a licence has been granted shall,
immediately on becoming the owner, ap-
ply to the Authority for the transfer of
the licence to him and pay the prescribed
fee."?

(3) Is he also aware that failure to take this
action will see the offender summoned to
Court, fined $40.00 and required to pay
$15.70 costs or, in default, serve three
days in gaol?

(4) If he is aware of this situation, is he also
aware that there are large numbers of
people appearing each session of the
Road Traffic Authority at the Central
Law Courts on Tuesday mornings i n
breach of the Road Traffic Act, Part Ill
s.24(2)?

(5) If he is aware of questions (1) to (4), will
he make sure all secondhand car buyers
are given an explicit warning of advice

regarding their responsibility when pur-
chasing vehicles?

(6) If not, why not?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)

(3)

Answered by (1).
Yes, this is the average penalty imposed.
However, while there is no prescribed
minimum fine or set penalty, a maxi-
mum fine of $400 is prescribed.

(4) Approximately 100 hundred people are
prosecuted each week for breaching the
requirements of section 24(2) of the
Road Traffic Act.

(5) Yes.
Explicit warnings regarding the obli-
gations when purchasing a motor vehicle
are presently included in the "Advice of
Disposal of Vehicles" notices. In ad-
dition, a "First and Final Notice" is
issued by the Police Department
approximately three weeks after receipt
of the notification of disposal of the ve-
hicle from the vendor, where transfers
have not been paid. The notice contains
information set out in bold print that
prosecution in the event of failure to
transfer may result.

(6) Answered by (5).

TAXES AND CHARGES
Payroll Tax

75. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
How many employers paid payroll tax
in the range-
(a) $0-SI 000;
(b) $1 001-42 000;
(c) $2 001-$4 000;
(d) $4 001-S6 000;
(e) S6 001-$8 000;

(0) $8001-SIO0000;

(g)
(h)

$ 10 001 -$20 000;
$20 001-$40 000;

(i) over $40 000,
in the financial year just ended?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

(a) to (i) The information sought cannot
readily be extracted from State Taxation
Department records and I am not pre-
pared to allocate resources for this pur-
pose as such a task would require a large
amount of work.
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PORNOGRAPHY: CENSORSHIP

Advisory Committee
76. Mr H-ASSELL, to the Minister representing

the Minister for Administrative Services:

(1) Who are the current members of the ad-
visory committee established under the
Indecent Publications and Articles Act
1902-1983?

(2) Under what terms and conditions are
they appointed?

(3) What was the cost of the committee and
staff in-
(a) 1981-82:
(b) 1982-83;
(c) 1983-84?

(4) How many items of articles and publi-
cations did the committee-

(a) review;
(b,) recommend to be classified;

(c) were classified by the Minister,
in each of the above years?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The State advisory committee on publi-
cations consists of the following per-
sons-

Richard William Kirkham-chairman
Ian Grenville Malcolnm-member
Robyn Mary Quin-member
Kim Margaret Rooney-member
William John Savell-member/
secretary

Currently two positions are vacant.

(2) In accordance with the provisions of sec-
tion 7 of the Indecent Publications and
Articles Act.

(3) (a)
(b)
(c)

1981-82-$13 221;
1982-83-$13 948;
1983-84-$26 180.

(4) (a) to (c) The following publications
were reviewed by the State' advisory
committee on publications and were
classified by the Minister-

In 1983-84 the following publi-
cations and videos were received by
the committee and classified by the
Minister-

prosecute
restrict
no action
permanent
restrict

239
1 853

277

30

2 399

TAXES AND CHARGES
Payroll Tax

77. Mr HASSELL, to the Treasurer:
(1) Are all employers, even those qualifying

for exemptions, required to submit pay-
roll returns to the Commissioner of State
Taxation?

(2) If not, how is the Pay-Roll Tax Assess-
ment Act administered to ensure com-
pliance?

(3) What data is an employer required to
submit?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) Only those employers who become liable

for payroll tax are required to register
and submit returns.

(2) The State Taxation Department con-
ducts investigatory programmes for the
purpose of detecting employers who are
required to register, but do Rot do so.

(3) For the purpose of registering for pay-
roll tax, an employer is required to sub-
mit information relating to the level of
aggregate wages, the nature of the busi-
ness activity, the relationship of the em-
ployer's business with other business ac-
tivities, the extent to which business is
conducted in other States, employee
numbers, and other data relating to the
business.

198 1-82
548
216

1982-83
358
325

EDUCATION PRIMARY SCHOOL
Roleystone

68 107 78. Mr RUJSHTON, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

7 44 1 ) Why has he refused my request for infor-
-- mation to enable me to advise the

839 834 Rolcystone parents and citizens' associ-
-~ ation meeting next week regarding the

prosecute
restrict
no action
permanent
restrict
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supply of a covered assembly area for
this school?

(2) What is the Government's policy for the
supply of a covered assembly area at pri-
mary schools?

(3) When will Roleystone Primary School be
supplied with a covered assembly area?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (3) Announcements concerning the
1984-85 capital works programme will
be made by the Government when that
Budget is presented to Parliament.

Both the member and the Roleystone
Parents and Citizens' Association have
been advised already, by letter, that I
will meet with parents later in the year
to discuss their request.

(2) Provision of covered areas at primary
schools on a programme basis, is an in-
itiative of my Government. Five have
been commenced from 1983-84 and at
least a similar number will be listed for
1984-8 5.

TRANSPORT: WESTRAIL

Deficits

79. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What was the estimated Westrail budget
deficit for the financial year 1983-84?

(2) What was the actual deficit incurred by
Westrail for the year ended 30 June
1984?

(3) What is the estimated deficit expected to
be incurred by Westrail for the 1984-85
financial year upon which this year's
increased fares, freights and charges
were based?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) $70 million.

(2) Final Figures are not yet available but
the deficit will be in the vicinity of $68
million.

(3) Again, a final figure is not available and
the information will be presented to Par-
liament later in the year.

TAXES AND CHARGES

Transport: Increases

81. Mr RUSH-TON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) For the portfolio of Transport, expressed

separately for each item in each depart-
ment, commission and agency, what
fares, freight and charges have been
increased this year?

(2) How much has been raised from each
increase?

(3) How does this compare expressed in
amount and percentage with similar
items for each of the previous four
years?

(4) What is the total amount raised, or to be
raised, from increases in fares, freight
and charges in the Transport portfolio
for the five years-
(a) 1980-81;

(b) 1981-82:
(c) 1982-83;
(d) 1983-84;
(e) 1984-85?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) to0(3) This information will not be avail-
able until the State Budget for 1984-85
is finalised and presented to Parliament
later this year.

(4) (a) to (e) There would be considerable
man-hours involved in extracting
and collating this information and
the cost incurred would, therefore,
be very high.

In these circumstances, I am not
prepared to commit resources to this
task, but if the member can be more
specific I will be glad to assist.

TRANSPORT: MTT
Deficits

82. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What was the estimated Metropolitan
Transport Trust deficit for the financial
year 1983-84?

(2) What was the actual deficit Cot
Metropolitan Transport Trust for
year ended 30 June 1984?

the
the

(3) What is the estimated Metropolitan
Transport Trust deficit for the financial80. Postponed.
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year 1984-85 upon which the recently
announced increases are based?

(4) What amount has been or is to be
received for public transport in Western
Australia from the Commonwealth Bi-
centennial road fund for the years 1983-
84 and 1984-85?

(5) What bus and rail fares and charges
have or are to be increased this year?

(6)
(7)

How much will each increase raise?
How does this compare, expressed in
percentage, with each similar item for
the last four years?

(8) How much is to be raised for each zone
by-
(a) bus;
(b) rail?

(9) What has been the increase in fares in
each zone for bus and rail?

M r G R ILL replied:
(1) to (9) The information requested by the

member is lengthy and I will let him
have an answer in writing as quickly as
possible.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Licences: Con cessional

83. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:
(1) Has a review been made of concessional

vehicle licences?
(2) Are the recommendations from the re-

view being considered by the Traffic
Board?

(3) When does the Traffic Board meet?
(4) What is the estimated value of revenue

lost to the Government by way of
concessional licences for-
(a) shire vehicles;
(b) farm vehicles;
(c) State Government vehicles;
(d) other,
in the 1984-85 year?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) On a monthly basis.
(4) (a) $12 5 3000;

(b) $5 629 500;1
(c) 52 408 300;
(d) $4 877 200.

To date, no recommendations have been
made to the Government.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Financial Institutions Duty: Rotary Clubs

84. Mr MacKINNON, to the Treasurer:

(1) Are Rotary clubs and other similar type
service clubs to be exempted from the
financial institutions duty tax?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
(1) No.
(2) The only provisions under which Rotary,

or other similar type service clubs, could
be granted exemption are those applying
to charitable institutions.
The Commissioner of State Taxation ad-
vises me that he has not considered these
types of clubs to fall within the legal
concepts of "charitable" and conse-
quently are not eligible for the exemp-
tion.

ENERGY: GAS
North- West Shelf: Condensate

85. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy.

Adverting to question 3170, on
Wednesday, 2 May 1984, what action
has the Government taken to ensure that
the State's liquid energy requirements
will be protected and enhanced by re-
taining condensate from the North-West
Shelf natural gas project in Western
Australia'?

Mr PARKER replied:
These matters are currently under
review by the State Government.

MINERALS
Coal: Power Generation

86. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) At 30 June 1984, did the State Energy

Commission have payments outstanding
to Western Colleries Ltd. and Griffin
Coal Mining Company Lcd. For coal
delivered to the State Energy Com-
mission for power generation ?

(2) If "Yes', what funds were owing to the
coal companies at 30 June 1984?
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Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Payments required under contractual ob-

ligations to Western Collieries Ltd. and
to Griffin Coal Mining Company
Ltd. are made weekly, and all were on
schedule at 30 June 1984.
In the case of the Griffin Coal Mining
Company Ltd., the contract also requires
the company to make claims in respect
of certain items. Those claims must then
be verified by the commission prior to
payment. In the normal course of events,
a number of claims are being processed
and that was the situation at 30 June.
The Griffin Coal Mining Company has
claimed additional amounts from the
commission which are disputed by the
commission. Likewise the commission
claims amounts from the company which
have been paid in good faith, but are not
considered by the commission to be owed
to the company under the contract. The
matter is the subject of litigation before
the Supreme Court.

(2) Not applicable.

EN ERG Y: GAS
Pipeline: Gern Idlon

87. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) With regard to the proposed natural gas

extension pipeline to serve Geraldton,
how many contractual purchase agree-
ments have been finalised by the State
Energy Commission?

(2) How many potential customers are cur-
rently in negotiation with the State En-
ergy Commission regarding the possi-
bility of connection to natural gas
supplies?

(3) What volume of gas is it estimated will
have tio be marketed within the
Geraldton region in order to cover all
financial costs involved with installing
the extension line and its associated re-
ticulation equipment?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Six.
(2) A market study carried out in associ-

ation with the Geraldton mid-west re-
gional development committee identified
IS sizeable energy users in addition to
the six already under contract. All of
these have been contacted by com-
mission officers and negotiations are in
varying stages of progress.

(3) The quantity of gas to be supplied under
the six completed contracts and the ad-
ditional sales expected to be completed
shortly are sufficient to economically
j usti fy the construction of th e la teralI and
associated reticulation equipment.

MINERALS
State Batfteries

88. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) What was the total capital funding

expended on the State Batteries during
the 1983-84 financial year?

(2) At what locations were capital works
undertaken?

(3) Is it proposed to further expand the oper-
ation of State Batteries during the 1984-
85 financial year?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) $168 966.82.
(2) K~algoorlie, Marble

Meekatharra.
Bar, and

(3) Consideration is being given in current
Budget deliberations to Various pro-
posals.

ENERGY: GAS
Pipeline: Dam pier- Wagerup

89. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:,
(1) Has the Bennett Brook catchment area

been nominated as an area of signifi-
cance for Aboriginal people?

(2) Is this area adjacent to, or astride, the
Dampier- Wagerup natural gas pipeline
route?

(3) Has the gas pipeline been laid through
this area, and the river crossings
completed along the originally
delineated route?

(4) If any difficulties exist in this matter,
what action is the Government taking to
resolve the issue?

Mr PARKER replied:
(I) The catchment area

nominated but Bennett
nominated.

has not been
Brook has been

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

(4) The extent of the area of significance is
being resolved by the Minister with
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special responsibility for Aboriginal Af-
fairs.

MINERALS: IRON ORE
Hamersley Iron Pty. L td.

90. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What processing obligations remain to
be discharged under the Iron Ore
(H-amnersley Range) Agreement Act (as
amended)?

Mr PARKER replied:
The H-amersley iron processing obli-
gations are the result of agreements
entered into in 1963 (initial development
of Tomn Price Mine) 1968 (Paraburdoo
development) 1972 (restructuring of
previous agreements) and 1976
(concentrator construction). These obli-
gations are linked to the Mt. Bruce
agreements of 1972 and 1976.
The present outstanding obligations are
for-

metallised agglomerates-2 mtpa-
1976 agreement
plus metallised agglonierats-3
mtpa- 1972 Mt. Bruce agreement
or steclroaking-I mtpa-1972 Mt.
Bruce agreement

The present deadlines for proposals sub-
missions under the 1-amersicy Agree-
ments are:-

1 2-8-84 proposals for I mtpa
metallised agglomerates
12-8-86 capacity for I nttpa metaflised
agglomerates
12-8-87 proposals for 2 mipa
metallised agglomerates
1 2-8-89 capacity for 2 mtpa metallised
agglomerates

The Mi. Bruce obligations are not
triggered until metallised agglomerates
are produced under the Hamersley
agreements,

MINERALS: IRON ORE
Mi. Newman Mining Co. Ply. Ltd.

91. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What processing obligations remain to
be discharged uinder the iron Ore
(Mount Newman) Agreement Act (as
amended)?

Mr PARKER replied:

In accordance with the provisions of the
Iron Ore (Mount Newman) Agreement
Act 1964-79, the company is required to
submit proposals by I April 1989 for a
sceel plant to have the following
capacities-

1 April 1994-0.5 mtpa of pig iron,
foundry iron or steel

I April 1998-1.0 mtpa of pig iron,
foundry iron or steel of which at
least 0.5 rntpa shall be steel

1 A pril 2 000-1.-0 mtpa of steel.

MINERALS: IRON ORE

Goldsworthy Mining Ltd,

92. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

What processing obligations are still to
be discharged by the Goldsworthy joint
venturers in accordance with the obli-
gations of the various agreement Acts
they have with the State Government?

Mr PARKER replied:

In accordance with the provisions of the
Iron Ore (Mount Goldsworthy) Agree-
ment Act, the company is required to
submit proposals by 31 December 1984
in respect of mining area "C" for a 2.0
mtpa secondary processing plant to
reach capacities as follows-

31 December 1986-0.5 mtpa
31 December 1988-1.0 mtpa
31 December t992-2.0 mtpa

Proposals are also required by 31
December 1984 for additional upgrading
of beneficiatcd ore by some form of
semni-reduction, direct reduction or other
nmutually agreed process on which the
following capacities are to be reached -

31 December 1985-0.25 mtpa
31 December 1988-0.5 mtpa
31 December 1992-1.0Omtpa

in respect of the Iron Ore (Goldsworthy-
Nimingarra) Agreement Act 1972, there
are no obligations for secondary
processing.

93. Postponed
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TAXES AND CHARGES

Electricity and Gas Tariffs

94. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Referring to the Premier's announce-

ment of 27 June 1984 relating to in-
creases in electricity and gas tariffs, on
what basis has the State Energy
Commission estimated the impact on the
average domestic customers will be some
$16 per year?

(2) What are thg. capital works in which re-
ductions have been made?

(3) By what amount of funding has the
capital works budget of the State Energy
Commission been cut?

(4) What is the budget estimate of a "higher
level of economic activity" which has
been included in the State Energy Com-
mission budget to offset the budgeted
"small loss"?

(5) What is the dollar amount of the "small
loss" which has been budgeted for during
the 1984-85 year?

Mr

(1)
PARKER replied:
On the basis of the increase in the aver-
age annual domestic electricity account
from 1983-84 to 1984-85.

(2) Capital works expenditure in 1984-85
has been reduced both for generating fa-
cilities and ror general electricity supply
extensions and reinforcement.

(3) Capital expenditure on these items was
reduced by $19.7 million.

(4) and (5) Cabinet has imposed stringent
cuts in expenditure. The growth of sales
and the effects of holding down increases
in tariffs are difficult to quantify but are
considered to be significant factors. I am
not prepared to detail the estimated im-
pact of these factors because of the un-
certainty involved.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Western Australian Development Corporation:

Directors
95. Mr PETER JONES, to the Premier:

Has the Government taken action to
exempt the directors of the Western
Australian Development Corporation
from some of the requirements of the
Companies (Western Australia) Code?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

No.

MOTOR VEHICLES

Licences: Concessions

96. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is the Government considering changes
to both the cost and exemptions
associated with vehicle licensing?

(2) Do the proposed changes involve removal
of some exemptions now applicable?

(3) Is it being recommended that vehicles
owned and operated by local government
authorities should no longer enjoy the
current concessions available to them?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) to (3) Yes, a review of the conditions
under which concessional licences are
issued, is under consideration by the
Traffic Board. To date, no
recommendations have been made.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Housing: Brookton

97. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) Does the appropriate housing authority
have any plans or intention to construct
new dwellings for Aboriginal occupants
in Brookton?

(2) If "Yes", how many dwelling units are
planned?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The State Housing Commission and the
Aboriginal Housing Board have no new
construction programmed for 1984-85.

(2) Not applicable.

MINERALS

Gold Price Stabilisation Scheme
98. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
What progress has the Government
made so far in its efforts to establish a
gold price stabilisation scheme?

Mr PARKER replied:

Since the Labor Government took office,
the price of gold has been at a satisfac-
tory level and it has not been considered
appropriate to introduce such a scheme
pending further developments.

The matter will be kept under review.
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STATE FINANCE
Loan Funds

99. Mr MENSAROS, to the Premier:
Is his Government or Government
instrumentalities asking the Common-
wealth Government whether it can pro-
vide loan funds for specific purposes
every time before borrowing is made
overseas?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
No.

HEALTH: CHEMICALS

Advisory Committee

100. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Has he received recommendations from

the WA advisory committee on chemi-
cals. regarding the necessity of legislative
action?

(2) I f so, what were these recommendations?.

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) No. The toxic substances legislation

subcommittee of the WA advisory com-
mittee on chemicals has not yet
completed its examination of legislation.

(2) Not applicable.

HEALTH: CHEMICALS

Advisory Committee

101. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for the
Environment:

(1) Who are the members of the WA advis-
ory committee on chemicals?

(2) What arc its tcrms of refercnce'?

(3) When was it constituted?

Mr DAVIES replied:

()The members of the WA advisory com-
mittee on chemicals are-

Mr Colin Porter (Chairman)
Dr Bruce Hamilton
Mr Digby Drake- Brockman

(Secretary)
Dr Paul Psaila-Savona
Mr Sven Hansen
Mr Harry Douglas
Mr Hilton Hughes
Mr Peter Rutherford
Mr Neil Scott
Dr .ludyth Watson
Mr Ron Hall.

(2) Its terms of reference are being tabled in
the Chamber.

(3) It was constituted on 7 November 1983,
by Cabinet decision.

The ierms of reference were tabled (see paper
No. 71),

COURTS

Bail Act

102. Mr MENSAROS, to the
representing the Attorney General:

Minister

(1) Has the Bail Act been proclaimed yet?

(2) If so, when?

(3) If not, why not?

(4) When is it expected to be proclaimed in
full or in part and if in part, which parts?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) and (4) Difficulties in administration
would have occurred had the Act been
proclaimed in its original form. The At-
torney General will this week introduce
into the Parliament a Bill to amend the
Bail Act 1982. Proclamation of the Act
will be possible when thc amending Bill
is enacted.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Financial Institutions Duty: Foreign Exchange

103. Mr MENSAROS, to the Treasurer:

(I) Is he aware that New South Wales does
not charge financial institutions duty
with foreign exchange dealings?

(2) Does the Western Australian financial
institutions duty apply to such deals?

(3) If so, is he considering removing it?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:.

(1) Yes.

(2) The proceeds of dealings as principal in
foreign currency transactions conducted
by banks are exempt from financial insti-
tutions duty in Western Australia.

(3) The possible extension of the exemption
to other financial institutions, in line
with the New South Wales policy, is be-
ing considered as part of the general re-
view of FID which has only recently
been completed and is currently before
Government for consideration.
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ROAD: CLOSURE
Inspection

104. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for Lo-
cal Government:

(1) Is it a fact that he has made an on-the-
site inspection visit (in connection with a
proposed street closure) in December
1983 accompanied by the member for
Scarborough in Churchlands in my elec-
torate?

(2) Was he requested to do so by the mem-
ber for Scarborough?

(3) (a) Was this an exceptional occurrence,
and if so, what was the reason for it;
or

(b) is his policy to go into Legislative
Assembly electoral districts on
official business interviewing elec-
tors without notifying the member
of the district and accompanied by
the member(s) of another elector-
ate?

Mr CARR replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) (a) Yes. I received a number of letters

from a concerned elector who re-
ferred to discussions with the mem-
ber for Scarborough on the
proposed street closure which is
located in the City of Stirling. The
member concerned is an ex-Mayor
of the City of Stirling and has a
sound knowledge of the area in
question.
When the member for Scarborough
sought the onsite inspection referred
to, I assumed it was in the
Scarborough electorate and
overlooked checking the electorate
details. I apologise to the member
for Floreat for this oversight.

(b) No.

POLICE OFFICERS

Retirement: Age SS
105. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Police and Emergency Services:
(1) How many police officers have taken the

opportunity to retire or announce their
impending retirement at the age of 55
years with the full benefits included in
the recent superannuation measures?

(2) What were their respective ranks?

(3) Will the numbers of the force be
maintained by a corresponding larger in-
take of new recruits?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Twenty-eight.

(2) Assistant commissioner
superintendents
senior inspectors
inspectors
sergeants first class
sergeants second class
senior constables
constables first class
constables

total

(3) Yes.

WATER RESOURCES

Dam: Welling ton

106. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
Water Resources:

3
4
2
5

28

for

(1) What is the salinity of the water cur-
rently supplied from Wellington Dam?

(2) How does this compare with the salinity
this time last year?

(3) What was the respective rainfall of the
Wellington Dam area during the wet
season up to date-

(a) last year;

(b) this year?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) The salinity of water supplied from
Wellington Dam for water supply pur-
poses on 30 July 1984 was 605
milligrams per litre total soluble salts.

(2) The salinity of water supplied from
Wellington Dam on 30 July 1983 was
690 milligrams per litre total soluble
salts.

(3) (a) and (b) The rainfall readings in miil-
limetres for Collie for the wet season of
this and last year arc as follows-

1983 1984
April
May
June
July

7 44
63 186
305 121
115 74

Pip '. .1,
301
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PENSIONERS

Concessions: Water Supplies

107. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(I) What is the number of pensioner con-
surs With pensioners cards-

(a) within the Metropolitan Water
Authority area;

(b) in the country areas,

who are entitled to the pensioners ben-
efits?

(2) How many of these take deferment and
how many the 50 per cent rebate
option in the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority area and in the country areas re-
spectively?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) Eligible pensioners recorded as at 30
June 1984-

(a) MWA area-46 438;

(b) Country areas-l10 900.

(2) For the 1983-84 rating year-

(a) MWA area-39 087 exercised 50
per cent rebate option 7 35 1 de-
ferred rates;

(b) Country areas-10 455 exercised 50
per cent rebate option 445 deferred
rates.

TAXES AND CHARGES

Water Supplies, Sewerage and Drainage

108. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Considering the low and/or nil increases
in water, sewerage, and drainage
charges. in order to safeguard customers'
interests against high increases for the
1984-85 year, will the Government re-
duce or eliminate the 3 per cent levy with
the Metropolitan Water Authority and
for 1984-85 with the new water auth-
ority of Western Australia?

Mr TONKIN replied:

There are no planned changes to the
3 per cent levy for 1984-85.
The financial arrangements to apply to
the water authority of Western Australia
are still in the process of development.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY
"Herb Graham House"

22. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Housing:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the land occu-

pied by the Labor Party's build-
ing-Herb Graham House, which was
supposed to be a non-residential Labor
Party club, but is now a Chinese res-
taurant-was purchased from the State
Housing Commission?

(2) Will the Minister table all correspon-
dence and documents relating to the sale
of this land and to the special agreement
which applied between the Government,
the State Housing Commission and the
Labor Party in relation to the use of that
land?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) 1 am not aware of the claims

made by the Leader of the Opposition. I
have some apprehension that there were
discussions about this matter prior to
this Government's coming to office. I am
not aware of any discussions since this
Government came into office which
implicated the State Housing Com-
mission.

I suggest that the Leader of the Oppo-
sition put this question on notice. I will
look at the question objectively and pro-
vide him with the appropriate answer.

ELECTORAL: ELECTION

Early
23. Mr READ, to the Acting Premier:

(1) Is the Acting Premier aware of media
reports that the Leader of the Opposition
believes there will be an early State elec-
tion?

(2) Can the Acting Premier inform the
House whether there is any accurate
basis for this suggestion, or is it just
another of the Opposition Leader's at-
tempts to hold his fragmented party
together?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have noted repeated sugges-

tions by the Op position-
Points of Order

Mr THOMPSON: On a point of order, Mr
Speaker, I submit to you that the second
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part of the question is out of order in
that it seeks to get an opinion on a mat-
ter for which the Deputy Premier is not
responsible in this Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order! Mr Bryce is the Act-
ing Premier, not the Deputy Premier.

Mr THOMPSON: With respect, Mr
Speaker, that is a bit cute. I do not think
there is any doubt in your mind or in the
mind of any other member in this Parlia-
ment that it is out of order.

Mr Bryce: What a thing for a previous
Speaker of this Parliament to say.

Mr THOMPSON: The second part of the
question asked by the member for
Mandurah is not within the competence
or the responsibility of the Acting
Premier. I ask that it be ruled out of
order.

Mr TONKIN: On the same point of order,
the member for Kalamunda is acting in a
most disorderly fashion in debating your
ruling. He should know from his pre-
vious position that if he wishes to dis-
agree with the Speaker's ruling, his only
option is to move dissent from that rid-
ing.

Mr Hassell: The Speaker has not given any
ruling.

Mr TONKIN: I would have thought that
calling the Speaker "cute" in that way
and using the expression "smart alec"
was highly disorderly.

The SPEAKER: The member for
Kalamunda. raised a point of order based
on the fact that it was not competent for
the Deputy Premier to answer a ques-
tion. I replied that it was not the Deputy
Premier but the Acting Premier who was
replying to the question.

Mr Thompson: Then I subsequently made a
point-

Mr HASSELL: On a point of order, I sub-
mit-

Mr Tonkin: Why do you not move dissent?

Mr HASSELL: -that the second part of the
question asked by the member for
Mandurah was out of order as it sought
an opinion from the Acting Premier in
relation to a matter which has nothing to
do with the Government of the State, the
responsibilities of the Acting Premier, or
his party. Perhaps you, Sir, did not hear
the second part of the question, but it

was entirely unrelated to the first part of
the question.

The SPEAKER: Let us hear the second part
of the question again.

Mr READ: It states-

Can the Acting Premier inform the
House whether there is any accu-
rate basis for this suggestion, or is it
just another of the opposition
Leader's attemipts to hold his Crag-
inented party together?!

Mr Blaikie: Seeking an opinion.

The SPEAKER: The Acting Premier.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have noted repeated

suggestions by the Opposition Leader.
not just those from last wveekend's Lib-
eral Party Conference but also over sev-
eral months, referring to the prospect of
an early State election. I must sayI
smiled to myself when I heard the latest
outburst From the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in t he context of the State Confer-
ence of the Liberal Party last wveekend.

I can only wonder whether this is not a
covert admission by the Leader of the
Opposition that he wishes the agony of
his leadership of the Liberal Party to be
brought to a swift conclusion. Perhaps I
could elaborate on what I mean-

Mr Hassell: You are reducing question time
to an even greater farce than in previous
months.

Mr BRYCE: The miodus operandi of the
Leader of the Opposition these days
seems to alternate between two modes.
On the one hand, we have his extreme
negativism which is becoming widely
known throughout the community, and is
reflected by the Gallup Poll information
that we arc receiving, as 'negative Bill".
On the other hand, he tends to halluci-
nate. It has been suggested to us that the
outburst at the State Conference had so
little basis that it was, in essence, a mild
outbreak of "Hassell's-hallucination".

Mr Williams: Get out of the gutter.

Mr BRYCE: There is very little associated
with the gutter in drawing the attention
of the House to the fact that the Leader
of the Opposition is inclined to halluci-
nate. I take this opportunity to remind
the Leader of the Opposition that a little

179



180 [ASSEMBLY]

hallucination might turn into a night-
mare for him, should the opportunity be
taken for a snap poll.
I stress what the Premier has stressed on
numerous occasions;, namely, that the
Government is perfectly happy to serve
its full term and do the job that it was
elected to do. We intend to do so. It does
seem, however, based on what the
Premier has already reminded the
Leader of the Opposition on numerous
occasions, that the only basis for an early
election would be if the Liberal Party
decided to take it upon itself to disrupt
the Parliament. If the disruption of the
Parliament occurred because the Liberal
Party in the Legislative Council decided
to frustraite the Governiiint's pro-
grammre. Then and only then would
there be grounds for an early election,
and would such a step be considered.

PARLIAMENT WEEK
Cost

24. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for Par-
liamentary and Electoral Reform:

I refer to the Minister's announcement
that the Government is proposing a Par-
liament Week in September of this year,
and I ask-

()What is the estimated cost of the
week, including all salaries and re-
lated costs?

(2) Does this cost include the funding of
the proposed televised address to be
given by the Premier?

M rTON KIN replied:
(I) 1 am aware that the Deputy Leader or

the Opposition has a very high regard for
me and therefore would expect me to
carry details of this nature in my head.
However, I must disappoint him and tell
him that I cannot supply them.

M r NMacKi nnon: Give us a rough idea.
Mr TONKIIN: If the Deputy Leader of the

Opposition wants a rough answer, I will
give him one.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: The Budget I saw was for

approximately $115 000. So far as I am
aware, that includes all the salaries to
which the deputy leader referred.

(2) As to the televised address to the State,
of course we would not expect the
Premier to have to pay for that. In fact,

we thought that the royalties from that
address might defray some of the ex-
penses

MULTICULTURAL AND ETHNIC AFFAIRS
Immigration: Liberal Party Decision

25. Mrs WATKINS, to the Acting Premier:
(1) Has he had the opportunity to consider

the decision of last weekend's Liberal
Party Conference for a referendum on
immigration to Australia?

Opposition members interjected.
Mrs WATKINS: To continue-
(2) If so, is there any possibility of the

Government's supporting this proposal?
Mr BRYCE replied:
(I) and (2) 1 have given some consideration

to this matter and there is no possibility
of the Government's giving support to
this proposal, which is not only distaste-
ful but also manifestly impractical.
The proposal as expressed by the Liberal
Party Conference is ridiculous almost to
the point of meaninglessness. Perhaps
the only real meaning it has is what it
betrays about the attitude or' the Liberal
Party-a party comprising mainly white
Anglo-Saxons-to the people from other
nations who have come to this country.

An Opposition member: What absolute rot!
Mr Hassell: Ask Ernie Bridge about the

Italians in our community.
Mr BRYCE: Just what is proposed with this

referendum?
Would it question whether there should
be any immigration at all?
Would it ask the electorate to determine
what the level of immigration should be,
and how it is to be decided what level of
migrant intake should be proposed in the
referendum question?
Is it proposed that there should be re-
patriation of migrants who are already
here and who have had the temerity-in
the Liberal Party's terms-to preserve in
this country elements of the culture they
brought from their native lands?
The fact is that Australia is already a
multicultural society and will remain so.
It is a richer, livelier, more tolerant, and
more cosmopolitan place for being so.
The depressing truth is that those who
are promoting talk about
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multiculturalism and who are attacking
the immigration policies followed by
every Australian Government for the last
25 years or so are doing so for blatantly
racist reasons.
Unless the Liberal Party is prepared to
say exactly what it wants put to a refer-
endum-and so far all we have heard are
glib, vaguely racist, and impractical
generalities-one can be excused for
concluding that what they are really try-
ing to do is to end Asian immigration
without being prepared to incur the
odium of actually saying so.

PERTH MINT
Transfer to Western Australian Development

Corporation
26. Mr HASSELL, to the Acting Premier:

Has the Government received or is it
considering any proposal to transfer the
Perth Mint to the Western Australian
Development Corporation?

Mr BRYCE replied:
I am not aware of any such proposal. If
the Leader of the Opposition wants to
put a question on notice, I will have the
matter investigated.

POLICE: VANDALISM
War Memorial

27. Mr TROY, to the Minister for Lands and
Surveys:

Could he inform the House what is
involved in cleaning up the disgraceful
mess created by those who desecrated
the State War Memorial in Kings Park
during the weekend?

Mr McOVER replied:
I am sure most decent Western
Australians were shocked and appalled
by the awful act of vandalism against the
War Memorial during the weekend. The
people responsible for this sort of thing
are beneath contempt and display a total
lack of understanding of what memorials
such as this one represent.

Mr Clarko: They are your friends in the
nuclear lobby.

Mrs Beggs: You are disgraceful.

Mr McI VER: As far as I am concerned-and
I speak as someone who held a senior
position for many years in the Returned

Services League-the war memorials
throughout this State and this nation do
not glorify war in any sense. They serve
only to remind us of the terrible price
that has been paid by many people for
their country. There is nothing glorious
about dying. For my part, I regard these
memorials as a powerful reminder of the
need to do everything possible to pre-
serve world peace.
The vandalism against the State War
Memorial is an affront to all decent
people in the community and, in particu-
lar, to the relatives of those who died and
whose names are inscribed on the mem-
orial.
The RSL takes responsibility for the
memorial and the league's president has
said that the cost of cleaning up will be
about $5 000. There are much better
things to do than to clean up after sense-
less and misguided vandalism.
This cost in money and effort is bad
enough when one considers how stupid
and unnecessary it is; but the affront to
the community and to the memory of
those who died is much worse.

Members: Hear, hear!

FISHERIES: TUNA
Agreement

28. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

Does the Minister consider that the
quantity of tuna available to WA under
the new agreement will be adequate to
satisfy the demands of Hunts Foods Pty.
Ltd. and West Ocean Canning Pty.
Ltd.?

Mr EVANS replied:
The background of this is an IAC report
brought down some short while ago
which recommended that the western
sector quota be set at 1 000 tonnes,
which represented a reduction from
4000 tonnes as of last year. Obviously
that would be totally unacceptable for a
number of reasons, not the least of which
is the lack of equity to this State and the
fact that Western Australia would be
bearing the major burden of
rejuvenating a fishery that has been
heavily overfished during past years.

It was with that background that an
Australian Fisheries Council meeting
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was held at Townsville on Saturday with
the result that a further package was
brought down in which Western
Australian fishermen were to receive an
individual quota based upon the highest
catch they have made in recent years.
That does favour Western Australia
slightly in that we experienced a bumper
year the year before last, so we will get
some benefit from that. The meeting was
unable to decide on a final tonnage that
will become Western Australia's
entitlement of the total national quota of
14 500 tonnes. Whatever it is, from the
reports I have received and from the sub-
missions made by Hunts and West
Ocean Canning. the total would be inad-
equate for their purposes.
One part of the package does allow the
importation of tuna and the transfer of
fish from boats in Western Australian
waters. I suppose that is seen as some-
thing that will be an aid to the canneries.

NATURAL DISASTERS
Cyclones: Radar System

29. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Minister for Re-
gional Development and the North West:

I understand that since my question of
26 July concerning the radar gap in my
electorate, new information has came to
light. I ask-

Can the Minister please give details
of the current position in respect of
the proposed improvements to the
weather-watch radar system in
Karratha?

Mr GRILL replied:
Iam able to say that some new infor-

mation has come to light in respect of the
weather-watch radar in the Karratha
area. I think members are aware, es-
pecially the member for Pilbara, of the
history of this matter. It became appar-
eait. especially because oif cyclone Lena.
that that part of the Pilbara was stripped
of effective weather-watch equipment
during bad weather, the very time when
it was needed. So this gap became evi-
dent at the time of cyclone Lena. As a
result of that, the Commonwealth was
requested to put in place cyclone watch
equipment somewhere in the Karratha
area. Efforts in that respect made by the
companies in the area, and by this State
Government, were not successful until

fairly recently. In fact, the two
companies in the area-Woodside Off-
shore Petroleum Pty. Ltd. and
1-amersley Iron Pty. Ltd.-late last year
made an offer to the Commonwealth
that they were prepared to fund the capi-
tal cost of such radar installation on the
basis that they would be repaid the debt
at some subsequent time. Unfortunately,
in transmitting that offer to the Federal
Government, it was not made clear that
the loan of the money would be interest-
free. As a result, after I wrote to the
Federal Minister for Science and Tech-
nology, the Minister responsible for
these matters at a Federal level, he wrote
back indicating that the finance section
of the Federal Government was not pre-
pared to support the proposal. The week
before last the Federal member for
Kalgoorlie took up the matter with the
companies and with the Federal Minis-
ters for Finance and for Science and
Technology. As a result of his represen-
tations, significant progress was made in
the matter. I have been informed by the
Federal Department of Science and
Technology that it has now received a
letter from the Minister for Finance
indicating that the Federal Government
now accepts in principle that weather-
watch radar equipment should be in-
stalled in the Karratha area and that the
Minister for Science and Technology is
now authorised to negotiate with the two
companies mentioned to finalise details
of the financing of the installation.
Hopefully the details of that financing
will be arranged within a week or two
and efforts can then be made to have the
installation ready prior to the next
cyclone season.

PARL1AMENT WEEK
Teachers' Kit

30. Mr CLARKO, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

The c-ordinator of Parliament Week in
his letter to members of Parliament on
20 July 1984 states. A brief outline of
the activities already planned for Parlia-
ment Week is attached". On that attach-
ment is stated the planned activities,
which include an essay-poster compe-
tition for schools-plus teachers' kit on
Parliament-and also school debates.
Would he advise-
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(1) (a) Has the teachers' kit been pre-
pared;

(b) if so, by whom;
(c) what were the guidelines for its

preparation;
(d) when did its preparation begin;

and
(c) if the teachers' kit has been

prepared, would he provide me
with one?

(2) If the kit has not yet been prepared,
what specific planning has occurred
regarding the use of school children
in this ill-advised project?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) and (2) The answer to the second ques-

tion is very easy: There is no ill-advised
project. The preparation of the teachers'
kit is, I understand, complete. I am quite
happy to table one tomorrow. In fact, if
the member had given me some notice of
his question, I would have been able to
table one today.
I guess the bottom line of the member's
question is a clear implication that 1, or
some other Minister, has exercised some
political role in deciding what is to go, in
a curriculum sense, to schools.

Mr MacKinnon: He asked, "Who prepared
it?"

Mr PEARCE: I do not know who prepared it.
I played no role in preparing it. It was
prepared by officers of the Education
Department.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: No, I did not authorise it. It

was authorised by the Director-General
of Education who told the officer to do
it.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: I do not know who told the

Director-General of Education.
Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: Let me just explain the situ-

ation. The member is asking the ques-
tion-one of the least successful Minis-
ters for Education this State has seen, in
terms of getting anything done, but
nevertheless-

Mr Court: Parliament is not involved?
Mr PEARCE: As I understand the process, a

request came to the Education Depart-
ment, to the Director-General of Edu-

cation, and not to me. There was no di-
rection or instruction from me asking the
Education Department to participate, as
an educational exercise, in Parliament
Week. The Director-General of Edu-
cation made a decision without
consulting me.

Mr Hassell: It must have been the Premier's
adviser who directed you to prepare this
kit.

Mr PEARCE: I ask the Leader of the Oppo-
sition to indicate clearly where his party
stands on the whole question of what
goes into schools, because on the one
hand we have "whingeing Willie" going
around the State telling people I am try-
ing to put a political component into the
curriculum, but on the other hand when
I stand up in this House and point out
that matters that deal with the school
curriculum and the things which
students learn about Parliament and
other matters are initiated totally with-
out any input from me, his party mem-
bers say, "What is going on here? The
Minister does not know what is
happening in the department".

I played no role in determining curricu-
lum offerings to students, and that is a
perfectly proper position for a Minister
for Education to take. It is not the atti-
tude that was adopted by previous Min-
isters.

Several members interjected.
Mr PEARCE: With regard to Parliament

Week, the decision on the things that
would be used in schools was made by
curriculum officers of the Education De-
partment, without any political direction
or supervision. Bad luck!

WATER RESOURCES: WATER AUTH-
ORITY

Sale: Private Interests
31. Mr P. J1. SMITH, to the Minister for Water

Resources:

What would be the cost to consumers in
the country if Liberal Party policy of
"privatisation" of the Metropolitan
Water Authority were to be
implemented?

Mr TONKIN replied:
I might say, as some kind of connoisseur
of English, that I do object to that word
"privatisation" which seems to have
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emanated from the Liberal Party. There
is no such word.

Point of Order
Mr RUSH-TON: The question is clearly hy-

pothetical, and would appear to be out or
order, I ask you to rule, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: I would like to hear the
question again.

Mr P. J. SMITH: It was as follows-
What would be the cost to con-
sumers in the country if the Liberal
Party policy of "privatisation"-if
there is such a word-of the Metro-
politan Water Authority were to be
implemented?

Several members interjected.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: I rule the question out of

order.

FISHERIES: TUNA
Quotas

32. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife:

I have a further question on the
Australian Fisheries Council meeting
held in Townsville on the weekend:
Could the Minister please advise details
of-
(1) The national quota for southern

bluefin tuna for t984-85.

(2)

(3)
(4)

The western sector subquota.
Size limits.
Temporary area closures.

(5) Compensation for those whose
quotas will be insufficient to allow
them to remain in the industry.

(6) Any other relevant details of the
package agreed to at the meeting.

Mr EVANS replied:
(1) to (6) 1 recently put out a Press

release on this matter which
contained answers to most of the
points raised by the member for
Albany.

Mr Watt: You did not give the amount of
State quota.

Mr EVANS: As I explained to the member
for Katanning-Roe. I cdnnot actually put
a figure on that at this time, and nobody
could. The tuna fishery has become a
total national fishery, and the Australian
quota is 14 500 tonnes which will be ap-

portioned to the individual boats on the
basis of the greatest catch they have
been able to take in recent years. I
pointed out that it does have some small
benefit for Western Australian
fishermen. That is the present position.
There is no western section quoted per
se.

Mr Blaikie: Are they permitted to catch fish?

Mr EVANS: Fishermen will be allowed to
catch fish, because they will have a
quota!

Mr Tonkin: He is a bit slow.

Mr EVANS: The size limit appeared unsuc-
cessful last year, with the taking of
undersized fish, manty of which died be-
fore they returned to the water. A num-
ber of difficulties of that kind pertained.
The amount of fish involved was con-
siderable, from all reports, though they
are unsubstantiated to a large degree.
However, the size limit does not apply
under the new arrangements. As about
80 per cent of the undersized fish are
taken in the two months March and
April, it is proposed to close the season
over those months. That will minimise
the raking of the small fish which has
been the basis of objection from South
Australia, the Commonwealth, New
South Wales, and of course the
Japanese. By closing the season for two
months, it is expected that a size limit
will not be required.
The method of allocating individual boat
quotas, as I have indicated, will be based
on their catching record of the best year
of catch that they are able to provide.

Mr Watt: And any minimum?

Mr EVANS: That is not resolved at this
time. The LAC report, which was
brought down recently, suggested a
1 000 tonne quota for the western sec-
tion. It also rejected compensation,
stating that a case had not been made
out for compensation. At this time it
would appear that the Commonwealth
Government is prepared to accept the
recommendation of the JAC.
I think they would be the main
components of the package. There is no
restriction on the method of taking of
fish: It can be purse seine, trolling, long
line or poling according to the require-
ments of the fishermen.
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As I indicated in the Press release, and
as I said last year, I will clarify the point
with each of the registered tuna
fishermen as soon as I am able to con-
firm the matter with the Common-
wealth.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

33. Mr
Appointments: Political

BURKETT, to the Acting Premier:

Mr BRYCE: I remind
Nedlands that this is
iceberg.

the member for
only the tip of the

(1) Is the Acting Premier aware of recent
allegations by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition in respect of the alleged political
appointments to boards, committees, and
government agencies by the present
Government?

(2) Is he able to outline, the Government's
view on appointments to agencies, and
explain how it differs from that of pre-
vious Governments?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(1) and (2) Yes, I din aware of the allc-

gations which were made by the Leader
of the Opposition. I conclude that the
comments were made tongue-in-cheek,
unless he was the only Minister in the
Court and O'Connor Government who
was unaware of the scramble to fill
positions on the Government's boards
and authorities by good, card-carrying
members of the Liberal Party. As a
member of the Cabinet who approved a
number of those appointments, it is diffi-
cult to see how the Leader of the Oppo-
sition could not have been part of the
active jobs-for-thbe- boys network. A
quick check of appointments by Liberal
Governments include -a bevy of failed
Liberal candidates who were given other
rewards. They include Hal Colebatch
who was the Liberal candidate for Perth
in 1977. He was made a member of the
Western Australian Arts Council. Mr
Maurie Williams, the Liberal member
for Bunbury from 1956 to 1971 and the
defeated Liberal candidate for Collie in
1977 was appointed Chairman of the
Small Business Advisory Service Ltd.
and a member of the Bunbury Port
Authority. Mr K. J. Bullock, the Liberal
candidate for Avon in 1974, was made a
member of the Small Business Advisory
Service as well.

Mr M~acKinnon: He was nominated by the
Federated Chambers of Commerce. l am
glad you put the knife into the chamber!

Mr Court: This is good stuff.
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Mr Court: This is slander.
Mr BRYCE: There is no slander. The

Government appointed them, that is the
point. Let me continue: Mr Doug Daws
was made chairman of the Eastern Gold-
fields-Esperance Regional Development
Committee and chairman of the Eastern
Goldfields Transport Board.
It is interesting to see that he was
appointed by the previous Government
to the key position in the Public Service
of Eastern Goldfields Regional Admin-
istrator. HeI was the Liberal Party candi-
date for Vilgarn-Dundas in 1977. Mr R.
1. Moffat was appointed a member of the
tourist advisory council of Western
Australia. He was the Liberal candidate
for Kalgoorlie in 198 1.

Mr Peter Jones: That job would be a sinecure.
Mr Crane: This is unfair. Where are all the

Country Party blokes?
Mr BRYCE: According to the information

that has been provided to me, I assure
the member for Moore that the Country
Party was not left out of this process. In
direct relationship to its influence in the
Cabinet, so, too, many of its previous
candidates found their way on to
Government organisations and boards.

Mr Evans: Hon. Peter Jones was appointed to
the Barley Board.

Mr BRYCE: The present Government takes
the view that a person should be
appointed on the basis of being the best
person for the job. To that end the
Government has not hesitated to appoint
people who may be of a different politi-
cal complexion from the Government,
provided they are competent. That is the
difference. I really believe that this Par-
liament ought to come to grips with this
matter in terms of the statements made
by the Leader of the Opposition.

Mr Court: Put the other side. What about
your advisers?

Mr BRYCE: Governments from both sides of
the House have appointed people they
know well to do specific jobs. We cannot
have double standards. The Liberal
party cannot criticise appointments
made by this Government. If it wants
chapter and verse about the appoint-
ments it has made I will give it. The
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information I am providing is only the
tip of the iceberg.

Mr Peter Jones: We are worried!

Mr BRYCE: The point members sitting op-
posite need to appreciate is the inconsist-
ency of arguing that line because a Lib-
eral-Countrj Party Government made
appointments to all sorts of boards and
agencies. It made those appointments on
the basis that the people it appointed
were right and proper for the jobs. How-
ever, it is critical when a Labor Govern-
ment dares to have the temerity to do
precisely the same thing. Somehow or
other it then becomes jobs for the boys.

Mr Peter Jones: Which one of our appointees
was wrong for the job?

Mr BRYCE: The member seems to have
missed the whole point. I inform the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition that if
he wants me to present to the House the
growing list of people who were
appointed during the previous
Administration just to provide evidence
that this practice has been going on for
years, I will.

Mr Peter Jones: Go for your life. I will be
happy to accommodate you.

FISHERIES: TUNA

Quotas

34. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife:

I have given prior notice of the question
to the Minister. In relation to the tuna
fishing industry I ask-

(1) With respect to the recent meetings
of the tuna task force and the
Australian Fisheries Council, was
any firm decision made in respect of
individual transferable quotas for
the smaller-scale fishermen, and es-
pecially those with a catch record of
less than 15 tonnes?

(2) if "No", what is the current situ-
ation and when is the matter likely
to be resolved?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) 1 thank the member for Stirling
for giving me prior notice of this ques-
tion. The attitude taken by the Common-

wealth Government was that there
should be a IS-tonne minimum; that is,
that any fisherman who had not taken 15
tonnes in the one year should not be
entitled to receive a southern bluefin
tuna quota. The Western Australian at-
titude to that is a contrary one. The
strongest arguments were put forward on
the grounds of equity. It is a fact that
even 10 tonnes can represent a fairly
high proportion of a fisherman's income.

As an alternative, I suggested in the
strongest terms that a five-tonne mini-
mum would be more appropriate be-
cause part-time fishermen, trollers, and
others were the basic concern of the
Government. The matter was left on the
basis that the Minister for Primary In-
dustry was to instruct his department to
examine further the position in relation
to this matter. That is being undertaken
currently. I wrote to the Minister for
Primary Industry today asking him to
confirm the understanding that I have in
this matter that it was to be reviewed
and that there would be further consul-
tation with the Ministers of the States
concerned before any final decisions
were made. That is where the matter
rests. We are hopeful that an early de-
cision will be made on this matter.

WATER RESOURCES: WATER AUTH-
ORITY

Sale: Private Interests

35. Mr P. J. SMITH, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

Does the Government intend to sell off
parts of the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority to private interests!

Mr TON KIN replied:

The Government does not intend to sell
off parts of the authority to private
interests. If it did so the charges for the
utilities would rise. Water charges would
rise by 69 per cent, sewerage charges by
34 per cent, drainage charges by 211 per
cent, and irrigation charges by 225 per
cent. Those are the types of increases
that we would see if the Liberal Party
were returned to Government, and the
kinds of charges that people in the
country would have to face.
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BUSINESS: SMALL BUSINESS
Data Base

36. Mr COURT, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

Will the public have open access to the
Government's continuing data base on
small business following its decision to
survey small business in Western
Australia?

Mr BRYCE replied;
By the word "survey", I assume the
member for Nedlands means the major
study of the small business sector.

Mr Court: You said you were going to have a
continuing data base.

Mr BRYCE: Yes, I look forward to being
able to provide the major study when
finished. With the support of my col-
leagues, and particularly those on the
Budget subcommittee, the installation
of a data base will enable the Govern-
ment to provide the information on an
automated basis.

Mr Tonkin: Why did you not do something in
nine years?
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