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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Cive Griffiths) took the Chair at 2.30 pm. and read prayers.

SELECT COMMITTEES - SALINITY

Report, Final - Tabling
HON D.J. WORDSWORTH (South) [2.36 pm] - by leave: I present the final report of the
Select Commnittee on salinity and move -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.

I wish to thank committee members, the deputy chairnan, Hon Doug Wenn, Hon Tom
Butler, and Hon John Caldwell who worked so hard on this report. As we got involved, we
realised how significant the problem was, not only from the point of view of the environment,
but more particularly from the point of view of the future of Western Australia's water
supplies and the manner in which salinity was affecting many landowners and farmers.

While salinity is, without doubt, pant of the overall soil degradation problem, it appears that
we in Australia have got used to soil erosion. Regrettably, salinity has been creeping up on
us. We have got used to seeing sand blowing around, particularly in Western Australia.
Underneath, the far more difficult problem of salinity was getting worse.

The committee was charged with ascertaining what action has been or is being taken to assess
the magnitude of the problem. The first thing we found was that there was no definition of
"salinity". Since the white man came to Western Australia, the land has been cleared of its
natural vegetation which was perennial plants, and annual plants of crops and pastures have
been planted in their place which do not utilise all the water as did the natural vegetation.
Consequently, excess water has been gradually draining away and waterlogging the soil.
This would not cause great difficulty until large amounts of salt were put into the solution.
That salt had blown in off the sea over many thousands of years. Once this happened and the
watertable rose, the salt killed all the plants where it came. to the surface. People are apt to
think, because of the salt crystals on the surface, that the only problem is salinity when the
truth is that waterlogging created the problem. That is why the problem has been hidden for
so long. Without doubt, it is our biggest envirornental problem.

I will table in a few moments the large number of submissions that were presented to the
committee. There is no doubt that the salinity problem became more controversial when the
committee issued a discussion paper in June. We hit the headlines in all of the newspapers
and, whatever we may think, it made us realise that the public were aware of what was
happening and expected Government to do more about the problem than it had been doing.
The bulk of our recommendations are suggestions to future Governments about how they
should organise their Government's effort to correct the salinity problem.

The Committee found that many landowners had their own ideas about preventing salinity
and they were pulling them into practice, but there was an obvious need for organisation and
funding. The committee travelled interstate and found that Governments in those States,
particularly in the area of the Murray-Darling basin which occupies a large percentage of
New South Wales and Victoria and a part of Queensland, had been far more willing to deal
with the salinity problem. A determined effort is being made by those Governments to
overcome the problem of salinity.

The Select Committee has made recommendations to future Governments and one of those
recommendations is to formulate a new structure to give more significance to salinity and to
make more funds available. Without doubt there is a need to encourage landowners to
change their land use practices and there was some controversy about the form of that
encouragement. The committee had to establish whether the encouragement should be in the
form of tax deductions or grants. However, that is the subject of the committee's
recommendations.

I take this opportunity to thank the many people who met with the committee and who
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presented submissions to the committee. Without them the committee would not have been
able to do the work expected of it. I sincerely hope that future Western Australian
Governments, of whatever political colour, will give consideration to the recommendations
made by this all-panty Select Committee.

Question put and passed.

[See paper No 658.]
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [2.43 pm] - by leave: As deputy chairman of the Select
Committee I take this opportuity to express my gratitude to the members of the comnmittee
and to the chairman, Hun David Wordsworth, for the support they gave me. Most of the
members of the committee had no previous experience with Select Committees and Hon
David Wordsworth, with his experience with Select Committees, gave them proper guidance.

The problem of salinity has been investigated on several occasions by many groups and
organisations. At the time when the motion to appoint this Select Committee was being
debated in this House I visited the library and read a number of submissions which had been
prepared by scientists, university graduates and the like. However, the submidssions did not
contain any constructive recommendations that could be put to this Government or any other
Government. I was interested to note that there were almost as many volumes as there were
submissions which criticised those studies.
The study undertaken by the Select Committee was extensive and the committee met with
many organisations throughout Western Australia, Victoria and South Australia. I am sure
the Government will take seriously the findings of the committee which are outlined in the
report which has been tabled today. It is something which all of us must consider because of
the magnitude of the problem, particularly in Western Australia. The problem does occur, to
a lesser extent, in the Eastern States.

I express my sincere thanks to all the members of the committee for their support when [ took
seriously ill in Victoria. It was gratifying to be assisted by people I knew rather than by
complete strangers. I take this opportunity to thank those people who offered assistance to
the committee, particularly Michelle Cornweil and Doug Carpenter, who took over from
Michelle when she left Western Australia to go to bigger and better things. Again, I thank
the chairman of the committee for his guidance.
HON TOG. BUTLER (North East Metropolitan) [2.45 pm] - by leave: I join with Hon
Doug Weun in thanking the chairman of the committee, Hon David Wordsworth, for his
guidance. As Doug Wenn pointed out, Hon David Wordsworth had more experience with
Select Commnittees than had the other members of the commuittee and we relied fairly heavily
on him. It was a pleasure to serve on the committee. The commnittee was completely non-
political and certainly was not like some of the committees that have been established since
this committee was formed. The committee was able to treat the problem of salinity as a
matter of urgency.

I was the only city based member of Parliament on the committee and I had no idea of the
enormity of the salinity problem until we visited areas affected by salinity.

Hon A.A. Lewis interjected.

Hon T.G. BUTLER: Would the member like to stand up and speak.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon T.G. BUTLER: It was a shock to witness the enormity of the effect of salinity on
properties and on communities. In some local authorities almost 10 per cent of the total shire
area had been affected by salinity and the problem had reached a crisis situation, It was sad
to note that a number of landowners had not taken any action to control the salinity problem
on their properties because they were concerned that if they did they would be advertising the
fact they had a salinity problem and it would effect the future resale value of their properties.

Salinity is a problem we all have to come to grips with and for that reason the comm-ittee has
included a recommendation in its report to establish a soil conservation authority to comprise
of a high powered committee. It is recommended that the Minister administering the Act be
the Premier and Treasurer and that the Under Treasurer, the Chairman of the Environmental
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Pmotection Authority, the Director of Agriculture, the Executive Director of the Department
of Conservation and Land Management, the Director of Water Resources from the Western
Australian Water Authority, the Chairman of the Soil Conservation Advisory Committee, the
Commissioner of Soil Conservation, and the Director of the Department of Mines be
included on the committee. That recommendation is an indication of the way in which the
Select Committee has treated this problem; that is, with the utmost importance.
I thank all members of the committee for the assistance they gave to me and for the way in
which they worked as a team. I place on record my appreciation of the support given by
Michelle Comnwell and Doug Carpenter.
HON J.N. CALIDWELL (South) [2.49 pm] - by leave: It could be said that I might feel left
our if I did not make a short comment on the Select Committee's report on salinity. I hope
everybody is waiting with bated breath for the few comments I would like to make.
Hon Tom Stephens: Was there anybody else on the committee?
Hon E.J Charlton: No, you were not on this one.

Hon J.N. CALDWELL: The committee worked well with four members, two from the
Opposition and two from the Government. It worked with great cohesion. Yesterday,
another committee of similar composition was set up. I hope that the members of that
committee also work well together.
Nobody knows more accurately than I the extent of the salinity problem in Western Australia.
I have watched the problem grow on my property and in my district, so I know how serious it
is. I feel that the report will go a long way towards rectifying many of the problems in this
State. I certainly hope so. I also hope that the Federal Government committee that is looking
into land degradation will also look very hard at salinity in Australia. Salinity has increased
at a great rate, especially in Western Australia. Of all the Australian States. I think Western
Australia has the major problem, I only hope that the Government of Western Australia,
whatever its composition next year, will take a serious look at getting the authority into place
and will follow the recommendations made in order to rectify this major problem.

HON Di. WORDSWORTH (South) [2.51 pm] - by leave: I also table the evidence, the
submissions and responses received by the committee so that they can become public
documents and be used, not only by those responsible for salinity, but also by others doing
research into salinity. We received a lot of very valuable information which was not able to
be put into the recommendations but which, nevertheless, should be very useful in the future.

[See papers Nos 659 and 660.]

AGRICULTURAL MACHINERY DEALERS BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Hon A.A. Lewis, and read a first time.

Second Reading
R-ON A.A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [2.53 pm]:- I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The Bill attempts to redress several problems that continually affect farmers and farm
machinery dealers. The first part of the Bill deals with the supply of spare parts and makes it
imperative that a dealer supply parts to a consumer for a machine purchased from that dealer
within five working days. Members would be aware of Western Australia's short seasons
and the need for farmers to complete their tasks harvesting hay, baling hay, and so forth in
the shortest possible time. The first part of the Bill throws the onus onto the dealers and
through them onto the manufacturers to provide parts in the fastest possible time.

The second part of the eml entitles a dealer to return to the manufacturer parts and specialised
equipment that have been purchased because of the dealer holding that manufacturer's
franchise. With a notice period on either side of some 30 days, dealers have no hope of
quitting their stocks of parts and in the past many dealers have been penalised by many
thousands of dollars, first, because of restrictions put on the return of parts by the
manufacturers, and, secondly, by the price paid for the return of parts by the manufacturers.
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The Bill when passed will be of great benefit to farmers and country dealers. I commend the
Bill to the House.

HON D.J. WORDSWORTH (South) [2.55 pm]: I support the Bill. Without doubt there is
a very strong need for better handling of spare parts for farm machinery. Farmers outlay a
very considerable amount of money on farm machinery. A header today costs in the order of
$200 000. Tractors cost much the same amount. It is vital that the people who outlay this
sort of money should be able to get the spare parts. Much of the machinery is imported from
overseas and the onus has to be on someone to bring these parts in because with the high
interest rates today people are reluctant to hold large numbers of spare pants.

As Hon A.A. Lewis has explained, we have a very short season here. Machinery has to be
used very quickly. I believe this Hill will redress the problem. If the manufacturer wishes to
manufacturer machinery or import it, the onus will be on him to keep the necessary spare
parts available, If he licenses dealers, those dealers will also have that responsibility. Hon
A.A. Lewis, as a person who has been tied up in fanning and in farm machinery and as
secretary of the Farm Machinery Dealers Association, is in a very excellent position to be
able to present a Bill to the House which is workable at all levels. I support the Bill.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Stephens.

ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 23 November.
HON P.G. PENDAL (South Central Metropolitan) [2.57 pm]: The Bill before the House is
at first glance a fairly innocuous piece of legislation. It comprises a mere 10 short
paragraphs. However, I suggest to members of the House that if they look below the surface
and examine the implications of the Bill they will come to the conclusion that it represents a
travesty of people's rights to go freely about legitimate business at a polling place. During
my speech I hope to persuade the House to the belief that the Bill actually represents a
complete sellout of principles on the part of a political party which holds itself up to be the
champion of electors' rights.

I intend to go through the second reading speech prior to making my remarks. Because it is a
brief introductory second reading speech, it will not take long to remind members of what the
Bill intends to do and the rationale behind it. We were told by the Minister that the Hill had
its genesis in activities arising out of the 1986 State election. The Minister states -

...:it was evident at many polling places that canvassing for petitions, surveys and
opinion polls in the area outside six metres from the entrance to the polling place
caused some problems and inconvenience to the public.

We were also told that some electors were confronted with an array of displays relevant to the
survey or opinion polls, and petitioners were zealously collecting signatures. We were told
that these activities contributed to the sense of harassment and that electors were subjected to
unnecessary pressures on their way to record their votes. We were further told that these
practices were outside the spirit of those sections of the Electoral Act which prohibit the
dissemination of certain materials during the hours of polling at any election. Therefore, the
Minister arrived at his rationale for introducing the Bill. He told the Parliament that the Bill
is designed to give legislative effect to the notion - I ask members to remember that word,
because it is just a notion - of providing more protection for the public from persons
canvassing for signatures close to the polling place, and sparing voters from those sorts of
pressures on election day. Members will be aware that the Bill sets out to create two zones of
safety, given that one zone of safety is already provided for electors - the zone within a six
metre distance of the polling place. The Bill will extend that safety area to a second zone of
no less than 100 metres from the entrance of the polling place. As a bottom line the Bill and
the second reading speech advise us that it will no longer be possible for anyone to canvas
signatures, or to canvas people's opinions anywhere within that 100 metre, as well as the six
metre, limit from the polling place.

The Bill represents two things: Firstly, it actually runs counter to the Australian Labor
Party's stated policy document of 1988. I refer members to this document because the
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contents have been dressed up and distorted -by the Government in order to arrive at a
rationale for the introduction of this Bill. The "Australian Labor Party (WA Branch) State
Platformr 1986", which was approved by its State Conference as late as October 1988, states
on page 63 the express belief on the part of the Labor Party that -

Parliament must reassert and perform its role of guaranteeing the free flow of
information to the public.

That is in direct contradiction to the Bill before the House. Therefore, this Bill contravenes
that party's stated aims. There can be no doubt that this otherwise innocuous looking Bil is
intended to impede the free flow of information to the public. Whether that information is
contained in a petition or a public opinion survey, heaven only knows the Labor Party is far
more adept at that than any other political party of which I am aware. The Bill breaks down
because it contradicts the Labor Party's stated program and the platform endorsed in October
of this year. It does more than that: Page 63 of the same document states that the Labor
Party is committed in its electoral development to encouraging active participation in public
affairs by the public at large. TIhis Bil will not encourage active participation at all; it will
quite specifically discourage active participation.

I refer thirdly and finally to paragraph 19 of the document, which appears on page 63, and
which may on the face of it be an attempt by the Labor Party to justify this Bill. However,
when read in more depth, the Labor Party is again found wanting in its motive for introducing
the Bill in the Parliament. That paragraph states -

Prohibit on election day within the vicinity of polling places, the display of political
advertising other than how-to-vote cards and other material containing the namne,
picture and party affiliation of candidates.

One can see how carefully worded that is to benefit the Labor Party as much as possible and
to create disbenefits to other political pantics. The Labor Party cannot possibly justify the
contents of this Bill by saying that it will prohibit the display of political advertising. A
petition does not represent in anyone's estimation political advertising; if it did, petitions
would not be in accordance with the Standing Orders of this Parliament, and Parliament
would no longer receive them. Therefore, I am simply using the Labor Party's document to
illustrate that the Bill is not in conformity with its policy. One is invited to go beneath the
surface to discover the motives of the Labor Party for introducing this Bill: It is a graphic
example of how a Government behaves when it is on the skids.

Hon B.L. Jones: That is only what you would like to think.
Hon P.C. PENDAL: All the evidence available to the member, the Labor Party and its
researchers, and to Opposition members, the Liberal Party and its researcher indicates that.

Hon B.L. Jones: Time will tell.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I agree that time will tell, and those things can change. Therein lies
something that Hon Beryl Jones and others should remember: It is possible for things to alter
and she should remember that in three or four years' time she may be sitting on this side of
the House. In those circumstances she wil rue the day that she has supported a Bill that
contravenes not only the Labor Party's State platform, but also all the rules of natural justice
surrounding elections in this State. [ suggest that Hon Beryl Jones rake another look at the
Bill she is being asked to support. There is no doubt that the Labor Parry has discovered that
some benefit is gained by the non Government parties' making legitimate use on polling day
of petitions of this kind. Because those non Government parties have been seen to
legitimately and validly exploit a perfectly reasonable facility, the Labor Government
believes it will be worth at least a small percentage of votes, or a few thousand votes, across
the State in marginal seats sufficient to sway the election in its favour should it be a close
election. This Government is puling out all1 the stops that it can thdik of. I do not believe
that that wil be enough. The people of this State have made a judgment and it may be, as
Hon Beryl Jones has said, that they will change their minds in the next three or four months
as that is always possible. However1 I repeat that if we had to take a guess today even Hon
Beryl Jones would agree, as would other members, that the Labor Party and thiis Government
is in a pretty parlous state, elecrorally speaking. This is an example of what a Government
does when it gets desperate. This Government is desperate and has dredged up all of these
obscure and unconnected points in order to bring legislation before this House so that in the
end, hopefully, it may just find one, two or more ways by which it can frustrate the
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Opposition parties and parties that will never have a chance to send members into this
Parliament.

Hon Tom Stephens: Not even Hon Phillip Pendal believes what he is saying.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: I believe it implicitly, because members opposite have shown in the
past three months that they will stop at nothing to cling to power. They have bought their
way out. They have spent - the honourable member's party is guilty of carrying on -

Hon Tom Stephens: You are the party -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon John Wiliams): Order! That is enough.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: What I am saying is backed up not just by the desperation shown in this
Bill but by other unscrupulous activities and the millions of dollars put in from the public
purse this year to finance public relations exercises in an attempt to get the people opposite
out of the mire. This Government will stop at nothing and this is another example of how it
will stop at nothing.

I can tell members opposite and the rest of the House just what it is we are being asked to
tamper with. I was surprised to learn when I went to do a bit of research on this Bill that the
right of petition to Parliament goes back almost 800 years to the Magna Carta. On that
occasion, as you would know, Mr Deputy President (Hon John Williams), the Magna Caina
actually made an indirect reference to the right of citizens - the right of ordinary people - to
go about in a way that was unimpeded by the authorities to make a call on their elected
representative to make a call on the Crown, which is what we do when we bring petitions
here and which is what this Bill is all about. That is what the Government is asking members

*here, including its own members, to interfere with - one of our most fundamental rights.

Heaven only knows, we hear enough from those sanctimonious people opposite about
looking after people's electoral rights, but when it comes down to people like Hon Mark
Nevill they winipishly go along with what their people want to do to chop others off at the
knees.

Hon Mark Nevill: Call me a wimp outside.
Hon PCI. PENDAL Those people have few enough rights as it is. and will have fewer rights
at the hands of people like those opposite, given their track record with the so-called Bill of
Rights, in the past couple of years, with the ID card and with other pieces of Federal and
State legislation which were directly intended to reduce the rights of people in Australia.

Hon Mark Nevil: You are a phony.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I ask members the following: If we are to ban, using this Bill -

Hon TOG. Butler interjected.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I can take all the time I like, and will be heard over Hon Tom Butler.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I will keep control of the House, believe it or not! Hon
Phillip Pendal will be heard in silence, as other members will be when they have an
opportunity to reply.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: Thank you, Mr Deputy President. If the Government is intending to
ban activity within 100 metres of a polling place on polling day, where does it draw the line?
Why should it not go to the next step down the path and say that it will seek to ban the taking
of petitions in, say, shopping centres throughout the State? That is an interesting matter,
because it is actually mentioned in a reverse sort of way in the ALP document to which I
have just referred. In other words, if the first step is to be taken towards interfering with
people's rights to petition the Parliament why not take a second, third or fourth step?

Hon Mark Mcvill: The people opposite tried to disfranchise Aborigines.

Hon P.G. PENDAL That is an absolute lie.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I rise for the last time to call the House to order. I will
not have interjections from either side.

Point of Order
Hon TOM STEPHENS: I would have thought that the language just used by Hon Phillip
Pendal was unparliamentary and should be withdrawn.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Can Hon Tom Stephens give me an example of the language
used?
Hon TOM STEPHENS: Hon Phillip Pendal inaccurately accused one of our members of
being guilty of telling a lie.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I am afraid I did nor hear those words.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: So that the matter can be clarified: I certainly did say, Mr Deputy
President, without calling the member a liar, that it was a lie to say that a previous
Government attempted to disfranchise the Aborigines.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: There is no point of order.
Hon Tom Stephens: That is not true about what you said. You know damin well it is nod!
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I now warn Hon Tom Stephens. The next time I will
name him. I have asked for his cooperation, but apparently being polite is not good enough.

Debate Resumed
Hon P.G. PENDAL: If the Government is prepared to bring a Bill into the House that limits
the rights of people by one step to collect petitions - in this case at polling places - what is to
stop it in a week or a month, or in other circumstances, introducing legislation prohibiting the
right of people to take up petitions in another place? I put a further scenario: I suggest that
the Bill might even be unconstitutional because I do not think it is possible for the
Government to make decisions about the legality or otherwise of petitions, which are an
extension of Parliament. Petitions have nothing to do with the Government; they are a
creature of the Parliament and I suggest to you, Mr Deputy President, that there has to be
some doubt that this Bill is properly in this House, if one considers that the right to petition
Parliament, as the right of the individual citizen, has nothing to do with the Government of
the day and as such the Government of the day has no power whatever to try to imnit what the
Parliament may or may not do.
Hon Robert Hetherington: Parliament would have to pass the legislation; Governments do
not pass legislation.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: That is right. That is the point that I am making. I repeat that this Bill
may well be capable of being challenged in the appropriate place.

Hon Carry Kelly: You do that.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: Hon Carry Kelly is saying that it is of no consequence to him; he would
rather pass a law that is a bad one and then the only way it could be struck down would be by
a court of law, rather than say that it is a law that has no right to pass through the Parliament
because it is an infringement of the rights of the Parliament itself. That is what the member is
saying and I draw that to the attention of all members.

When I opened my remarks I repeated to Government members in an abbreviated form what
was said in the second reading speech, but I refrained from making any comments. I now
want to analyse some of the nonsense that has been put forward to us today. We are told in
the Minister's second reading speech that, "During the 1986 State general election .. ." This
Bill has nothing to do with the 1986 State election; it has everything to do with the by-
elections this year and the referendum questions on 4 September. Opposition parties, non-
parliamentary parties and individuals made widespread use of petitions on those occasions,
quite legitimately, validly and properly. I suggest that if this Bill did have something to do
with the 1986 Stare election, we would have seen this legislation come in here a lot faster
and, indeed, we might then have been able to see it with a bit more validity. This Bill has
nothing to do with the 1986 State election but everything to do with members of the
Government being given a kick in the political teeth throughout 1988 by people - and I mean
little people - whose only recourse half the time has been to use petitions at polling booths,
which were seen as having been used against the interests of the Labor Party both federally
and in WA. The second reading speech goes on to say, "it was evident at many polling
places that canvassing for petitions ... caused some problems and inconvenience to the
public." We are being told that there was evidence. Where is that evidence? Have
complaints been made to the Minister in charge of the electoral laws? Have written
complaints been made to the Electoral Commissioner? If so, why did we not hear about them
before now?
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Hon Mark Nevill: I can give you a few examples of harassment in Esperance.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: If that were so, can the member tell me why that was not taken up as a
matter for prosecution under the Criminal Code? To harass people at a polling place is
contrary' to section 98 of the Criminal Code, therefore the member has, unwittingly, put his
foot right into it.

Hon Mark Nevill: You should ask Mrs Wordsworth.

Point of Order
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Mark Nevill is reflecting on a member of the public and on the wife
of a member in this place, and I wish him to withdraw his unseemnly interjection.

Hon Tom Stephens: There is no point of order.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: It is a paint of order because it is not covered by parliamentary privilege,
and I am quite prepared to take him to the courts on it, unless he apologises.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon John Williams): It is not a point of order; it is a matter of
taste. It is not a mailer of parliamentary privilege, and in future, Hon Tom Stephens, I will
indicate what is or is not a point of order.

Debate Resumed

Hon P.C. PENDAL: The point I was about to make has been made for me by Hon Mark
Nevill, and I am grateful to him.

Hon Mark Nevill: I gave you the example that you were begging for.

Hon PCI. PENDAL: Indeed I was, and the member came in like he usually does - hook, line
and sinker. If there is an example in this State where a person -

Hon Mark Nevill: Did you want me to say that?

Hon P.G. PENDAL: The member should listen before he puts his foot in it a second time. If
there is an example of where harassment has occurred - and that was the word used in the
Minister's second reading speech - I want to know, as does the Opposition, why the
provisions of the Criminal Code have not been used, because that is one of the most serious
offences in the Criminal Code.

Hon Mark Nevill: Didn't you have people trying to stuff how-to-vote cards down your neck?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon P.C. PENDAL: I remind Hon Mark Nevill that he was the one who raised the matter of
harassment. He used that word.

Hon Mark Nevill: You raised the matter. Look at Hansard.
Hon P.C. PENDAL: I raised it, but I am grateful that the member got there 10 seconds
before me.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I appeal to members in general: You have the right of
reply; you do not have the right to interject continuously. Please come to order so that the
House may deal with the debate in an economical and sensible fashion, particularly with
regard to time.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: Members know that the lead speaker has unlim-ited time, and I intend to
take it on every occasion where there is an interjection and where a point I am trying to make
is drowned out. Section 98 of the Criminal Code deals with undue influence, and I will read
that section because it is very important. If there is no evidence adduced on this matter, the
Bill must be thrown out by the Parliament. However, if there is evidence, and if that
evidence can be tabled, there is then somne justification for passing the Bill. Section 98
reads -

Any person who -

(2) By force or fraud prevents or obstructs the free exercise of the franchise by an
elector, or by any such means compels or induces an elector to vote or refrain
from voting at an election;
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is guilty of a misdemeanour, and is liable to imprisonment with hard labour for nine
months, or to a fine of two hundred dollars.

If that section were stripped of all the unnecessary words, it would read, "Any person who
obstructs the free exercise of the franchise by an elector is liable to imprisonment for nine
months, or to a fine of $200." [f it were true that it were a criminal offence, and not just an
electoral offence, to harass - to use Hon Mark Nevill's word -

Hon Mark Nevill: You used that word.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: Of course I did, but the member did also, and I was pleased that he did.
If there is evidence that there has been a breach of section 98, we want to see that evidence
being put on the Table today by the Minister. If there has been a recommendation to not
prosecute, we want to know why. If there has been a recommendation to prosecute, we want
to know what stage that prosecution has reached in the court system, because everything in
the Bill depends on whether there has truthfully been harassment on the part of the people
collecting signatures on petitions. I also want to know how many complaints have been
received by the Electoral Commnission. Do the complaints amount to 1 000, 500, two, one,
or - as I suspect - none?

Hon Mark Nevill interjected.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: The member interjected that maybe Michael Beahan had something to
do with it, but surely that is fundamental to what we are doing. We are being asked to pass
into law provisions based on evidence that people were harassed at the polling booths.
Harassment at the polling booths is a criminal offence, so surely we are entitled to find out
where the harassment came from. I can tell members that there is no-one on this side of the
House who would support the harassment of people at the polling booths.

Hon Mark Nevill: It is a criminal offence if you prevent them from voting - if you go to that
extreme.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: I will go back and repeat what I said in "bubs' grade" language for the
member, because that is not tre at all. Another section of the Criminal Code does contain
the provision about which Hon Mark Nevill just interjected, which is where a person is
physically prevented from voting. However, the section about which I am talking deals with
undue influence, and it talks about obstructing the free exercise of the franchise. That is the
spirit of the remarks used in the Minister's second reading speech. So I repeat that we are
entitled to know whether there have been 1 000, five, or two complaints to the Chief Electoral
Commissioner or to the Minister in charge of the Electoral Act. More importantly, it is not
enough just to complain, because those complaints have to be investigated, not only under the
Electoral Act but under the Criminal Code. Has any decision been made to prosecute? And
if not, why has the Giovemnment been derelict in its duty? That is the basis of what we are
saying.

That point aside, look at what the Govemnment is saying again is the rationale behind this
Bill -

.. it was evident at many polling places that canvassing for petitions, surveys and
opinion polls in the area outside six metres from the entrance to the polling place
caused some problems and inconvenience to the public.

Do we legislate here for the convenience of people? If we did, both Houses of Parliament
would have to stop passing Acts of Parliament. It is not a question of our solely looking after
what is convenient to the voter. It is not even convenient to most voters to vote. Most people
would not turn up to vote because they think it is inconvenient.

Hon Mark Nevill: Section 54B was not convenient for people.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I shall be happy to debate section 54B at any time the member brings
up a motion, but let us try to stick to this. The member should try to defend the basis upon
which the Government brings to the Parliament legislation when it has already been found -

because the Leader of the House was very silent - to have no basis at all. If we start saying to
the House that we want to bring in legislation which looks after the public convenience, or
avoids inconvenience to the public, I suggest we should get rid of compulsory voting. We
could get rid of lots of things. It is an absolute nonsense for this Government to say that it is
worried about the inconvenience being caused to the voting public. It could not care less
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about the inconvenience of the voting public. We have seen same electoral moves made in
the last five years which are a very good indication of that.

Hon Mark Nevill: You have made it easier for people.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: The Government is making it harder. The Government has chopped
two hours off the dine available for people to vote.

Hon Garry Kelly: Are you serious?

Hon P.G. PENDAL When the Government did that it put people in the situation where they
had to use postal votes.

I come to the third paragraph.

Hon Garry Kelly: Another red herring!

Hon P.C. PENDAL: I agree, it is a red herring, but the Government included it in the second
reading speech. This is what it says. Members should listen to this, because it is an affront to
the rights of ordinary, decent citizens. It says -

Some electors were confronted with an mray of displays relevant to -the survey on
opinion polls and petitioners zealously collecting signatures.

Goodness gracious me! What a dreadful thing they were confronted with! Can members
imagine someone in Poland being terribly affronted? They are confronted with army tanks
and bombs, but our people -

Hon Mark Nevill: By conservatives.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: We are confronted with an mray of dangerous displays. That is a red
herring; My Kelly said it himself. But it is worse than that. It goes on to say, "Thes
activities contributed to the sense of harassment."

I want to stop there, because we come back to the Criminal Code. Where is the evidence of
that? I hope that whoever is handling the Bill will tell us, because if not, the manter will be
taken up on the first clause of the Bill. Thaese activities are said to have contributed to the
sense of harassment, yet no evidence is put forward in the second reading speech to suggest
that there has been any harassment at all. More importantly, if there was evidence of that
harassment, why has action not been taken under the Criminal Code to which I have already
referred? But there is more to it than that. It says -

These activities contributed to the sense of harassment and electors being subject to
unnecessary pressures.. .

What does that mean? What does it mean when it says that electors are being subject to
unnecessary pressures on their way to record their votes? Does any member on the
Government benches know? Has any member an explanation? Those are the Government's
words, not the Opposition's. The first thing we were confronted with was inconvenience, the
second a sense of harassment, and now the third dreaded thing we are confronted with is the
unnecessary pressures inflicted on voters. We need to know the answers to those questions,
because unless we do, we will not have a Bill. We could not possibly pass a Bill in the
absence of that sort of information.

The second last paragraph says this -

The Bill does not change in any way provisions relating to the distribution of How-to-
Vote cards more than six metres from the entrance to a polling place.

I put it to members that it is illogical and inconsistent to ban the collection of signatures but
not to ban the distribution of how-to-vote cards in the same area- Are they not doing the
same thing? A petition is intended to have a person sign it because that person agrees with
the view being expressed by the person offering the petition. And that is exactly what the
how-to-vote card does. It is an invitation by the person offering it for the other person to take
it and possibly go inside the booth and vote accordingly.

Perhaps there would have been some sense if the Government had said, "We are going to
seek to ban the taking of a petition within 100 metres radius, but in order to be consistent we
will also ban the distribution of how-to-vote cards within 100 metres of a polling place." But
the Government has not done that. Indeed, the Government is signalling to the courts in
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future. Because, as Hon John Williams and others have told us in recent times, the courts
will, now refer to the second reading debate in an attempt to see what the Government had in
mind when legislating.

Hon Mark Nevill: They would have difficulty with your speech.

Hon Carry Kelly. What the Parliament had in mind.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: The Government has spelt out what it has in mind, because it has said
in the second reading speech that the Bill does not change anything; it does not change the
provisions relating to the distribution of how-to-vote cards, therefore it is quite illogical.
Perhaps it is the second step along the road. Perhaps that is the sont of Bill we will see at a
later time, although I suggest it will be at least four years before this Government has another
chance to introduce a Bill to amend the Electoral Act in this State. If we are to ban the taking
of signatures within six metres, it is only logical to extend it to how-to-vote cards as weUl.

I now come to the point where, to the relief of members opposite, I want to complete my
speech. In the absence of the assurances we are seeking, the Bill has to be rejected . Without
those assurances there can be no point passing the Bill in the first place. At the start of my
address I gave three or four strong reasons why the Bill does not stand up to scrutiny. They
are that the Bill is contrary to the Labor Party's own stated platform and policy.
Hon T.G. Butler: Who says so?

Hon P.O. PENDAL: 1 have read the plain words of the Labor Party. The Labor Party says
so, because it is written in black and white so that even someone of the level of Mr Butler can
actually know what his conference passed; it is quite plain. The second reason I say the Bill
cannot stand up is tha;t it is no more than a desperate measure and a manoeuvre on the part of
a Government which is on the skids and on the electoral nose. Thirdly, the Bill does not
stand up because it offends against a 700 or 800 year old principle that everyone has the
unfettered right to petition their Parliament, and that that unfettered right should not be
interfered with by the Government of the day, and certainly not by the legislature. The fourth
reason the Bill should be rejected is that I believe it is a false claim that the Bill has its
genesis in activities arising out of the 1986 election; because if it were true, the Bill would
have seen the light of day far sooner than it has been seen here. On the contrary, I believe it
is the result of very hardworking community groups in the by-elections of this year, and
political parties and hardworking groups in the 3 September referendums this year. In the
fifth place, no evidence has been put forward of the sort of harassment that we are required to
see under the provisions of the Criminal Cede. On the other hand, if I am wrong about that I
invite the Government to table that evidence. In the sixth place I ani of the view - and I
believe members of the Opposition share the view - that the Electoral Commissioner should
be asked to table a report via the Minister so that we can see the origin of all the dreadful
harassment and inconvenience to which the people of this State have been subjected.

Finally I make this point to the members of the National Pirty on this side of the House: I
believe that it is in the interests of every person in this State to ensure that the Bill is rejected.
There are good reasons to believe that the National Party will be as much a victim of ts
legislation as the Liberal Party; not because it is the National Party or because we are the
Liberal Party, but because we are in Opposition. I earnestly put it to the members of the
National Party that we will all rue the day when we hand over to the Government of the day
the power to regulate whether we can or cannot raise petitions to this Parliament. If it were
not to the electoral disadvantage of the non-Government groups, we would not have seen the
Bill, and I have no doubt that within a few years' time, if the members on this side of the
House are over on that side, it would cross their minds to do a similar thing because when
people are -in Government they seem to want to do everything to secure that position and to
keep the people on the other side of the House in their position. I suppose that is human
nature.

There is no question at all that there is electoral disadvantage to the Government of the day in
the present situauion and that them is electoral advantage, arid has been, validly, to Opposition
parties. In making this appeal to members of the National Party I genuinely ask them to
consider that throughout this year, to my personal knowledge, there were people in the
metropolitan area - not Liberal supporters or voters but people who are probably mote
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akin to their political views and philosophies - who were equally adept at making the proper
and valid use of the petitions on election day, on polling day and on referendum day on
3 September. For that reason, the Opposition parties - and, indeed, those political groups
outside the Parliament who are not represented here - are in the same position. I urge
National Patty members to reject the Bill, because I feel it has the capacity in a close election
to make a difference. Up until now no-one has ever thought that Governments should
interfere with the rights of people coming to or from a polling booth. We have all accepted a
few obvious and decent ground rules, such as that one cannot follow people into a booth.

Hon ElJ Chariton: Don't you think that is inconsistent with your other point? Don't you
think that is impeding them as well?

Hon P.G. PENDAL Perhaps the member misunderstood me -.1 ami saying it is a good thing
that people cannot wander into a polling booth and stand next to the voter. I do not think that
is a good thing, and I do not think Hon Eric Chariton or anyone in this House would think it
is a good thing; but, to answer Hon Eric Charlton's question, there is no inconsistency in
saying that there should at least be a zone - in this case the six metre safety barrier - where
these people can have the last six metres to themselves.

Sitting suspended from 3.46 to 4.00 pm

I finish with a final plea to a members of this House who realise the significance of the Bill.
The fact that the Bill is a short one and had merely 10 paragraphs in its second reading ought
not to lead members into the false sense of security which says it is innocuous.. It is not
innocuous for the reasons I have given and in the absence of any evidence to the contrary I
believe members should seek to reject the Bill.

HON A.A. LEWIS (Lower Central) r4.02 pm]: I realise that Christmas is a time of good
spirits and happy thoughts, but I did not think we were going into the practical joke business.
This Bill is a practical joke.

Hon T.G. Butler: I could say something there but I will not.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Tom Butler can say as much as he likes when you, Mr President,
allow him to. The member can say what he likes, but unruly interjections - no, we cannot
have that sort of thing. Mr President, you are here to see that we do not have such unruly
interjections.

The PRESIDENT: And I will see to them.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Thank you very much, Mr President. However, cop what the second
reading of the Bill says. It reads -

The other zone relates to a polling area the boundaries of which shall be no more than
100 metres from the entrance to the polling place. That poling area will be subject to
the same prohibition on canvassing in respect of a person collecting, canvassing for,
soliciting or inviting signatures or comments for the purpose of any petition, opinion
poli or survey.

Let me refer to a couple of polling places in the bush. Let us take Wagin. One hundred
metres from the Wagin polling place there is Moran's Hotel. That hotel will have to remove
any petitions because it will be illegal to have them on display on polling day. The hotel
might have had a petition on its counter for two months but it will be subject to penalties
under the principal Act if it does not take that petition off its counters for a day. The publican
not only has to comply with the Liquor Act; he now becomes subject to this electoral emn.
There is not only a hotel within a 100 metre distance of the polling place in Wagin, there is a
laundromat, so if that laundromnat has a petition, the owners would have to remove it. There
is also a cafe, and its owners would have to remove any petitions on display, although only
for that day. In addition, Hon W.N. Stretch's office is close to the polling place.

Hon Fred McKenzie: Where does it say that in the Act?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Fred McKenzie, being an honest fellow, would have read the second
reading speech, which says -

The other zone relates to a polling area the boundaries of which shall be no more than
100 metres from the entrance to the polling place.
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Hon Fred McKenzie: I want it in the Act; second reading speeches can be interpreted in
many ways.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: That interjection is very interesting - that second reacting speeches can be
interpreted in many ways.
R-on Fred McKenzie: You have misinterpreted it.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Fred McKenzie said that the second reading speech could be
interpreted in many ways.
Hon Robert Hetherington: -Get on with the Bill.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: If second reading speeches are not meant to describe what the Bills are all
about, why do we have them? Members know that I have made this complaint before.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Ilam telling the honourable member to ignore people who are not
qualified or competent to tell him what the rules are. There is one place that you get
instructions about the rules here, and that is from me, not from anyone else.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Thank you, Mr President. I am glad you agree with me in respect of
second reading speeches. Second reading speeches tell us what we are doing with Bills. If
that is not right and if the Minister does not outline what a Bill does in his second reading
speech, then I have spent 17 years in this Parliament and I have not learnt much about it.

Hon T.G. Butler- That is true.
Hon Robert Hetherington: I did not say that.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: That interjection came from the bloke who has been here for a year or so
and has not even learnt to stand up when you, Mr President, come into the room.
Hon T.G. Butler I beg your pardon.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: People have been trying to drag him up and I think he has probably been
dragged up for years.
We all know that Hon Fred McKenzie, being an honest fellow, knows more than most that
second reading speeches are meant to tell members what is in Bills.
Hon Fred McKenzie: I just wanted you to tell me where it was in the B ill.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: I refer members to clause 5 of the Bill which reads -

Section 100 of the principal Act is amended -

(a)after subsection (1 )(h). by inserting -

(i) declare, and fix the boundaries of, a polling area for the
purposes of section 193 in relation to each polling place
appointed uinder paragraph (a) or (b) or under subsection (3).

U) cancel a declaration under paragraph (i) or amend boundaries
fixed under that paragraph;

and
(bafter subsection (3) by inserting the following subsection -

(4) A polling area declared under subsection (1)(i) in relation to a
polling place shall be adjacent to the entrance to the polling place and
no pant of the boundaries fixed under subsection (1)(i) or (j) shall be
more than 1O0 metres from that entrance.

Hon Robert Hetherington: That is one-eyed.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Yes, it is. I anm trying to explain another practical problem with the Bill,
It instructs Hon W.N. Stretch, who may legitimately have a petition or petitions displayed in
his office, to remove those petitions from public sight.
Hon Robert Hetherington; He could close the office.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: It would be typical of the Australian Labor Party to close an office
because they are seldom open anyway. They are open on polling day though, as is Hon W.N.
Stretch's office and my own office.
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Hon T.G. Butler: Where is it?
Hon A.A. LEWIS: As I have said, it is within 100 metres of the polling place. Hon Tom
Butler interjects because he realises how silly is the Bill. The Bill is haird to follow and the
provisions are difficult to put into a practical context.

Hon Fred McKenzie: You said that Moran's pl ace is declared a polling place.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is a ridiculous arguments This is covered by the insertion of section
193.
Hon W.N. Stretch: I don't think the member understands.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Oh dear! The very fair Hon Fred McKenzie has served on numerous
committees wit me; either he is playing dumb today or I have missed something in the past.
Mr McKenzie, I said that Moran's hotel was within 100 metres of the polling place. Does the
member understand? Here is the poling place and within 100 metres is the hotel. A person
would rake up to 100 strides to reach the polling booth, but the member would need to add 15
more strides to reach it.

We have been told that a member of Parliament's office should not display a petition on
polling day if the office is within 100 metres of the polling place. Is not that an unfair
restriction on a member of Parliament? Is not that an unfair restriction on a laundromat, a
hotel, a supermarket or a cafe?

Hon Fred McKenzie: It will not apply; read proposed section L93.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: 1 am glad the member said that. The way the Bill reads, Mr President,
this provision does apply.

Hon TOG. Butler: Get on with it.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Ir is all very well for Hon Tom Butler to say that, but [ have to make sure
that my argument gets through his scone. My job is to show how ludicrous is this Bill. In the
circumstances, the Bill is ridiculous. I will not be like Hon Philip Pendal -

Hon T.G. Butler: That is something.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I do not believe the Bill contains an ulterior motive- I would not think
that the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform would have any ulterior motives at
all. I believe that he is acting in good faith; so much so that he has forgotten about the
practicaliries involved. As Hon W.N. Stretch has said, the Minister needs a beard and a bag
over his shoulder to fill our stockings. Father Christmas and Hans Christian Andersen are the
only people who could possibly believe that the Bill could work in a practical sense.
Hon T.G. Butler: A clear-thinking person.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: I am waiting with bated breath to see Hon Tom Butler rise to his feet
instead of making most of his speeches on the place for which he is best known. The
member should rise and tell us, Mr President, about the pracricalities involved and where I
am wrong.

1 have dealt with Wagin. I believe it is unfair of the Governiment to take one isolated
example. When I look at. Hon Eric Charlton, I know that he is mentally going through his
electorate picking out the places where he can see problems. Thousands of problems exist.
The Police Union in Manjimup could have a petition at the police station, and that would be
illegal because the station is so close to the Manjimup polling booth. What does the Minister
mean by the word "canvassing"? Does a petition sitting on a table, with a pencil beside it,
represent canvassing? I require more infonmation. Why is the Government frightened of
petitions? Are the petitions expressions of the public's will? They are not. Anybody who is
silly enough to sign a petition is expressing his own will.

Hon T.G. Butler interjected.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I will not become pedantic about Hon Tom Butler. The member has the
opportunity - but we know that he never takes that opportunity - to get up and make a useful
contribution in this place. His whole attitude is like the ALP Government; that is, negative.
This is a negative Bill because all it attempts to do is to stop our constituents doing what they
should be allowed to do; namely, express their opinion. The next thing that we will hear is
that unless people pledge to vote Labor, or follow the ticker, they will not be allowed into the
polling booth.
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Every Labor Parry member has to sign a pledge to do as he is told, and if he does niot, he
suffers the Campbell fate. The Camnpbells are coming, but too slowly, I guess, for the Labor
Parry. A man who sticks up for a principle in the Labor Parry gets belted by his own caucus
and suspended because he has the fortitude to stand up for something that his electorate
wants. It is not the Labor Parry which elects people to Parliament, it is the people. The hide
of the Labor Party - good lord, I would have been suspended all my parliamnentray career for
that.
Hon T.G. Butler Yes, and the people there wish you had been.
Hon A.A LEWIS: I do not think that. If we were to take a straw poll I think my popularity
would be a bit better than Mr Butler's with the conservation movement and Dr David Dale at
the moment.
Hon T.G. Butler I am not too sure about that.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: I do not want to get into that sort of an argument. Let me move quickly
to Narrogin.
Hon TOG. Butler And from there on?
Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is none of the member's business. I will move around as I wish
without any direction from Hon Tom Butler. I do not take direction, like Labor Party
members do from their chairman, Because Hon Tom Butler spent so many years as the
President of the Labor Party he thinks any direction he gives will be accepted without query.
When he came to this place he discovered that he was a complete and utter query to all of us.
Irn Narrogin, again, the polling booth is in the same building as a building society, the
member for Narrogin's office and within 100 metres - I checked this with my colleague Hon
Bill Stretch - there is a chemist, a travel agent, two banks and a bottle shop. Bottle shops are
noted for petitions. What is a petition? Is it something like I signed last Christmas and won a
grog carrier from Johnunie Walker because I signed my name on a piece of paper?
lion J.N. Caldwell interjected.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Certainly not; I bought the Johnnie Walker myself. I am not like the
Government; I do not use Government money to buy booze-
Hon T.G. Butler interjected.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: If Hon Tom Butler wants me to go into a long explanation about which
ministerial officers use Government money to buy their booze I will do so, but at another
time because it has nothing to do with this Bill.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr President, I know if I move away from this Bill you will chastise me
severely.
Bottle shops are noted for having petitions for various things. My local bottle shop has them.
I am not a petition signer so I am not talking from self interest in signing petitions. I do not
believe members of Parliament should sign petitions; I think they should make laws, but the
laws they make should be laws of coniansense and practical application. It is fascinating to
see this Government wriggling like a worm on a hook.
Hon J.M. Berinson: A worm on the hoof, did you say? I am sorry, I should nor have said
that.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: It would be very rude of me, Mr President, not to answer the Leader of
the House, I am sure you will agree. I said, like a worm on a hook. The Leader of the House
knows how worms wriggle, squeal and yell.
Several members interjected.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Anybody with sensitive hearing can hear a worm, and that is like this
Government, because it can be heard when the pain hits -

Several members interjected.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: - but it cannot be heard when it is going to do the State any good. I
would like to return to the Bill without these unruly interjections.
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Hon T.G. Butler I have not said a word for five minutes.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Tom Butler said something 20 seconds ago.
Hon TOG. Butler: What did I say?
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Tom Butler said, I1 have not said a word for five minutes".
Not only is there a bottle shop, and a building society, but next to the bottle shop -

Hon T.G. Butler interjected.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr President, can I have extra time because I have to answer Hon Tomn
Butler and go back to Wagin. I was dealing with Narrogin, having finished with Wagin.
Hon Tom Butler is like the Labor Party, he is so far behind tha he has to take time to catch
UP.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I remind Hon Tom Butler that I mentioned Standing Order
No 106 to him yesterday. It is pretty early in the day and, while the penalty under that
Standing Order lessens as the day goes on, I suggest that this early in the piece it would be to
his advantage to remember that.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr President, next to bottle shops, which places have the most petitions?
Bottle shops have more petitions than members of Parliament do. However, it would be a lay
down mis~re that the next places would be video shops. What is there within 100 metres of
the Narrogin polling booth? A video shop. I have not yet mentioned the dry cleaner, the
carper shop, the restaurant and the life insurance agency, all of which may have a legitimate
reason for having a petition on the counter.
It is extremely interesting that this Government wants to stop citizens do' g what we have
been encouraging them to do, and that is legitimately to produce peritiohs which we can
present on behalf of our electors and others to this Parliament. We are encouraged to bring
forth the views of our electors. The Government has now decided that we will not be
allowed to bring forth petitions on this particular day. Where do we go from here? Do we
say that on certain holidays - perhaps Labour Day - people cannot rake up a petition within
100 metres of Trades Hall?
Hon P.G. Pendal: That is a good point.
Hart Robert Hetherington interjected.
Non A.A. LEWIS: Why should the member?
Hon Robert Hetherington: No reason.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr Hetherington would know that from time immemorial petitions have
been taken up on Labour Day within 100 metres of Trades Hall.
Hon Robert Hetherington: Are you going to take thenm up on Liberal Day too?
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Maybe, as the Liberals around here do work, it would be a good idea,
because the old idea of Labour Day was for workers, and there are not too many of them in
this place at the moment. Are we going to say that if Hon John Caldwell is in his home town
of Katanning - a very honourable man whom I have known for years, and a member of the
Katanning Club with all sorts of degres after his namne from that club - at any State election -
because this only applies to State elections -

Hon Robert Hetherington: We cannot make laws for the Commonwealth.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: The member says, "We cannot make laws". I suppose everywhere else in
Australia everyone wants to do this too?
A Government member. Probably.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: They may or they may not, but I would say that they are far too
intelligent to want to do so. There is no reason to believe that the reason that caucus
reassembled the other morning was because they were arguing about this. Obviously, they
had a barney and they had to call their members together, it is usual for the Labor Parry to
have a barney about this sont of simple thing because members like Hon Fred McKenzie and
Hon Robert Hetherington believe in the rights of citizens to petition.
Getting back to Hon John Caldweli, I amn sure that we ought to talk about the benefit in a



country town or a remote area of having a petition, even though it may not be sent to the
Federal or State Parliament, for it may be sent to the shire if people want such things as
swimming pools and hockey fields in the area. People have used this method since time
immemorial to get a feel of public opinion. Along with people like yourself, Mr Deputy
President (Hon John Williams), Hon David Wordsworth and H-on Mick Gayfer - although I
do not go into that sort of age class; maybe I am in the weight class - I have been going
around polling booths for many years and I have seen petitions for local communities at
polling booths a great number of times .
I know very little about city elections, but I do know the bush. I have travelled around
country polling booths fairly extensively and!I know that these petitions are not necessarily
ones that are critical of the State or Federal Governments, they may be positive petitions
asking for something for the community. Anybody who votes for this Bill disfranchises these
people because it is very hard to get people together in the bush. You may not know, Mr
Deputy President, but those who live in the bush know that it is hard to get a lot of people
together and polling day is one of the days that people come to a central point.

Hon H.W. Gayfer. When have you seen a petition outside a polling booth on polling day? I
have been in this game for only 27 years but I have never seen one.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is why the member has got glasses. [ have seen 100 of them myself.

Hon Neil Oliver: What about the CWA?

Hon H.W. Gayfer: What about the CWA? I have never seen one.

Hon A.A, LEWIS: Obviously. Mr Gayfer is of a totally different mind to me, and I would be
very interested to hear his contribution to this debate.

Hon H.W. Gayfer: You are like your figure: you are so far out in front that we can never
catch up with you.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: At least I have got knees. Mr Deputy President, I know that Hon Harold
Walter Gayfer and I should not be holding this discussion, but should be directing our
remarks to the Chair, but the fact is that I have seen hundreds of these petitions and Hon
Mick Gayfer has seen none. I am sure that a number of members have seen petitions at
polling booths.

Hon H.W. Gayfer: Have you seen any Mr Wenn?

Hon Doug Wenn: I have not seen any.

Hon H.W. Gayfer: What about Mr Chariton?

Hon E.J. Chariton: No.

Hon P.O. Pendal: Let me tell you that in the metropolitan area they are widespread.

Hon Doug Wenn: That would be right.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Do you think that the metropolitan voters should not get any
consideration? You really are a halfwit.

Hon A.A. LEWIS; Is it not interesting -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! It would be interesting if I could hear the speaker on
his feet, but there is far too much audible conversation preventing me from doing so.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr Deputy President, I will speak up if you wish.

If the honourable members have not seen any petitions, why do we need this Bill? Here we
have Mr Chariton, Mr Wenn and Mr Gayfer saying they have never seen a petition, so what
is the use of the Bill?

Hon Doug Wenn: It is for the metropolitan area.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Oh, so why did the Government not say the metropolitan area?

Hon Doug Wenn: Do not be foolish.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I know who the fool is here. We all know who that is. At least I can
stand up and put my point of view; I do not sit down and try to put my point of view.

This Bill will deny people the right to sign a petition. It will deny people the opportunity to
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leave petitions on their desks or on their counters for signing; in fact, they wil have to hide
them because they could not leave them in public view to encourage people to sign them.

This Government has treated the electorate abominably. The Government thinks that the
electorate does not understand that this Government has tried every possible trick to fool the
electorate. I had hoped that the lead speaker from the Opposition would say that the
Opposition would take out this ridiculous portion of the Act when it becomes the
Government next year. This Bill brings this Government and this Parliament great discredit
in that we talk in this place and deny the public the opportunity of signing a petition when
they wish.

Hon Doug Wenn: They can still sign petitions.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I will be interested to hear the comments of the Leader of the House
regarding how many people the Electoral Commissioner sued for harassment at the last State
election, and how many people were harassed into signing petitions. If nobody was sued,
why was the Electoral Conmmissioner not doing his job because it is an offence to harass
people when they are casting their vote. So do not give me that nonsense. Anyway, I do not
believe that the Electoral Commissioner had anything to do with this Bill. I know that it is a
case of that mob of gilgies in the ALP bringing forward another thing because they are
running around like headless chooks trying to rind something to distract attention from the
party's mismanagement of everything that is going on in this State that has anything to do
with the Government.

Members of the Labor Party squeal about everything that happens to them. They cannot take
any pressure at all. It is interesting to hear Hon Tom Butler's rowdy comments, not standing
in this place, but sitting as is his wont, about certain members of the Liberal Party. The
moment Dr David Dale has a view contrary to the President of the Labor Party, he talks about
chucking him out. Dr Dale is not allowed to have a view different from Hon Tom Butler's,
but that is the attitude of all bully boys.

Hon T.G. Butler: Who told you that?
Hon N.A. LEWIS: The Press. It was on the front page of the Sunday Times. It included a
photo that made Hon Tom Butler look reasonable. As I said, members of the Labor Party are
squealers. They cannot take the pressure. This is another of those Bills that proves that ts
Government is unftit to govern.

HON W.N. STRETCH (Lower Central) [4.42 pm]: 1, like my Liberal Party colleagues
who have spoken in this debate, have deep misgivings about this legislation. I believe that
everybody has the right to petition and the right to collect public opinion. As Hon Phillip
Pendal said, it is a long and hard fought for right gained over 800 years of democratic
Government. I know that people can petition Parliament on every other day of the year.
However, for mural people particularly, polling days are days on which they come together to
express their political opinions. In my electorate it is quite common, particularly at polling
booths at small schools, to see people gathering signatures for petitions to parents and
citizens' associations and other organisations, to local authorities and school councils. I have
even seen a petition to a rural organisation.

Hon Carry Kelly: They have to be collected on polling days, do they?

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I have trouble with the gentleman. I have just explained that polling
days are days on which people come together to express their political opinions. Politics are
uppermost in their minds and it is a most opportune time for signatures to be collected.

Hon Doug Wenn interjected.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: The member should be quiet because -

Hon Doug Wenn: You are a turkey.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I object to that, even though it does not worry me too much. I object
when members are presented with petitions to present to this House and they are not
presented. The member should think about that for a while.

Hon G.E. Masters: He has never done that, has he?

Hon W.N. STIRET CH: I am referring to the Bill.
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Hon G.E. Masters: I have never heard of that.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I have not, either. Nonmally, I believe a member of Parliament is
honour bound but not legally bound to present a petition. I think, therefore, that the member
should be quiet.

Where is the evidence to support the broad brush banning of such things? I hope that, when
the Minister replies, he will tell us how many complaints were received in the first 28 days
after the last election and how many were fomented by the Labor Party since the Balga by-
election at which it received such a shock. Where is the evidence of harassment? The Labor
Party is ensuring that every fraction of its support is assured at the next election if it is to be
returned to Government. It is looking under every stone to Find every legal advantage it can
find. It has found that, at the by-election, the Liberal Party - I do not know about the
National Party or other parties - and some of the smaller parties were gaining signatures for
petitions for which they were receiving support, and the Labor Party was put under pressure
because of those petitions. The Government is tying to find a way to cut off this little
festering sore that is beginning to worry it - legitimately so from its point of view, but not
from the point of view of the people who want to express opinions to the Government. There
is no factual evidence to support the Governiment's claims of harassment at polling booths. I
ask the Minister to present statistical evidence of how many complaints the Government
received within 28 days of the 1986 election, the election that has been referred to as the
reason for the Government's introducing this extraordinary legislation.

The introduction of this legislation infringes the rights of the people. The Magna Canta, a
copy of which is on the wall of this Chamber, was hard fought for.

Hon Carry Kelly: It applied only to the nobles; it did not apply to ordinary people.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Ft was the beginning of the fight back for the people's right to
representation.

Hon Carry Kelly: You would have opposed the Magna Carta if you had been round then.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I do not think I would have been the king. I would have supported it
as I support the rights of the people in my electorate to petition Parliament.

I believe this legislation is directed at rural people because that is the day on which they are
forced to gather together. It is a day on which they have a point of view and it is an ideal
climate in which to collect signatures. Those people will suffer the most because of this
legislation. Certainly, more signatures are gained in the metropolitan area, a fact evidenced
by the support for petitions at the Balga by-election. However, there are not too many
opportunities for country people to get together in a political environment and to take part in
the legislative process. This piece of nonsense is a direct attack on them.

Hon A.A. Lewis, in what I regard as an entertaining and informative speech, pointed to some
of the anomalies that the Electoral Commission has not had brought to its attention. The
banning of the collection of signatures within a 100 metre radius of a polling booth virtually
elimainates the gathering of signatures for petitions. I believe that is exactly what the Labor
Party wanted when it directed the Electoral Commission to prepare this legislation. It is an
all out attack on the conservative side of politics. It is aimed at destroying any further inroads
into the socialist system of government. The collecting of signatures for petitions is a form of
expression of political opinion which the Labor Party has now decided to eliminate because it
did not do it. This despicable piece of legislation is a shallow and fickle attack on people's
rights. It has no place on our Statute books.

Hon Carry Kelly: Should 548 be on our Statute books?

Hon P.G. Pendal: Move a motion on that and we will debate it, but don't divert attention
from this legislation.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: This legislation has no place on the Western Australian Statutes. If
the Government were dinkumn it would have established a commission of inquity into this
matter and would have referred this issue to the Federal Government for its consideration in
order that similar conditions would apply to Federal elections. The legislation is hollow and
is not backed up by statistical evidence. No-one has complained to me about the activities of
anyone collecting signatures for petitions outside polling booths. I would be interested to
hear examples from members opposite if that is the case. I would also be interested to read
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statistical evidence relating to the damage purported to have occurred regarding the rights of
voters and the way in which they have been harassed. The legislation is a nonsense and it
does not deserve the support of this H-ouse. It is- an attack on the rights of rural people to
gather and express a political opinion. It really is ani absurd situation to impose a blanket
cover of 100 metres because in some polling booths it would wipe out the entire area which is
in close proximity to the booths. Only sufficient area is available for people to walk in, pick
up a how-to-vote card, vote and then walk out again. All sorts of constraints could be
imposed. In a situation where a person meets his neighbour six metres outside the polling
boot and he discusses the events of the day, including the political events, and he expresses
a different point of view from his neighbour, would he be guilty of expressing a political
opinion? Would it constitute the harassment of a person on his way to the polling booth?
This legislation precludes people from talking to one another. Perhaps the Opposition is
drawing a long bow, but it has seen some strange things happen at polling booths in recent
times. The Opposition cannot be blamed for being suspicious about this legislation. I am
most suspicious of this legislation and I want no part in it. It is an attack on the rights of my
electors and I strongly oppose it.

HON E.J. CHARLTON (Central) [4.52 pmJ: I certainly have heard some extreme points
of view expressed on more than one occasion this afternoon. My comments will not assist
that debate. It is a shame that members have gone off on different tangents over this
legislation. Surely we could have reached a decision without such a long debate. On the one
hand some points have been made to the effect that we must respect the rights of the
individual to do what he wants to do on polling day and that we must preserve the rights of
people who have a complaint about something and who demonstrate that complaint in a
peaceful way by encouraging people to sign a petition. On the other hand, we are faced with
the problem that polling day is about electing a Government. People are required to attend a
polling booth - they are not required to vote for any candidate, but they are required to have
their name crossed off the electoral roll to record chat they have voted. Between the two
extremes we have heard members complain about the provision preventing petitions from
being presented within 100 metres of a polling booth. Notwithstanding all that has been said
this afternoon, a radius of 100 metres constitutes a fairly large area.

When members talk about different issues in this place they should put forward not only their
personal view but also the views of the people they represent. My point of view on this
legislation is that polling day is about casting a vote and we should not be involved in other
activities at the polling booth. It does not mean that someone operating from an appropriate
place further along the street cannot encourage people to express their disapproval of an
issue. Frankly, I do not see any value in petitions. If I receive five letters from constituents
about a particular issue I take more notice of the complaint than I would iff1 read 50 names on
a piece of paper. Before [ came into this place I was asked on many occasions to put my
name to a petition. Often it depends on the person asking the question and how strongly one
feels about the subject of the petition. I venture to say that many people sign petitions
because they wish to continue a happy association with the person seeking signatures, even
though they may not feel strongly about the issue. There are areas of conjecture about
canvassing petitions on polling day as well as on other days of the year. Polling day should
be for casting a vote to elect a member of a political party to Parliament. However, [ wonder
about the proposed radius of 100 metres because of the obvious ramifications of dhe
provision. I will be interested to hear the Leader of the House's comments when he replies.

In order that members understand the National Party's position, I state categorically that
members of the party have a right to vote, as all members should, according to their
conscience.

Hon G.E. Masters: Like in our party..

Hon E.J. CHIARLTON: That is right. National Party members have the right to vote in the
way they believe they should vote or the way in which the people they represent would have
them vote. When the National Party first discussed this matter it was intent on the prospect
of how-to-vote cards being taken away from the polling booths. According to the comments
made today, we looked at the legislation from a different angle from that of other members.
We were 6f the opinion that people should not be coerced in relation to any activity on
polling day. They should be given the opportuinity to carry out their right; that is, to vote.
A6552i-4
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The National Party in the other place supported this Bill, but it would like to go one step
further and remove how-to-vote cards from polling booths. It would result in people making
their own decisions about how they want to vote, and casting their preferential vote according
to their wishes. Mare than half the voting public do not understand the voting system in this
State. In many cases they cast a vote and believe that if they do not follow a pasty's bow-to-
vote card it will be an invalid vote. That is the reason the National Party reached the
conclusion that it wanted no other material distributed at polling booths or adjacent to them
on polling day.

The National Party will wait with'interest to hear the Leader of the House's reply and his
explanation of why the Government, in its wisdom, has introduced this Bill.

HON G.E. MASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [4.59 pm]: I was not going to
speak on this legislation, but I listened with interest to previous speakers arid the more I
listened and the more I read the legislation, the more I realised it is bad legislation. It seems
to me it is a desperation move by the Government of the day, and members can understand
why. The Government's stocks are lower than they have been far many years. It needs every
vote it cart obtain and obviously it considers this legislation will take votes away from the
Liberal Party.

[Questions taken.]
I-on G.E. MASTERS: We are talking about a piece of legislation which, in effect, prevents
the public from undertaking certain actions that they would wish to undertake, and I guess
that is reflected in the Government's attitude in closing questions without notice at a time
when there is only one House of Parliament in operation. One would have thought it was
reasonable -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon D. Wordsworth): Order! You are addressing the
legislation - the Electoral Amendment Bill (No 2).
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Yes, Mr Deputy President. Let me just finish by saying we are very
disappointed.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: No - the Electoral Amendment Bill (No 2).

I-on Torn Stephens interjected.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Deputy President will give the ruling, not Hon Tom Stephens.
Just in case members have forgotten how I commenced, I will start again. The introduction
of this piece of legislation is a fair indication of the desperation of the Government, knowing
very Well -

Several members interjected.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: Have members finished? We have heard a long diatribe by the
Leader of the House on how wonderfully his Government is operating at a time when there is
a mountain of accusations of political corruption - the misuse and abuse of the public purse as
never seen or heard of before -

Several members interjected.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: - so the Government had to take some other actions which would
perhaps earn or save it a few votes. The Government knows, and I am sure everyone in this
House knows, that this piece of legislation has been introduced for one purpose only; that is,
to cost the Opposition parties votes - and I am not saying just the Liberal Party; I am saying
there is a possibility of that happening to the National Party as well. Over a period of time
the Liberal Party, certainly, has used to some effect the opportunity of people going to the
polling booth to record its concerns by way of petitions.

Hon Ganry Kelly interjected.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I can keep going - the member should just carry on. It is quite
obvious that the Government is desperately worried about the outcome of the next State
election and it is significant that this legislation is commanding a high priority on the
Government's program to get legislation through at this time. We know that the Parliament
is in its death throes; -

Hon S.M. Piantadosi: You certainly are.
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Hon G.E. MASTERS: - we know very well that the very minute the Supply Bills go through
the Government will close the House and prorogue the Parliament. That is our view. I was
encouraged today to hear the Leader of the House say that he would use all his powers to
persuade his Government not to prorogue Parliament so that the Select Committee inquiring
into the events surrounding the SEC's $15 million cheque could continue, but it is interesting
that members opposite place such high priority on this legislation. I suggest to members chat
some of the other legislation on the Notice Paper could well go by the board if the
Govemnment gets its Supply Bills through. It is obvious that it is of some importance to dhe
Government at this time to make sure that the Opposition parties - the Liberal Parry and the
National Party - do not take advantage of the opportunity of conducting a petition or a survey
on olling-daizrior-around-polling-booths.
We all know that the demise of the Government in a few weeks is something that will not be
avoided and that the Goverment is at this moment grasping at straws. Anything that will
help it win a few votes will be gratefully received. That is what this Bill is all about- It
prevents any party from attempting to invite from the public signatures, or comnments, or
petitions, or surveys, or opinion polls. [ understand a line will be drawn around polling
booths which will be 100 metres from the polling booth. I think it is very important for us to
consider the arguments put forward by Hon Sandy Lewis.
Hon Sandy Lewis raised some questions about how the line will be drawn around the polling
booth. Perhaps my reading is not exactly the same as his, but we need to make reference to
that clause, although we need not debate it in full now because it can be dealt with in the
Committee stage. However it is interesting that clause 5 says -

A polling area declared under subsection (l)(i) in relation to a polling place shall be
adjacent to the entrance to the polling place and no part of the boundaries fixed under
subsection (1 )(i) or U) shall be more than 100 metres. from that entrance.

The important words are, "shall be more than 100 metres from that entrance." From that, I
would like the Minister to consider the arguments put forward. I understood Hon Sandy
Lewis to interpret that clause as meaning there will be a circle drawn around the polling
booth and everything in that circle will be included. By using the words "shall be" more than
100 metres, does that mean chat the Electoral Office can draw a line around buildings? In
other words, it will not be fixed but could vary. It could go around certain properties and
take into account only the areas the public use in approaching a polling booth.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Prior to the dinner suspension I was talking about clause 5. I will not
go into detail about that clause because it will be debated in the Committee stage. However, I
was following through on the comments made by Hon Sandy Lewis about the way this clause
could be interpreted. He placed one interpretation on the clause; I suggest theme are a number
of interpretations. I amn concerned about the definition of the polling area, I wonder how the
reference in the Bill to 100 metres. from the polling booth will be interpreted. Will it include
private property or is it simply a radius to be drawn around the polling booth? Will it include
the roadways and public property, with private property excluded? In other words, it may be
that my interpretation is it will not strictly be 100 metres. but a maximum of 100 metres,
which can be varied to suit the circumstances. Hon A.A. Lewis referred to some examples of
extraordinary circumstances. If a person had a property, whether shop, private house or
whatever, close to the polling booth - certainly within the 100 metres - and the line were not
drawn to include that private property, I suppose someone could conduct a petition from their
garden or have it on their front gate and could encourage people as they voted to take certain
action. I am sure some people would take advantage of this if they wished to do so.
The interpretation seems too wide and too open to abuse. In my view it is unrealistic to
simply draw a radius of 100 metres arounid the polling booth and say, "Right, no petitions,
surveys or opinion polls are to be conducted in that 100 metres." I think this Government
will have a great deal of difficulty in making the legislation work and stick. Earlier I said the
reason the Government introduced this legislation was obviously to disadvantage the
Opposition parties, not just the Liberal Party but also the National Party. This legislation
would certainly disadvantage the Liberal Party in light of recent events where, for example, it
had some success in the B alga election when running a petition which was of concern to the

6071



voters. The Government believes other political panies might take the same approach and so
it is saying, "it is not going to be; we do not believe it should happen." The main reason is
simply because it will advantage the Opposition parties on the day. The Government
recognises it now has nothing to offer. There is no point in the Government's running a
petition; if it ran a survey, that survey would be discredited from the word go. If the
Government had a petition, what would it have on it? The Government has nothing at all
which is of value, nor is there anything the Government would want to hear from the
electorate which would be to its advantage, when one considers the inadequacies of its
administration and some of the shameful acts discussed over recent times.
This legislation is an infringement of people's rights and privileges. I believe that if people
choose to sign a petition at a polling booth they ought to be able to do so. It is not an excuse
at all to say there has been and may be harassment. The Government, when introducing this
legislation both here and in the other place, gave no example at all of any harassment. If
there have been any complaints, we are surely entitled to hear about them. If there have been
any complaints of a serious nature, the Government could have applied the law and had those
people prosecuted. That has not occurred because there has been no harassment. It is just an
excuse put forward by this Government when introducing this legislation to get it through the
Parliament. Earlier in respect of harassment the comment was made that we have all been
heavily involved in campaigning for elections and so on over the years. There could be
nothing worse than running the gauntlet of a dozen people, all with how-to-vote cards, lining
the footpaths as people come down to vote.

Hon Garry Kelly: You were against puffing party designation on ballot papers.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I think the member should look at the debate on that electoral Bill. If
the member read the debate on that legislation, he would find we did support it.

Hon Ganry Kelly: Eventually.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: It is quite obvious the honourable member either was not listening to
the debate on that legislation at that time or he has conveniently forgotten it. [ guess that is
par for the course for members opposite. However. I will get back to the important point,
which is the reason for introducing this legislation. The Government says it is because there
were suggestions of harassment when petitions are drawn up. That is not the case. I put it to
the House that how-to-vote cards are far more difficult for the public to face up to than a
petition which people are invited to sign. People make that choice. There is no suggestion
of, "You must do this" or "There is a need to." We have to get back to the voting system
anyway. People who go to polling booths - either at State or Federal elections; in this case a
State election - do so because they are told to do so. Hon Phillip Pendal made the point that
people are told to go to a palling booth and cast their vote. I support Hon Phillip Pendal
when he says he has some reservations about the compulsoty voting system, because I do too.
I am not at all sure we should not seriously consider the other option, which is voluntary
voting. I can see Hon John Halden smiling; I cannot imagine why he would: Does he not
thinkc it is a reasonable proposition that people can make that choice?

Hon John Halden: No I don't.

Hon T.G. Butler: Is this your hidden agenda?

Hon G.E. MASTERS: I have just said I think we ought to seriously consider that option. I
do not know how many countries have a compulsory voting system. I can tell Hon Tom
Butler that I shall not be here after the next election; I am puffing my own view. I am in a
wonderful position because 1, like all members on my side of the House, can commient on
matters I feel strongly about without being hauled over the coals and being told I am no
longer a member of the Liberal Party -

Hon T.G. Butler: Because you haven't got the guts.

Hon G.E. MASTERS: There he is, the President of the State Labor Party, standing over
people who dare for one moment to stand up and say, "I don't agree." There is poor Dr Dale
being threatened with expulsion, and Hon Tom Butler says we do not have the guts. I ask
Hon Tom Butler to tell me when he has attempted, or thought about, crossing the floor to
make a conscience vote? The member is not allowed to do that. He has never been able to
do that; he hates people who do that. But let us get back to the problem.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us get back to the Bill.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: I understand the Government is embarrassed by its own actions; the
way it stands aver its members; the way it threatens or throws members out of the party. But
that is part of the Labor Party's system, and its big weakness.
Under the present system, which allows petitions ' to be taken up around polling booths, there
is no indication of intimidation or harassment, or evidence of people being threatened. The
people choose whether to sign a petition. I know that goes badly with people like Hon Tom
Butler who likes to tell people what to do; that is his history with his involvement in the
union movement, and as President of the Labor Party. We should all feel sorry for those sorts
of people.
Mr President, the big difference between our party and the Labor Party, and the big
difference between the National Party and the Labor Party, is that we believe that people are
able to make a choice.
Several members interjected.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: That does not go down too well with members opposite.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I remind members that they should come to order.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Mr President, I will finish my remarks by reminding members on the
other side that we are supposedly living in a free country where people are able to make a
choice. That is something that members opposite will never understand. At the moment, the
public are told they must vote, and yet when they go to the polling booth any political party,
big or small - not just the Liberal Party or the National Party - which dares to organise a
petition at the polling booth is to be told that is out of order. All that party wit the petition
would be asking the public to do, if they choose, is to sign a petition for one reason or
another. It is a reasonable proposition, but it is understandable that Government members
and the Labor Government would not like it. This is a desperate move by the Government.
To use Hon Phillip Pendal's words, it is a denial of natural justice. We have always been
proud of the fact people are able to sign a petition, if they wish, and to present that petition to
Parliament.
Several members interjected.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: I can understand members' shouting and raving but, Mr President, we
say it is quite wrong. Government members are chattering away over there - because they
have nothing better to do.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Those members do not have the guts to stand on their feet and make a
speech.
The PRESIDENT: Order?
Hon G.E. MASTERS: Those same members turn their backs on their traditional constituents.
They go along with their rich mates because they think that they can stay in power. But of
course their rich mates are turning their backs and so are the traditional constituents. We are
talking about the public of Western Australia - the Government's traditional supporters, in
many cases - who are now not to be allowed to sign a petition, even if they choose to do so,
around polling booths on the day of the election. The Labor Party has sold itself off for a pot
of gold; it is power at all costs as far as it is concerned.
Mr President, I appeal to members to think very seriously about the legislation before the
Legislative Council at this time. We are denying people natural justice. There is nothing
wrong at all with any political party, big or small, if it sees fit, organising a petition and
inviting people to choose whether to sign the petition. Members opposite are saying people
should not have that right and should not be able to make that choice. At the same time,
members opposite are bleating and saying that the public should be compelled to vote. That
is a contradiction; surely the public are entitled to make those decisions. I implore members
to think seriously about the B ill because the Government has moved this legislation for a very
good reason; that is, to deny the Opposition parties a vote at the next State election, and
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to pick up a few desperately needed votes which will not save the Government but which will
deny people their just rights.
HON DOUG WENN (South West) [7.44 pmn]: Like the Leader of the Opposition, I had not
intended to speak tonight. But, unlike him, I rise to support the Bill.

Hon G.E. Masters: Surprise! Surprise!

Hon P.C. Pendal: Surprise! Surprise!

Hon DOUG WENN: Is that not interesting? I have barely spoken three words and members
opposite have reacted already. I am a backbencher and yet the frontbenchers opposite are
frightened already.

In the almost three years that I have been a member of Parliament, I have never heard such
garbage from the Opposition as I have heard tonight. The provisions of the Bill are obvious.
It requires that people with petitions should stand back 100 metres and not enter any area
where people have something else on their minds, such as picking the right person for whom
to vote. If members opposite are concerned about that, the reason is obvious: Members
opposite will remain on that side of the House for another four years. All the Opposition has
done so far is make the point that the public is being denied access to petitions. The Bill does
not make that provision at all. The Bill provides that anyone can have a petition so long as
they remain 100 metres away from a polling booth.

Hon P.C. Pendal: How paternalistic can you be?
Hon DOUG WENN: Members opposite have missed the point; they have run around in
circles. I have never heard such garbage as I have heara-tonight on this Bill. This proves to
me why members opposite will remain on that side for another four years. I had not intended
to speak on the Bill tonight but I was forced into the situation.
Hon G.E. Masters: You will be in trouble. Mr Berinson is not happy at all.

Hon DOUG WENN: I had no option but to ruse and speak because of the normal carry on by
Opposition members; they make scurrilous innuendos without any proof. Hon Bill Stretch
accused me earlier this evening of not presenting petitions to this House. Mr President, I
have never reached the stage where a petition given to me by constituents - and by
constituents in Hon Bill Stretch's electorate - has not been presented to this House without
good reason. On two occasions I could not carry out the presentation of petitions. The first
time was when the heading of a petition was not properly made out and would not be
acceptable to this House; I have the second page of that petition in my office if Hon Bill
Stretch wants to look at it. I rang the organisers and explained to them the reasons for not
presenting the petition, and they were happy with that. The second time I could not present a
petition was the most recent occasion when a petition was given to me by a group of people
from Nannup. That time, I was advised by the Clerk that I could not present the petition to
this place because it was made out to the Legislative Assembly. Standing Orders state that if
a petition is not correctly addressed to the right House it cannot be presented, so if a petition
is made out to the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly it cannot be presented to this House.
The Opposition is grasping at straws when it reaches this stage.

Point of Order

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr President, I thought the Bill was about distances from polling booths.
The member should stick to the provisions, as have other speakers.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The fact of the matter is that members have wandered far and
wide on the Bill - far outside the 100 metres - during the course of debate. Therefore, Hon
Doug Wenn is not contravening the mles at the moment. However, it is time to remind the
member that he has to speak to the Bill. I suggest he does that.

Debate Resumed

Hon DOUG WENN: Thank you, Mr President, I will return to the Bill. My point is already
on the record and it is that every Opposition member who has risen to speak on this Bill has
not spoken to the Bill at all. They keep saying, "You cannot have petitions" but continually
ignore the fact that that is only within 100 metres from the polling booth. Hon Gordon
Masters -
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Hon A.A. Lewis interjected.
Hon DOUG WENN: - asked who would judge the situation. Ever since I have been
involved in politics, which is before I became a candidate myself, when I was helping other
candidates like David Smith, the member for Mitchell and Phil Smith, the member for
Bunbury - two very worthy members of Parliament - I have seen that it comes down to the
discretion of the person in charge of the booth when deciding on matters like the distance of
six metres from the booth for people handing out how-to-vote cards.

Hon A.A. Lewis interjected.

Hon DOUG WENN: I am absolutely sure, irrespective of the person behind me trying to
interject, which he continually does whenever I get to my feet - it seems to be the only time
he comes back to his seat - that the Opposition is grasping at straws. I am convinced that the
mob on the Opposition side of the House will be there for another four years and, I believe,
four years after that. I support the Bill.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS - PETITION
Pine Plandings, Nannup Valley - Not Presented

HON W.N. STRETCH (Lower Central) [7.51 pm] - by leave: [ thank Hon Doug Wenin for
raising his complaint so promptly. I apologise if I have wronged him. I raised the matter in
response to an unnuly interjection during my speech concerning the way petitions are handled
in this House. I raised the point because, when working in my electorate, I received
informnation that a constituent had presented a petition to Parliament concerning pine
plantings in the Nannup Valley. I said that, to the best of my knowledge, no such petition
had ever been presented. I was told that it must have been presented, because it had been sent
to Hon Doug Wenn. The next time I was in Perth I checked with the Council Papers Office
and found that the petition had not been presented. I rang the person in question and told her
the petition had not been presented at all. Of course, I was not aware of the circumstances
that caused it not to have been presented. The lady said that Mr Wenn's office had assured
her that it had been sent and presented.
I suppose there is fault on two counts. The lady in question was not aware that the petition
had not been properly presented in the Legislative Council. I assume from what the member
said that it has since been presented in the Assembly and, if that is so, [ apologise. I said
what I said in good faith on the evidence in front of me.

I take petitions very seriously and I believe all. members should. If I have wronged the
member I apologise, but on the evidence presented to me I have no option but to pursue the
matter. I would be pleased if the member could tell me whether the petition has been
presented. The subject matter of the petition was very serious and the people were entitled to
have it sent forward. It has not been sent back to them for the front page to be amended. I
think we can sort this out. I thatk the indulgence of the House for allowing me to make that
explanation.

HON DOUG WENN (South West) [7.54 pmJ: I seek Leave to make a statement in
clarification.

The PRESIDENT: The member may use Standing Order No 77 to be heard again to explain
himself in regard to some part of his speech which may have been misquoted or
misunderstood. Under that Standing Order the member is allowed to make such a statement
and does not have to seek leave to do so.

Hon DOUG WENN: I was telephoned about the petition and accepted that I would present-
it. I am at fault for not reading the heading on the petition, and I take the blame for that. The
fact is that I rang the individual back. Perhaps Hon Bill Stretch was talking to someone
entirely different. I was not able to present the petition to this House on the advice of the
Clerk.

I asked Mr Evans, the member for Warren, to present the petition but he was not available. I
was determined to have it presented to Parliament and I asked Phil Smith, the member for
Bunbury, to do so. I received the petition on a Friday and presented it to Phil Smith the
following Tuesday, and he presented it to Parliament the day after, the Wednesday. That
petition was definitely presented to the Legislative Assembly.



ELECTORAL AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)
Second Reading

Debate resumed.

HON MARGARET McALEER (Upper West) [7.55 pm]: Prom the point of view of my
province this Bill seems to be misguided, if not frivolous. I have been Mround the polling
booths in Greenough, Moora and Geraldton - the same sort of country as that which Hon
M~ick Gayfer must come across - for the last 18 years in State and Federal elections and do
not recollect any survey on a petition at a palling booth or near it during that rime. The
important year, according to the second reading speech, is that of the last election in 1986.
As far as I am concerned, conditions were exactly the same then, and certainly my
constituents were not being harassed by petitions or surveys then. I have heard that since
then, during the Balga by-election, a successful petition was raised which people were very
anxious to sign and did so in great numbers. One cannot say that that was a question of
harassment, if people wanted to sign it.

One may say, and I think all members will have had this experience with petitions, that on the
whole people who are interested will readily sign petitions and do not feel put upon when
asked to do so. We have many petitions which bear witness to this. One of the most famous
petitions, which was not taken up at a palling booth, was that which referred to the Frenmantle
railway, and that was a petition which the ALP was very proud to present to Parliament.

If my constituents, like anybody else, feel harassed it is because they have to go to the polling
booth at all. As has been mentioned many times, they feel that compulsory voting is a chore
which they would rather do without. I do not say that I totally agree, or think that non
compulsory voting would be a great success. I cannot help thinking of the results of so many
local government elections which cause one to doubt the success of non compulsory voting in
Australia.. However, we are one of the very few countries in the world where voting is
compulsory, and if people and democracies can survive in other countries without
compulsory voting I am sure we would be able to in Australia.

If one really wants to look at an example of harassment one has only to look at the situation
of a. person who is unlucky enough to be in a house which is selected by the Australian
Bureau of Statistics for the purpose of seeking information from its occupants. My
household in Perth was unlucky enough to be selected some years ago. There were questions
asked relating to employment, the hours worked and income received. I was always at the
House, my husband was at home because he had retired, and he had to keep returning the
same answers at regular intervals saying that he was retired and not, therefore, earnting any
wages. My husband could not answer for me and my hours because they varied. He became
a trifle irritated by the constant visits of the people carrying out the survey. In the end we
arranged that they would ring me up at the House, because I was the only variable who was
earning an income. So, for months there had to be some arrangement between me and the
person who was doing the survey so that I could give answers to questions such as the
number of hours I worked every week and the amount of money I was receiving. I do not say
that I objected very strongly, but it was a chore for all concerned and caused an extraordinary
irritation to my husband who is not so patient in these matters.

I believe that the question which Hon Phillip Pendal asked is germane to the Bill. We do
need examples of the quantity and quality of the harassment suffered during the 1986
election, and I very much hope that the Leader of the House will be able to produce some
answers during his speech.

HON J.NI. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [8.01 pm]:
When I was setting up today's agenda, I tentatively calculated that this Hill would take about
an hour. Hon Sandy Lewis told me that I was fooling myself and that three or four hours was
closer to the mark. I took that to be one of his legendary tall tales.

Hon P.G. Pendal: It proves his judgment.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: In the event Mr Lewis was right and I was wrong. I can only console
myself with the thought that once in five or six years is not that bad an average. This has
been a really surprising debate given the narrowness of the issue with which it deals as
against the range of debate it has encouraged. We were asked to accept that, far firom the B ill
being a small one relating to the ability of people to do certain things within a very small area
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on particular days, it constitutes nothing less than a threat to the fabric of our democratic
society. Hon Bill Stretch went so far as to say that it posed a treat to 800 years of
democracy, caking us back to the twelfth century.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Just back to the frst White Act.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: That was a bit awesome. Hon Phillip Pendal saw in ths benign
measure a threat -

Hon P.G. Pendal: The silver tongued devil!

Hon J.M. BERINSON: - to the rule of natural justice though the connection between the two
is elusive. But perhaps the theme that was repeated most regularly by members opposing the
Bill was that we should maintain an unfettered right to petition Parliament. I put it to the
House very clearly that there is nothing in this Bill to prevent people petitioning Parliament.
Nothing is further from the Government's mind than that there should be any such restriction,
and the fact of the matter is that nothing in this Bill would cause such a restriction.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Yes there is.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Of course, the Parliament remains open to any petitioner and
limitless possibilities remain for people wishing to collect petitions, even with these very
small restrictions proposed by the Bill.
The questions of harassment were taken up and I was asked to quantify them. I cannot
quantify them. It is a matter of observation by people. We know quite well that there has
been nothing in the nature of police supervision of these activities, and it has not been
regarded as the sont of activity which should attract the sanctions of the Criminal Code.
Hon P.O. Pendal: Then why change the nature of the law?

Hon I.M. BERINSON: But there is a different question involved in allowing it to be
implemented by way of an electoral Act which seeks to organise and specify approved and
disapproved activities in relation to election activities.

Hon W.N. Stretch: You have had all the dinner hour to ask the commissioner how many
letters of complaint were received which was a question I asked. How many written
complaints did he receive in the 28 days after the 1986 election?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: This is not a statistical exercise.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Ask the commissioner how many letters he received.

Hon P.G. Pendal: It is a bigger tort than we thought.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: It is a question which asks whether people who are going about the
business of casting votes should be free from harassment on other issues at that time.

Hon W.N. Stretch: How many letters of complaint were received?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: In other words, whether people engaged in an election should not be
distracted by peripheral matters at the very point where they are approaching the polling
booth. Restrictions of one sort of another are not unusual. Reference was made to
section 192A of the Electoral Act, and I do not think that any speaker who spoke against this
motion suggested that section 192A should be repealed. Apparently that is regarded as a
reasonable limitation on activities during polling day, and I think it is. That is all that is
involved here. There is nothing draconian about the measure and there is no threat to
democracy. It is simply a matter of allowing people who are going to vote to do so with a
minimum of distractions and harassment.

A number of questions were raised as to the nature and effect of the polling area which is
provided by this Bill. The polling area that is subject to the restrictions on petitioners etc
shall be adjacent to the entrance to that building or structure, and no part of the boundaries
fixed for the polling area shall be more than 100 metres from the entrance to that building or
structure. As all members have clearly gathered, the 100 metres is the maximum. In some
cases it will not be necessary to use the maximum allowable distance of 100 metres from the
entrance to the polling place. The entrance may be within 100 metres of a public road and
houses and other buildings, and it is not intended to have them included in the restricted
polling area. A number of speakers referred to the problem of buildings and roads. -
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,;on Eric Charlton was one of them and I think Hon Sandy Lewis was another. It is not
proposed that those buildings should be included, but footpaths would be.

Hon E.J. Charlton: Therefore, it is only on public space?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: It is a little more complicated than that. In the course of second
reading debate I do not have the same access to advisers thai I will have during the
Committee stage and I will be happy to pursue that at that point.

Hon A.A. Lewis: You had the whole of dinner time.

Hon J.M. BERLLNSON: Having suggested earlier that this is a simple Bill which does not
require excessive debate, I think I should take some notice of my own comments and restrict
them to that extent.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and a division taken with the followintg result -

Ayes (15)
Hon 3.M. Bennsfon Hon H.W. Gayfer Hon Robert Hetherington Hon S.M. Piancadosi
Hon 3.M. Brown Boo John Haiden Hoc Gaury Kelly Hon Tom Stephens
Hen T.G. Butter Hon Kay Haliahan Hon Tom McNeil Hon Fred McKenzie
Hon Graham Edwards Hon Tom Helm Hon Mark Nevill (Teller)

Noes,(12)

Hon CJ1. Bell Hon N.R. Moore Hon D.J. Wordsworth
Hon E.J. Chaulton Hon Nedl Oliver Hon Margaret McAleer
Hon A.A. Lewis Hon P.C. Pendal (Teller)
Hon P.K. Lockyet Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon G.E. Masters Hon John Williams

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Hon D.K. Darn Hon Barry House
Hon B.L. Jones Hon Max Evans
Hon Doug Wean Han 114. Caldwell

Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Hon D.J. Wordsworth) in the Chair; Hon J.M. Berinson
(Leader of the House) in charge of the Bill.

Clause[1: Short title -
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I an sorry that the Bill has reached this stage. I thank Hon Eric
Charlton for supporting the arguments advanced by this side of the Chamber. It is
extraordinary that the Bill has passed the second reading stage when the Minister admitted
that not only can he not supply the information which was the justification for introducing the
Bill, but also that the information does not even exist. The second reading speech and the
justification for the eml - [ hope all members understand this -

Hon J.M. Berinson: Information does exist.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: Why has the Minister not given it to us?
Hon J.M. Berinson: Because it is not statistical information.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: Absolute rubbish. The Minister has told us that he cannot quantify it.
Hon JLM. Berinson: That is right. In other words, we don't have statist ics.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: In other words, the Minister does not have evidence and if he does not
have evidence he should not have introduced the Bill. It is a phoney Bill put forward on a
phony argument and it is so typical of this Government.
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Hon Garry Kelly: Stop being petulant.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: It is typical of the sont of non-argument that the Government is sadly
able to rely on to get legislation passed. Hon J.M. Berinson told us that he could not quantify
the complaints. He could not ask the Electoral Commission to produce any letters because

-there are not any. He told us five minutes ago that it was a matter of "observation". Who did
this great observation? Did the Government have people running around on election day?
Has the Electoral Commission so little to do that it has officers observing these things on
election day? Because, again, those were the words he used. It is funny that no-one else in
the community observed the harassment. I amn genuinely astonished to think that members
can pass a Bill when the Minister's justification for introducing it does not exist. It is a
fabricated Bill. Someone has dream: up a reason to introduce a Bill for political purposes.
That person fabricated the reasons. As I said, it is a dishonest Bill. Does it not bother
members that they have been told untruths?

Point of Order

Ron H.W. GAYFER: Will this Opposition frontbencher be allowed to continue with this
tirade in the debate on this clause? We had this debate a: the second reading stage.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: We are debating clause 1, thank you very much.

Hon Tom Stephens: You are reflecting on a decision of the Chamber.

The CHAIRMAN: I request Hon P.O. Pendal not to refer to mnembers' telling untruths. He
is allowed a certain amount of freedom in debating the short title of the Bill, but we do not
want another second reading debate.

Comm'ittee Resumed
Hon P.G. PENDAL: Mr Chairman, you have to agree -

Hion Mark Nevill: He does not have to agree with anything.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: - that my speech so far has been confined to commenting on the
remarks made by the Leader of the House in responding to the second reading debate and his
lack of response in that debate. I suggest that what members of the Government find
uncomfortable is that they are being told the truth. The Leader of the House said that he
could not quantify the complaints, and neither could the Electoral Commission. If that is not
a corruption of ideas, I do nor know what is. The introduction of this Bill was based on the
Leader of the House's admission five minutes ago that the evidence did not exist which he
claimed in his second reading speech did exist. We were told in that speech that evidence of
certain practices being carried out on election day in 1986 were the basis for the introduction
of the Bill. That is patently untrue.

We were also told in the second reading speech about the harassment of people on election
day. I ask the Leader of the House to show me the evidence that section 98 of the Crim-inal-
Code has been breached. He is also the Minister in charge of that code and has had the
temerity to come in here and tell us untruths about harassment.

The CHAIRMLAN: Order! The member is not allowed to say that the Leader of the House
camne into this place telling untruths.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: The Leader of the House has come into this place deliberately giving
misinformation to the House. That is what it amounits to. Otherwise he would have told the
Chamber 10 minutes ago that he had the answers for Hon Bill Stretch, Hon Eric Charlton and
me, but he does not have those answers. Members on this side of the Chamber do not say
that the Bill is necessary because of the rorts on election day. That is what the Leader of the
House said, yet when the Opposition challenged him he found he had been caught out not
being able to back up the Bill. It does not say very much for the Government's respect for
public servants when it is prepared to bring a public servant to this Chamber - the position of
adviser to the Leader of the House in respect of this Bill should have been given to a political
adviser and not to someone respected by members from both sides of the Chamber - to assist
the Leader of the House in the debate when no evidence has been adduced in the Chamber
along the lines that the Opposition is entitled to know about. It is a dreadful reflection on the
Governiment for the way in which it views public servants who fill high positions in this State
and who are respected by both sides of the Chamber. I do not envy those public servants who
are being compromised by the Government in that way.
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Bearing in mind that we have spent five hours debating this important Bill, the Leader of the
House gave a cursory response to the second reading debate - a five minute bit of lethargy.
Hon Mark Nevil: You are being repetitious.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: If the member thinks I am being repetitious he knows where the door is.
Several members interjected.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I have all night. We witnessed a perfunctory performance from the
Leader of the House during which he said he could not quantify the reason for the Bill. In his
cavalier way he said that he could not give the facts to the Chamber and that it was a matter
of observation. Members should listen to the temerity of this: The Leader of the House said
that on election day people should not be distracted by peripheral matters. What a great
democrat the Leader of the House would be. Who can say what is and what is not a
peripheral matter?
Hon J.M. Berinson: We ar saying petitions ar peripheral.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: The Opposition will take the opportunity to remind people of the
sanctimonious members who come into this Chamber saying they stand for people's rights at
election time. It is a disgraceful argument to make. Is the Leader of the House saying that
people who go about the business of collecting signatures for petitions to present to this
Parliament are involved in peripheral matters?
Hon Tom Stephens: Peripheral to the election.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I am prepared to accept the remarks made during the second reading
debate by Hon Mick Gayfer and Hon Margaret McAleer. I accept that they believe that the
matters contained within the legislation do not have a great deal of effect on the people in the
bush.
Hon H.W. Gayfer: I cannot see anything in it.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I hope the members concerned will make a judgment during the course
of the Committee debate because it is still not too late to dispose of the Bill. I genuinely hope
those members will take the view that it will affect people in the bush and if they do not I
hope that at least they will accept that it will affect people in the metropolitan area and it has
been a facility used by people who have the same political philosophy as Hon Mick Gayfer.
I have no other means of making an appeal to the members who voted for the second reading
except during the debate on the short tide. I accept that some members saw the need to
support the second reading. That has often been the case in this place - members have been
prepared to support the second reading of a Bill in order to have a closer look during the
Committee stage at the matters contained in the legislation. I ask Hon Tom McNeil and Hon
Mick Gayfer to accept my word that the legislation does affect the people in the metropolitan
area in the same way that I accept their word that it does not affect people in the country.
We are now in an election environment and not only those members who supported the
second reading but also those members who did not support it know that throughout this State
there are all sorts of political parties bobbing up and I refer to the citizens' initiated referenda
group and other groups active in the south of the State. I guarantee that people belonging to
those groups will make the same sont of use of the facility in the country which has been used
in the metropolitan area in recent years. I earnestly appeal to Hon Mick Gayfer to consider
what I am saying.
During the Committee debate other matters will be raised in relation to the state of the
boundaries. I do no more now than to comment on the response by the Leader of the House
to what is supposed to be serious debate. He gave no justification at all for the legislation and
I ask members to remember that when the Leader of the House was asked to provide facts
associated with the Bill he had to admit that no such facts were in existence.

Hon J.M. Beiinson: No statistical facts.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I ask the Leader of the House to give some facts - something that
resembles a fact. He has proved, not by what he said but by his short reply, that there are no
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facts. The Leader of the House was embarrassed to tell members that the so-called facts in
his second reading speech were not facts. It reflects no credit on the Leader of the House,
who introduced the Bil, when he has to admit there is no justification for the legislation.

Hon J.M Berinson: That is not true.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: I give the Leader of the House the opportunity to put on the Table of
the House the files of the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform to allow members
to read the evidence which fanned the basis for this Bill. The Leader of the House cannot do
that because the evidence does not exist. I implore members who voted for the second
reading to reconsider the situation and I again draw their attention to the fact that the
evidence has not been produced.

Hon J.M. BERJ.NSON: One of the problems is that Hon Phil Pendal's view of a fact is
something that is capable of being counted. That seems to have been the major difference
between both sides of the Chamber in this debate. According to Hon Phil Pendal, unless the
Government can provide statistics which show the number of people apprehended by the
police or the electoral officers, or provide the records showing the names of the people that
have been counted by returning officers, there is no fact. There are facts other than statistical
facts; there are facts based on observation and experience. Those are the sorts of facts on
which this Bill is based.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Would you document them?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: When the second reading was introduced it was stated that during the
last election it was evident at many polling places that canvassing for petitions caused some
problems and inconvenience. The phrase "it was evident" does not lend itself to numerical
analysis. It is something that is observed. We do not need policemen or electoral officers to
do that - I have observed it myself.

Hon P.G. Pendal: We have someone who actually observed it!

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Our experience with this sort of activity is limited; we have much
longer experience, for example, with the handing out of how-to-vote cards at polling booths.
Does MW Pendal deny that a number of people coming to vote prefer not to have a how-to-
vote card thrust at them? Does he deny that other people, having accepted a card from the
party representative of their choice, make it very clear that they do not want others? Again, I
say that we do not need policemen to count the numbers involved and we do not need
officials. We need only our own powers of observation. [ have been handing out how-to-
vote cards for about 35 years. In all that time I do not believe there has been a single
occasion on which I personally have not observed the very sort of reaction to the distribution
of how-to-vote cards to which I have referred. That is the situation that we are dealing with
in this Bill1.

It is a relatively new development but it is another cause for people to be held up on their way
in to vote, in some cases to be visibly confused as to the connection between what they are
being asked to do with the petition and what they are being invited to do with a how-to-vote
card and, eventually, with the ballot paper. I say in that respect also that I have observed
confusion. I cannot count it; but I have seen it. That is what the Bill sets out to overcome. In
effect, we are having a rerun of the main Bill. As nothing further can be said on the
principles involved, the Chamber should express its view.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Over the years I have developed a certain amount of respect for the
Leader of the House's debating ability and his deductions, but the fact that he said it was
evident that people were confused and disturbed by petitions at the polling place makes me
wonder. The Government has brought in electoral legislation under which we will have
Senate-type how-to-vote cards. In Federal elections I have noticed many people completely
and utterly confused by the huge ballot papers on which they are asked to vote for a Senate
election. I am only drawing the comparison between the Senate election and what will
happen because hundreds of thousands of people will be confused when receiving their how-
to-vote cards under the new electoral legislation. T'he Leader of the House is trying to tell us
that petitions will confuse people.

Hon J.M. Berinson: To be fair, you have to have your ballot paper, confusing or not, you
have to have it. That does not have to be compounded with other irrelevant material.
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Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is a very interesting comment, especially coming from the Leader of
the House.
Hon Garry Kelly: As usual.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is very true. I am not reflecting on the Leader of the House; I am
just reflecting on his argument, which is shocking.

Hon Tom Helm: What is your reflection?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: My reflection is that here we have a leader of this place who talks about
confusion at the polling place and about petitions confusing electors at the polls. I hope I am
not rnisquoting the leader. The second reading speech provided no answer as to the necessity
for this measure. We were merely told that people's confusion was evident. I would think a
personal judgment would be involved in something being evident. It cannot be backed up by
anything.

Hont J.M. Berinson: Except observation.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: It can only be backed up by certain persons' observations. I have not had
an answer to what harassment took place.

Hon Tom Helm: You had a lengthy answer. You had an answer, but you didn't like it.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: In the Leader of the House's reply to the second reading debate I heard
no argument that convinces me, as a fair minded person. This will not affect me one whit.

Hon Tom Helm: Will you go to vote?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I will go to vote. Like the majority of people in the State, I will take
how-to-vote cards from every party at the gate. In my experience, about one in 2 000 people
coming to vote is rude or does not take every party's how-to-vote card.

Hon Tom Helm: Have you got the numbers to prove that, or is that your observation?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: It is evident to me.
Hon Tom Helm: It is not evident to me though.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: No. Therefore, Mr Helm should not deny me what is evident to me. He
wants two bob each way. As a matter of fact, Mr Helm wants to stand it on edge because he
does not know what he wants. I know the Government knows what it wants, but I do not
think Government members know what they want.

Hon Tom Helm: I want to believe you and the Attorney.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Mr Helm wants to believe us both?

Hon Tom Helm: Yes.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I suggest then that the Leader of the House report progress and we go out
and work out a solution until the ringing of the bells. However, I know the Leader of the
House would not like that. I admire the tenacity of the Leader of the House. He is as
tenacious as the flies around the place at the moment when he is trying to put a case in the
Chamber. I admire him for that tenacity, but watching his performance it is evident to me
that he does not really believe in this.

Hon Mark Nevill: It is not evident to me.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: It is evident to me, so we have a different "evident" between us.

Hon Mark Nevill: What about statistics?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I have no statistics.

Hon Tom Helm: You should have had at least one.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I could get a few more on the Opposition side if!I called for them.

Hon Tom Helm: No, you can't; they are saying nothing, as usual.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: To bring an argument into this place -

Hon Mark Nevill: It is fairly evident you don't have any arguments.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: As the Leader of the House said in reply to the second reading debate, I



[Wednesday, 30 November 1988]108

am right only once every six years, but I make a welter of ic when I am right. it worries me
that the Leader of the House has been unable to answer the questions we put in the second
reading debate. He said the confusion was evident to him, and it may have been evident to
certain electoral officers.

The second reading speech refers to harassment, and as that is illegal surely something should
be done about it. The Leader of the House has not mentioned one case of harassment. If the
request to sign a petition on election day is so dastardly an act that the Leader of the House
felt justified in using the word "harassment" in his second reading speech, surely there would
have been at least one complaint from the 900 000 or so people voting in this State. Any
court would throw this case out. There is no circumstantial evidence or anything to back up
the Leader of the House's case. If there is, we have not heard it; if there is, present it to us
and we can judge for ourselves. At present the members of this House are being treated - as
they perennially are by this Government - as cannon fodder; that is, the Bill will be passed
whether or not we like it. We shall not pass it.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: I regret that the Leader of the House chose not to answer the
question.

Hon JIM, Berinsan: That was the same question Hon Phillip Pendal asked. How many times
do you want me to give the same answer?

Hon A.A. Lewis: You have not answered the question.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Of course I have.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I repeat the question I asked in my speech during the second reading
debate, and which both Hon Phillip Pendal and Hon Sandy Lewis have hinted at: How many
letters did the Electoral Commission receive within 28 days of the 1986 State election
complaining about harassment at polling booths?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am sorry I have not directed myself to that question. No
correspondence of that nature was received, but that does not change the nature of the
argument in which we are engaged. It does not change what people are able to observe for
themselves at the polling booths. Those are facts Which exist irrespective of whether or not
policemen patrol and make reports, or people go home and are sufficiently irate to write
letters of complaint.

Hon G.E. Masters: If they were seriously concerned, they would.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: How many letters of complaint of harassment did the Electoral
Commission receive between the day of the State election in 1986 and the by-election for the
seat of Balga?

Hon I.M. BERINSON: My previous answer was intended to indicate that the office has not
received any letters of complaint. I do not know how this advances the argument at all. How
many complaints do Opposition members think people lodge on other aspects of the electoral
law?

Hon W.N. Stretch: You are the Minister in charge, you should be answering the questions.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: How many complaints are lodged on the basis that scrutineers have
exceeded their powers?
Hon W.N. Stretch: We ask the questions, and you and your officer answer them.

Hon 3.M. BERINSON: Yes, that is the case. Everybody knows the line of discussion which
goes: Why do you always answer a question with another question, to which the answer is,
"Why not?".

Hon W.N. Stretch: I do not accept that either.

Hon J.M. BERISON: I am responding with another question which is just as relevant as
the question asked by Hon W.N. Stretch. A whole range of activities are precluded by the
Electoral Act and people do not get around to writing letters about them, even though it is
common knowledge that not all scrutineers or inexperienced assistants in polling booths
perform their respective roles as the Act technically requires them to do. The voters do not
write letters about those matters, but they are observed. When groups of people are going
through the polling place, and each one is invited to make a detour and engage in some other
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activity, it is inevitable that a proportion of those people will regard themselves as harassed;
regardless of whether or not they write about it, that is the position they are in.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: I take it from the lengthy answer that the Leader of the House is
indicating that no letters were received.

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is what I said when I started.

Hon Tom Helm: Send him a letter, Joe.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: How many letters were received by the Electoral Commission after
the by-election?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: If Hon W.N. Stretch does not understand from my previous answers
that no correspondence of this nature has been received by the Electoral Commnission, he has
not been listening. We do not want to play games; we want to decide an issue which is
placed clearly before us. We know what the merits of the arguments are, both for and
against. Statistics are not part of this argument. We are dealing with matters of observation
and common knowledge. I genuinely believe that this constant reference to and request for
numerical details will not catty this argument further. I ask whether anyone doubts that a
significant proportion of the community would prefer that how-to-vote cards were not handed
out.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Why is that not in the Bill?

Hon 3.M. BERINSON: I ask Hon Phillip Pendal how many letters he has received on the
question of how-ta-vote cards.

Hon P.G. PENUAL: In response to Hon Bill Sn-etch, the Leader of the House said that no
letters had been received by the Electoral Commission; in other words, the justification for
the Bill has disappeared.

Hon 3.M. Berinson: Rubbish!

Hon P.C. PENDAL: To the cacophony of squawkers on the Labor back bench, I repeat that!I
will keep the debate going for as long as it takes to be heard over them and to make my point.
Having ascertained that there are no actual examples and there are no actual facts -

Hon J.M. Berinson: No actual letters.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I now come to the favourite word of the Leader of the House,
"observations'. I ask how many observations have been made and who made them? Does
the Government have little observers running around? Who received those observations and
were they documented at the Electoral Commission? That is not asking too much because
the Leader of the House has said previously that a Government does not base its law making
on statistics. I am not sure what yardstick the Leader of the House used in this case, but it
seems that the basis of this Bill is observation. That is what we are asking. Finally, does the
Leader of the House recall the last time we had a Bill in this Parliament to change a law of
Western Australia which was based on observations that no-one had documented? Can he
tell me the last time we were asked to change a law based on a total absence of any recorded
facts, statistics, or anything else?
Hon J.M. BERISON: When Hon P.C. Pendal provides me with the letters on the statistics
he has received complaining about how-to-vote cards we may be in a position to swap notes.
I believe that we cannot take this discussion further and it will not be assisted by moving
from requests for numbers of letters to requests for numbers of observations. With due
respect to Hon P.G. Pendal, that adds nothing to the argument for or against and I think we
have reached the stage where it is appropriate for the Chamber to make up its mind.
Hon MARGARET McALEER: I cannot help but feel that the Leader of the House's
reference to how-to-vote cards is irrelevant.

Hon 3M. Berinson: Why?
Hon MARGARET McALEER: I have received no letters on the subject of how-to-vote
cards, but one need not, as the Leader of the House has said, necessarily expect letters - one
may hear things by word of mouth. They would be complaints, and one would take notice of
them. I have never heard a significant number of people complain about how-to-vote cards.
I have heard a significant number of people complain about having to vote. I regard that as
an established fact.
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Hon J.M. Berinson: Could Hon Margaret McAleer number them?

H-on MARGARET McALEER: No, but I give credence to the fact.

The CHAIRMAN (Hon D.J. Wordsworth): Order! I believe that the subject under
discussion is the short title and we will not have a debate on how-to-vote cards. I have
allowed thig debate to proceed as long as it can, but how-to-vote cards are not mentioned in
the Bill at all. I ask members to confine themselves to the matters in the Bill.

Hon MARGARET McAL.EER: I was simply making the point that there is a possibility of
people having a complaint that is recognised whether put in writing or simply voiced. I have
not come across chat in relation to petitions or surveys within the area near a polling booth. I
do not chink that the Leader of the House is able to produce any corroboration of his own
observations, which he says he made not over 20 years but at the election of 1986. He might
perhaps have made such an observation lacer had he been at the by-election at Balga,
although apparently the people signed a petition happily. He might perhaps have made an
observation at the last referendum, where I understand a number of cards, for instance, were
available to people which were required to be posted back and which formed part of a survey.
The fact that so many were posted back was rather evidence not of harassment but of the
willingness with which people took them and the use to which they put them and of how they
thought them relevant. I feel that, otherwise, the Leader of the House must produce
some thing a little more definite than he has.

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: While all the arguments waged have been about
observations, I will put to the Committee the worries I have held after observing what
happened at the last State election and will project into members' minds what could well
happen and what will happen if we do not nip in the bud what is happening by the use of this
Bill. We will have a series of one issue parties multiplying petitions at election time and
using them to the detriment of, and as a device for lobbying and destroying, our democratic
system.

Hon P.G. Penda]: Goodness me, we cannot have that!

Hon ROBERT HETHERINGTON: We cannot have that, and if Hon P.O. Pendal does not
have the sense to see that we cannot have it, he should do a bit of thinking about what is
democracy and about what the rights of voters means, because this is an important matter.
The ability of one issue parties to muddy the waters in a democratic system is something we
have to be very carefuil of. They can do that all right in the papers, if they want to, and by
lobbying at other times, but they should not be allowed to do it at polling booths. As
everybody else. has made a second reading speech on this clause, I thought I might add my
two pennies worth about my worries.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: Mr Deputy Chairman, you have asked us to confine our remarks to the
short tide and, of course, that does cover the Electoral Act. I presume that was the basis upon
which the Leader of the House asked me the question on how-to-vote cards. I do not intend
to discuss that matter other than to make a one line response, since he asked me. I am not
asking to ban how-to-vote cards. Why am I not asking that? We do not want to ban how-to-
vote cards because I have not received one letter of complaint about them.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I make an observation for members. If they listened when I read
out the short title they would know it was not the "Electoral Amendment Act" but the
"Electoral Amendment Bill".

Hon P.O. PENDAL: I do not intend to pursue the matter further. It was raised by the Leader
of the House, who was allowed to make his point. I am not asking that we ban how-to-vote
cards; I am not proposing that we introduce an amendment to that effect. Why amn I not
doing that? [ am not doing that because I have not received one letter of complaint. That
brings the point back to the Leader of the House that surely before we start changing the laws
we must have some justification for doing so. The Leader of the House, by virtue of his also
heing Attorney General, is described as a lawyer, a lawyer seen to be of such staue - and I
chink in most cases rightly so - as to have recently been elevated to Queen's Counsel. One is
not appointed a Queen's Counsel for being some sort of an intellectual layabout, and when he
was made a QC it was widely accepted that it was deserved. However, one has to wonder
about these occasional lapses which occur when we have to go through a process such as the
one we are going through tonight where the logic of the Leader of the House and Attorney
General is not sufficient to put a Bill through the Parliament.
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If the Leader of the House has come into this House tonight as, in effect, an expert witness -
as in a court case one calls in an expert witness to guide the jury and to allow it to make a
decision - then in a way he is the expert witness before the Chamber tonight. We hope that
he will persuade us all to see the merit of the expertise he is offering us. If he were doing this
in a court of law the judge would have booted him out by now and would have said, "Excuse
me, sir, do not pose as the expert witness, or if you do pose as the expert witness what about a
little bit of expertise." The Leader of the House has not shown that to us. I guess we will not
get it from him no matter how hard we argue. However, there are other clauses of the Bill
which we intend to argue, so I do no more now than say that he has managed to extend a
perfunctory response from the second reading debate into clause I and I do not think that
does him or the Government any justice when it is trying to persuade the rest of us that there
are actually facts, reasons and justifications behind the Bill, because there have been none.

Hon S.M. PIANTADOSI: I had no intention of speaking on this Bill, but after listening to
Hon Phil Pendal for the last hour, after having been informed of certain remarks made by
Hon Margaret McAleer about there being no problems in Balga, and after watching
Hon Sandy Lewis developing an argument over a period of time and not coming out with any
facts and figures, I wish to give some facts and figures. They can be substantiated by Mr
Nick Lekias, who was a Liberal Party candidate during the recent by-election for Perth. It
was brought to his attention that members of the Liberal Party, in collecting signatures for
petitions, were harassing people who were coming to vote and also our workers, who were
trying to distribute how-to-vote cards. Mr Lekias can substantiate the language that those
people used to get their way, including the use of the word "conmmunists", because the bulk of
the people who were there were Vietnamese. Nick Lekias was appalled by the actions of the
Liberal Party supporters who were helping out at the polling booth, and by the intimidation
process that they set about to use on that occasion. I can get for members opposite a list of
the people who were there on the day - not just on our side but also on the Liberal Party side -
who would be able to say exactly what went on at the polling booth. If Mr Pendal had
properly canvassed his own members - and it would seem that he has not attended at a polling
booth for a long time; he has perhaps been too busy stitching up branches in Swan - and if he
had taken a little time to check out what went on at the polling booth, and had consulted with
Nick Lekias and the campaign team, he would have found out that what I am saying here
tonight actually happened. That would provide him with all the evidence in the world that he
needs - and from his own people!

Hon P.G. PENDAL: We have seen two remarkable things happen tonight. The first is that
one can at least have respect for the member who has just resumed his seat, because he has
given us more evidence in 30 seconds than the Leader of the House has bothered to give in
six hours; so well done. The second is can the member tell us why it is that he, being party
and privy to that evidence, did not take it to the Electoral Commnissioner? The member
alleges that a criminal offence - not an electoral offence - has been comm-itted, because
section 98 of the Criminal Code says that any person who obstructs the free exercise of the
franchise by an elector is guilty of a misdemeanour and is liable to imprisonment for nine
months, or a fine of $200. If the member had that information, I want to know now on what
date did he lodge it with the Electoral Commissioner; what response did he get from the
Electoral Commissioner, did the State branch of the ALP take up the matter; did the Minister
for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform adhere to his oath of office, which is to administer
the law without fear or favour; and why did the Leader of the House fail to act when his own
co-Province member was privy to this evidence, yet no-one did anything about it? The
member's opening remarks were that there was a person in Balga, representing a political
party - to use his wards - who was guilty of harassment. If the member cannot provide those
answers, then I suggest to him that he has been in breach of section 98 of the Criminal Code.

Hon S .M. PIANTADOSI: Mr Pendal is again not able to get his facts right. The only thing I
said about Balga was that Hon Margaret McAleer had stated, and it was related back to me,
that there were no problems in B alga.

Hon Margaret McAleer. That is not what I said.

Hon S.M. PIAN1'ADOSI: I am just saying what was related back to me. The question was
whether I gave the evidence. If Hon Phil Pendal had bothered to listen - and it is very evident
that he does not even know where his own candidates are standing, because I
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mentioned a Perth by-election; there was no by-election in Balga during that period of time,
so he cannot even get his facts correct about his own candidate's -

Hon P.G. Feudal: So let us talk about the by-election in Perth.

Hon S.M. PIANTADOSI: I have known Nick Lekias for many years, and have a great
admiration for him. We have been friends of and activists within the ethnic groups for many
years. I raised the problem with Nick Lekias, and we resolved the problem between
ourselves. The matter having been resolved, there was no need for me to draw it to the
mtention of the Leader of the House, so there was no action that he could have taken, because
he did not receive a report. The matter was dealt with at a local level between me and Nick
Lekias, and rather than having people continue to be aggravated at the polling booth -
because the people working at the booth had still to spend another six hours there at the time
that it happened - we decided it was preferable to take that action and to leave it at that. If the
member had wanted the matter to continue, further action could possibly have been taken, but
we felt at the time that was the best action to take.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: The member's position is going from bad to worse because he has now
admitted that he made the decision as to whether something would be reported to the
appropriate authorities.

Hon T.G. Butler: Do not be such a pompous ass.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I will say it again particularly slowly so that it can sink into the
member's consciousness. Hon Sam Piantadosi -

Hon S.M. Piantadosi: Pianradosi!

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I will take some Italian lessons, and I will do my best to accommodate
the member. Hon Sam Piantadosi told us that when they saw this harassment, and this breach
of the Criminal Code, they did not actually have -

Points of Order
Hon .J.M. BERINSON: I think we have to bring some perspective to this debate. We are
noi' moving into a discussion about the effect of the Criminal. Code. From my quick hearing
of it, I happen to think that the member is wrong, but that is really irrelevant. The point is
that his discussion of the Crimrinal Code bears no relevance to the subject matter of this Bill,
let alone to clause 1.
H-on P.G. PENDAL: Mr Chairman, may I make a point of explanation before you consider
the point made by the Leader of the House. On the contrary, this is the second lapse by the
person to whom I made some reference earlier. What I have said has everything to do with it
because one cannot read the Electoral Bill in isolation without also reading the Criminal
Code. It is not my fault that the Criminal Code deals in section 98 with unduly influencing
electors. The fact is that we are dealing with the Electoral Amendment Bill, and we are
talking about the possibility of people being unduly influenced - the word "harassment' is the
Government's word, not mine - so it is perfectly legitimate to talk about the provisions of the
Criminal Code. Indeed, the member who resumed his seat before the Leader of the House
rose to his feet admitrted that they were the ones who sorted it out in this nice cosy deal at the
local level, where they thought they would not have to refer it on.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Mr Chairman, I wonder what this has to do with what we are
debating. I hope that no-one outside this place will read this debate because if they do, I do
not think they will vote for any of us. This is an absolute disgrace. It is time we got back to
debating this Bill.

The CH-AIR.MAN (Hon D.J. Wordsworth): There is no point of order, but I agree with the
general principle that we have to get the debate back to order.

H-on FRED McKENZIE: My point of order relates to Standing Order No 90, which deals
with tedious repetition and irrelevancy in debates. We are debating clause 1, short title, and I
know that the Chamber has tolerated debates which roamed fairly wide, but surely enough is
enough.

The CHAIRMAN: I have to admit I would normally agree wit you, but we have just had a
complaint about debating the Criminal Code. That cannot be tedious repetition because it has
only just been mentioned. But the whole subject has gone as far as it should and we should
be able to get past clause 1, short tidle.
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Commnittee Resumed
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I thank you for that guidance. H-on Eric Charlton steens to be drawing a
long bow, but [ ask him to bear in mind that it was not me who introduced this into the
debate. I saw no objection being taken by anyone, certainly not by me, to the evidence being
put to the Chamber by Hon Sam Piantadosi, who was the first member to introduce it into the
debate.
The CHAIRMVAN: I think we have gone far enough on that question.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: I make the point because Hon Eric Charlton may have mnissed it. If the
Leader of the House was doing his job in relation to the harassment provisions in the
Criminal Code, indeed if he was aware of what his own colleague had to say, perhaps he
should be reporting progress on the Bill.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Oh, grow up!
Hon P.G. PENDAL: The Leader of the House has admitted before that he did not have any
evidence, but now his colleague has found it. I suggest that if the member had any honour he
would have moved to report progress on that basis.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: I believe that this section of the argument is most germane to the
Committee, because we are crying to establish the basis for this legislation. We are trying to
find some answers. I thank the Leader of the House that I now have some answers. The
Electoral Commission has no complaints on which to base this -
Hon Glarry Kelly inteijected.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: The member should not try to be clever; it does not suit him in this
place.
Hon Carry Kelly: I am not trying to be; I am.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: We have heard from the Leader of the House's own mouth that there
is no evidence forthcoming firom that direction. We have evidence from Hon H.W. Gayfer
that he has never seen harassment or petitions at polling booths. As he has nor seen them,
they cannot be causing harassment. Neither has my colleague Hon Margaret McAleer seen
any harassment, because it does not seem to happen in the country.
There are several reasons for that. I agree with the contention put forward by my colleague
Hon A.A. Lewis, an experienced member of Parliament with many years' service. He does
not have people asking him to present petitions. These members know how to run their
electorates, despite their very large areas, and they get these things sorted out before they
reach the petition stage. As a less experienced member I have used petitions; I have helped
circulate them on certain matters. I can list a few which I think were of some importance to
the people of Western Australia. We had petitions on land rights in 1987, and Western
Australians came to agree that the Government's legislation was bad. We had citizens
initiated legislation, which has the support of many people. There were Australia Card
petitions, which cards were anathema to the majority of people Australia-wide. Members
know what happened to that legislation. In my area particularly there was considerable
disquiet about the assets test, another Federal matter, and those issues were raised extensively
with us.
The Leader of the House made light of my remarks on the Magna Carta, 800 years of
tradition and the fight for individual rights. Before we go down the route of passing this
legislation, surely we should set out the basic need for such action. There is none. We have
no call for it from experienced senior members of the Parliament working in their electorates;
we have no complaints from the Electoral Commission. This begs the question: Did the
Government ask for the legislation?

Point of Order
Hon FRED McKENZIE: I raised the question before in respect of Standing Order No 90
which relates to tedious repetition. Hon Bill Stretch is repeating what he has said many times
over, and!I ask you to make a ruling on that.
The CHAIRMAN: I believe that it is bordering on repetition. I ask Hon W.N. Stretch to
confine his remarks to any new matter, or complete his remarks.
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Committee Resumed

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I believe that at no stage have we seen that evidence. I repeat my
new question to the Attorney: Did the Government ask for this legislation, or did the
Electoral Commission ask for the legislation?
The CHAIRMAN: Thbe question is, that clause I stand as printed. All those of that opinion
say Aye.
Government members: Aye.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Mr Chairman. I was on my feet. I asked the Leader if he would
kindly answer my question: Did the Government ask for the legislation or did the Electoral
Commission? I believe it was a legitimate question and I request an answer.
The CHAILRMNAN: You asked the question. The Leader of the House indicated to me that he
would not answer it, and he has a right not to answer it, so I was putting the question.

Point of Order
Hon J.M. BROWN: I believe the motion was put and passed.
The CHAIRMAN: It was not put and passed; I put the first part of it.
Hon J.M. BROWN: I heard the Ayes.
The CHAIRMAN: That is right. I did not give the Noes an opportunity to say no, did I? I
was in the process of putting the question, "That clause I stand as primted."

Committee Resumed
Hon P.G. PENDA.L: The Government Whip a few minutes ago took the opportunity to seek
refuge -

The CHAIRMAN: Is this a point of order?
Hon P.C. PENDAL: No. [ am speaking about clause I.

Points of Order
Hon J.M. BROWN: Mr Chairman, you were putting the question and the Ayes had already
given their determination. We were waiting for you to put the rest of the question.
Hon P.C. Pendal: He has muled on that.
Hon J.M. BROWN: I am putting my remarks to you, Mr Chairman, and I do not have to take
notice of interjections, particularly improper ones which are stupid. You put the question and
the Ayes had given their determination. In my opinion you should put the rest of the
question.
The CHAIRtMAN: Hon W.N. Stretch felt I had prevented him from speaking to the question
because he thought there was some obligation on the Leader of the House to answer it.
Hon J.M. BROWN: You had put the question. I was here when Hon W.N. Stretch asked to
speak. He asked the Leader of the House a question to which he did not respond. When he
got up on his feet you advised him that the Leader of the House did not have to respond.
The CHAIRMAN: There is a difficulty when a point of order is taken. I was interrupted
from putting that question. Had I been able to complete the question -

Hon J.M. BROWN: My point of order to you -

The CHAIRMAN: Unfortunately we only got half way through and then the interruption
occurred.
Hon J.M. BROWN: My interruption to you, Mr Chairman, is that you had put the question,
and the Ayes had already given their determination.
Hon W.N. Stretch: One Aye had.
Hon J.M. BROWN: The Ayes in the plural had already given their determination, and I do
not need any help.
Hon P.C. Peridal: I don't believe that.
Hon I.M. BROWN: I believe that you, as Chairman of Committees, have a responsibility to
put the question for the Noes,
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The CHAIRMAN: I am sorry, but I will quote Standing Orders if you like. In any
democracy you have the right to say no. You are denying members the right to say no.
Members only had the opportunity to say yes.

Hon J.M. BROWN: You have given the Chamber the opportunity to vote on the question.
The question you put forward to us was: All those in favour. The Ayes gave their
determination, and we were waiting for you to put the question for the Noes.

The CHAIR~vIAN: As I explained earlier, when I put the question I have to put the complete
question, for the Ayes and the Noes.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Correct.

The CHAITUMAN: I was giving the Ayes and Hon W.N. Stretch rose to his feet and
interrupted me because he believed he had been done an injustice.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Correct.

Hon DOUG WENN: On another point of order, Mr Chairman, you have put the question and
you have said already that the Leader of the House had said he did not wish to answer that
question, and you took it, as you have said already, that you then put the question. You
called for the Ayes, the Ayes -had called, and at that stage Hon W.N. Stretch stood up and you
went into another area. I say to you, Sir, that you have already put the question, the Ayes
have said Aye, and you must continue with the rest of the question.

The CHAIRMAAN: I will read Standing Order No L85 -

A question being put shall be resolved in the affirmative or negative by the majority
of the voices "Aye" or "No."

I am afraid I did not get the opportunity to put the question.

Hon DOUG WENN: On another point of order, Mr Chairman, is it right that the person who
has just spoken can sit down and once you put the question he can stand up again?

The CHAIRMAN: Sonry, he cannot.

Hon DOUG WENN: Well, thank you.

Tlie CHAIRMAN: May I state again what happened. I think that when we are in Committee
we must have a certain amount of - I will not say laxity; but what happened was that the
member put a question to the Leader of the House. I might add that we have a lot of trouble
in this Chamber on this subject because one member is unable to starid up when a question is
put to him. I will not say that is the case in this instance but we do have this slight difficulty
in the informality of the Committee when people are jumping up everywhere and trying to
draw the attention of the person in the Chair.

Hon W.N. Stretch has pointed out that he did not get a reply; I pointed out that he did not
have to; so he sat downi and Hon P.G. Pendal stood up and asked a question. Anyway, I am
endeavouring to put the question, and if members allow me to continue we might get on with
the debate a lot quicker. The question is that clause I stand as printed.

Committee Resumed
Hon P.G. PENDAL: The most recent speaker before that string of points of order was taken -
that is, Hon Bill Stretch - did in fact raise a new matter which certainly cannot be seen as
repetitious; it is a matter that is very relevant to the short tidle. Quite clearly the refusal of the
Leader of the House to answer adds to that impression we have seen build up throughout the
day, that if ever a piece of legislation carne into this place without any rationale or
justification -

The CHAIRMAN: I askc you not to repeat all that. You have already said it.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: I am not going to, Mr Chairnan. The new point raised by Hon Bill
Stretch ought to be fixed into the minds of members: Was the legislationf initiated by the
Government at a political level or was it a creature of the Electoral Commrissioner?
Interestingly, it was only a couple of years ago that the current Government saw fit - and, I
might add, with the support of the Opposition - to ask the Parliament to legislate for the
appointment of an independent Electoral Commissioner with his own statutory base. One of
the reasons behind that at the time was to get away from any position where one could see
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that laws were being introduced ocher than from an independent base. One can only
conclude - and I think we have all known it anyway - that this legislation did not come from
the Electoral Commission or Commissioners; it has come from the political arn of
Government, which has discovered, or it has got up its nostrils, that perfectly reasonable and
legitimate practices are going on. In fact, it would be interesting to know whether the
Government even sought the opinion of the Electoral Commnissioner.
Hon Tom Helm:. Legislation from the Government? That is strange; that is unusual in this
place, is it not? We do not usually get that, do we?
Hon P.O. PENDAL: Electoral legislation is of a special kind.
Hon Tom Helm: Right.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: Members opposite said that, not me. That is why the independent base
was set for the Electoral Commissioner. It also would be interesting to know whether the
Government, in its little travels on this manter in recent weeks, actually sent a note to the
Electoral Commission and said, "Would you give us your opinion?" It would be interesting
to know what sort of response it received. Perhaps it got a bit of a cold reception.
The new matter introduced by Hon Bill Stretch is very important to what we are trying to
achieve.
Hon TOG. Butler: Why? What is the relevance of it?
Hon P.G. PENDAL: We are trying to find out - and I think this is right, but Mr Stretch wil
no doubt correct me if I am wrong - whether legislation affecting the electoral laws has been
introduced to the Parliament at the behest and suggestion of the independent Electoral
Commissioners or dreamt up by some little backroom deal within the Labor Party.
Several members interjected.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: It is a pity the Hansard reporter cannot record, "Groan, roll on floor,
groan, moan", because that is what did happen. I finish by saying that the point raised by the
honourable member is a valid one and I think we should get some answers from the Leader of
the House.
Ciause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 4 put and passed.
ClauseS5: Section 100 amended -

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Would the Leader of the House again clarity whether this baseball
court he has marked out round the polling booth will be a flexible area at the discretion of
the polling officer?
Hon J.M. Berinson: I think your question relates to clause 6 rather than clause 5, which deals
with advertising.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: I would rather be too early than too late. Mr Chairman -

The CHAIRMAN: I must admit this is getting a little confusing because the member is not
allowed to speak twice consecutively, but I will take the Leader of the House's interjection as
a speech.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: [ do want to accommodate my colleague, Hon Bill Stretch, but also I
want to say that clause 5 really is the point of the Bill and if it were possible to defeat clause
5, clause 6 would become pointless. Therefore I ask that the Committee vote to reject clause
5, for all the reasons we have canvassed very extensively throughout the day.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Clause 5(b) provides that the boundaries shall be more than 100
metres from the entrance. I by no means disagree with the Leader of the House in respect of
clause 6, which is very relevant, but here it seems that after declaring the fixing of the
boundaries for the polling area we are saying at the end of clause 5(b) that no part of the
boundaries fixed under subsection (1)(i) or (j) shall be more than 100 metres from that
entrance. Obviously we are setting up a boundary to accommodate clause 6 in the future.
Hon J.M. Berinson: There is an interaction.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Despite the disparaging remarks from the Leader of the House's
helpers, I still think it is right to discuss this matter at this stage. Are we setting the
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boundaries here? Are these boundaries maximums, which I gather they are; or can the
maximurn be set by the polling officer, given the parameters the Leader of the House outlined
earlier - that is, the boundaries of buildings - or is it totally at the discretion of the local
polling officer to say what area will be applicable?

Hon 3.M. BERINSON: The answer to the firs; question is yes. the 100 metres is a maximum.
The answer to the second part of the question is yes, the discretion is with the Electoral
Commimssioner.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Will the power of the commissioner be delegated to the polling
officers on polling day? A great many of these polling booths are located in country schools;
if, for argument's sake, an election were to be held a week after school resumed in the middle
of Febmuary, would a newly appointed school teacher have vested in him, as the polling
officer, the power to draw the chalk lines? Would that have to be done through direct
reference to the Electoral Commrissioner?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: It must be done before and it will be established by appropriate
maps. There is no power held by the Electoral Commissioner to delegate that particular part
of his duties.
Hon WYN. STRETCH: I am sorry to be pedantic about tis point, but it is important. We are
going maybe several hundred or a couple of thousand Iilometres from the centre of Perth.
How are these lines to be delineated? Do we have a map outlining the water tank and the
basket ball court at the Chowerup School - it circles around the play shed, misses the girls'
toilets, dives around here and theme - just how are we going to set this up? I believe this
legislation is setting up some major headaches for polling officers.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: Every polling place will have a map and the Electoral Commissioner
will have the assistance of the State Planning Commission to handle the technical matters of
map drawing required.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: It gets "curiouser and curiouser"! How many polling places do we
have outside the metropolitan planning region of Perth?
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am advised that there about 750 polling places in the State. No
more than a rough estimate can be given at the moment, but we are talking about something
in the order of 250 to 300 outside the metropolitan area.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Will the Leader of the House consider reporting progress and
redrafting this business so that the powers -

Government members: No!
Hon W.N. STRETCH: "No", say the idiot ranks. I apologise for reflecting on them, but I am
getting a little tired of the Bill, as I am sure the Leader of the House is. The Leader of the
House at this stage should take the sensible course by reporting progress for a while and
discussing with the commissioner the commrnosense of delegating this power to local polling
officers. They have enormous powers; they are to be entrusted with the responsibility of this
very important job on the day. I think it is sensible that the ame responsibility be vested in
the person running the booth to set sensible guidelines. People who undertake the activities
to which the Government has taken such great exception go to pains to avoid as much as
possible any confusion with the how-to-vote cards. The only such people I have had any
experience of made a point of being some distance away and only talking to people when
they had left the polling booth and had voted, so that confusion would not arise. I believe
that if the Leader of the House adopts my suggestion a lot of these difficulties could be ironed
out because it will then be itn the hands of the polling officers to say, "I think the location of
your booth for your petition on whatever subject could lead to confusion among voters
entering the polling booth. However, if you move it 10 metres that way, near the 'out' door,
no confusion will arise- That actually happens in many cases. I know it is late but I offer
this as a constructive solution to the problem because I am serious about people in country
areas gathering on polling days and signing petitions on matters important to them. I do not
want to go back onto that track which led us so far astray not so long ago, but a sensible
compromise could be made here. I urge the Leader of the House to give attention to it.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: There is no need to report progress. Although it has to be conceded
that thLis will be a time consumning job, it is largely in the nature of a one-oft effort and
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thereafter the pattern will be set far future purposes. I understand in the terms of the
technical matters involved in preparing the maps, the Electoral Commission, as I have
indicated, will have the assistance of the State Planning Commission's technical officers. It
is also the intention of the Electoral Commissioner to confer with local returning officers in
advance of any decision being made as to the appropriate boundaries in respect of polling
places. However, the decision is one which needs to be made in advance and not left to an ad
hoc decision on the day of the poll In summary there is a significant amount of work
involved, but once it is done it is there on an almost permanent basis and will not, int the
scheme of things, represent any significant difficulty.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: I have been quite quiet in this Committee debate. We have just been
told there are 750 polling booths - 250 in the country, obviou "sly 500 in the city. We have
been told therefore there needs to be 750 separate maps prepared. We expect the election
will be in about 10 weeks' time. Let us look at the cost of this exercise and the number of
people who would be involved. I am using the Leader of the House's figures. In the country
there are 250 polling booths. If there are 10 weeks to go, 25 palling booths a week, or five a
day, will need to be mapped for centres from Kununurra to Albany to Esperance. That will
cost thousands of dollars of public money for no real purpose. In the city area it will be 10
per day, or 50 per week, which is 500 in the next 10 weeks. This Bill is becoming more
ridiculous as we debate it further. It is absolutely crazy. This is a gross waste of public
money for no reason except the Government thinks a petition at a polling booth could be a
danger and cost it votes. This is a selfish move; the cost will be ridiculous considering what
is to be achieved.

Hon J.M. BERJNSON: I am advised the cost is modest. It is estimated that the work
involved will occupy three draftsmen for about three or four weeks.

f-on W.N. STRETCH: In response to an interjection from the Minister's helper on the
Government's back bench, have the number of polling booths been gazetted and sent out to
all members of Parliament, or to just some members of Parliament?

Hon J.M. Brown: I counted the numbers at the last election.

Hon W.N STRETCH; I would prefer the Minister to answer.

Hon Tom Stephens: You want to waste time.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I do not. I have a job to do here.

Hon Tom Stephens: Don't you have any sheep to shear or wheat to cut?

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I will give the Minister time to seek the information, but I do not
expect this place to turn into a boxing match while he is doing so.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: The list of proposed polling places has been drawn up by the
commission and distributed to all political paries for comment. It is expected that the final
allocation of polling places will be finalised very shortly.

Clause put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the Committee divided.

The CHAIRMAN: Before the tellers t ll. I cast my vote with the Noes.

Division resulted as follows -

Ayes (16)
Hon L.M. Berinson Hon H.W. Gayfer Hon Garry Kelly Han Fred McKenzie
HOn J.M. Brown Hon John Halden Hon Tom McNeil (Teller)
Hon TOG. Butter Hon Kay Etallaban Hon Mark Nevill
HOn E.S. Charton Hon Tom Helm Hon S.M. Piantadosi
Hon Graham Edwards Hon Robert Hetherington Hon Tom Stephens

Noes (11)
Hon C-J BeUl Hon G.E. Masters Hon P.G. Pendat Hon DT. Wordsworth
Hon A.A. Lewis Hon. N.F. Moore Hon W.N. Stretch lHoc Margaret McAleer
Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon Neil Oliver Hon John Williams (Teller)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

Hon B.L. Jones Hon Barry House
Hon D.K. Darn Hon Max Evans
Hon Doug Wenn Hon J.N. Caidwel

Clause thus pased.

Clause 6: Section 193 inserted -

Hon N.F. MOORE: In recent history, all political parties have used the device called "exit
polls" to find out information from voters when leaving a polling booth. Usually, a firm of
opinion pollsters is engaged to find out why people vote in a certain way, for future
reference. This is a useful tool for political panties but, I presume, under this provision no-
one can carry out an exit poll within 100 metres of a polling booth. What effect will this have
on the taking of exit polls?

R-on J.M. BERINSON: The member is correct in assuming that this provision would exclude
exit polls. As a matter of interest, there has been a development in the United States, I
understand, where exit polls have been a feature on election day, to ban their use. The reason
there is that with the accuracy of that sont of exercise it is possible to indicate even while
polling is under way what the result of the election is. I think, in general, that is regarded as
undesirable. The long and the short of it is that exit polls would be caught by this provision.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: How are the words "comments for the purpose of any petition.
opinion poll or survey, or display or distribute any information for such a purpose' to be
interpreted? The nature of polling booths vary. The polling booth near my home is at the
end of a very large country hal.- Voters actually drive up to within six metres of the door of
the polling place. We all park around and chat about things. The people who hand out how-
to-vote cards are all neighbours and friends so there is no problem. People come out of the
polling booth, get into their cars, and drive away. It is not as if they exit for 100 metres and
then get in their cars. The point is not as flippant as the Minister may have interpreted when
he chose not to answer my question previously. This provision virtually precludes people
from discussing political matters of any nature as they leave a polling booth. The situation at
my home town polling booth is nor a singular case. There are many small polling booths
throughout the bush areas where the same conditions exist. I believe that the words "or
comments" should be deleted. Somebody who really took exception could bog the
commissioner's office down in more red tape than we have seen tonight. I suggest to the
Minister that he consider deleting the words. The words, when read in conjunction with the
words "with any information for such a purpose", leave a very broad scope for banning the
sort of conversation one would expect on polling day.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I think there is some misunderstanding of the provisions involved in
this question. A group of neighbours gathered around and exchangig views would not be
caught by this provision even though they were obviously making comments to each other. It
is only comments for the purpose of a petition, opinion poll or survey that are caught.
Ordinary discussion between people as they enter or leave are certainly not precluded. The
second reference by the member to the distribution of information relates to the display or
distribution of any information. Again, it is not something that would be caught simply by
conversation.

Hon W.N. Stretch: [ am pleased to have that written into Hansard.

Hon N.E. MOORE: Will the Leader tell me if it is a deliberate intention of this Bill to
prevent exit polls from being taken or are they an inadvertent casualty of the Bill?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: As far as I am aware, no particular attention was given to exit polls.
However, two considerations apply to make me suggest that they are not inadvertent
casualties or, if one likes, innocent casualties, but rather it is desirable that they should be
caught. The irst I have already referred to is the possibility that exit polls could, even on the
day, be used to exert some influence on the result. The second is the practical consideration
involved in attempting to administer a scheme where one would have to decide, when
observing some apparent breach of the provisions, whether that was in connection with a
person going into or out of the poll. That would really create quite serious difficulties and,
for the combination of reasons, I believe that the fact that the exit polls are caught by this
provision is as it should be.
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Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
eml reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
eml read a third time, on motion by Hon J.M. Berinson (Leader of the House), and passed.

BUDGET BILLS - PRIORITY
HON 3A. BERINSON (North Central Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [9.56 pmj] - by
leave: With the Government's legislative program substantially complete, it is appropriate to
now give priority to the three Budget Bills before the House. Members are aware that the
House has always been scheduled to rise by 8 December and it is doubtful whether even that
much time is required.

As from next Tuesday, 6 December, the Budget Bills will have absolute priority in the
legislative program and will be debated to completion before any other business is
considered. To miniise late night sittings and to give members advance, notice of revised
sitting arrangements, I also advise that I propose to move that the House convene at 11.00 am
next Tuesday and, if still in session, at I11.00 am on Wednesday, 7 December. While it is
difficult to see the need for sittings beyond that, if a sitting on Thursday, 8 December, is
necessary, I will move that the House convene at 10.30 am on that day and the sitting would
continue after dinner.

Despite the fact that the session has always been scheduled to conclude on 8 December and
that there is no reason why that deadline should not be comfortably met, a question has arisen
as to whether the Setect Committee on the Western Collieries Ltd issue could be aborted by
prorogation. The Committee is required to report by 15 December. Earlier today, I was
asked by the Leader of the Opposition to seek an assurance from the Government that the
Parliament would not be prorogued before that date. I am now authorised to indicate that,
subject to the. Government's remaining legislative program being dealt with in the usual
way - that is, without artificial obstruction and delay - fir-stly, prorogation -will not occur
before 16 December at the earliest, and, secondly, the Council will be recalled to sit on 15
December to receive and consider the Select Committee report.

Hon N.F. Moore: Whitt about the inquiry of the Standing Committee on Government
Agencies?

QUESTIONS -QUESTION TIME

Recent Developments -Parliamentary Procedure
Hon J.M. BERIhJSON: I move now to the second statement on questions. Following
question time on 29 November, I have reviewed recent developments in the approach to that
facility by a number of Opposition members but particularly by the Leader of the Opposition.
With long lists of questions, many of which are unrelated to the authority of the Ministers to
whom they are directed, question time has often degenerated into a mixture of fishing
excursions and quizzes.

As I understand the position, the parliamentary question process is for the purpose of seking
information from Ministers on matters within their portfolios and authority.

Hon P.O. Pendal:. We don't get much of that.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: It is not for the purpose of putting questions to Ministers on matters
which might come within their knowledge, but within another Minister's responsibilities.
The Leader of the Opposition, in particular, has developed a line of questioning in which he
asks Ministers in this House whether they were consulted on matters or decisions affecting
portfolios other than their own. That, of course, would include all matters considered by
Cabinet and other ministerial discussions, areas which have always been accepted as
confidential and not acceptable for the question-answer process.

In retrospect, I find that I could well have encouraged the recent developments by responding
directly to the occasional question which, more correctly, should have been referred to the
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responsible Minister. The extreme to which that process has recently been taken indicates
that my practice in that respect was wrong and [ do not propose to continue it.
I will continue, of course, to accept the obligation to respond to questions which relate to my
own ministerial authority; that is, to matters within my portfolios which I have the authority
to administer or detrmnine. In keeping with that, I will, in ftuture, respond to questions which
merely ask whether I was consulted, expressed an opinion, or was advised of proposals
outside my portfolios, by referring a questioner to the responsible Minister. I believe that that
approach is Muly consistent with the function and purpose of the parliamentary question
procedure and the usual practices of this Parliament.
HON G.E. M4ASTERS (West - Leader of the Opposition) [ 10.00 pmn] - by leave: I am sure
that members on this side of the House are concerned by comments made by the Leader of
the House. I want to refer to a number of matters to ensure that the Opposition clearly
understands the Leader of the House.
The Leader of the House made reference to the work of a Select Committee of the House and
he gave an assurance, under certain conditions. Another committee is also in the process of
completing its work and I refer to the Standing Committee on Government Agencies. I
assume the reference he made to the Select Committee applies also to the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I have given an undertaking regarding 15 December. It is always open
to the Standing Committee to bring its work forward.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: That is fine. The Leader of the House mentioned the House is
scheduled to rise on 8 December. That date may have been scheduled in the early days, but
this sitting has been most unusual and I am sure members will agree with me there have been
a number of short sittings. It is not the fault of this House or the fault of Opposition
members, but it is the fault of the Government because it has not been able to organise its
legislative program effectively. The Opposition reserves the right to debate the Supply Bills
in a manner it sees fit in order to carry out its duties as a responsible Opposition. I am
suggesting to the Leader of the House the Opposition does not intend to unduly delay the
legislation, but it reserves the right to debate the Bills thoroughly. I undertake to have a
further discussion with the Leader of the House after I have spoken with my leader to seek
his response to the proposal put forward by the Leader of the Government.
I am disappointed the Leader of the House appears to be gagging the Opposition with regard
to questions asked by the Opposition.
Hon I.M. Berinson: It is simply to abide by Standing Orders.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: I realise the questions being asked by the Opposition have been an
embarrassment to the Government.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Not at all.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Government knows it is in a difficult position and the questions
are becoming an embarrassment and are difficult to answer. The Leader of the House is
seeking to avoid answering more questions. Tonight we saw the gagging of question time.
Hon J.M. Berinson: After 55 minutes.
Hon G.E. MASTERS: The Opposition will continue to ask probing questions and if the
Ministers in this House see fit not to answer them they will be judged accordingly; I am sure
the media and the public will make their own assessment in that regard. Nevertheless, I thank
the Leader of the House for providing infonmation on sitting days. Obviously, my party will
consider its position before responding.
HON H.W. GAYFER (Central) [10.04 pm] - by leave: I found it very difficult to take
down all that the Leader of the House said. I would consider it a privilege, as I am sure all
members would, if a copy of the statements made by the Leader of the House were to be
provided to members tonight to allow them to make their arrangements accordingly.
HON A.A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [10.05 pml - by leave: When the Leader of the House
moved to suspend Standing Orders I said I hoped that we were not getting into a situation
where the sitting hours would be altered dramatically. As far as I am concerned rescheduling
the House to sit at 11.00 am next Tuesday is altering Standing Orders
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dramatically especially as far as country members are concerned. Up until last week this
House was adjourning at about 6.00 pm every night. It is extremely unwise of the
Government to reschedule sitting times. It is simnilar to the threats the House was given by
the Leader of the House yesterday when he said chat the Budget Bills will be passed by a
certain date. I find that a little sugar goes far better on the bread than does vinegar.
Although I have always been cooperative with the Government I resent being told that certain
things will happen without there being any time for consultation. I can understand this sort of
thing coming from a Labor Government because members of that party are told what to do
and they accept it. Members of the Liberal Party discuss issues and they have their own
opinion about them.
Part of the Leader of the House's problem is the difficulty he experienced this evening with
the electoral Bill. I acknowledge he admitted I was right and he was wrong - that has been
the case in most issues that have come before this Parliament.
I am extremely worried that members in this House have been told that the House will meet
at 11.00 am next Tuesday considering that some members have long distances to travel and
have already made arrangements. The Opposition has accommodated the Goverment as
much as it can and it receives a dictatorial statement from the Leader of the House.
Hon J.M. Berinson: It is with a view to avoiding sitting to 2.00 am.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: I'm not worried about sitting until 2.00 am.
Hon Fred McKenzie: I am.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Fred McKenzie happens to be the 'Whip and he will stay in this
House until his leader tells him to go home. Hon Fred McKenzie is a good friend of mine
and he is an honest gentleman, but he is paid to stay in the House while Opposition members
are not. It is a little unreasonable for the Leader of the House to give country members three
or four days' notice in a dictatorial statement and without any consultation with members. As
I said, it is similar to the statement he made in this House last night and I resent it.

RESERVES AND LAND RE VESTMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 22 November.
HON A.A. LEWIS (Lower Central) [10.09 pml: This is an annual Bill and at the outset I
advise the House that I am disgusted with what occurred in the other place. The Minister in
charge of the Bill in the other place referred in one clause of the Bill to the Shire of
Jerramungup instead of the Shire of Gnowangerup. This is the sort of thing this Government
does. It is in such a helluva hurry to get everything through that it does not -
Hon Kay Hallahan: That is drawing a long, lung bow. Anyway, continue.
Hon E.J. Chariton: There have been a lot of bows and arrows in here lately.
The DEPUTrY PRESIDENT (Hon John Williams): Order! I would like the Minister and
Hon E.J. Chariton to come to order. Debates are prolonged by continual interjections and
mutterings.
Hon A.A. LEWIS: I hope nor to mutter. I hope everybody will hear clearly what I have to
say. Before being so rudely interrupted by the Minister, I was saying that it shows what the
Government thinks of ibis House. The Government was told in another place about a
mistake it had made. Despite being told in another place, we are treated with the same
disdain as that other place; we are told that it is Onowangerup Shire when it is really
Jerramnungup Shire. As it happens, I know a bit about the area and therefore knew that it was
in Jerramwigup Shire. It just shows the absolute contempt that the Government has for this
House and for members, of Parliament in general. Somebody else wanting to find this piece
of land would have been completely flunmmoxed. I do not know how long the Jerramungup
Shire has been in existence, but I would think probably four or five years. The Government,
with its speed of action, cannot even catch up to a shire being proclaimed. It wants to bring
in uncorrected Bills and second reading speeches. I think it is disgraceful.
I will go through a number of reserves mentioned in the Bill. I wil deal quickly with many
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of them because I know my colleagues will deal with other aspects of the Bill. I will deal
with Lake Magenta first. I am sure Hon Eric Charlton will have something to say about it. It
was explained to us that slivers of land should be included in the Lake Magenta nature
reserve. I can see nothing wrong with the Government's proposal.

I am extremely interested in Stokes Inlet because of certain commuittees that this House set
up. [ wonder whether the department has found the complete answer with this new inclusion
of Oldfield Location 1464. I believe that Stokes Inet needs the waterways to be included, as
do many other areas. The quicker that happens, especially with regard to another Bill that is
on the Notice Paper that you would not let me mention, Sir, the better. Consideration should
be given to certain recommendations of the national parks Select Committee report about
certain waterways within national parks.

It is interesting to see that the Goverrnent takes absolutely no notice of recommendations
made in some of these reports. One wonders why people put themselves out to take an
interest in certain subjects and work on them over a number of years. For 13 -or 14 years I
have taken an interest in this matter. I venture to say that in many cases I know as much or
more about certain areas than some of the departmental officers. I certainly know about
policies that should be adopted because my goad friend, Hon Fred McKenzie, and I have had
many forays in this area. The departments seem to think in an ad hoc manner that they know
far more about it. We are practical people who have taken outside evidence and made
decisions in a fair minded way without having to be pressured about it. It worries me that I
have to come into the House to say how disappointed I am with the attitude of the department
int not taking up recommendations that have been put before it. It also gives no answers with
respect to why it does not take up the reconmmendations. I hope the Minister is prepared to
answer why the department has not taken any notice of some of these recommendations.
Although Hon Fred McKenzie does not like to stay up until 2.00 pm -

Hon Kay Hallahan: You mean 2.00 am.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: It does not matter to Fred. He just goes through; he is the Whip. He does
not want to stay up until 2.00 am.

Hon Graham Edwards interjected.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Does the Minister want to make any more comment?

Hon Graham Edwards: No. It is all right.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Then I suggest he hop in his wheels and take off because any comment
he wants to make will not help his fellow Minister get the Bill through any more quickly.

Hon Robert Hetherington: Is that a threat?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: No, it is niot. My threats are minor slaps on the wrist compared with the
Leader of the House telling us what we will and will not do.

People like Hon Fred McKenzie. HoaRon Leeson and Hon Winifred Piesse -

Hon T.G. Butler: Hon Tom Butler.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: No. Unfortunately we have had no time to educate Hon Tom Butler in.
these matters. I am sure that Hon Fred McKenzie and I might have been able to educate Non
Tom Butler in the same way Hon David Wordsworth started to educate him on salinity if we
had been given two or three committees to get him to a certain understanding.

Hon H.W. Gayfer interjected.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: If I were Mr Gayfer, [ would call attention to the state of the House.

Hon H.W. Gayfer: No, we will not. How about you doing it?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I may in a moment.

To see all these recommendations and all the work that went into them and have nothing done
about them is disappointing. I move down the list to clause 29. While talking about this, I
compliment Bridgetown on the job it has done in making the walkway around the side of the
Blackwood River. It has enhanced the river, and the new Blackwood Park has given walkers
and older people like you, Mr Deputy President (Hon John Williams) and me, the opportunity
to walk in comfort and to stoll around tracks in bushland settings.
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Hon Kay Hallahan: Do you?
Hon A.A. LEWIS: No, unfortunately I am a little busy so I have to wait briskly around
them. I probably do that more often than other people. I do not walk around them once a
week, as Hon Robert Hetherington suggests; if he had as many areas of park 'and national
park in his electorate as f have in mine, he would consider that he was doing extremely well
if he got to those parks once in 12 months.

Hon Torn Stephens: I wish you would go for a 12 month walk in the Rudall River National
Park.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I could probably survive that, but Hon Tom Stephens would flat without
his windmills.

With regard to the park in Bridgetown, I query what the department has in mind for lot 867.
The homestead on chat lot used to be a very good bed and breakfast place, and now serves
Devonshire teas. For those who travel in the Bridgetown area, it is just over the bridge going
towards Manjimup, almost opposite the strawberry fann. That is also a facility but I do not
think it is necessary for the Govertnent to purchase it. With the purchase of lot 867 the
Government would appear to have a far better park. Perhaps something could be done about
that.

I shall leave the proposal for Dandaragan to Hon Mick Gayfer because he tends to yarn about
these things, and to upset the Minister occasionally by refusing to let her have her own way.
Hon H.W. Gayfer: She refuses to let me have my way!

Hon A.A. LEWIS: Hon Mick Gayfer is now able to fly out to these parks and we must
congratulate him on obtaining his pilot's licence.

Hon H.W. Gayfer: That has nothing to do with the Bill.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I think it has something to do with the Bill because aerial transport will
be essential to enable the departmental officers to get to these parks. I do not know whether I
would choose Hon Mick Gayfer or Hon Phil Lockyer as a pilot; Hon Phil Lockyer probably
has more experience. I certainly would not choose the Leader of the Opposition with his
record as a pilot. I do not know whether I should trust a young fellow such as Hon Mick
Gay fer.

Hon H.W. Gayfer interjected.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I hope the Giovernent uses sense in its employment of a pilot because I
would hate to see Ministers slaughtered that easily.

I will leave the proposal for Lake Mealup to Hon Colin Bell and move to the proposal for
Manjiniup. Clauses 33 and 34 deal with the excision of land from the Sir James Mitchell
National Park and road closures in the proposed area for the Shannon National Park. I
wonder why the Bill refers to the area proposed to become the Shannon National Park. I
thought it had been declared and that these roads were running through the Shannon National
Park. I am obviously wrong and, therefore, we should consider this matter further and
carefully debate it. If I am wrong, I would hate the shire to get into trouble; we all know that
the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority does not contact local councils and
that creates trouble far the Minister and for me. The Sir James Mitchell National Park was
set out as a narrow strip along the borders of the South-Western Highway, and the
department was forced into that action by the ignorance of the Government.

Hon Kay Hailahan: It is a problem when you want to denigrate like that; you have to shift
ground.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: AUl decent land managers would agree that the land excised for the
Shannon National Park was wrongly excised. If the Minister wishes, I will quote from the
Red Book in which it is said that the original Green Book was wrong and the Shannon should
not become a national park. The Minister knows I am right and must accept that.

Hon Torn Stephens: You are an anti conservation lot.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: That comment is interesting, corning from Hon Tom Stephens. His
colleague sitting next to him, Hon Fred McKenzie, is a very good friend.

Hon T.G. Butler interjected.
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Hon A.A. LEWIS: He is an honourable, knowledgeable and fair man, which is more than
can be said for the member who has just interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon John Williams): Order! I remrind Hon Tom Butter that
interjections are unruly, and it is most disorderly to interject when he is not sitting in his own
seat.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: It is amazing that you, Mr Deputy President, can see him from where you
are sitting.

Hun T.G. Butler interjected.

Hon Fred McKenzie: He does not include you.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is an indication of what conciliation will do when a knowledgeable
bloke such as Hon Fred M~cKenzie advises Hon Torn Butler. We then get some sense into the
argument. It states in the notes that -

A Miscellaneous plan has been prepared showing the roads to be closed in relation to
the boundaries of the Park. . . .The Manjimup Shire Clerk was personally
approached by a representative of the D.O.L.A. and seemed favourable towards the
proposed closures.

I guess that means favourably inclined towards the proposed enclosures. It is interesting that
we get this sort of shorthand presented to us. To continue -

Hie arranged submission of the matter to Council at a meeting held on Thursday
September 8, whereupon the Shire Clerk's views were confirmed. Council, whilst
acknowledging the urgency in the matter, resolved to agree with closure provided the
proposal was advertised for a minimumn period of 14 days and no objections were
received.

It said that the shire clerk did not anticipate any objections, but if some unforeseen matters
arose it would be discussed at the council's next meeting scheduled for 28 September. This
information was brought into this House a week ago. We are given old notes two months
later. We are not brought up to date with the situation and a-re asked to discuss the Bill
rationally.

Why is it that this Government - and I complained about this at the commencement of my
speech - cannot get the shires right and, when the Bill moves from the Legislative Assembly
to this House, cannot change the notes so that there is an update for members so they can say
that the shire has agreed. that the advertising period is aver and that there have been no
objections? Why are we dealing with a shire meeting of 8 September? [ think it is disgusting
that members are treated in this way. I assume that everything has gone to plan, hut I am not
told that. Would it not be far easier for the Opposition to deal with Bills if members were
infonmed about what was going on?

We see that roads are to be closed and it appears to me that some of those roads pass through
the gazetted national park.
Hon Kay Hailahan: Yes. I am anxious to provide every assistance to the honourable
member, so if he poses his questions I will get that information for him. I accept that some
roads shown on the map Hon A.A. Lewis has are to be closed, but what is his query?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I thought I had been told that none of the roads would run through the
national park. I see that most of themn are on the boundary of the park, but from a quick look
at the map it appears that some rn through the national park.

Hon Kay Hallahant: And Hon A.A. Lewis wants clarification?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I would lie clarification of that. The Minister is so kind. I have dealt
with ail but two matters, the second last matter I will deal with now because I am leaving the
longest matter until last.

This next matter relates to Windy Harbour. IHon Fred McKenzie and I know Windy Harbour.
I guess that in the future it will probably be called Evansville because the member for Warren
has made so many submissions about Windy Harbour that it does not maner. Hon Fred
McKenzie and I are signatories to same suggestions about it that have never come about.
This excision from the park, in addition to Windy Harbour - and I am sure Hon
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Fred McKenzie would want to know this - is to provide an extra rubbish tip and a bit of
catchrnent for water. I do not know how far we go wit this leasing caper and the shire
leasing it out. Hon Fred McKenzie's recommendation to the Select Committee was that
townships should be formed within national parks and should comply with national parks'
requirements, so that the national parks could have buffer zones for all sorts of reasons
without having to make these excisions through reserves and land revesiment Bills. I believe
that is the way to go, but pressure has been put on. We have seen it already. The next
pressure is for electricity to be run into Windy Harbour. This has been going on for two or
three years and there are many bun fights going on about it. I wonder whether, if people
believe that D'Entrecasteaux. National Park is something of beauty, there should be
powerlines running through it. Of course, all the people who have cottages at Windy
Harbour say, "Sure, we must have electricity." I wonder whether it hurts people to have
lanterns or 32 volt plants in this day and age so they can really get the feeling of the bush and
of camping out. I suppose it is a Clayton's camp - if one wants to call it that. I have seen
Hon Fred McKenzie hard pressed in Toronto and some of the pictures of that trip that I want
to publish he has banned up until now. r think there is a need for Windy Harbour to be
controlled by CALM and not by the shire. The shire will not like me for saying that, nor will
the member for Warren, mainly because they are involved. I take a completely detached
view of the matter and believe chat the Department of Conservation and Land Management
should manage a lot of these places and have town managers attached to them. Yanchep
National Park has pubs, swimming pools, golf courses and things like that, but has no town
manager types running it, which is a bit of a shame.
Finally, I come to the most contentious part of this Bill; that is, the gazettal or revestruent of
an area north of the Fitzgerald River National Park. A lot of the origintal research on this
matter was done by the [ate Ken Newby, a fanner who took a great interest in these matters
and who was a man of infinite wisdom who went out and dedicated the later part of his life to
the study of flora and fauna and researching areas for parks. ibis area has come under much
scrutiny and members would have received letters from the Ravensthorpe Shire, the
Conservation Council of WA and many other people.
The Minister will remember that on numerous occasions I have criticised irregular boundaries
for national parks or for areas that have been put into reserves. I do not like this present
boundary because it has little bits and pieces sticking up in the air, for absolutely no good
reason, but the amendments that have been suggested would have put great V shaped areas
into this 55 000 hectare section. It is interesting that the dibbler, the ground parrot and the
bristle bird are in those V shaped areas. I have been told by some of my colleagues that anl
this business about the ground parrot is nonsense. I have been assured that six of them have
been caught, and radio transceivers have been put on them so that their habitat can be traced.
I have been reliably informed that they seldom move more than 400 yards in diameter from
an initial point. We must remember that the ground parrot was originally found north of
Perth, and in the coastal areas as far south as Walpole and Denmark, but is now in only two
places: At Cape Arid, and in the northemn section of the Fitzgerald River National Park,
mainly in the area that the Government wants to proclaim. So I believe the Government is
right in wishing to proclaim this area.
I have heard there is a broad idea that land that is commuitted to a national park can never be
taken out of the national park, but I understand that this year we have taken land out of
national parks, perhaps to commit it to another major conservation use, so it is obviously
possible to remove land from a national park. I do not know whether that is a good thing, and
it may be that it is about time we started to look at and rationalise the boundaries of the parks.
I understand that the Fitzgerald River National Park is the only international biosphere park
that we have in Western Australia, and anyone who has gone through it will know it is an
absolutely fascinating place. Although I always say that I come from the area that has the
most interesting national park in Western Australia, if I were really pushed I would have to
say that the Fitzgerald River National Park is in many ways more beautiful than
D'Entrecasteaux or parts of the Shannon.
I could go on to talk about anl the rare and endangered species, but I would like to comment
on the brown wes tern bristle bird, because those members who have been here for some time
will remember that when the Leader of the Opposition, Hon Gordon Masters, was the
Minister for Conservation and the Environment, I happened to ask him about the brown
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western bristle bird because a bloke called George Masters, in I think 1852, found the first
eggs for this bird, and [ wondered whether there was any relationship.

Hon E.J. Charlton: To the bird or to Mr Masters?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: That is a very good question, and I wish the member had not asked it
because [ might have to give him an answer. After all the demands for answers that were
made during the previous debate, I would not like to have to answer that question. I must
admnit that the then Minister for Conservation and the Environment was a trifle ruffled when I
accused him of -

Hon ESJ. Charlton: You got his feathers up.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: I got his feathers up as much as the brown western bristle bird gets its
bristles or feathers up.

Hon T.G. Butler. Does it actually have bristles?

Hon A.A. LEWIS: No, it does not, but they look like it. I will help the member because -

Hon E.J. Chariton: I do nor think he has been out in the bush.

Hon A.A. LEWIS: [ think he has, because he has become an expert on salinity.

Hon ESJ. Charlton: A good expert.

Hon A.A. LEWIS; I have not read the final report, but I am sure that wit the leadership of
Hon David Wordsworth, there will be absolutely no doubt that the report will be excellent.

Today I was talked to fairly severely by the Ravensthorpe Shire Council. The habitat of the
ground parrot needs to have strict fire control which is, in my opinion, very different from the
type of fire control we get in the rest of that park. I suggested to the shire that if it did not
want this area to be turned into a national park, it might pick up the cost of fire prevention. It
is interesting that when one suggests things like that in an innocent way - as you, Mr Deputy
President, know I always do - people jump back a bit and are not all that keen to grasp the
nettle, I can see a legitimate question in the minds of the people at Ravensihorpe. They
would get extra rates, and would get more production from that land if it were opened up for
agriculture. I believe that because the area is one of the two habitats of a rare and endangered
species, it should be proclaimed, as suggested in this Bill. I suggested to the shire that it
might find that it would get a greater income and employment factor from tourism than from
fanning. I believe that the cost of undertaking fire control would be an undeniable burden on
the shire. This House has the responsibility to make decisions which at times may not be
very pleasant, and in some cases we have to decide in our own mind whether something will
in the future be the best thing for the Stare. T'his Bill should be passed, and in passing it we
should not say this will be the end of it; we should constantly review areas of land. I know
the department is short of staff because this Government has never put money into land
management, where we need it, but some officers should be detailed to look at land swaps
and make those swaps.

I will give the example of Steve Quain, the deputy conservator, and then director of planning
operations. He was a practical forester and he knew what should happen. It was a delightful
swap. The whole thing was set up; it could have been a magnificent area, but due to some
city bound people it has never gone ahead. I have been a little unhappy because we have
practical men out in the field who know about land management. It is very disappointing
when those who sit in the city do not accept these reconintendations, especially when the top
man in the field makes a recommendation; one would expect it to be accepted. Steve Quain
is a professional of the highest calibre. What worries me is that these land swaps and
purchases are not being agreed to. I hope that in the years to come we will have a rational
approach to the intelligent use of this land so that all people can benefit and that we will not
have to put up with constant criticism that the Government or the department is always
taking. Thbe public's perception is that we never release anything of any value. I hear
constant criticism by the conservation movement. The Government is not prepared to have a
balance and let a bit go. That is what we need in the furure. We support the Bill.

HON E.J. CHARLTON (Central) [10.54 pm]; I think Mr Lewis has covered this Bill and
has expressed the sentiments of those members who constitute the National Parry. [ begin
where he finished. The point he made about a balance is something which we see only too
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rarely in this day and age. We seem to go to extremes and overreact to a number of issues.
As a consequence the balance referred to goes out the window.
We all have a point of view regarding research and various pieces of legislation, and this is
probably the best example we have. We have many players in this game - and I am using the
word in that sense in this debate. People ate involved in the research going on to determine
the area to be set aside or included, whether it be a national park, a flora reserve, a water
reserve or whatever. The people directly affected are often not consulted to the degree they
should be. This has not happened in the Ravensthoipe Shire. I have been told repeatedly that
this is not so. Perhaps the people were not convinced, but the member for Katanning-Roe in
another place, Mr Monty House, has had continual and exhaustive discussions wit the
Ravensthorpe Shire over this area, and he moved an amendment in another place to exclude
certain areas. That was done at cte request of chat shire, not so that chat area would be turned
over to agriculture, but the views of the people involved were not respected.
When something as significant as this is done, it is simply not good enough to say, "These
people had representatives on certain committees; they had the opportunity of discussions and
so on and so forth." These people are acting in a voluntary capacity; they have other things to
do. The Minister should acknowledge that when legislation of this significance is brought
into the Parliament, it should not be pushed through until all the parties involved have had an
opportunity, however long that takes, to be fully advised of the ramifications.
Hon Kay Hallahan: May I ask you, because I was distracted, who are the panties who have
not been consulted?
Hon ElJ. CHARLTON: I am talking about the area to the north of Bremer Bay, and Monty
House in another place moved an amendment to exclude a certain area. It has already been
well canvassed in another place, and also by the department, the shire, the Government, and
so on and so forth. When the Government knows there is a problem area, it should try to sort
things out by having direct negotiations and making sure that personnel from the department
fuly discuss the matter and advise the local authority why these things are taking place.
Those people on the shire are doing a voluntary job.
Hon Kay Hallahan: Sure, I know.
Hon ElJ. CHARLTON: They are fully occupied with their other livelihoods trying to survive
economically. I call on the Government to acknowledge that in future, with legislation like
this, every avenue is followed to make the people aware. Apart from the local authority,
other interested people in the community need to be advised by publication what is proposed.
It is equally important that members of Parliament be advised of what is taking place. The
Minister made available to me some time ago the complete detail of these changes, but when
a local authority is not fully advised about the situation, it is logical that a member of
Parliament probably will not know about it either. That flows from my earlier comments.
I suggest that the areas in question could have been left. Certainly it is totally agreed and
understood that no decision would ever be made, either in the near future or in the long term,
to allocate than land for agricultural use; but when we do something we must do it in a
manner that maxirnises the support and goodwill, and those people should be recognised
more than they have been. It is all very well for those people who know what is going on and
why, but for those who do not it is a different story.-
National Party members in this place will not oppose this move regarding the area north of
Bremer Bay but would like to see the Government, and particularly the departmnent, recognise
these points in the future; than is, there must be a balance of understanding about what is
being done. If we do not have tha people will take sides about issues that come up, which
will be no good for anyone.
Finally. I would like the Government and the department to give very serious consideration to
responding to what is happening in the Ravensthorpe Shire, remembering that it had no
qualms about the rest of the area being put into the national park. I would like them to
respond by trying to encourage a greater involvement and perhaps by placing some personnel
in Ravensthorpe, which I understand does not have a ranger - the Minister should correct me
if I am wrong. A That is a great opportunity. If someone had been there before, the
Government probably would not have had this problem because liaison would have taken
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place. These personnel do have to be stationed somewhere and that in itself can be very
positive for the town - both for its direct economic benefit and from the liaison and education
point of view. I know Mr Monty House has had correspondence with the Minister and the
department about addressing these problems - not the one I just spoke of, but about the buffer
zone and other uses for this are a, and encouraging the public to be part of these areas so they
can at least participate in and enjoy them. It is all very well to put an area into a national
park, but it is no good if people believe they are niot welcome to go into it. I do not say that
happens, but chat is the general reaction.

Hon A.A. Lewis has commented on the other matters contained in the Bill. I refer to the area
being added to Hidden Valley in Kununurra. It is a very significant place, and those small
areas that have been added for obvious reasons will be very welcome in that area. We
support the Bill but we point out that the Government has not been able to come to an
am-icabie understanding to the benefit of the Ravensthorpe Shire on this issue.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon W.N. Stretch.

ROAD TRAFFIC AMENDMENT BILL (No 2)

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 23 November.

HON MARGARET McALEER (Upper West) [ 11 .05 pm]: While waiting for our lead
speaker I should just like to express my interest in this Bill from a purely personal point of
view, which is to say that I am greatly attracted to the idea of having a much more durable
licence than we have had for all these years. Most people - especially those who have
invested in a three year licence - have experienced the disconcerting way in which licences
tend to disintegrate after the first 12 months; therefore the prospect of a plastic licence is very
attractive, I would say, to most people.

One thing that does concern and has always interested me in regard to photographs on
licences is their recognisability. I have often compared the photos of taxi drivers which are
displayed on their dashboards with the drivers' faces and have been hard pressed to match the
photograph to the face, so it has often surprised me to think this has served so well as a
means of identification. On the other hand, I think of the ghastly photos which are taken for
passports and from which customs officers have to identify the bearers. If one happens to be
the bearer of that photograph and does not believe it does one justice, one finds also that it is
difficult to accept. With those few words, I conclude my remarks.

HON JOHN WILLIAMS (Metropolitan) [11.06 pm]: The Bill before us is an interesting
one, as my colleague, Hon Margaret McAleer has already said. It is designed to do three
things. Incidentally I just wonder, after eleven and a half hours in this place, what the penalty
rate is for going on at this time of night. I have noticed lately that in other quarters
parliamentarians are seeking some extra remuneration and it is just as well we are not on
penalty rates here or we would not be able to carry it all home this week.

Hon Kay Hallahan would well remember that in 1974 a system was inaugurated in the
Alcohol and Drug Authority that all members of staff had to carry an identity card with a
photograph included. They were similar to these plastic licences, and that was 14 years ago.
I have received many complaints over the years about the poor type of driving licences we
have in Western Australia. Apart from Venezuela or Chile, or somewhere like that, I do not
think there are worse drivers' licences in the world. Other parts of the world use them
properly as a form of identification.

The pleasing aspect of the Government's introducing this Bill at last is, firstly, that we will
get the credit card type and size of driver's licence. It will serve for identification purposes,
and anybody who has had the misfortune to come upon a road accident where there is no
identification whatsoever and one certainly could not identify the corpses concerned will be
pleased to know that, provided there is no fire, this will be an additional form of
identification. It will also serve as identification for those who wish to query people's ages in
certain situations. Perhaps one of the most difficult tasks we have set in the Liquor Act of
late is the one we have loaded onto the publicans and their staff, who sre sometimes
absolutely confused when trying to detect the ages of people whom they may wish to query
about the right to be served, in case they commuit an offence. The advent of this type of
driver's licence will be of great assistance to them.
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Another matter I think is terribly important is that the photographs are not compulsory. In
other words, one will get a plastic licence in exchange for one's paper version and only if one
wishes to have a photograph will one be issued. My colleague. Hon Margaret McAleer, gave
the example of taxi drivers whose photographs never seem to match what one actually sees
sitting in the seat beside one. I suppose the Government has taken into account that if a
person opts for a photograph and accepts the extended five year driver's licence, after five
years that person could change in appearance. If the issuing officer compares that
photograph with the person he might well advise him that if he wishes to continue another
photograph might be necessary. I think that is a small point which needs to be taken into
account.
Another welcome fact is that the licence will be extended from three years to five years
before renewal. In this day and age it is easy to check licences and it is much easier than it
was in the past for patrolmen to do that. The patrolman who checked mine the other day, to
illustrate what was involved, was, after asking me for my licence, able to cite the number on
his two-way radio and in less than three minutes he had received an answer about who I was
and where I lived. He was not checking my licence other than to show me how the system
works. The extension of a licence for five years poses one or two problems. I wonder how
many people in this august place have at one time or another lost a plastic card such as a
credit card, or a passport. A passport is a bit bigger but even so the ability to check these
things accurately will be much more readily available. If one looks a: some of the folds and
creases on one's present driver's licence, one finds that figures can be obscured, so too the
signature, and it is very difficult to read. In extending to the public the right to have a five
year licence the Government is also building in a price incentive. [ think the charge for a
yearly licence is something like $17; if one takes the five year driver's licence, that cost will
be $60. [ may be wrong and I stand to be corrected on that.
Hon Graham Edwards: It is $16 over 12 months, or $45 over three years. It is proposed that
it will be $20 a year, which is an increase, but $60 for a five year period.
Hon JOHN WILLIAMS: Which reduces it to $12 a year over the five year period. It is good
that pensioners will not have their rates changed. That is important. Some people worry
about what will appear on the licence. I thank whoever circulated the photograph of the same
person obviously at 10 yearly intervals -

Hon Graham Edwards: Very young.
Hon JOHN WILLIAMS: Very young at the first issue. I see she was born in August 1988;
she has grown very quickly. There is a question in relation to conditions attached to drivers'
licences. Members in the other place raised some queries about those conditions and how
they are to be printed. For example, a person mnight need to have hand controls on his car or
to wear spectacles, which when he was first issued with a licence may not have been
necessary. It cannot appear on these licences unless they are reissued, but they can be
checked. That would also apply with conditions such as a person not being able to drive after
dark. The Government has assured members, as the Police Force has assured me, that those
items are very small and can be readily checked in minutes so that things can be thoroughly
brought up to daze.
Some queries were raised in the other place about the difficulty of country people getting this
sont of service - that is, having the photograph and the licence printed. I gather - and the
Minister will probably confirm this - that these arrangements can be made by referring people
to the nearest town. There will be key towns in country areas where people may go for their
shopping once a week or once a month where they can make arrangements to have that done.
Country people will not be disadvantaged. Some people see a problem when the Act is
proclaimed of a rush in the first few weeks to get licences changed. I assure members that
the taking of photographs and the printing of licences takes three and a half minutes. I
certainly hope we do not have to report to the Mount Swreet or Subiaco traffic branches
because when one goes to such places one is confronted by a long queue wit one person
sitting behind a desk operating a typewriter - albeit very speedy on a typwriter, but never
speedy enough to reduce the queue. I suggest that in the initial stages, if it is possible, the
equipment shoul4 be moved or additional equipment provided for the major metropolitan
police stations because that would reduce the loads on the traffic branches. At Mount Street
and Subiaco, for example, there are interminable queues because they deal not only with
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licences, but also with vehicle licences and transferral papers. While they have two queues,
one going this way and one the other, it is surprising how many people cannot read, get into
the wrong queue, get to the top of the queue and discover they are in the wrong queue. That
causes a bubble and people become furious.

The Opposition welcomes this legislation and supports it wholeheartedly. [ remember when I
got my first plastic identification card in America in 1954; it was complete with photograph.
which was taken by Polaroid in about two and a half minutes. After 34 years we are in the
process of catching up. In America the plastic licence has not done anything to deny the
liberty of the individual. There is always a danger that in categorising people by use of
photographs something might go astray. This legislation does not allow for that to happen: it
preserves the liberty of the individual and on that basis the Opposition supports the
legislation.

HON P.11. LOCKYER (Lower North) [11. 18 pm]: I do not have a lot to say on this. I
support the Bill but I bring to the attention of the House the fact that a distinguished member,
who served the House for a long period. Hon Graham Macinnon, dearly wished to see this
measure enshrined in our system of Government prior to his retirement from Parliament. In
fact in his farewell speech he brought to the attention of the House the very sample we have
in front of us now. That was a plastic licence with a photo which he had got from overseas.
He spoke fervently on two occasions, to my knowledge, about his belief that people should
have this type of licence. He also said that people should have a choice about whether the
driver's licence should contain a photograph of the holder of the licence. Even though
Mr Graham MacKinnon is not now a member of Parliament he still spends considerable time
in the gymnasium where he rests his aching hip in the infamous spa bath. He applauds this
Bill, as I do. because it is a very good move. The current flimsy licence which one folds up
and places in one's back pocket is not very practical. If a person has the odd brush with the
law, as I do, and that person is occasionally stopped - for one's own benefit, they say - the
licence becomes worn out through constant handling. [ support the Bill.

HON D.J. WORDSWORTH (South) [11.21 pm]: I support the proposal that we have a
more permanent type licence which carries a photograph. I was in Cabinet when this
proposition was first made. Unfortunately, the costs involved prevented the proposition
going ahead at that time. I admire the Government for having grasped the nettle on this
matter. Perhaps the ability to make such cards has become easier during the last five to six
years. The card will be a great advantage, although I would like more information about it.
We refer to the card as a plastic card but I wonder whether indeed it will be made of plastic,
or will it be made from bakelite similar to the Telecom card? If it is the latter, [ do not expect
that the card will last for five years. At the end of L2 months, the normal credit type card -
after I have put it into my hip pocket and sat on it, as one usually does, because one does not
have anywhere else in summertime to carry things - it is usually inclined to curl up and crack.
The new driver's licence card will need to be made of a stronger type of plastic which will
last five years because at times plastic is not a very practical material.

I have just had a replica passed to me and it looks much better than the Telecom card.

What will be the charge if someone loses a card? What will be the expense involved when a
person applies for the issue of another card? What happens when there is a change of
address? According to up to date figures from the Electoral Office, an average of 14 per cent
of the population in any electorate changes every year, so over five years this represents
70 per cent of the population. In other words, there is not much chance of a person being at
the same address after five years if we consider th6se figures.

What address will the card take? Will it be the address where a person lives or will it be a
postal address? This point causes confusion in country areas because the police, perhaps
quite righdly, say that a post office box number and the like is not any good because if a
person were killed in a traffic accident, the next of kin needs to be notified. The police
demand that the residential address be placed on a licence. That seemed a great idea except
that many people do not have mail delivered to a residence because they use a box number. I
found myself in the very embarrassing position, being a member of Parliament, of being in
possession of an unlicensed firearm, which is a very serious offence. The renewal notice had
been sent to my home address and no-one lived at home to accept the mail. In fact, no mail
had been delivered to that place in 20 years; I go to town to the post office to collect the mail.
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Not only did thar happen in relation to the firearm licence, but also with my vehicle licence. I
suddenly found the licence for my vehicle had run out, but I had not received a renewal
notice. I then had to have the vehicle re-tested at great expense. If one abuses the post office
staff, they say, "We endeavour to track down a person's address and attach it to the postal
address but we do not always succeed." These points should be sorted out. Will provision be
made to have both a postal address and a residential address placed on the plastic licence?

Wiii the new plastic licence accommodate the large number of digits printed on the current
licence? I see that the current licence takes seven digits but it looks as though the square
around chose numbers is fairly small. What happens when a person wishes to change his
class of licence? Will that person be issued with ather licence or can inforrtation be
overprinted on the new card?

When I asked why the normal driver's licence form had been used in this State for many
years, I was told the reason was due to ease of use. In other words, one sort of paper was in
the typewriter so they put the licences on that in the same way as letterheads are used for any
other letters which need to be typed. The licence is. just a piece of paper.

Hon Garry Kelly: A letterhead.

Hon DiJ. WORDSWORTH: That is ridiculous. It would be so easy to forge a licence
because after all it is only on an ordinary letterhead and produced by a common printer. It is
not as though the paper can be held up to the light to see if it is special paper, because it is
not. I am surprised that the forging of licences has not taken place, but it looks as though it
will be harder to forge the new plastic licences.
I was somewhat shocked when my son took a trip overseas. As a young man, he was able to
buy in Singapore not only a student's card which enabled him to travel at half rate on buses
and so on, but also he bought a Press card to show he belonged to the Press corps so as to get
into various places during overseas travel. I wonder how long it will be before a person can
buy one of our plastic driver's licences in Singapore? I support the Bill.

HON GARRY KELLY (South Metropolitan) [11.30 pm]: Most of the important points
have been made by previous speakers. This measure is long overdue. However, I wish to
draw attention to certain features of the licence. First of all, it will be optional for a person to
have his or her photograph placed on the licence. It will not be necessary for a licence holder
to have his photograph placed upon his licence unless he makes a conscious decision to have
it placed there. I think that is important for civil liberties reasons. It is also important that
drivers' licences be not seen as some form of internal passport.

The Road Traffic Act will still not require drivers to carry licences with them at all times. I
understand that it is an offence in Victoria and New South Wales, which have switched over
already to plastic licences, for drivers not to carry their licences with them at all tines. It
would be a retrograde step if that provision were applied here. The practice in Western
Australia for a long time has been for a driver to present his licence within 24 hours at a
police station.

I hope the "apostrophe s" which is missing from the mock up of the licence circulated by the
Minister is added to the real McCoy so that people will receive a "driver's licence" as distinct
from a 'driver licence". I have much pleasure in supporting the Bill.

HON GRAHAMI EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Consuner Affairs)
[11.32 pm]: I thank members for their contribution to the debate and for their support of the
proposal. I cook the liberty of circulating photocopies of blow ups of drivers' licences so that
members would have a clear indication of exactly what is proposed. That photocopy shows
the details of the licence including the name of the driver, date of birth, whether a licence is a
provisional licence, expiry date, and so on. The licence also contains provision for the
endorsement of whether the licence holder is an organ donor. Like all members who have
spoken, I think this proposal is an excellent one and one which will attract support from the
community. I am sure that the authorities will have problems keeping up with the initial
demand. I gave Hon David Wordsworth a copy of the plastic licence. As he can see, it is
very durable and will sustain a fair amount of rough treatment. I have one which has been
split in half delibeijately to show how rough and durable it is.

An immediate benefit of the licence is that it can be used for identification purposes,
particularly for young people who may wish to enter hotels. Another very important feature
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is that it will not be compulsory for the licence to contain a photograph, although I am sure
that many people will have no objection to having their photographs included. The licence
can be issued for Periods of up to five years and contains provision for certain conditions to
be endorsed on it. There will be room for the licence to canry the required number of digits.
As a matter of interest, the firm that provided these licences in Victoria for the last four years
has been contracted to provide them also in Western Australia. I assume, therefore, that there
will be no delays in setting up the licences.

I understand that all conditions that apply to a licence holder will be endorsed on the licence.
Members will see on the photostat copy of the licence that a panel is provided for the
endorsement of conditions. For instance, someone who has to use an easy drive steering
handle could have that identified on the licence by way of a code in the panel. The numbers
456, for example, could indicate that a licence holder must wear glasses when driving a
motor vehicle.

Hon E.I. Chariton: What about the provision for the endorsement of demerit points?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Yes, that is also provided. A fee will also apply for the
replacement of a lost licence. I am not sure what that fee will be. However, because the
costs in relation to this licence are so reasonable. I believe that the fee will also be reasonable.

Hon D.J. Wordsworth: What happens if you change your address or other conditions?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I am not sure about a change of address. However, I assume
that a licence holder would either send his licence to the relevant authorities or take his
licence to the nearest police station and have the licence endorsed as to the change of address.
I am not sure what that will cost, but I will find out and convey the information to the
member. Hon David Wordsworth referred to the licence being endorsed with a postal or
residential address. [ am not sure about that, but I will undertake to get that information also
for the member.

I have some detailed notes with me which I am more than happy to go through in the
Committee stage. I thank members opposite for their support of the Bill. As I said, I believe
it is a step in the right direction.

Question put and passed.

BHill read a second time.

Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon P.H. Lockyer) in the Chair; Hon Graham
Edwards (Minister for Consumer Affairs) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -
Hon D.3. WORDSWORTH: Will the Minister explain whether copies of photographs will be
kept on the computers of the Police Department. I understand that the department will
destroy the negatives. Today computers can accurately record photographs. In a recent
edition of The West Australian I read an article about an explicit sexual film which was
available on computer. It shows what can be done with photographs and computers. I ask
the Minister whether the police will have access to photographs on computer so that when
they check a driver's licence they can view the photograph and use it for identification.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: That matter is actually dealt with in clause 5 of the Bill. In
cases where a photograph of a person is taken for the purpose of a driver's licence all
photographs and photographic negatives created, other than the photograph appearing on the
licence shall, not later than three months after the photograph is taken, be destroyed to an
extent that it cannot be reused. I understand that a certificate of destruction will be issued.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 2 tolI.l put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.
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Third Reading
eml read a third time, on motion by Hart Graham Edwards (Minister for Consumer Affairs),
and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (RACING INDUSTRY) BILL
Assembly's Message

Message from the Assembly notifying that it had declined to make the amendment requested
by the Council, and that it had disagreed to the amendment made by the Council, now fuarther
considered.

Commieee
Resumed from 29 November. The Deputy Chairman of Comnttnees (Hon John Williams) in
the Chair; Hon Graham Edwards (Minister for Sport and Recreation) in charge of the Bill.
The amendment made by the Council, to which the Assembly disagreed, was as follows -

Clause [9, page 17, after line 6 - To add the following paragraphs:
(c) in subsection (4)(a) -

by deleting "twenty" and substituting "30"; and
(d) in subsection (4)(b) -

by deleting "eighty" and substituting "70".
Progress was reported after the Minister for Sport and Recreation had moved that the
Council's amendment be not insisted on.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: Yesterday I gave a number of reasons why we should support
the motion I moved and I urged members of the Comittee to reconsider the amendments
they moved in regard to this Bill when it was originally debated in this Chamber. I ask
members. to reconsider their position and allow the findings of the interdepartmental
committee to be examined before any piecemeal attempt is made to alter the redistribution
formula for one section of the industry.
I am not saying that the arguments the Opposition put forward are wrong. It would be better
for all concerned in the industry to defer any decision on this matter pending the results of the
interdepartmental coumittee's deliberations. The committee comprises representatives from
the Department of Racing and Gaming, the State Taxation Department, the Totalisator
Agency Board and the Treasury. The commnitee's advice - the advice has not come from the
Turf Club, but from the commnittee - is that it is a complex matter and it requires a great deal
of consideration.
This Bill represents the initial response to the Quin report and has been submitted in an
ende~avour to address the very serious financial situation facing the industry. It is not the end
of the matter and another B ill will be introduced next year to address a number of the other
matters raised in the Quin report.
I reiterate that this issue was brought to the Parliament to address the serious financial
problems facing the industry. On that basis I urge members to give consideration to the
motion I have moved. I am not saying that the Opposition is wrong; I am simply saying that
the best course of action is the one which I have outlined.
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I appreciate the Minister's comments which I believe are sincere.
However, I have hardened my attitude considerably since last night. The Opposition should
insist on the amendments. I have no doubt in my mind that country racing in general, both
trotting and racing, is facing a severe financial plight. I said last nigh: that at least one
provincial club is in a worse financial situation than are the other provincial clubs. The
members who have read tomorrow's The West Australian will be aware that another
provincial club's secretary, that is, at Pinjarra, has decided to resign. He is the second
secretary from a provincial club to resign in the last two months. The reason cited by the
president of the Pinjarra club for the resignation of that club's secretary is that the person
concerned is not receiving job satisfactibn.
Both codes of the racing industry are experiencing financial difficulties and it is up to this
Chamber to insist that the proportion of funds which the Opposition believes is owed to the
country clubs is paid to them. I emphiasise that members of the Liberal Party have a free vote
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on this issue. I have not asked my colleagues in the parry orn to indicate their support.
However, I ask Opposition members to exercise their right and insist on the amendments
which were carefully debated in this Chamber only a couple of weeks ago.
Tonight the Leader of the House assured members that this Chamber would meet on 15
December. I now have no doubt that members from the other place will be required to come
back to the Parliament to accept messages from this Chamber and, therefore, my fears of
being backed into a corner are not as great tonight as they were previously. Certainly there is
less opportunity for the people concerned to let the legislation fall by the wayside. That is my
position on the matter. I shall not vote with the Minister; I shall vote that we should insist
upon our amendments and send them back to another place where they can be reconsidered.
It is to be hoped that the Minister concerned and other members will then compromise and
recognise the very great need of the racing and trotting industry in country areas, If we do
not take these steps quickly, a number of clubs will not be able to see out the season.
Hon TOM McNEIL: I understand what the Minister is saying, but it behoves me to repeat
the situation facing members on this side of the Chamber, without going into great details of
percentages, generation of turnover and so forth. It is quite simple. The Government is
guilty of taking $15 million from the industry since 1983. The Government has now decided
to turn its back on that $15 million. With that $15 million in its pocket the Government has
now announced that it will decrease the Totalisator Agency Board turnover tax from seven
per cent to six per cent and thereby return to the industry the one per cent it took in 1983.
The Government had no right to take it in the first place. Like Governments before it, it has
hung on to unclaimed dividends. That money should never have been taken from the
industry either. The Government's generosity has really come down to one per cent of
oncourse turnover, which represents the lousy amount of less than half a million dollars.
An article by John McGrath in The West Ausfralian of 23 June 1988 states -

Mr Dowding said the bulk of the package (nearly $4 m) would result from a
Government decision to reduce TAB turnover tax from seven to six per cent from
August 1.

The Government has that money now. It starred taking it in August, so the generation of
funds Hon Phil Lockyer is talking about is the funding that was going to country clubs.
There is no need to suggest any sort of threat to the people on this side of the Chamber by
way of refusing to fund that because the money is in hand. The article continues -

The Premier said the Sim for country race and trot clubs would come from the $4m
TAB turnover tax saving. He said the remaining $3m would be shared between
racing and trotting on a 60-40 basis, with metropolitan clubs retaining 80 per cent and
country clubs receiving 20 per cent.

I am suggesting that the Government is only giving back what it took and that it should never
have taken it in the first place. The $1 million we lire talking about is already in hand as from
1 August. The threat of the 60:40 percentage being changed to 70:30 does not come into
effect for 12 months, so there were no dire consequences for clubs in the country. The only
threat that Hon Phil Lockyer expressed was the fact that the country clubs were not going to
get the handout as promised when the funding is there for it. I ask the Minister whether the
Government is prepared to hand on that money.
Hon GRAHAMI EDWARDS: We are talking about distribution of funds on an 80:20 basis.
Members will recall that when the Bill was originally in Committee it was amended by
members opposite to reflect not the 80:20 ratio, which is the current situation, but a 70:30
ratio. Quite simply, our argument then was as it is now. In effect, we might actually do
country clubs a disservice, because in addition to the 20 per cent that is conveyed to country
clubs, another amount by way of subsidy for services can amount to an additional
16 per cent. If we alter the 80:20 ratio it may be that we also inadvertently alter the amount
of additional service subsidy which is given.
I return the Chamber to my original argument. It is considered a very complex matter. Quite
simply we are asking that members opposite do not insist on the amendment so that the
interdepartmental committee of which I have advised the Chamber can finish its
deliberazions. In that way the matter can be fully considered and not just be addressed as a
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one off change. That is not said as any sort of a threat, certainy not by this Government, but
simply as a comment on a possibility that may well occur.

The distribution split is currently 80:20. The Opposition's amendment seeks to change it to
70:30. With the 80:20 split and the 20 per cent that was distributed to country clubs, some
clubs received up to an additional 16 per cent, depending on what services were provided; for
example, the number of stewards and other race day services. It may well be that if we
change'this formula we will change that also. That is simply the argument I put forward.

Hon TOM McN'EIL: We understand quite clearly the 80:20, 70:30, and 60:40 ratios. We
have no problem with them. What we are saying to the Minister is that the Government's
position has been adopted because of the Quin report. We have said All along that the
commuittee was biased. The committee itself has said it was ashamed that the trotting industry
did not have an input. I believe that trotting should have had arn input into the report. The
fact that it did not was its mistake. Nevertheless, the report is still a biased one. It was
prepared by three people from the thoroughbred industry who came down with some strong
reconmmendations. We must not forget these recommendations. There are a number of them
arid the Governiment has chosen to ignore most of them. F refer, for example, to the services
provided by the clubs which were mentioned by the Minister. Had the Government adopted
the report in its entirety we would have seen that at least it was sincere with respect to racing.
If the Government had created a racing industry development authority and brought in a first
charge system, those charges would have been off-laid against country clubs by that very
same method. They would have received the benefit of the funds they were generating
through their codes. Hon Philip Lockyer and members on this side of the House are quite
clear about the stand we have to take in this matter. We are not taking that stand just to have
a head on confrontation with the Government. We do not think that the report has done
justice to trotting. We do not think that justice has been done to country racing.

The Government has now put $4 million back into circulation, which represents the money it
took by stealth in L983. When the Government wanted to lift the take to seven per cent back
in 1983 the National Party spoke against that proposal in this House and said that such a
move would harm the industry. It has taken the Government five years to decide to hand that
money back by way of a one per cent reduction of the tax on oncourse turnover. Why not let
the system run for a trial period at six per cent before invoking the 70:30 split between racing
and trotting? Our position is clear. We cannot afford to let this Bill go forward only to be
told in a couple of months that the departmental comm-ittee, to which the Minister referred,
has decided there is no problem. There is a problem in country areas; unless those clubs get a
percentage conxmensurate with the amount of funding they generate, justice will not be done.

Hon P.11. LOCKYER: The Minister said that he is not threatening the Committee, but I am
very concerned about the so-called 16 per cent for services. I do not know from where the
Minister is getting his advice; obviously some of it has come from the Western Australian
Turf Club. I do not understand why the Turf Club would use this figure as a bargaining tool;
there is no doubt whatsoever in my mind that the Turf Club has to make the appropriate
arrangements. The charges could only relate to the provision of stewards in country areas,
and I cannot think of any other area to which this figure could relate. I am sure that my
col-leagues agree with me. I cannot understand how the hinds expended on country racing
and trotting could amount to such an enormous proportion as 16 per cent. The judges at
country meetings are not paid and the only expense that would arise would relate to stewards.
At most race meetings in this State, where possible and practicable, a Western Australian
Turf Club steward or assistant steward, who has the blessing of the Turf Club, is provided to
run the meetings. It is a very specialised field. I am interested to hear from the Minister what
services make up the 16 per cent. I am concerned that this percentage should be held over the
heads of country clubs if the Parliament does not push this legislation through.

Hon TOM McNEIL: We should also not forget that Western Australia is an isolated State
and all our enemies are on the eastern seaboard. They take great delight in knocking this
State and scoring wins over Western Australia in sporting events, just as we take the same
delight in beating them. I will not mention the other sports in which this Stare has been
disadvantaged except to say that Western Australia has the best wicket keeper in Australia,
Tim Zoehrer, and the selectors will not give him a game, it has the best bowler, Terry
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Alderman, who is in a similar position, and Kim Hughes has been ignored by the selectors. I
could go on. The treatment of Village Kid is another example of how Western Australia
stands alone.

In those circumstances, this Government has set the three codes at each other's throats, each
trying to grab a dollar. The trotting industry is violently opposed to the racing industry's
getting its percentage, and the racing industry is snapping at the trotting industry to make sure
it gets the extra 25 per cent of trotting funds. We should not talk about 10 per cent; the
Government is trying to slide across 25 per cent of the trotting industry's share. The
greyhound industry, the subject of a f"rher Bill on the Notice Paper, is also looking for the
salvation to its problems.

T'he only code to be adversely affected by this legislation is the trotting industry; it will be
held to ransom, The Government has ignored the fact that the trotting industry has increased
its stake money, and that it has built new premises and borrowed money from the bank to
increase facilities for the punters and the people who visit the courses. The Government has
also knocked this industry prior to the Interdominion races, and this is one area in which we
particularly wanted a Western Australian trotter to succeed. Itris the most serious damage to
be done to this State. The Government has put the cat among the pigeons, and it can get out
of this situation in one simple way: It can increase the tax paid by Dallas Dempster at the
Burswood Casino, and also amend the tax percentage from the TAB. The Minister has not
mentioned that proposal so I assume that it has gone by the board, and that the tax will
remain at 38.7 per cent. The Government has reduced its turnover tax from seven per cent to
six per cent, returned the unclaimed dividends, and replaced the Racing Industry
Development Trust with a fund. It has also handed back less than $500 000 by reducing the
tax on oncourse turnover by one per cent. Therefore, why does it not let it run for a trial
period to see how it works, and consider the funds generated from the country clubs and give
them a fair return for those funds? If the Government does that, members on this side of the
House will be more inclined to agree to the Government's proposals for the three codes.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It should also be remembered when addressing this problem that the
original 50:50 split was amended to 60:40 because the racing industry was having a hard
time. The racing industry will now cop this further reduction. The Government should take
note of Hon Tom McNeil's proposal and adopt this interim measure, even though it is
complex and will have further ram-ifications. Country trotting has suffered because of the
effect on the trotting industry as a whole, and those clubs want to survive. Country racing
has also suffered as a result of the overall position.

Since the Government does not plan to implement all the Quin recommendations, surely the
Government could allow these interim measures to be adopted while the departmental
committee comes up with its recommendations. I am sure the Government is aware of the
effect these measures will have on those organisations if it does not address the problem
quickly. The longer the problem continues, the more it compounds. The suggestions are not
made for political purposes, they are in response to representations from the organisations
involved. Even though they may not be 100 per cent successful and some people may still be
unhappy with them, they could be given a trial period. The organisations in this industry
have repeatedly approached the National Party in the past 12 months asking that action be
taken. I cannot understand why the Government has not addressed the issue, because it does
not involve a substantial allocation.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I do not intend to prolong the debate; I have put forward a
fairly reasoned argument. I have asked the Committee not to insist on its amendments and
we have now reached the stage at which we have all dug ouir own trenches. It is probably the
appropriate time to put the matter to the test. In conclusion, my advice comes directly from
the Office of Racing and Gaining. [ ask the Committee to support the question. Members
should understand that to do that they will need to vote yes.

Question put and a division called for.

Bells rung and the Committee divided.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMVALN (Hon John Williams): Before the vote is taken, I cast my vote
with the Ayes.

Division resulted as follows -
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Ayes (03)

lion T.G. Busier
Hon Graham Edwards
Hon John Halden
Hon Kay Hallahan

Hon ClI. Belt
Ron ElJ. Charton
Hon P.H. Lockyer

Hon Tonm Helm
Hon. Robert Hetherington
Hon Garry Kelly
Hon Mak Nevili

Hon G.E Masters
Hon Torn McNeil
Hon N.. Moore

Hon S.M. Piantadosi
Hon Tom Stephens
Hon Doug Wen
Hon John Williams

Noes (11)
Ron Neil Otiver
Hon P.O. Pendal
Hon W.N. Stretch

Hon Fred McKenzie
(Teller)

Hon D.I. Wordsworth
Hon Margaret McAleer
(Teller)

Pairs

Ayes
Hon B.L. Jones
Hon D.Dans
Hon J.M, Brown
Hon J.M. Berinson

Noes

Hon Max Ev ans
Hon Barry House
Hon J.N. Caldwell
Hon H.W. Gayfer

Question thus passed; the Council's amendment not insisted on,
Report

Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

House adjourned at 12.15 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

EDUCATION - PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Canning Vale - Demolition

538. Hon P.O. PENDAL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Economic Development and Trade:
(1) Is the Minister await that the Canning Vale school building has been

demolished recently?
(2) Why was the building demolished, especially as local residents fought, in

recent years, to have it preserved?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The former school site is an integral part of the Canning Vale industrial estate,

the progressive development of which now requires subdivision of this land.
The remaining permanent school building had been severely damaged by fire
in recent years, and had also been badly vandalised. Following discussions
between the City of Canning and the Industrial Lands Development Authority,
it was agreed, after another fire, that it should be demolished because of its
dangerous condition. The surrounding area is being landscaped and convented
into public open space.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT - SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT
AUTHORITY

Marshalling Yards, Eunburj - Sale Price

545. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Consumer Affairs representing the Minister
for The South West:
(1) What was the sale price of the Bunbury railyards negotiated by the South West

Development Authority?
(2) What was the date of sale?
(3) To whom was it sold?
(4) Was the sale price paid in full?
(5) If not, how was it paid?
(6) Have the railyards been sold by thepurchaser?
(7) If (6) is yes, when, to whom and at what price?
(8) Who has the building contract and at what stage is the construction?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) $3.5 million - Lots I and 3.
(2) 26 November 1987, date of contract; 18 December 1987, date stamped and

transferred.
(3) Rarnpton Holdings Pty Ltd.
(4) Yes.
(5) Not applicable.
(6) Yes&
(7) 5 August 1988, Merifield Cooksy Holdings Pty Ltd. Price was negotiated

between Merifield Cooksy Holdings Pty Ltd and Rampton Holdings Pty Ltd,
(8) DBM Contractors Pty Ltd, which has the building contract, has advised that

construction is 75 per cent to 80 per cent complete.
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OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ACCOMMODAT7ON - TRADES AND LABOR
COUNCIL

Buildings Purchase
551. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Consumer Affairs representing the Minister

for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Why did the Office of Government Accommodation purchase the
Trades and Labor Council building in Beaufort Street and the
adjoinintg building?

(2) Were the buildings previously advertised for sale and, if so, on what
dates?

(3) Were the buildings sold by auction or by negotiation?

(4) Who were the vendors, and what were the selling price and date of sale
for each property?

(5) If the buildings were not sold by auction, did the Office of
Government Accommodation have independent valuations carried out?

(6) lf so -
(a) by whom;

(6) what were the valuations and the date of valuation; and

(c) to whom were the valuations addressed?

(7) What were the terms of the sales?

(8) Does the Government consider this to be an acceptable way to
purchase such a building from the Trades and Labor Council?

(9) At the time of sale, was there a current Government lease on the
Trades and Labor Council building and, if so, what is the termination
date of the lease9

(10) Will the vendor continue to lease part of the building?

(11) If so, who faxed the lease rental and the period of the lease?

(12) Has the Government a policy to purchase any further buildings leased
by it?

(13) If not, why did it purchase this building?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(0)-03)
The Office of Government Accommodation has not purchased the Trades and
Labor Council building in Beaufort Street. However, the Curtin House
building, Beaufort Street, and adjoining vacant lot fronting Stirling Street were
purchased but not from the Trades and Labor Council.

AVONDALE RESEARCH STATION MUSEUM - CLOSURE
Future

554. Hon P.O. PENDAL to the Minister for Consumer Affairs representing the Minister
for Agriculture:

(1) What is the future of the Avondale Research Station Museum, which was
closed to the public 1 2 months ago?

(2) What is intended for the contents of the research station?

(3) Will the contents of the research station be sold?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(l)-(3)
The Department of Agriculture has been unable to attract private or
community interests to maintain the exhibits at Avondale and keep them open
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to the public. It is following up a recent offer but, if this does not eventuate,
the department will call for expressions of interest to transfer the machinery
museum intact to another site where it will be accessible to the public. The
contents will not be sold and donors will be contacted to seek their agreement
to any proposals to move from Avondale.

BURKE, MR TERRY - OVERSEAS RELATIONS COMM17TEE CHAIRMAN
Overseas Visits - Asian Countries

559. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House representing the .Minister for
Economic Development and Trade:

Further to question 511 of 1988, will the Premier advise the number of
occasions Mr TenryBurke, in his capacity as chairman of the overseas
relations committee, has been required to visit the following countries -

(a) Singapore;
(b) Malaysia;
(c) Hong Kong; and
(d) China?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
(a)-(c)

None; and
(d) Mr Burke visited China in his capacity as chainnan of the overseas relations

committee in September with Mayor John Cantalini and the City Manager of
Fremantle and the Chief Executive of the Fremantle Port Authority to progress
the establishment of a sister city relationship between Fremantle and
Ningbo - port city of Zhejiang Province. He has 'previously visited China on
three occasions in his capacity as chairman of the sister State conmmittee.

BURKE, MR TERRY - REVAMP COMMWFTEE CHAIRMAN
Overseas Visits

560. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:.
Further to question 511 of 1988, will the Premier advise the number of
overseas trips and the countries visited by Ms Terry Burke in his capacity as
chairman uf the revamp commnittee?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
None.

BURKE, MR TERRY - OVERSEAS RELATIONS COMMITTE CHAIRMAN
Office Accommodation - Employees

561. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Economic Development and Trade:

Further to question 5 11 of 1988, will the Premier advise if Mr Terry Burke in
his current position as chairman of the overseas relations committee is
provided with -

(a) office accommodation;
(b) staff; and
(c) an allocation to cover the costs incurred in running an office for

such items as phone accounts, stationery, postage, etc?
Hon IJv!. BERINSON replied:

Office accommodation and shared secretarial support are provided for Mr
Burke in his capacities as chairman of the revamp committee and chairman of
the overseas relations commnittee, both positions which he holds in an
honorary capacity.
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INDECENT PUBLICATIONS ACT - NEW TITLES

569. Hon P.O. PENDAL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for The
Arts:
(1) Is it correct that new lists of titles to be gazetted under the Indecent

Publications Act have been prepared recently?

(2) If so, can he provide a list of these titles?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

The latest determinations for restricted publications were published on pages
45244527 of Government Gazette No 110 dated 18 November 1988.

USHER, MR FRANK - DIRECT'OR OF OPERATIONS
Retirement

583. Hon N F MOORE to the Minister for Community Services representing the Minister
for Education:

(1) Is it correct chat Mr Frank Usher is to retire as a director of operations at the
end of this year?

(2) If so -
(a) has his position been advertised and, if so, when and how; or

(b) has a replacement been appointed and, if so, who?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The decision to fill this position, which is within the Senior Executive Service,
has been made and the necessary procedures have been set in train. It is
intended that the successful applicant will assume duties before the beginning
of the 1989 school year.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

COMPUTERS - H4ACKERS
Newspaper Article - Departmental Action

416. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Has the Minister seen the article in The West Australian on 29 November 1988
headed, 'Hackers' mischief has ceased to amaze'?

(2) Can the Minister advise me whether to his knowledge any of his departmental
responsibility areas have made moves against possible illegal access to
computers which include personal records about people?

It is a real concern in this day and age and I understand that some departments
are taking action. Obviously the Minister for Consumer Affairs should be the
one to whom I address the question first.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1)-(2)
I did not see the article, but if the member puts the question on notice I will
look at it. I am not sure it is an area of my responsibility but I will check on it.

COMPUTERS - HACKERS
Newspaper Article - Departmental Action

417. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Attorney General:

Following on the answer from the Minister for Consumer Affairs, I ask the
Attorney General whether he -would be prepared to take on the question,
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bering in mind that the possibility of hackers being involved in getting
information from the computer records of various departments applies to all
Government departments. I say again that it is a matter of serious concern in
the community. Perhaps the Government is addressing the problem
throughout its departmnrts. If!I address the question to the Attorney General,
he may be able to investigate it for me.

Hon J.M. B ERINSON replied:

[ also have the disadvantage of not having seen the article and not being aware
in any detail of what it was about. However, the general question of privacy
as it relates to computer material has been the subject of lengthy consideration
within the State and nationally with a view to attempting to find a basis for
uniform national legislation. I know that that effort is continuing, but at the
moment I am unable to say precisely where we are. If the member would put
the question on notice, I would be happy to obtain further derail for him.

SELECT COMMITTEES - ATITORNEY GENERAL
"Drive Time" ABC Radio Program - Interview

418. Hon A.A. LEWIS to the Attorney General:

Is it a fact that the Attorney General has just been interviewed on the ABC
radio program 'Drive Time" on the matter of a Select Committee of which I
happen to be the Chairman?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
Yes.

SELECT COMMITTEES - HEARINGS
Attorney General - Press Presence

419. Hon A.A. LEWIS to the Attorney General:

Why then did the Attorney last night plead with the Opposition not to insist on
the Press being present at the Select Committee's hearings when he is now
prepared to make a comment despite the committee itself having decided that
no comment will be made?

Hon P.G. Pendal: Very good question. See how you get our of this one!

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
Talk about the pot calling the kettle black! [ had nothing at all to say on that
program about any deliberations or material before the committee. I am not a
member of the commnittee; I am not in the position to discuss that. I discussed
on the radio the merits of setting up the committee. In that respect, I repeated
largely matters which I put in debate in the House yesterday. I cannot see
anything wrong with that.

Hon P.O. Pendal: You reflected on a decision of the House.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I see a lot less wrong with my comments than the matters on
which Hon Sandy Lewis had himself reported about today. He had himself
reported in the Press as saying that he was really concerned that Government
members would boycott that commrittee, after being told in the course of
debate last night that that would not happen.

MEMBERS OP PARLIAMENT - LEWIS, HON A.A.
Press Report - Select Committee Boycott

420. Hon A.A. LEWIS to the Attorney General:

I suggest to the Attorney General that what was reported were my comments
in the House yesterday during debate on the motion and that I have not made
such comment to any Press person. I would like an apology from him.

Hon J.M. BERIINSON replied:

I have no reason to doubt Mr Lewis's account of the report. If it was based on
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comments which he made preceding my own assurances in that respect. I am
happy to apologise to him. It would be a very sad reflection on the reporting
of that incident since his comment about the possibility of a boycott and my
assurances to the contrary came very close together, as I think he will accept.

SELECT COMMITTEES - HEARINGS
Attorney General - No Press Comment

421. Hon A.A. LEWIS to the Attorney General:

Can I have an assurance that the Attorney General will honour the agreement
we made in this place last night that there will not be any Press comment made
on this because some of us are trying to run an honourable committee and we
do not need the type of comment that is made from outside?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

There has never been any argument about comments about the committee.
We have all been under a bit of pressure. Under these circumstances, it is
possible that one does not quite grasp what was said, but my clear recollection
of what was said yesterday related to the merits of setting up a committee of
that type on such a question, especially where it had the potential to cut across
and jeopardise the work of the National Companies and Securities
Commission. Thai is on the record. Now that it is on the record, I cannot see
that any conceivable harmn can follow from repeating it. When we were
discussing confidentiality, we were talking about the need for confidentiality
in respect of the matters that the committee itself would inquire into, those
being the matters that the NCSC was interested in.

Hon P.C. Pendal: You deserve a four year holiday, you really do.

Hon Kay Hallahan: He will not get it.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am used to seeing long bows drawn in this House, but I

have rarely seen one drawn as long as is being done on this occasion to
suggest that the need for confidentiality in respect of the material coming
before the committee carries over into a need not to discuss the nature of the
committee at all.

NATIONAL COMPANIES AND SECURITIES COMMISSION-
CONFIDENTIALITY

Attorney Genral - Statements
422. Hon A.A. LEWIS to the Attorney General:

With his version of the confidentiality that the NCSC wanted, did he put the
other side, the assurances that were given to the Leader of the Opposition, or
did he put only the one side that he gave last night?

Hon 3.M. BERINSON replied:
I am not sure what Mr Lewis is referring to in respect of assurances to the
Leader of the Opposition.

Hon Mark Nevill: It is a vile imputation.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

NATIONAL COMPANIES AND SECURITIES COMMISSION -

CONFIDENTIALITY
Attorney General - Statements

423. Hon A.A. LEWIS to the Attorney General:
By way of explanation, Mr President, the Attorney General said some things
about what the NCSC said. I read out a statement that Mr Bosch had given to
the Leader of the Opposition in another place. Did he also give the Press that
statement as well, or did he give only his version of his discussion with Mr
Bosch?
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Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
In common with what I believe to be the usual practice on media interviews, I
answered the questions I was asked.

Hon P.G. Pendal: That's more than you do here.
SELEaT COMMfl'TEE - LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

Appointment - Importance
424. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House:

I am encouraged to hear the comments of the Attorney General and Leader of
the House about the intention of the members of his party to take part in the
Select Committee. Does the Leader of the House attach great importance to
the appointment of a Select Committee of the Legislative Council?

The PRESIDENT: Order! That question is out of order.
SELECT COMMITTEES - LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL

No Prorogation Assurance
425. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House:

lIn view of the concern of the Leader of the House about the Legislative
Council, will he give this House an absolute assurance that the Parliament will
not be prorogued before the Select Committee has carried out its true task and
reported?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
That decision is not in my hands, but I am happy to consult with my
colleagues on it.

SELECT COMMITTEES - LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL
No Prorogation Assurance

426. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House:
Will the Leader of the House do all in his power to persuade his colleagues not
to prorogue the Parliament until the Select Committee of the Legislative
Council has carried out its task and is prepared to report to the House?

Hon J.M. BERJISON replied:
The Leader of the Opposition is taking that question too far. If he cared to
restrict himself to the terms of the appointment of the Select Committee,
which call for a report on 15 December, [ think we would be on better ground.

Hon G.E. Masters: The reporting rime is 15 December, and I am looking for an
undertaking that you will do all yoti can.

Hon J.M- BERINSON: I have already undertaken to consult my colleagues on this
matter and I have no difficulty in indicating that, given the current state of the
Notice Paper, we should be capable of achieving that.

CRIME - JUVENILES
Car Theft Case - Penalty,

427. Hon EJ. CHARLTON to the Minister for Community Services:
In view of the recent report regarding a car theft by a juvenile when leaving
the Children's Court, in which he had received a small penalty for another
offence, what action has the Miniter taken to address this problem?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
I have asked for details of the case. It is rather extraordinary that a juvenile
should leave the court and offend again before leaving the premises. I will
pass to the member the information that is made available to me, and I will
consider what needs to be dune in this case. Members will be aware that
many penalties have been increased and the courts have a wider range of
penalties available to them. Members also know that this House is delaying
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the passage of a Bill; it had no cause to delay the Bill but insisted upon doing
SO.

Hon P.O. Pendal: It was due to your incompetence.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: Ther was no incompetence; merely a reluctance on behalf
of Opposition members to deal in a responsible way with an important Bill.

COURTS - CHILDREN'S COURT
New Legislation - Beneficial Effect

428. Hon EJ. CHARLTON to the Minister for Community Services:

Does the Minister envisage that the setting up of the new Children's Court will
have the desired beneficial effect in dealing with individuals whose attitudes
are similar to that of the juvenile in the case to which I referred?

The PRESIDENT: Order! That question is calling for an opinion and it is out of
order.

Hon E.J CHARLTON: I seek further clarification. I wanted to know whether the
conditions which allowed that juvenile to behave as he did would prevail
when the new legislation is in place.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member can certainly ask the question, but I will rule
it out of order because it seeks a legal opinion. The Minister is not qualified to
give the member a legal opinion on what the situation will be. That is why our
Standing Orders are written in their present form. It is not competent for
members to ask opinions, and certainly not to ask for legal opinions. There
are ways of seeking the information requested by the member, but it is not the
Chair's job to show him how to do it.

WATSON, MR BRENT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
Aircraft Hire - Arrangements

429. Hon H.W. GAYFER to the Minister for Budget Management:

Broadly, what arrangements has the Government entered into with Mr Brent
Watson of Nester Pry Ltd, the owner of Aviation Resources, for the hire
and/or lease of the Beechcraft King Air B200 aeroplane?

Hon 3M. BERINSON replied:

I have no knowledge of that matter.

WATSON, MR BRENT - GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS
Aircraft Hire - Financial Assistance

430. Hon H.W. GAYFER to the Minister for Budget Management:

What financial assistance has been given by the Government to Brent Watson
of Nester Pty Ltd, the owner of Aviation Resources, to enable the plane to be
purchased by it?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

I have no knowledge of that matter either. I have seen Press reports of it, but
since nothing related to either of the previous two questions comes within the
area of my ministerial authority, I am unable to provide a response. if the
member wishes to put the question on notice, it can be pursued in the usual
way.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS - AIRCRAFT HIRE
Tenders

431. Hon H.W. GAYFER to the Minister for Budget Management:

Bearing in mind the portfolios held by the Minister, would he expect tenders
to have been called by the Government for the supply and use of suitable
aircraft?
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Hon JLM. BERINSON replied:
I am not in a position to make a judgment on that matter on the basis of my
administrative responsibilities.

STATE FINANCE -EXPENDITURE

$1.27 Million - Minister for Budget Management, Knowledge
432. Hon H.W. GAYFER to the Minister for Budget Management:

Is it fair for the Minister to deduce, therefore, that expenditure of
$1.27 million has been made and/or indicated by the Government without the
knowledge of the Minister for Budget Management?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The State Budget is in the order of $4 500 million a year. Nobody would ever
suggest that each item of expenditure in that huge sunm either does or needs to
come to the attention of the Minister for Budget Management, and in any case
it would be quite impossible. That is not the Minister's role, and it is
inconsistent with the whole nature of ministerial and departmental
responsibility in respect of the Budget that anyone should expect all such
matters to come to my attention.

GOVRNMiENT CONTRACTS - AIRCRAT
Aircraft Availability

433. Hon H.W. GAYFER to the Minister for Budget Management:

The Minister for Budget Management has travelled a great deal, especially
when he was a Minister in the Federal scene. Therefore, I am sure he will be
aware that many planes of different categories capable of doing various jobs
are already available for hire, and are located on the airstrips at Jandakot and
Guildford. Did the Government consider that aspect?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I have no knowledge of the position at Jandako: Airport, and I have already
explained in respect of the balance of the question that it is not one which
comes within my ministerial authority.

GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS - AIRCRAFT HIRE
Minister for Budget Management - Knowledge

434. Hon H.W. GAYFER to the Minister for Budget Management:
Is the Minister amazed - as indicated by the querulous manner in which he is
answering my questions - that such a decision has been made without his
knowledge?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
I can only be amazed that the honourable member continues with this line of
questioning after I have repeatedly made it clear that it involves an area which
is not within my ministerial responsibility.

CHARITABLE ORGANISATIONS - NAMES LIST
Dares Granted - Street Appeals, Perth Metropolitan Area

435. Haon P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney General:
Notice has been given of this question, which is as follows: Will he list the
names of the charitable organtisations and the specific dates granted to each of
them on which to conduct swreet appeals in the Perth metropolitan area?

Hon f.M. BERINSON replied:
This infoDrmation has been coliated and covens four pages. I think it would
best suit the convenience of the House if I were to seek leave to table the
details.
Leave granted.
[See paper No 66 1.1
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WA INSTITUTE OF FUJNDRAISERS - CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS ACT
Members

436. Hon P.O. PENDAL to the Attorney General:
Notice of this question has been given. Under the terms of the Charitable
Collections Act -

(1) What are the names of the members of the Western Australian Institute
of Fund Raisers?

(2) What are the objects and aims of the institute?
(3) What axe the qualifications required of -

(a) existing members; and
(b) prospective members
to join the institute?

(4) When was the institute established?
(5) Has it been continuously operating since that time?
(6) If not, under what circumstances has its existence varied?
(7) Does the institute beneflt from any Government funding or assistance

of any other kind?
The PRESIDENT: Order! It has just been drawn to my attention than this question is

already on the Notice Paper.
Hon P.O. PENDAL: The questions were telephoned to the Minister's office with the

intention of their being questions without notice today. Indeed, the Minister
has already answered one of the questions, which indicates to me that he
understood that, as well.

The PRESIDENT: Hon Philip Pendal cannot ask a question that is the samne as one
that has already been asked and it has just been drawn to my attention that
there are two questions members have asked without notice which axe already
on the Notice Paper as questions on notice.

Hon P.G. PENDAL I suggest that is an internal oversight- They were telephoned to
the Minister's office this morning and my understanding was that he was
advised that they would be asked without notice in the House.

Hon T.M. BERINSON: I seek leave to answer the questions on the basis that the
questions on notice will then be taken off the Notice Paper.

Leave granted-
Hon J.M. BERYNSON replied:
(1)-(6)

The Western Australian Institute of Fund Raisers is a private organisation and
Hon Phillip Pendal may wish to approach it directly to obtain that information.

(7) 1 am not aware of any Government funding or assistance.
ANZAC DAY TRUST - ANNUAL REPORT

Tabling
437. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney General:

Notice has also been given of this question. I preface the question by saying
that the previous matter referred to was probably the result of my office faxing
the question without notice to the Minister's office as well as to the House by
mistake. Therefore, I am not reflecting on the officers of the House. When
will the latest annual report of the Anzac Day Trust be tabled?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
lamn advised that the trust's financial year ends on 31 December and tabling
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of the report will be effected within 21 days of receiving the Auditor General's
report.

ROTUWELLS LTD -ATTORNEY GENERAL
National Media Report -Opposition and Press Probing

438. Ron P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney General:
(1) Was he correctly reported in today's national media as having said the

following -

The effect of that negative approach -

That is, of the Opposition and Press probing -

- has far more potential to damage the progress of this State than
anything involved in the Rochwells package itself.

(2) Does he stand by those remarks?
Hon 3.M. BERINSON replied:
(1) 1 was correctly quoted.
(2) Yes, I do stand by those remarks. We are going through a period where the

Opposition is taking delight in nothing sb much as talking down the State. If
there is anything Opposition members enjoy more than that it is beating up the
costs of the Rothwells issue. It started with a multiplying factor of four above
100 to reach the round figure of $400 million. It is now running at
$670 million having taken into account ptacticaily anything out of the
ordinary departmental processes and ascribing it to WA Inc.
No-one denies for a moment the seriousness of the Rothwells issue. The
Government has made it clear that it acknowledges and accepts the
seriousness of the issues associated with that. It is taking active measures on
two separate grounds. The first is to tackle the problem head-on to minimise
its impact on the community and to ensure that, to the extent that any
associated problems have arisen from inadequate procedures and
accountability, that inadequacy will be met to ensure that any such problems
cannot recur.
When we look from that pant of the problem to the actual financial effect of it,
one can only be staggered at the insistence of the Opposition in support of
quite incomprehensible views that somehow or other the average Western
Australian will have to find $31 per week or $400 or $500 a year and that it
will all have to be found next year and that that will have a terrible impact on
the standard of living of everyone. I put to one side the fact that the total
figure is so grossly exaggerated as to be almost useless in ternms of rational
discussion.
However, there is a figure there, so let us look at it in some closer detail. In
the first place, as the House would be aware, $140 million of the
Government's commnitment arising from the problems with Teachers Credit
Society and Swan Building Society has already been met. The bottom line has
been ruled off on both those issues and that has been done in a year when
there has been a nil increase in State taxes, and an actual reduction in real
terms in all major State charges such as electricity, gas, water, sewerage and
public transport faxes.
In the second place, to the extent that recognised losses are likely, they are
expected to impact most directly on the SGIC. The truth of the matter is that
the SOIC does not draw on taxpayers' funds and the extraordinary profits
made by it in the last couple of years from its property and other transactions
are more than enough to cover any of the conceivable losses referred to so far.
Let me anticipate the Opposition by saying that that is not to down play the
seriousness of any losses that the SQIC faces. I anticipate that, but, given all
this doom and gloom and talking the State down by the Opposition, if those
losses do eventually impact on the SGIC's accounts they will be absorbed
within the SOIC from its own activities without any draw on taxpayers' funds.
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Hon G.E. Masters: It is public money, not yours.
[Hon J.M. BERINSON: It therefore follows without any impact on the average

Western Australian or the average Western Australian family. At the end of
the day - and again anticipating the Opposition, and not wanting to move away
from even its most draconian possibilities - the fact is that there may be a draw
on public funds to some extent - and it could be a considerable extent if all the
Opposition's worst prognostications actually emerge. If that does occur, the
simuation would be that there are well established budgetary procedures to
ensure that any impact that may arise from that is met over a period within our
very vigorous, healthy, and fast growing State economy, in a way which
would have no discernable impact on the average Western Australian or
Western Australian family.
No-one minimises; the seriousness of the factors associated with the collapse
of the Teachers Credit Society, the Swan Building Society and Rothwells Ltd,
and all the matters that the Opposition places into that basket, whether
realistically or not. No-one doubts for a moment that the Government will
ensure that that sort of situation will not occur again, and that any impact
arising from it must be absolutely mninimised. We do not hide from that; we
face up to it. But what we say as we do that, is that it is nobody's business -
particularly not the business of a responsible Opposition - to talk down the
State, as the Opposition has been doing, in order to help fuel the flames of the
less responsible media in this country, who are attempting to spread the
message that, all of a sudden. Western Australia is a terrible place in which to
live and invest. The truth is that Western Australia is a terrific place in which
to live, and a marvellous place in which to invest. That is based not on the
sort of conjecture in which the Opposition delights but on the fact that
Western Australia has the highest rate of employment growth in the country;

the lowest rate by far of juvenile unemployment; the highest rate of home
building; and double the national rate of development investment. Thai is the
sort of State we have after five and a half years of the present Government.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have called for order, which means I am going to say
something. I let the Leader of the House go on this occasion, but I must say
that I sometimes have the opportunity of listening to questions and answers in
another place, and I have always felt that never would I allow question time in
this place to be an image of what I have heard on that loudspeaker in my
office. I draw the attention of members - and particularly those asking the
questions - to the fact that questions are to be precise, and that our Standing
Orders say in regard to replies - and this will apply from here on : that replies
will be concise, relevant, and free from argument or controversial matter. I
think, with all due respect, I would need to have a pretty vivid imagination to
suggest that that Standing Order was not being breached. However, I believe
that as one sows, one shall also reap, and if members ask questions that lend
themselves to that sort of answer, they deserve the answer. I say seriously that
questions are to be concise and to the point, as are answers.

TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY - LOSSES
Government Estimate - Rothwells Ltd Losses

439. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Budget Management:
This question is supplementary to the question that the Minister just answered.
In reflecting on the suggestion that the Opposition has grossly exaggerated the
figures involved in the Rothwells' collapse, will the Minister confinn to the
House -

(1) That his Government originally put the Teachers Credit Society's loss
at $43 million?

(2) That that estimate was later revised to a figure of $119 million?
(3 That that figure was ultimately increased to a figure of $125 million?
(4) If so, what confidence can we on this side of the House have that the

Rothwelis' figure now being used by us is in any way inaccurate?
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HonJ.M. BERJNSON replied:
(I )-(3)

Yes; and without going into it at any length, allow me simply to repeat that
that last and total figure has already been met in full.

(4) The reason one cannot extract from that any confidence in the figures now
being floated by the Opposition is that those latter figures are based purely on
the Opposition's own conjecture.

MOODY'S INVESTOR SERVICES - STATUS
440. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the status of Moody's Investor Service, the
international credit rating house, in relation to its conferring a credit rating on
Governments around the world?

(2) If so, is he aware that Moody's has now publicly raised questions about the
Western Australian Government's management capacity?

(3) Is he aware that this doubt has now reached the national Ness?
(4) If so, what action has he or the Government taken to persuade Moody's that its

doubts are without foundation?
Hon J.M. BERJNSON replied:

I am aware in a general way of the role of this organisation, but my duties do
not bring me into contact with its work. In this respect, I would be happy to
accept a question on notice from the member, if he wishes to pursue that
question.

ROTHWELLS LTD -COLLAPSE
Smiall Investors - Suing Report

441. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney General:
I ask the Attorney General this question in his capacity as the Minister in
charge of corporate affairs in this State -

(1) Has he seen the story on page 2 of today's The West Australian, which
says that small investors caught in the Rorhwells' collapse will seek
legal advice on whether they can sue the Western Australian
Government for alleged misrepresentation?

(2) Is he aware that the group said that suing the Government was one of a
number of options that depositors wanted to be investigated, and that at
a meeting in Perth on Monday night, 42 depositors had elected a
commnittee to take legal advice and set up a fighting fund to pay for it?

(3) Has he taken any advice or steps to determine the Government's
liability in the event that legal action by the group does proceed?

(4) Will he undertake to make a full statement to the House of the
Government's position in the event that litigation is commenced?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

The answer to the first question, about whether I have seen the article, is no.
That makes it difficult for me to respond in a useful way to the latter part of
the question. Nonetheless, it ought to be said that nothing that I can gather
(roan the latter pant of the question would have any relationship to the function
of the Corporate Affairs Department. The last part of the question invited me
to present the House with a legal opinion on possible liability. That is a
combination of two violations of the Standing Orders, dealing with legal
opinions and with hypothetical questions.
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ROTH WELLS LTD -COLLAPSE

Small Investors -Litigauion

4.42. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney Genera]:

I preface my remarks by saying that I did not ask the Minister for a legal
opinion. I ask again whether, in the light of the report in this morning's
national Press, he will undertake to make a full statement to the House of the
Goverment's position in the event that litigation is commenced by the 42
Rothwells investors?

HonJ.M. BERINSON replied:

If litigation commences, that would be dealt with at that point in the usual way
and not by a statement in this House. We are dealing with a purely
hypothetical situation. It cannot be carried further.t

ROTHWELLS LTD - NATIONAL COMPANIES AND SECURITIES COMMISSION
Inquiries - Ministers/Officers Questioned

443. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney General:
I preface my questions by pointing out that in today's issue of The Australian
it is reported that a spokesman for the National Companies and Securities
Comnmission said that investigations into Rothwells were "well under way".

(1) Can he confirm whether -

(a) any Minister of the Crown in Western Australia and/or

(b) any servant or past servant of the Government has been
approached and questioned by the NCSC?

(2) If yes, will he name those Ministers and/officers?

Hon J.M. BERIINSON replied:

That is an outrageous question! I am aware, from both public statements by
the NCSC and periodic reports made to me, that investigations are indeed well
under way. I can imagine nothing more irresponsible than a question such as
that Mr Pendal has put inviting a public airing of the nature and content -

Hon P.G. Pendal: We do not want any public airing.

Hon J-M. BERINSON: - of the investigations. It is outrageous.

Hon P.G. Pend at We are only asking whether any Ministers have been questioned.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon D.J Wordsworth): Order!

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I have said very many times in this House that I do not see it
as my role, in fact I would regard it as improper, to intrude in any way into dhe
investigations of the NCSC.

Hon P.G. Pendal: I am not asking you to do that. I am asking you to confirm if any
of your colleagues have been questioned.

Hon I.M. BERINSON: The member should be ashamed of himself.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The question has been put.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I have made it clear on innumerable occasions that I would
not see it as my role, indeed I would regard it as improper, to intrude in any
way into the investigations of the NCSC or the Corporate Affairs Department.
The honourable member might just as well ask whether the police this week
interviewed any employee of Parliament House in connection with break and
enter offences. What would our reaction to that be? We would not expect a
comment on that. It is an irresponsible question for other reasons: It caries a
certain implication that, if there is not an immediate denial, that must be what
has actually happened.
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Hon P.G. Pendal: I chink it must be, from the tone you have taken.
Several members interjected.
Hon E.M. BERJNSON: I am jusi pointing out how irresponsible chat question is.
Hon P.G. Pendal: Just say it has not happened.
Hon Kay Hallahan: A very irresponsible member!
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT; Order! Order! I remind honourable members of the

Government their leader is addressing the House.
Hon J.M. BERJNSON: That is a question which should not have been asked and

would not have been asked by a self respecting member of this House.
Several members interjected.
Hon G.E. Masters: You are getting very biased in your old age, but you will soon get

a four year holiday.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!I Members wil not abuse each ocher across the

Chamber, particularly those sitting on the front benches.
RACING AND TROITIG - GREYHOUND RACING

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association - Audited Accounts Request

444. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Sport and Recreation representing the
Miniister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Did he put a request to the Minister in respect of the audited accounts of the

Western Australian Greyhound Racing Association for June 1988?
(2) Can we expect those audited accounts before the debate on that B ill resumes?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

It is not appropriate to ask chat question and it is certainly not appropriate for
me to answer it.

NM~STERS OF ThIE CROWN - ATTORNEY GENERAL
State Government Insurance Commission Questions - Future Answers

445. Hon G.E. M.ASTERS to the Minister for Budget Management:
- We are all impressed by the very great knowledge of the Attorney in all

aspects of the SOIC and Rothwells fiasco brought about by his Government
and his actions. In view of his great knowledge, may I ask the Minister
whether he would now and in the future be prepared to answer questions from
the Opposition on the SGIC?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
Of course not, because I amn not the Minister responsible for the SGIC.

Hon T.G. Butlert I would have thought you would know that; he has told you before.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon Mark Nevill: You are breaching Standing Orders continually.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! So are you.
Hon G.E. Masters: I should jolly well think so; disgraceful!

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - COMMISSIONER
Honorary Position

446. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Leader of the House:
[ did send notice of this to the Leader of the House.
(1) Referring to the Government's Commission on Accountability, will he

advise if the position of commissioner is an honorary position?
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(2) If not, what fees will be paid on an hourly basis to the members of the
commnission, or on any other basis?

(3) How many hours per week is it anticipated the commission will need
to meet?

Hon J.M. BERLNSON replied:

The Chairman of the Commnission, Sir Francis Bun, indicated on his
acceptance of the position that he would not accept fees. The two Public
Service members of the commission are not entitled to remuneration under the
current standard guidelines. The question of fees in respect of the two private
members of the commission has not yet been addressed.

(3) The sitting hours are entirely at the discretion of the commission.
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS - NESTER PrY LTD

Aviation Hire
447. Hon G.E. MASTERS to the Minister for Consumer Affairs representing the

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
Notice of this question has been given.
(1) Has he entered into a contract with Nester Pry Ltd for the provision of

certain aviation services?
(2) If yes, will he outline the services to be provided?
(3) When did the contract commence and when does it expire?
(4) What typ of aircraft is stipulated in the contract and what hourly rate

is prescribed for the use of that aircraft?
(5) What is the minimum monthly fee payable to the company irrespective

of the numbers of hours flown?
(6) What special attributes does the aircraft under contract have which are

superior to other aircraft available in Western Australia?
(7) Was the original contract the subject of a public tender, and if so when

and where was it advertised.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Government will have the exclusive right of the hire of the aircraft for the

term. of the contract. It is intended that the aircraft will be available for rapid
response by police and emergency services to emergency situations. When
not required for such purposes -

Hon N.F. Moore: It is to carry Ministers and their lackeys around the countryside.
Hon Torn Stephens: It was your lot who worked this.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon N.F. Moore: Mr Stephens went on it.
Several members interjected.
Hon G.E. Masters: I have a question.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I need to go back to the beginning.
(1) Yes.
(2) The Government will have the exclusive right of the hire of the aircraft for the

term of the contract. It is intended that the aircraft will be available for rapid
response by police and emergency services to emergency situations. When
not required for such purposes it will be available for use by the Premier,
Ministers, and officers of Governiment departments and instrumentalities.
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Hon N.F. Moore: And ALP chairmen.
Hart GRAHAM EDWARDS: [ will continue to answer the question.
(3) On 19 October. The contract is for five years.
(4) Beechcraft King Air B200. The rate is $1 750 per hour. Members should

note that this rate applies to actual period of use. There is no minimum of two
or three hours as commonly applies in the industry. Hours beyond 70 hours a
month are charged at $785 per hour.

(5) The minimum monthly fee is $122 500, based on 70 hours at $1 750 per hour.
The majority of this fee will apply to availability for rapid response by the
Police Force and the State Emergency Services.

Hon T.G. Butler interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon 0.1. Wordsworth): Order! Order! I ask Hon Tom

Butler to stop interjecting on his Minister.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: [will continue to answer the question.
(6) The King Air B200 is a very well performed aircraft. Its reputation for

reliability and safety is outstanding. It is the world's top selling turboprop
aircraft. The oldest still in service has flown 30 000 hours. At normal rates of
use the chartered plane will be airworthy for another 30 years. The King Air
is used by many Government departments throughout the world, including the
United States Coast Guard and military, the Queensland police, and the
Australian National Safety Council. There is one other King Air in Perth. It is
slower than the contract aircraft and, I understand, is tied up on other contract
work.
The special modifications and features of this plane compared with others in
the same price range are-
(a) The plane has a VLF Omega navigation system which is especially

useful in remote seas and desert locations. Ft enables locations to be
pinpointed so as to more accurately direct rescue ships or vehicles to a
given spot.

(b) The plane has a voluminous cabin which can accommodate bulky
items such as the Fire Brigade's specially developed emergency rapid
deployment kit.

Hon N.P. Moore: And a cocktail cabinet.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I shall continue to answer the question.

The Tactical Response Group has similar needs.
(c) The plane has a high flotation undercarriage and low tyre pressures.

This enables it to use unprepared - unsealed - airstrips.
Hon RG. Pendal: This is a lot of rapid response.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I will continue to answer the question.

(d) Because of the aerodynamic modifications, the aircraft has a relatively
shart runway capability.

(e) The plane is fitted with a Telecom sanctioned phone, operating on
UHF transmission. The phone is currently operational within 200
miles of Perth, and this could readily be extended through ground
stations if so decided. This is vital for police and emergency
communications.

(f) There is bench space in the plane for spreading of maps -
Hon P.G. Pendal: Or banquets.
Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: To continue -
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- which is of special imnportance to rescue and response work.

Hon N.F. Moore: Or cocktail cabinets.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: I will continue to answer the question.

(g) The aircraft is a responsible and carefully considered compromise
choice. A faster plane would be too heavy and would be restricted in
its operations to sealed ninways. The police air wing already has a
smaller aircraft.

(7) The idea of chartering a plane on a long term contract was first
seriously considered in about July 1988. The tendering approach was
considered and rejected for a number of important reasons. There was
an urgent need to proceed because there was a clear need for a plane to
improve our response times in the event of emergencies -

Hon N.F. Moore: Just before an election.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: - especially in view of the size of the State and the vast
area of responsibility; safety was a prime concern; and a suitable plane was
known to be available for purchase in the United Stares.

Nester Pty Ltd was selected because it has a long record of service to
successive Governments back to that of Sir Charles Court. It is considered
that this contract will not operate to the financial detriment of other aviation
service operators. Nester Pry Ltd and others will continue to offer services to
the Government as in the past. A major part of the new contract involves a
new area of activity. It will be available for rapid response police and
emergency work.

Termination of Questions without Notice
Hon J.M. BERINSON: Good speech! Mr Deputy President -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon D.L. Wordsworth): Order! Is the Leader of the
House taking a point of order?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: No, Mr Deputy President; but having exceeded all previous
records on question time I request that you proceed to the next item of
business.

Hon G.E- Masters: Mr Deputy President -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Under Standing Order 14.4.3 the Leader of the
House may terminate oral questions without notice on any sitting day by
requesting the President to proceed to the next item of business. I presumne the
Leader of the House is requesting we go to the next item of business?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Yes, Mr Deputy President.

Hon P.G. Pendal: He is going to gag the place now. Struith! Half the time was taken
up with your long, rambling answer.

Hon N.F. Moore: It was the longest answer. in the history of this House.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! It is the Leader of the House's prerogative. We
will return to the Orders of the Day. Order of the Day No 1 is the Electoral
Amendment Bill (No 2).

Hon N.E. Moore: It is the first time you have done that.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: It is the first time you have had 55 minutes for questions,

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
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