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Tuesday, the 15th November, 1977

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

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT DILL
(No. 2)

Withdrawal: Petition
MR JAMIESON (Welshpol-Leader of the

Opposition) [2.16 p.m.]: Mr Speaker, I present a
petition from 638 residents of Australia praying
that the Government-

(a) Defer the passing of the proposed
Amendment to the Electoral Act 1970-76;1

(b) As a matter of public concern, refer the
relevant provisions of the Electoral Act
to a special committee where the public
will have an opportunity to make repre-
sentations;

(c) Recognise the need to evolve amend-
ments that will give all people the oppor-
tunity to exercise their voting rights on
an equal footing; and

(d) Permit voting on the Final Bill to be on
non-Party lines.

The petition conforms with the Standing Orders
of the Legislative Assembly and I have certified
accordingly.

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

See petition No. 14.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Withdrawal: Petition

MR BATEMAN (Canning) [2.18 p.m.]: I have
a petition to present to the House. It reads as
follows-

To the Honourable Speaker and members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.

We, the undersigned, express our deep con-
cern that the requirements of the Electoral
Act Amendment Bill, 1977, will seriously im-
pair the ability of illiterate and handicapped
voters to exercise their democratic rights as
citizens, and will effectively disfranchise this
section of the Western Australian community.

We ask, therefore, that the Bill be immedi-
ately withdrawn and that the rights presently
available under the Electoral Act 1970-1976
be maintained.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that
you will give this matter earnest consideration.

And your petitioners as in duty bound, will
ever pray.

This petition bears 197 signatures, it conforms
with the Standing Orders of the Legislative As-
sembly, and I have certified as such.

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

See petition No. 11.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Withdrawal: Petition
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the

Opposition) r2.19 p.rn.l: I present a petition from
140 residents of Western Australia praying that
the Government withdraw the Electoral Act
Amendment Bill 1977 and maintain the rights
presently available under the Electoral Act 1970-
1976. The petition conforms with the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly and I have
certified accordingly.

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

See petition No. 13.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Withdrawval: Petition

MR CARR (Geraldton) [2.20 p.m.]: I present
a petition from 137 residents of Western Australia
praying that the Government withdraw the Elec-
toral Act Amendment Bill 1977 and maintain the
rights presently available under the Electoral Act
1970-1976. The petition conforms with the Stand-
ing Orders of the Legislative Assembly and I have
certified accordingly.

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

See petition No. /2.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Withdrawal: Petition
MR SKIDMORE (Swan) 12.21 p.m.]: I present

a petition from 404 residents of Western Atustralia
praying that the Government withdraw the Elec-
toral Act Amendment Bill 1977 and maintain the
rights presently available under the Electoral Act
1970-1976. The petition conforms with the Stand-
ing Orders of the Legislative Assembly and I have
certified accordingly.
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The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be
brought to the Table of the House.

See petition No. 10.
RAILWAYS

Frozen Goods and Meekatliarra Muat/ewe
Closure: Petition

MR MeIVER (Avon) [2.22 p.m.: I have a
petition to present to the House. It is as fol-
lows-

The Honourable the Speaker and members
of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parliament
Assembled.
We, the undersigned members of the general
public of W.A., humbly petition the Premier,
Hon. Sir Charles Court, and the Minister for
Transport, Hon. D. Wordsworth, to recon-
sider the Government's decision to withdraw
Railway Services to the Community at large,
namely:

The Railway Refrigerated Services to com-
mercial transport and the proposed closure
of the Mullewa-Meekatharra line.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that
you will give this matter earnest considera-
tion and your petitioners, as in duty bound,
will ever pray.

I have signed the petition in accordance with the
Standing Orders, and it contains 3 540 signatures.

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

See petition No. 15.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Witlhdrawval: P1etition

MR BERTRAM (M~t. Hawthorn) [2.23 p.m.]: I
present a petition from 145 residents of Western
Australia praying that the Government withdraw
the Electoral Act Amendment Bill 1977 and main-
tain the rights presently available tinder the Elec-
toral Act 1970-1976.

The petition conforms with the Standing Orders
of the Legislative Assembly and I have certified
accordingly.

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

See petition No. 9.

DRIVE-EN THEATRES
"R' Films: Pet ition

MR TAYLOR (Cockburn) [2.24 p~m.]: I present
a petition from 252 residents of Kwinana praying
chat "~R" raced movies cease to be screened at

drive-in theatres. The petition conforms with the
Stand ins Orders of the Legislative Assembly and
I have certified accordingly.

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

See petition No. 7.

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Withdrawal: Petition
MR GRILL (Yilgarn-Dundas) [2.25 p.m.I: I

present a petition from 137 residents of Western
Australia praying that the Government withdraw
the Electoral Act Amendment Bill 1977 and main-
tain the rights presently available under the Elec-
toral Act 1970-1976. The petition conforms to
the Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly
and I have certified accordingly.

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

See petition No. 8.

PARLIAMENTARY COMMISSIONER'S
REPORT
Tabling

THE SPEAKER IMr Thompson):. I have for
tabling a report of the Parliamentary Commis-
sioner for Administrative investigations for the
year ended the 30th June, 1977.

T'he report was tabled (see paper No. 389).

ELECTORAL ACT AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 2)

Standing Orders Suspension:
Time Limit on Debates

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
[2.27 p.m.l: I move, without notice-

That so Much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable this
House to hereby direct that in connection
with the "Electoral Act Amendment Bill (No.
2)" the questions on the several stages of the
Bill shall be put as scheduled hereunder and
without further debate as follows:-

Mr Bryce: The guillotine!

Sir CHARLES COURT: To continueC-
The Schedule

The second reading of the Bill-at or
before 5.15 p.m. on Tuesday, 15th Nov-
ember, 1977.
The Committee stages of the Bill, includ-
ing the question for the report of the
chairman-at or before 6.00 p.m. on
Tuesday, 151h November, 1977.
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The Adoption of the Committee's Report
and the third reading of the Bill-at or
before 8.00 p.m. on Tuesday, 15th Nov-
ember, 1977.
This House directs that the several stages
of the Bil be dealt with accordingly.

in submitting this motion for the guillotine pro-
cedures I remind members that so far as this
particular matter is concerned-and I refer to the
motion to declare the seat vacant as well as the
Bill now before the House-there have been 20
speeches on the former and seven speeches on
the latter. The speeches have covered live hours
and eight minutes on the former and three hours
and 50 minutes on the latter, making a total of
eight hours and 58 minutes.

[interruption from the gallery.]I

The SPEAKER: Order! I would like the Prem-
ier to resume his seat. I ask the people in the
gallery please to remain silent while the proceed-
ings of the House are continuing.

Point of Order

Mor TONKIN: Mr Speaker, what is the motion
before the House? Is the Premier giving notice
that Standing Orders will be Suspended; is he
in fact moving that Standing Orders be suspended
or is he moving the guillotine motion'!

The SPEAKER: The question before the House
is that so much of the Standing Orders he sus-
pended as to enable the House, in connection with
the Electoral Act Amendment Bill (No. 2). to
have the questions on the several stages of the
Bill to be put as scheduled. I have a copy of the
schedule and the member may care to glance
over it.

Mr TONKIN: Is it not required that the Pre-
mier should give notice Of sich a motion before
moving it'?

The SPEAKER: There is provision for the Pre-
miier to move the motion without notice provided
he has the required majority.

IDeate Reiojned

Sir CHARLES COURT: I was saying there has
already been eight hours and 58 minutes of debate
on this subject. particuflarly on the motion declar-
ing the seat vacant, and members canvassed the
whole of this question then and again on the
second reading of the Electoral Act Amendment
Bill (No. 2). 1 refer also ito the fact that in
another place the Bill was very widecly debated
and if I remember correctly members of that place
debated the subject Lintil the early hours of the
morning.

(110

The amount of publicity that has been given
to the Bill and the amount of prominence given
to the views of members of the Opposition is such
that they cannot claim they -and the public are
not informed. After weighing up what was
thought to be a fair thing for a Bill of this kind-

Mr Skidmore: Put a guillotine on all your Bills.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -it was decided to
move this motion so there could be a timetable,
bearing in mind that unless members opposite take
a lot of time on this part of the procedure there
is a lot of further time left this afternoon. There
is time allowed for debate on the second reading
up till 5.15 then some time in Committee and
further time on the third reading stage.

I chink must members opposite have been here
long enough to know when we get to a certain
stage with legislation of this kind the Government
of the day-

[.Interruption from the gallery.]

The SPEAKER: Order! Might I suggest Co the
gallery that the proceedings of this Parliament
should go ahead without any interference or in-
terjections from the gallery. I am delighted to
see people caking an interest in the proceedings
of the House but I must say that if the gallery
does not remnain quiet I shall have to ask for it
to be cleared. However, I do not want to get to
that stage.

Sir CHARL.ES COURT: As I was saying, it is
not unusual when we get a piece of legislation
like ibis when there is a lot of emotive feeling
abhout it and repetitive debate for the Govern-
ment of the day to bring in a motion of this
kind. I repeat: There has certainly been a lot of
lime allowed for this debate on the total question
of the Kimbertev seal and there is still a consider-
able amount of time left during the rest of the day.
It is for members to make tp their minds as to
whether they want to uose the time on the Hill or
cn a procedural matter.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is blackmaii.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is nothing of the
sort.

Mr B. T. Buorke: Of cour-se it is.

Mr Bryce: You have been running this place
* ike it for weeks.

Thc SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members oppo%ite arc
sestv.They feel chat the debate on the Bill

has some political adva ntiag to them. andI they
hiare yet to learn the reverse.

M\,r Tonkin: You gave it to us.
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Sir CHARLES COURT: However, I do not
want to take up the time of the House because it
will be the fault of members opposite if they
waste time on the motion instead of dealing with
the Bill.

MR JAMIESON (Welsh pool- Leader of the
Opposition) [2.31 p.m.]: 1 oppose the motion
because I believe that Standing Orders should
never be used in these circumstances, but only in
the circumstances for which they are provided.
I take it that the Premier is relying on Standing
Order No. 410 which reads-

In cases of urgent necessity, any Standing
Order or Orders of the House may be sus-
pended on Motion duty made and seconded
without notice provided that such Motion has
the concurrence of an absolute majority of
the whole Members of the Assembly.

It is true that guillotine and gag motions have
been moved in the 25 years the Premier and I have
been members of the House, btit never has aL
guillotine motion been moved tinder such a Stand-
ing Order. We are reaching a state of political
anarchy when the Premier applies the word "emer-
gency' to the present situation. It is not an
emergency. We can come back tomorrow if
necessary. We have any amount of time to debate
the Bill.

Previously always. notice has been given to the
House with regard to a debate being stibject to
some sort of guillotine procedure so that we would
be prepared for it. On this occasion we have
heard nary a word. The first indication was when
the Premier stood on his feet. He had had the
opportunity to inform me previousvly about the
situation. I know that in any case we would have
had to put tip with it becatuse he has the numbers,
but he owes the House and the Opposition the
couirtesy of informing them what is proposed.

Earlier today he indicated he did not know
how tong the debate Was tiabte to las.t. Of course
he did know at that stage.

Sir Charles Court: f did not.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course, he did because he
bad already concocted this motion. He vould have
known.

Sir Charles Court: I had not been into the
party meeting when I saw you.

Mr Tonkin: He was nut stare whether he would
get it through. Is that what he is saying?

Sir Charles Court: We have democracy in our
party.

Mr JAMIESON. Somietimes the P'reniier makes
me latugh quite wryly.

The fact is that he knew what was going on,
but did not bother to inform us. Well, of course,
the worm turns on occasions, and the Premier
will find it will be a very severe worm when it
turns, after he has been in charge of the Parlia-
ment for a bit longer.

The days of conciliation and good fellowship
in this House are fast dying and it has not been
because of the activities of only one side, either.

Sir Charles Court: Fair go.

Mr JAMIESON: It has been because of the
leadership of the Premier and the attitudes he
has expressed. HeI is not the public of the State.
He is merely the Premier for the time being, and
it ill-behoves him to bring before the House a
guillotine motion such as this without having
given some prior notice of the proposition to the
Opposition. We oppose the motion.

Question put and a division taken with the
following resuilt-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Hterzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr
Mr
Mr

Laurance
MacKinnon
Mc Phart in

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B ryce
M r B. T. Burke
Mr T. 1. Biurke
Mr Carr
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D, Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Aye
Mr Sodenian

Aiyes 27
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Mensaros;
Nanovich
O'Connor
Old
O'Neil
Rush ton
Sibson
Spriggs
Tubby
Wait
Williams
young
Shalders

(Teller)
Noes 21

Mr Jamnieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pair
No

Mr Davies

The SPEAKERZ: As. this is a motion which re-
quires an absolute majority, and the absolute
majority is not present and voting for the "Ayes",
the quiestion lapses.

Question thus negativc.,
Motion defeated.
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[Applause from the gallery.]

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Second Reading
Debate resumed from the 10th November.

MR WAIT (Albany) (2.40 p.m.I: Mr Speaker.
before the House rose on Thursday, in the re-
marks I was making I was commenting on the
claim by the Opposition that no evidence had been
presented to the judge inquiring into the Kimber-
ley election about any mnalpractices or manipula-
tion by the ALP.

Point of Order
Mr BERTRAM: Mr Speaker, we are having

difficulty in hearing the member speaking.

The SPEAKER: I think more than the mem-
ber having to speak up, there should be less
audible conversation on the floor of the Cham-
ber and no audible conversation in the gallery.

Debate Resunted
Mr WATT: At that time I challenged the Op-

position to say categorically that no malpractices
or manipulation had occurred as a result of the
Labor Party's efforts. It was rather interesting
that apart from a comment by the member for
Morley, who simply said, "Why didn't you pro-
duce it before the court", which was tantamount
to saying there was some evidence-

Mr Tonkin: That is nonsense. There was none,
and if there had been any, why didn't you pro-
duce it before the court?

Mr WATT: The member for Morley is the
first one to make that claim.

Mr Tonkin: Why didn't you produce it before
the court if you say there was some evidence?
You had a chance to prove it and you did nothing
about it.

Mr WATT: Although no accusations of that
nature were made before the court, much has
been said about illiterate voters, and specific men-
tion of course has been made of Aboriginal and
migrant voters. As far as I am concerned it is
quite fallacious to group these two together. There
is no comparison. The migrant has been able to
vote in the past and he will continue to be able
to do so, as will the Aboriginal voter, but for
different reasons.

The migrant is not unintelligent and not unedu-
cated. A comparison shows two entirely different
situations, and a comparison such as has been sug-
gested is in my view quite mischievous. The term
..racist" obviously means different things to differ-
ent people.

Like most other members of Parliament. when
campaigning for the elections I go door-knocking.
and I have come across a number of Aboriginal
people in my electorate. I always carry an elec-
toral roll and ask them whether they are enrolled.
Very few are. I do not endeavour to enroll them or
dissuade them from enrolling. I always ask them
whether they are aware of the fact that they may
enroll if they wish. I have never yet had one say.
"I would like to enroll." They always say to me.
"Frankly, I don't want to be bothered." That con-
firms my view that most of these people do not
really want to be involved or do not understand
what it is all about.

Most agree that what is needed if Aboriginal
people are to be involved is a plan to educate
them and assist them to learn just what the pro-
cess is all about, what it means to vote, and what
is the responsibility they are taking on when they
do enroll; and, if they are to be enrolled, to help
them know how their votes should be cast in a
meaningful way.

I deplore the tactics that have been used by the
Opposition. We have all read about how at Halls
Creek, for example, the illiterate voters were
rounded up into the local open-air picture theatre.
branded with a name tag, and herded into the
polling booth in batches. Members of the Opposi-
tion talk about giving the Aboriginal people dig-
nity. I cannot see that is consistent with their
a rgument.

Mr H. D. Evans: Is not this sub, indict' at the
moment?

Mr WAT T: I am making my speech. If these
sorts of things have been done in the past by
the Liberal Party, I do not approve of that either,
and I have no first-hand knowledge of it; but a
sufficient number of people have claimed it hap-
pened in the Kimberley in February as a result
of the Opposition's actions and I have no reason
to doubt it.

They also take advantage in another way.
Everyone knows Aboriginal people are different
from Europeans. They have different ctistoms
from the white man, and high among these dif-
ferences is the Aborigines' fear of superstition.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!

Mr WATT: Members of the ALP can deny
what they like but there is-

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE: The member for Albany has in-

dicated that he would leave to your judgment.
Mr Speaker, the suggestion that reference 'to what
happened in Halls Creek is a matter which is
sub judice. For the sake of the debate and so
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that nmembers are nor required to take this point
of order repearedly. Sir, would you ride that any
reference to the circumstances which tire cur-
rently before the court as a result of that are in
fact sub jadive?

Mr O'Connor: Is this unpalatable to you?

Mr BRYCE: Not at all. We simply seek at
ruling. Afrer all, the member for Albany clearly
indicated ir wats not for him to judge. He
indicared it wats uip to you, Sir, to indicate whether
this matter wats soti jadice: that particular aspect,
thar is all.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: Order! Ir is a fact that there
is curently before the Supreme Court an action
surrounding certain things rhat took place at a
particular polling place in the Kimberley elector-
ate. That being the case, any debate touching
on that would be sub judice. and I rule accord-
ingly. I have not in the brief time the member
for Albany has been speaking been able to decide
that the matter to which he is referring is in fact
related to rhe action before the Supreme Court,
bitt I ask members on both sides of the House to
respect my point of view.

Debate Resumed

Mr WATT: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I had in
fact jusr commenced on a slightly different tack.
I wats referring to the Superstition of Aboriginal
people. I have been told, first of all by people
who were in the Kimberley and involved, thar the
ALP' supporrers-and I do not necessarily blame
the ALP parliamentary members-who were work-
ing there for the election spread at message of fear
among the Aboriginal people that Mr Ridge was
a bad man and to be seen associating with him
or talking to him would incur some terrible
penalty. It is inreresting rhat that suggests some-
thing funny to some people. To me it is anything
hut funny. The consequence of all this was that
as Mr Ridge went about his campaign, and cer-
tainly whenever he endeavoured to approach
Aboriginal groups to talk to them, they ran away
in fear and would not even speak with him: yet
many of these people had been his friends for
many years and had always recognise the work
he had done for them.

Mr Grill: Have You read the judgment of Smith,

Mr WATT: Yes.
Mr Grill: What did he say about those alle~ga-

tions of malpractice?

Mr WATT: The honoutrable member may make
his speech.

M r Grill: I do not believe you have read it.

Mr WATT: It is interesting to see how attitudes
change as time goes by. I am not against anyone
changing his mind: in fact, if anybody has the
courage of his convictions to say, "it has been
demonstrated to me I wats wrong before and I
now change my mind', all credit to him. I would
say not enough people have the courage to do that.

Mr Tonkin: You agree with the Premier. You
do not care what the judge said.

Mr WATT: Following the 1968 election there
were also a number of accusations Of manipula-
tion and malpractice and all sorts of things in the
Kimberley, and a number of comments were made
about some of these things during the Address-in-
Reply debate. The then Leader of the Labor
Party (Mr John Tonkin) covered some of these
points during his speech to the Address-in-Reply,
and I would like to quote a couple of the things
he said.

Firstly, at page 98 of the 1968 Hansard he
said-

...why are rules laid down in the law?
Why are prohibitions laid down in an Act
of Parliament? Are they expected to be
obeyed or are they to be disregarded and
then treated by those in authority ats trivial
breaches not requiring any attention?

That is how he saw the situation. Obviously he
was unhappy about the fact that manipulation was
occurring.

Mr Jamieson: That wats because a person had
been proven to be in breach of the Electoral Act,
and the Chief Electoral Officer said he Woutd not
take any action.

Mr WATT: Which person?
Mr Jamieson: The fellow marking the ballot

papers.
Mr H. D. Evans: The assistant presiding officer

at Mowanjum.

Mr WATT: I wanted to check on that.
Mr Grill: It is something you do not know

anything about.

Mr WATT: I will make my speech, and then
the member for Yilgarn-Oundas can make his
speech. If he knows what I am thinking about.
he must have a crystal ball.

Mr Grill: You don't know what you aire talking
aboult: you haven~r read the decision.

Mr WATT: The then Leader of the Opposition
went on to refer to the voting results at the booths
at Mowanjum Mission and Gogo Station. and he
referred to the large majority of votes secured
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at one of the polling places-12S to Ridge and 23
to Rhatigan. He said that wats the restilt of
regimentation of the native vote and that in fact
there wats evidence to support Such a view.

Obviously he did not approve of regimentation
of the Ahoriginal vote such as had occurred, so
it is interesting to note that the Opposition has
done an about-face on this matter.

'The then Leader of the Opposition quoted from
a letter he had written to the Chief Electoral
Officer in which he said in part that the presiding
officer at Gogo (Mr Jones) had admitted to the
Hon. H. C. Strickland, MLC, who was at member
for that province at the time and was acting ats
Mr Rhatigan's scrutineer, that he had instructed
a number of Aboriginal people in the method of
voting, and he also said he considered a presid-
ing officer had no right to do that. The presiding
officer admitted that-and 1 do not like to use
the word "'admitted" because it has a connotation
of guilt; nevertheless that is the word that was
used. The then Leader of the Opposition went
on to say that he communicated direct with the
person who acted as presiding officer-that is,
Mr Jones-and his reply refuted any suggestion
that he was open to criticism. it was explainPed
that Mr Jones was a school teacher and was the
local officer in charge of adult native education
at Gogo Station.

As part of his duties as education officer, he
instructed Aborigines in the art of voting, not by
using candidates' names but by using simple things
they could understand. As a matter of fact, the
Aborigines had a gardening project under way
and they held a mock election with preferential
voting to decide which vegetabtes would be
planted. In my opinion that was a very con-
structive way to help these people understand
what voting is all about.

Unfortunatety that officer wats subjected to the
very humiliating experience of being interrogated
by the CIB, and he had to provide a signed
statement to say that he wats innocent; and, of
course, he was completely exonerated.

In his speech the Leader of the Opposition
also referred to polling places and in one case

he said there were 20 votes for Ridge and three
for. Mr. Bridge.

Mr Jamieson: None for Bridge.

Mr WATT: 1 beg your pardon; three votes were
informal. That is interesting because it reflects
one of two things: either the vote was manipulated
or the Aborigines knew what they were doing.

Mr Jamieson: If it goes the way of the Labor
Party it is manipulated, but if it goes the way of
the Liberal Party it is not manipulated.

Mlr WATT: I think the Leader of the Opposi-
tion has at double standard. It is interesting to note
some of the comments made by the Hon. H. C.
Strickland during the Address-in-Reply debate in
another place in 1968. I-I made some comments
about the election to which I have been referring.
I thought it wotild be interesting to check just a
few of his comments to see the sort of thing he
had to say, and bear in mind that he represented
the North Province and knew the people and the
local situation. I will take only two or three brief
examples of his comments. These are not taken
out of context, and reference to flanstird will
prove this.

Firstly, he said it was a fact that these people
had no idea or understanding at all with regard
to voting. He went on to comment on an amend-
ment to the Electoral Act which had been adopted
in the previous year and which provided for
people to remove their names from the roll if
they were physically incapacitated, stiffered fromt
mental illness, or had a mental disorder. He went
on to say he had suggested to the then Minister
that mental incapacity shouild have been included
as well as mental illness. Thai was the attittude
of at Labor member of the upper House at that
lime.-

Mr Jamieson: I told YOU the other night I didn't
.agree with his attituide on many issues.

Mr WATT: I agree that the Leader of the
Opposition said that. During his speech Mr
Strickland was asked by a member of the Govern-
ment a question in respect of the percentage of
Aborigines on the roll. He replied that he did
not know. He went on to say that he did know
that the result showed there was approximately
170 votes which represented the unintelligent vote,
the uninformed vote, and the vote that could be
swayed. He finished up by saying that the Lib-
erals made a great impression; nevertheless they
would have lost bitl for the tunintelligent vote.

He was a man who certainly recognised just
what could be done by manipulating this vote. He
also said, "These people should never be on the
roll because they come under the other category
I mentionetd." He was referring to. his comiment in
respect of mental incapacity. He went on to say-

I amn perfectly sure that the natives who
aire enrolled, and certainly the great majority
of natives who work on the stations. have
been rounded up and placed on the roll.
They have never attempted to exercise their
opinion, because they do not know what
"enrol' means. They would not have the
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slightest idea, and in nmy opinion many of the
natives would conic within the ambit of that
cilass.

Those arc the comments of a Labor member of
Parliament.

Mr Tonkin: We are repudiating those corn-
meats.

Mr WVATT: Nobody did so ait the lime.

Mr Tonkin: We repudiate them now.

Mr WATT: Let uis see what the present Leader
of the Opposition had to say. When referring to
a similar position which arose in respect of a
Federal election, he said at page 333 of the 1968
Hansrd

This might be said to be better origanisa-
lion on behalf of the Liberal Party, but I
do not believe that is the case;-

One can make an exact correlation here, except
in reverse, because the Leader of the Opposition
went on to say-

-it is the manipulation of people who should
not be manipulated. It is the manipulation of
people who are uneducated in the matter of
voting.

When legislation was introduced to give
nomadic natives the right to vote, we were
warned by members representing the north-
west that manipulation would take place and
that it would put into the hands of certain
people quite a considerable voting power.

The present Leader of the Opposition made at
couple of other pertinent comments, one of which
was as follows-

If people are unable to make uip their own
minds on how to vote, it shoul not be left
to individuals to instruct them in a way that
is likely to influence an election in an area
such as Kimberley.

Mr Jamieson: I still agree with that; where is
the revelation?

Mr WATT: It is very interesting, because if
those Aboriginal people were not manipulated,
then I have a wrong impression of the meaning
of the word "manipulation"

Mr Jamieson: Which year are you talking about?

Mr WATT: I am referring to t968. The Leader
of the Opposition went on to say-

In specific instances it can be clearly stated
that some manipulation in voting hats taken
place, and nobody would be naive enough to
say it has not.

Then he went on to say that both thie parties and
their overzealous canvassers indulged in it. There
is an admission for you. Mr Speaker.

Mr Jamieson: The Liberal Party will not even
admit to that.

Mr WATT: I have already admitted at the
commencement of my speech that things were
done by both parties of which I disapprove. How-
ever, the Leader of the Opposition went on 10
say-

.- . if we gel high and mighty and say that
this sort of thing does not take place, then
we deny the truth.

Then he said-
So I say we should tidy up all these situ-

ations, in any form of election, so that we
get a true and proper result.

I agree with the Leader of the Opposition; that is
precisely what this Bill aims to do. It is tidying
U1 the Electoral Act in respect of the sort of
things of which he has spoken. According to the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition, this Bill is
aimed solely at Aborigines. I do not agree with
that because I feel that the Bill is aimed at scurri-
lous people who manipulate those less privileged
than themselves. For that reason I give it my
full support.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [3.00 p.m.]: Before
starting a discourse on what this Bill is actually
about one cannot help but turn a little of one's
attention to what the member for Albany had to
say when harking back to the previous debate
on the motion to declare the seat of Kimberley
vacant. He seems to be unaware that his Govern-
ment is claiming, at least in part, that it is not
pushing this legislation in order to meet a dead-
line for the Kimberley by-election but because it
provides vital principles in all sorts of areas. The
member for Albany seems to feel that this is the
"Kimberley Bill" or. as other people have said,
"the Save Alan Ridge Bilt". I think he is out of
step with what his colleagues are saying in that
regard although I think he is perfectly accurate.

However, when he turned his attention, such
ais it is, to the alleged malpractices in 1968 which
he quoted from Mansard, it ought to be drawn to
the attention of the House that the malpractices
spoken of then were mnalpractices on the part of the
member who has just lost his seat as a result of
the decision of the Court of Disputed Returns.
The malpractices which he has been quoting-
and I think agreeing that they occurred, if I
interpret him correctly-were malpractices on the
part of the former member for Kimberley when
first he won that seat. If the member for Albany
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is at all serious in reading to the House those
quotes about malpractices, it should be said that
[hey are mnalpractices on the part of his own
party.

If' he presented those malpractices which in
(act occurred on his own side as an allegation
that the same malpractices occurred on this side
in 1977, there is no follow-on there at all. It
seems to me, as it did to the member (or Vilgarn-
Dundas, that the member for Albany has not
read the judgment. Therefore, I shall read him
sections of it.

Mr Laurance: Your leader said it wats done on
both sides. Do you agree with that?

Mr PEARCE: 1 do not in this instance. Mem-
bers opposite do not have to take my word for
it. The Premier will doubtless say that that is
my opinion. I Want to read to him Mr Justice
Smith's opinion. It may be only his opinion but
he is a judge and he did have the opportunity to
sit through 44 days of hearings on this whole
matter. He had this to say about ALP mal-
practices-

It is of importance to emphasise that in
his pleadings the respondent did not allege
any malpractice by the petitioner-

lhat is Mr Bridge-
-or his agents-

TIhat is the ALP-
--during the election campaign or any mani-
pulation of electors literate or otherwise and
that throughout the protracted hearing, no
evidence was adduced which would in any
way support the suggestions of malpractice
referred to in the documents handed to the
lawyers.

The documents handed to the lawyers were the
letters from Mr Ridge to various helpers around
the place, including one to Mr O'rriscoll whose
trick was so effective at one polling station, and
others in which snide references were made abott
so-called ALP malpractices. In 44 days of hear-
ings no allegations of malpractice were brought
forward.

It hus been suggested by the other side that
the reason the court was not concerned with ALP
malpractices, which of course it was, was that
the court set out to prove that the 93 votes by
which the former member for Kimberley allegedly
won were in fact outweighed by votes which were
denied to his opponent, Mr Bridge. If Mr Ridge
had been able tn establis~h that malpractices on
the ALP side had caused him to lose a certain
number of votes, that would have made a dif-
ference in the balance of votes. In the end the
decision went Mr Bridge's way by four proven

votes, but if Mr Ridge had been able to demon-
strate that he had lost only five votes because of
ALP malpractice the decision would have gone
his way because the balance of votes would have
been his way.

If the former member for Kimberley had been
able to prove that as a result of these Malprac-
tices by the ALP which are being talked about he
had lost five votes, he would still be sitting on
the other side. But he could not even do that;
he could not even allege before the court in at
direct way that there were any ALP malpractices.

This whole question of what happened in the
Kimberley is of only marginal relevance to the
Bill because we are dealing with ai suggested
change of procedures with regard to illiterate
voters and the way they vote. I am going to pick
tip another quote from Mr Justice Smlith.

Mr Laurance: Is that the judjgment there? Can
youi find the part-

Mr PEARCE: I am not going to do ihe mciii-
her's research work for him; he can do it him-
self. There is at suitcient amount of research cap-
acity available to the Covernment through the
Civil Service. I think it is at bit too mutch for
members of the Government to expect me to do
their research work for them all the time,
although I was happy to research the Education
Department on a previous occasion for the meni-
her for Karrinyop.

Mr Herzfeld: Are You reading the report or an
extract?

Mr PEARCE: I am reading [rom an extract,
but I have the full report here. When we are dis-
cussing the proceduire for illiterate voters members%
will be aware, because we have all been involved
in elections. sonie of uis [or miany years, that when
people turn uip to Vote they do not necessarily
have at clear knowledge of all the candidates.
Every party puts out how-to-vote cards. They or-
ganise hundreds of workers to Stand out1side pol-

Iigg booths and to hand out how-to-vote cards so
that we know that people intending to vote [or our
respective parties can identify our candidates
even though in the metropolitan area, where there
is saturation advertising, not everyone knows all
the names of the candidates or parties-

Liberal party instructions to pulling booth work-
ers in the Kinmberley electorate last year were
tabled before the Court of Disputed Returns. and
they read in part-

There is only one way to simplify the
issue; by getting our suspporters to follow the
how-to-vote card exactly. So Please, take the
trouble to greet every voter and then direct
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the voter to follow the card, e.g. "Good morn-
ing. To vote Liberal, please follow this card
exactly."

They were instructions to literate voters, people
who can read but who may have no information
other than that they are intending to vote Liberal.
They may never have heard of the Liberal can-
didate and in faet they may not have seen him
for a number of years. All they have to do is
pick up the Liberal how-to-vote card and mark
the squares accordingly.

An illiterate voter is not given even that degree
of help, according to the legislation before us.
For example. as has been the practice in the Kim-
berley for many years, at present he may take a
how-to-vote card, present it to the polling booth
official, and ask him to mark the ballot paper in
accordance with the how-to-vote card. In future
an electoral officer wilt not be able to do even
that. The very weak reason given by the Govern-
nment is that he may be manipulated; that is to
say, there may be a crooked character outside
the polling booth asking voters whether they wish
to vote Liberal and then, when the suckers say
'Yes", he may hand out a Labor how-to-vote card
in an attempt to get the illiterate voters to vote
against their expressed intentions.

There appears to me to be a simple answer to
that: chat is. to follow the existing practice
whereby a voter presents his how-to-vote card and
the presiding officer Can read the how-to-vote card
for him and confirm in his own mind that the
intention of the voter is the intention expressed on
the how-to-vote card.

Whatt will happen if this amending Bill is passed,
if indeed it is passed, as I hope it will not be?
rhe chap will present his how-to-vote card and
the presiding officer will be forced to ignore it.
Because the man is illiterate he will not be able
to get the assistance which is available to every-
one else. He will be read the ballot paper. He
wilt be asked, "Whom do you want to Vote (for'?
Smith, or Jones or Bloggs?" The chap will say,
"I want to vote L~iberal." He will be told. "You
cannot vote Liberal. You have to vote for Smith,
Jones or Bloggs." He may say, "I want to vote
for Smith." He will then be asked, "Whom do
you want to vote for next'?" Members should
listen to titerate people trying to sort out this
sort of thing if they do not know the candidates,
have not attended very closely to the campaign,
or, in the case of Aborigines, they may not
understand the preferential system.

Mr Justice Smith looked at the legal conse-
quences of what is required to be at voter; that
is to say. does one have to be at professor of

political science and understand perfectly the
system before one votes? Does one have to know
the names of all the candidates before one votes?
He decided, as we all understand, that there was
no reason that these things should apply.

I quote from page 48 of the judgment as
follows-

The ability to read or indeed a full and
complete knowledge of the preferential voting
system, are not among the qualifications of
electors. It is trite to observe that a literate
voter is at liberty to take the How to Vote
card of the candidate of his choice with him
into the polling booth when he or she is
marking the ballot paper to ensure that he or
she completes a formal vote. It is worthy of
note that polling booth workers for the res-
pondent-

That is, the former member for Kimberley. To
continue-

-were enjoined to ensure that every voter
had the respondent's How to Vote card when
he entered the polling place in the following
terms:

The judge then quoted some of the procedures
followed by the Liberal Party workers and said-

I can see no reason in logic why a like privi-
lege should not be afforded to an illiterate
elector, provided that the safeguards of which
I have spoken are observed.

That is a sentiment with which I wholeheartedly
concur.

I want to return to a matter I raised in the
House in reply to a question raised by the Mlin-
ister for Labour and Industry. I suggested to the
Minister that although he Said illiterate voters
were stupid, in fact there is no correlation between
illiteracy and stulpidity.

Mr Shulders interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The member should check
Ilansir again. t shall return to that slur in a
moment. I pointed out to the Minister that be-
tween illiterate societies or pre-illiterate societies
-like ancient Greece-there is no correlation ait.
all. To sutggest that Aborigines are Stutpid because
they do not know how to read or write is at
n1o1 Se'quitur.

I was amazed when the member for l'ilharat
and the member for Gascoyne suggested I was
saying the reverse. I argued against that idea and
I later made an unparliamentury interjection. I
have checked Hanisard and 1 consider their coat-
nits to be scurrilous. It was I who said that
Aborigines can be very intelligent without being
literate whereas the Minister for Labotur and In-
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dusiry quite clearly was implying that Aborigines
are open to malpractice and manipulation because
they are stupid and he tied that in with their illit-
eracy. The Minister's talk of how they were able
to be rounded up, herded together, and had name
tags lied to them and all the rest of the nonsense
merely supports that view. From the other sidc
of the House I was saying there was no correla-
tion between the two.

I have brouight in a number of references to this
point bt I will spare the House and I will not
read them all. The proof is there that illiteracy is
widespread throughouit the communily and is sig-
nificant in percentage ternms. There are illiterates
in every polling booth. All the statistical and re-
search evidence is on the side of the assertion
that there is no con-elation between illiteracy and
stupidity. The fact that sonic people are illiterate
does not make them open to malpractice and man-
ipulation except that they cannot read.

If a presiding officer reads a how-to-vote card
to the illiterate voter he can assure himsetf that
the person has not been tricked into taking a how-
to-vole card other than the one he wanted to use.
That is not at variance with the law and it would
help to stop them from casting informal votes.
The present legislation is designed to make sture
some people cannot vote ait all or if they do the
chances are they will cast an invalid vote.

Earlier, the member for Murray interjected and
suggested that Mansard contained an interj ection
from the member for Geraldton saying that Abor-
igines are ignorant. The member for Geraldton
made no interjection at all in that speech.

Mr Shalders: He did so.

Mr- PEARCE: No he did rnot. The House will
remember that while the member for Cascoyne
wais on his feet he was speaking in terms of dem-
onstrating to the H-ouse that he was well aware
of the nature of illiterate Aborigines; he said
manty of them were former pupils of his. I tried
to make a point when interjecting in a rather
sarcastic way, saying. "is that why they are illit-
erate?" In the heat of the moment the Mansard
reporter prescribed my interjection to the mem-
ber for Geraldton. The member for Geratdton
and I visited Mansard and between us we cor-
rected the proof to how it should have read. I
am stare members will remember the instance be-
cause of the laughter that followed the interjec-
lion.

Members opposite ought to know perfectly well
that we are not entitled to quote uncorrected
Mansard proofs-especially interject ions. we
cannot take copies of speeches which are uon-
corrected until twelve o'clock the next day. If it

were possible to obtain them earlier I could
have picked tip an error made by the Minister for
Education when he said all the statements nmade
by the Teachers' Union about teacher registrat ion
were false. However, he later corrected his ans-
wver so that it read "some" were false, as he had
meant to say. Members who have been here
longer than I know they cannot take uncorrected
Mansard speeches and quote them later and ex-
pect people to take note.

I think this is a very poor piece of legislation
designed to ensure that those illiterate people who
manage to vote, despite obstacles put in their
path, will no longer have a right to a valid vote.
The aim of this legislation is to make sure that
the former member for Kimberley wins with a
minority of the vote by denying a vote to the
people the Government can identify as wanting
to vote for the Opposition party. Becaus~le Of their
illiteracy and the fact thcy are open to nianipn-
lation, the Government is changing the law.

I read a recent column by Leslie Anderson and
I agree wholeheartedly with her sentiments. She
said-

THAT CH4EATS never prosper is ant axionm
which only rings, true if the cheats aren't in a
position to alter the rules of the game.

That is exactly what has been done.
If it were to happen that in the by-election. Mr

Bridge were to be returned despite the Govern-
ment's efforts to change the rule, what is the
betting there would be further changes to the law
to make sure the Liberal candidate at the next
election was elected? My own election was close
yet it was fought very fairly. I wonder why there
is so much interest in the Kimberley seat: why
all the double dealing and cheating. I have some
theories which I will mention at the third reading
stage.

This is a piece of legislation panicked throuigh
by -a Government that is facing a by-election
which it knows almost certainly it will lose.
The Government goes into the by-election with
its Stocks at a low tevel after all its frauds and
tricks at the last Kimberley election have been
laid bare after 44 days of court hearings. These
frauds and tricks were mentioned in Mr Justice
Smith's judgment. The Liberal Party stands be-
fore this State for what it is. It is trying to rig
the election or change the law so it will win no
matter what.

The Premier stays it does not matter about the
55 per cent of the people who wanted Bridge to
win. He says that is their opinion but as far as
the Premier is concerned he will make store the
opinion of the 45 per cent of the people he agrees
with wilt prevail.
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MR HARMAN (Maylands) 13.20 pi.m.j: Mr
Speaker, the Government has endeavotired to
present the argument to this House that it wishes
to change the legislation because of the way in
which Aboriginal voters have been manipulated
in recent times. That was the point made by the
Premier in his letter to Tine Wes Autsiroiian
yesterday. The Premier did not cite any cases
of how the voters were maniptulated; he jtust made
the bland statement that in the past voters had
been manipulated. The Premier presented no
evidence, cited no incidents, and gave no names
or places where the votes of Aboriginal voters
had been manipulated.

We are asked to agree to this type of legislation
when no evidence has been placed before this
House that in fact manipulation has been taking
place.

Mr Watt: Never mind the evidence: tell us
how it happened.

Mr Bryce: "Never mind the evidence' is tan-
tamnount to saying, "Who 'cares what the judge
says!"

Mr HARMAN: The Aboriginal voters in the
Kimberley are becoming more politically aiware.
They are not dumb: they are able to sit down
and reason out various situations; and they are
able to arrive at a decision in respect of which
political party they wish to Support and which
political candidate they wish to support.

You well know. Mr Speaker. that in recent
years it has been the Australian Labor Party,
particularly during the era of the Whitlamn Govern-
mentl. that has spent a considerable amount of
money in the Kimberley to assist Aborigines to
aspirc to some of the projects they had wanted
to undertake for a long time. but because Of
reasons advanced by previous State Governments,'
mainly on a financiat basis, they had not been
able to undertake.

As a result of the expenditure by the Australian
Labor Government the Aborigines in that particu-
lar area were able to see the benefit of Govern-
ment services and the results whic h wouldt accrue
from those services.

The real reason for this legislation is the Gov-
ernment has woken up to the fact that it has
lost the vote of the Aborigines in the Kimbertey
and the only way to ensure that vote is not lost
to another party is to disfranchise completely
those particular persons whom the Government
claims are illiterate. tn other words, these people
cannot read or write, but they can certainly think.
It is not beyond those people lo go into at polling

booth and indicate to the presiding officer for
whom they wish to vote, and the Government is
aware of that.

Sir Charles Court: That is what we want them
to do.

Mr Bryce: You are scared stiff they will vote
for Bridge.

Mr H-ARMAN: The Government will make sure
that there is a large number of candidates in anmy
ejection in the Kimberley so that there will he
confusion over the names of the persons for whom
the voters have to vote in a preferential order.
That is the motive behind this Bill; disfranchise
the Aborigines, because if they cannot bring in a
how-to-vote card and indicate, "That is my inten-
tion;, then, of course, the Aborigines must tell
the presiding officer for whom they wish to vote.
The presiding officer must then ask the Aborigines
to nominate all of the other candidates so that
he may fill out a preferential vote. The Govern-
ment is hoping that, by using this device and by
ensuring there are a large number of candidates
in the field, they will confuse the issue to the
extent that those people will be disfranchised.

I am not sure that that will be the end result;
it certainly will be the end result for some time,
but I am sure ways and means will be found to
overcome that particular problem.

I want 1o illustrate again today the lack of
evidence which has been presented by the Gov-
ernment. The other day the Minister for Labour
and Industry tried to establish a case that the
Aboriginal voters in the Kimberley were being
influenced by the Kadaitcha men. I think it
should be known that the word "Kadaitcha" is not
used by the Aborigines in the Kimberley. That
word is used, sir, in the eastern goldfields.

Mr Grayden: A word with the same connota-
tion is commonly used by Aborigines in Western
Australia.

Mr H-ARMAN: It has no relationship to the
Kimberley; but here we have the Minister in-
dicating that-

Mr Grayden: It has exactly the same connota-
tion.

Mr HARMAN: The Minister admits now, by
way of interjection, that the word "Kadaitcha' has
no connotation at all to the Aborigines in the
Kimberley.

Mr Crayden: It has exactly the same connota-
tion: but that particular word is not used.

Mr HARMAN: On Thursday the Minister was
prepared 10 say these Kadaitcha men were going
around and frightening the Aborigines into doing
certain things. The Kadaitchai practice or the
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"feat herfoots", or whatever one likes to call them,
is a practice which relates only to the Aborigines'
own laws; they have their own taboos. It has
no relationship to the question of voting in a
Federal or State election and for the Minister to
suggest the Aboriginal people in that particular
area would use the Kadaitcha system, or some
equivalent, is a reflection upon the Aborigines in
the Kimberley.

Mr Grayden: That sort of thing is definitely
Lised throughout the Kimberley.

Mr HARMAN: In essence, the Minister is
saying to a member of a religious faith in Western
Australia that, Lthere is something wrong with
your religion". In fact, the Minister said that
on Sunday, because he made a statement in the
Trown Hall that members of the World Council
of Churches were led by communists and inspired
by communism.

Mr Grayden: I said there were communists who
would want to influence them.

Mr HARMAN: When one examines the action
taken by this Government one can See that the
Situation is as I have stated. Government mem-
bers throw all sorts of innuendoes around and
make all sorts of threats; they make serious sug-
gestions as to the sort of attitude people adopt.
The Government takes this action for the p~irpo)se
of camouflaging the true Situation.

Last Thursday the Minister said also that pub-
lic servants in the Kimberley were manipulating
the votes of Aborigines. I asked the Minister to
name those public servants and he refused to do
so.

Mr Bryce: He had no names.
Mr Grayden: There were six to 12.

Mr HARMAN: There were six public Servants
on Thursday and now there are 12; tomorrow
there will be IS; on Thursday there will be 24.

Mr Grayden: You know perfectly well who they
re-

Mr HARMAN: Now I a1M Supposed to know
who those public servants are. The Minister will
not tell me who they are; he will not name them.

Mr Crayden: They are well known thiroUgholit
the Kimberley.

Mr HARM AN: I am supposed to know who
they are.

Mr Pearce:. Are you Linder privilege?

Mr HARMAN: Does that not cast at reflection
on every puiblic servant in the Kimberley? Does
it not mean that the fisheries officer at Biroome,

the quarantine officer at Wyndham, the customs
officer at Derby, and the community welfare
officer at Hails Creek are all under Suspicion?

Mr Grayden: You are getting pretty close.

Mr HARMAN: All of these people are under
suspicion of having manipulated Aboriginal voters.
That is what it means, and that is what the Min-
ister for Labour and Industry has done in this
House. He has misled the House as to the Abor-
iginal custom of the Kadaitcha system and he is
now misleading the House on the question of
public servants, because he is not prepared to
name the public servants in question. He is not
prepared even to name one of them, and there
are supposed Co be 12 today and there were six
lust Thursday. Is it not an absolute disgrace for
a Minister of the Crown to come into Parlia-
ment and make these sorts of innuendoes and in-
sinuations when he has no evidence at all to sug-
gest that this is in fact the true Situation?

The second point in regard to Aborigines is-
and the Minister can deny this by way of inter-
jection if he so wishes-that tin inquiry is already
being undertaken in the Public Service to discover
who these individuals are,

Mr Pearce: A witch-hunt.

Mr Bryce: He is great at witch-hunting.

Mr HARMAN: This is a Statement which the
Minister is stupposed to have made in the Town
Hill] On Suinday.

Mr Grayden: That is absolutely untrue. I said
that naturally the activities of these sorts of people
would be kept uinder scrutiny; that is all.

Mr Pearce: By a Public Service Kadaiteha man.

Mr HARMAN: These public servants will be
uinder surveillance. The Government does not
know who the public servants are and there is
quite a large number of public servants in the
Kimberley, the Pilbara, and in other areas of
Australia where Aborigines reside. All of those
public servYants will now be uinder surveillance-
definitely a palice State. Every public servant who
has tiny relationship with Aborigines will now be
tinder scrutiny.

Mr Grayden: Rubbish. Only those who tise
Government vehicles for political purposes.

Mr HARMAN: Those public servants will now
be tinder surveillance and additional scrutiny.
What a Situtition for a Public servant in Western
Australia to be in: the Government for which he
works and to which hie has been SO loyal for
years and years, because he happens to speak to
tin Aboriginal, will place him tinder extra and
additional Surveillance and serLitiny.
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Mr Grayden; Nothing could be further from
the truth.

Mr HARMAN: I think the Minister should be
condemned for that attitude.

Mr Grayden: They use Government vehicles
and facilities for political motives-for the Labor
Party. They should not he in the Public Service.

Mr T. H. Jones: Tell us who they are.

Mr HARMAN: No evidence has been produced
in this House that Aboriginal voters have been
manipulated. No evidence was presented to the
inquiry; certainly, no evidence was accepted by
Mr Justice Smith at the inquiry. Evidence may
have been presented.

Mr Grayden: There was an attempt to give
evidence but it was refused.

Mr HARMAN: The judge found it was not
backed uip by fact,

Mr Crayden: He said it was not admissible.

Mr HARMAN: it is no good trying to put up
the argument that there was a manipulation of
Aboriginal voters when the Government has not
been able to satisfy the justice who conducted the
inquiry that any Aboriginal voters were manipu-
kited.

Mr Grayden: No evidence was given.

Mr HARMAN': There was an attempt to give
evidence but it was not substantiated.

Mr Grayden: How can it be substantiated if it
is not presented?

Mr H-ARMAN: It is not the job of the Minister
for Labour and Industry to come to this House
and make all sorts of insinuations and innuendoes
without once being able to substantiate them by
fact. The Minister claims that one can go into an
inquiry and make all sorts of insinuations and
innuendoes without at particle of fact to back
them sip.

A court of law is different from Parliament be-
Cause Once an allegation is made in a court of law
it has to be proved. Unfortunately, when these
allegations were made to the inquiry the Gov-
ernment, and those people who represented the
Government, were not able to prove them. That
is the point. I believe the House should take note
of how the Minister atempts to use this place-
to mention that sort of evidence which just is not
available and cannot be substantiated by fact:
that Aboriginal voters have been manipulated.

We have to come to the conclusion that the
real reason for this legislation is that there is a
need for the Liberal Party to disenfranchise cer-
tain voters in the Kimberley electorate.

Mr Grayden: 'The legislation does not do that,
and you know it.

Mr HARMAN: Because there will be a by-elec-
tion on the 17th December, and because the Lib-
eral member is in danger of losing if the election
is held uinder the old terms, the Government is
trying to rearrange the game under new rules.

Mr Tonkin: Disgraceful.

Mr HARMAN: Before rules are changed, is it
not usual to have an acceptance of the new laws
from both sides? Any normal person or team
would do that. However, not this Government.
This Government wants a rematch but under dif-
ferent rules which it makes, and which are not
acceptable to the other side.

For that reason this Government ought to be
ashamed of itself and should at least withdraw
the legislation. When the situation is boiled down
it is the old story of the Liberal Party; it has the
belief that it has a divine right to rule and it does
not matter by what means it achieves that
end. Whatever the Government does, in the view
of the Liberal Party, is perfect and is satisfactory,
as long as it retains the office of Government.

The Premier has failed to realise that when
it comes to the question of how to deal with
a person who cannot read or write, but who
can certainly think and decide how he should east
a vote, there are a number of alternatives. The
same problem exists in other countries throughout
the world and a number of devices are available
which can be used quite legitimately in order to
ensure a person is able to cast a vote. In some
countries symbols are used, and if that system
were given some consideration for use in Western
Australia there would be no need to disenfran-
chise a large number of people in one particular
electorate just before a by-election.

Mr Grayden; That will not be the situation.

MRt AacKINNON (Murdoch) 13.36 p.m.j: I
rise to support the amending legislation. After
having read the transcript of court proceedings,
and after having Liven this legislation some
thought I observe there are two major changes
outlined in the Hill. They embrace amendments
to sections 90 and 129 of the principal Act.

The amendment to section 90) is before us be-
cause there has been confusion and extreme diffi-
culty in determining whether or not a postal vote
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has been validly cast. I would draw your atten-
tion, Mr Speaker, and that of other members, to
page 31 of Mr Justice Smith's judgment where he
states-

The Chief Electoral Officer upon carrying
out the scrutiny of the declarations as re-
quired by subs. (8) of s. 92, rejected each
ballot paper...

In other words, some ballot papers were refused
because the signatures did not agree; the marks
did not agree with the signatures.

Mr Justice Smith, in his wisdom, gave a ru ling
which provided that the distinguishing mark of a
person unable to write Should, for the purposes
of the Act, be deemed to be the personal signature
of that person. Mr Justice Smith was saying that
tn his opinion the mark of a voter was a valid
mark, and he disagreed with Mr McIntyre, the
Chief Electoral Officer.

Mr Grill interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: l'will give this speech; mem-
bers opposite should read that part of the judg-
ment.

Mr Skidmore: I have just read it.

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Justice Smith said he dis-
agreed with Mr McIntyre, so obviously there is
something wrong with the legislation. 1 think
members opposite will agree that uinder the cur-
rent legislation it is easy for the system of postal
voting to be abused-by parties from both sides
of the House.

Mr Grill: You do not understand it.

Mr MacKINNON: Earlier in this debate the
member for Ascot raised the point of blind people
voting. I too have been involved in elections for
some time, and I have found that almost to a
man blind people-whether totally blind or par-
tially blind-can sign their own names. Blind
people usually want to go to the polling booth,
and most of them make arrangements to do so.

Mr Bryce: Has the member ever been to the
blind school at Maylands? HeI Would discover
that there are physically disabled people who are
also blind, and they cannot sign their names-

Mr MacKINNON: That is a red herring; the
blind people in my electorate cast their own votes.

Mr Tonkin: That would not necessarily be the
case for those who cannot write.

Mr MacKINNON: This legislation will merely
bring Western Australia into line with all the
other States bar one.

The amendment to section 129 of the principal
Act is a more controversial amendment. The basic
problem appears to revolve around section 129
(3)

Subsection (3) which relates to illiterate voters.
Under the proposed amendment the presiding
officer will be asked to mark the ballot paper
according to the instructions of the elector.

I would like to draw to the attention of the
House page 36 of the report of Mr Justice Smith.
I Would like also to draw this matter to the
attention of the Editor of Thec West Autstralian
who wrote the leader in the 12th November edi-
tion of that newspaper, in which he said -that
the judge did not imply it wats necessary to amend
the Act, though it is important that electoral
officers should have clear guidance." Mr Jus-
tice Smith said-

It seenms to me that if the duties of presiding
officers aire not spelt out cleariy in the Act.
then it is at matter which calls for the atten-
tion of the legislature.

What is that if not a call for legislation by the
judge himself?

Mr Pearce: He said if it is not clear.

Mr MacKINNON: It is quite clear what the
jtudge has written and what he hats said. The
member for Gosnells made the point that all we
need to do is have an illiterate voter go into at
polling booth and present a card to the presiding
officer who in the words of the Act shall mark
the ballot paper in accordance with the wishes
of the elector. I would like to know what will
happen in the case of ain illiterate voter-be he
white, black, or brindle-who presents two how-
to-vote cards. Under the proposal suggested by
the member for Cosnells, which card is the pre-
siding officer to take notice of? Nowhere is that
spelt out.

Mr Pearce: What a ridiculous statement.
course the elector wotuld indicate the card.

Of

Mr MacKINNON: I have read the judgment-
Mr Tonkin: He has read it, but he cannot

understand it.
Mr Pearce: How many literate people follow

two how-to-vote cards on their one ballot paper?

Mr MacKINNON: The member for Morley
taught me at school so I should be able to under-
stand.

Mr Tonkin: Yes, I know, and it is it disgrace
to me the. very fact that you cannot comprehend.
I see failure staring me in the face every day.

The SPEAKER: Order! There are too many
interjections. The member for Murdoch.

Mr MacKINNON: I do understand figtures.
Mr Pearce: It is words you have trouble wilh!
Mr Tonkin: I tried to make a silk purse out Of

a sow's car and I failed.
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Mr MlacKINNON: in 1971, there were 2542
electors enrolled in the Kimberley electorate. In
1977 there were 4 569 enrolled. Anybody with
any knowledge of that electorate knows that there
has been little or no increase in the European
population over that period of time, That rise rep-
resents ant annual rate of increase of 14 per cent.

Mr Pearce: So what?

Mr MacKINNON: "So what?" says the mem-
her for Gosniells-

Mr Pearce: You think Aborigines should stay
.)ff the roll, don't you?

Mr MacKINNON: Somehow or other these
people have been enrolled on the electoral roll.

Mr Tonkin: It is the democratic way; it is a
constitutional right.

Mr MiacKINNON: These Aborigines have been
coerced into enrolling despite the fact that most
of the time they do not understand what they arc
doing.

Mr Pearce: Keep them off the rolls,. says the
member for Murdoch. Let us see what your col-
leagues have to say about that.

Mr Tonkin: It is their const ittuionalI right.

Mr MacKINNON: I Would like to draw some
figures to the attention of members. The number
of people voting at the Halls Creek polling booth
has increased as follows-

1971 .. .._ 68
1974 .. ... 93
1977 ... .. 255

Mr Tonkin: Feed them poisoned flotir!

Mr M~acKINNON: I challenge anyone who is
interested in this Subject to read the speech made
by Mr John Tozer in another place.

Mr Pearce: His speeches aire Subject to cotn
action.

Mr MacKINNON: He referred to polling day
in the Kinmberley electorate.

Nir H, D. Evans: And the courts, wilt decide
the veracity of his statements.

Mir Pearce: He made libellous comments, and
he will paty for them.

Mr MacKINNON: I would like to bring to the
attention of the House and to discuss some points
about the situation at Cogo Station and Fitzroy
Crossing. Mr Justice Smith referred to what
happened at Gogo Station.

Mlr Tonkin: You are like the Premier, aren't
you? You don't care what the juldge said.

Mr MacKINNON: Opposition members are
quite keen on quoting exactly what the judge
said, and I am just showing them that we can
also quote his comments.

Mr Tonkin: Do not take any notice of what the
judge said; are you just like the Premier?

Mr MacKINNON: Of course I take notice of
what he said, and I will read it out right now if
members would care to listen.

Mr Tonkin: The Premier does not care.

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Justice Smith said-
The substantive complaint at this polling

station was the failure of the presiding officer
to mark ballot papers in accordance with the
instruction of electors and the key witness
in establishing the vote loss, was that officer.

A couple of other points were mentioned. The per-
son involved here is Mr O'Driseoll, and he was
not called to testify. I am not saying whose fauilt
that wats.

Mr Pearce: Read out what the judge said about
Mr O'Driscoll.

Mr MacKINNON: I could tell members the
complete story of what happened at Gogo
Station, but it would just be wasting a lot of time.

Silting suspended from 3.45 to 4.05 p.m.

Mr MacKINNON: Prior to the suspension of
the sitting I was referring to the situation at
Gogo Station and Fitzroy Crossing on the 19th
February. Evidence was taken from only one
witness at Gogo Station. I do niot doubt that
Mr Justice Smith judged the facts ats he saw
them. However. I believe one statement con-
tained in the judgment needs closer examination.
It is as follows-

Mr Webb then closed the pulling place
and attempted to telephone the returning
officer. He found the exchange was closed.
At the time it wats raining heavily, and if he
had gone into Fitzroy Crossing to ring, there
was at high risk that his car would becomne
bogged.

Mr Speaker, Gogo Station is only seven miles
from Fitzroy Crossing and it is a bitumen road
all1 th ay he only part of the road which
is dirt or gravel is from the front gate to the
actual station house. Additionally, the station
has ample supplies of tractors and trucks which
could have been employed to extricate at bogged
vehicle. Therefore, it is hardly any argument to
say there was a high risk his car wouild have
become bogged. I do not want to pursue that
point; I simply point out to menihers that certain
statements in the judgment need to he examined
on more than face value.
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As the legislation stands, 1 believe there is a
real need to amend section 129 (3). Let us con-
sier the voting figures for the last three elections
at Fitzroy Crossing. In 1971, 69 people voted;
in 1974, 194 went to the polls; in 1977, only 74
people voted. Members can see that despite the
fact that since 1971 there has been a 14 per
cent increase in electors generally throughout
Western Australia, only five more people voted
at Fitzroy Crossing in 1977 than voted in 1971.

For the same period at Gogo Station, 29
people voted in 1971, 49 in 1974, and 135 in
1977. That fact, combined with the fact that
section 129 (3) gives the presiding officer author-
ity to mark the elector's ballot paper according
to the instructions of the Act, leaves the area open
to some abuse.

I am not casting aspersions on the character of
the presiding officer at Gogo Station, I am not sug-
gesting he was involved with the Australian Labor
Party. He just happens to be the first president
of the ALP branch at Fitzroy Crossing and he
just happens to be the same person who cam-
paigned for Mr Bridge prior to the l9th February.
This man was then given the job of presiding
officer at Gogo Station where the number of
voters has increased from 29 in 1971 to 135
in 1977. Yet members opposite say we have no
facts whatever to support our claim that they
have been trucking voters around the countryside.

1 have endeavoured to show why we believe
this legislation is needed. Firstly, in respect of
the provision relating to marksmen, we are bring-
ing our legislation into line with Federal legisla-
tion. Secondly, Mr Justice Smith himself said
that if there is any doubt, we should legislate
to correct that doubt, and we are merely carrying
out his wishes. In addition, it appears to me
that whatever the political affiliation of the various
presiding officers, section 129 (3) as it now stands
leaves itself open to abuse in the interpretations
the presiding officers may place on illiterate voters'
instructions.

I conclude by quoting from a Press release put
out by the Minister for Labour and Industry.

Mr Carr: A good, reliable source!

Mr Bryce: When in doubt, go to the oracle.

Mr MacKINNON: The Press release states as
follows-

Much had been spoken about democracy
yet people seemed to forget that democracy
demanded government by the people exer-
cising free will.

"Someone not exercising that free will, but
who is simply the carrier of a how-to-vote
card which he cannot read, is not contribut-
ing to democracy. That person's own dignity
is being destroyed at the hands of those simply
wanting the person's vote rather than his
expression of opinion.

"The key factor is 'understanding', not
'literacy'," Mr Grayden said.

I support that argument, and I support this legis-
lation.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [4.10 P.m.]: I regret
a matter dealing with the rights of disadvantaged
people, both black and white, is before the House
in such an emotive atmosphere. I am becoming
increasingly aware of the very low public image
of politicians, and of Parliament itself; this is not
surprising in view of what transpires in this place.
I think it is time each and every one of us took
a look at himself and tried to raise the standard
of behaviour during debatles.

For example, let us take the debate last week
on the motion to declare the electorate of Kim-
berley vacant, and the debate on this Bill itself.
It is my belief that the two major political parties
have been out on a political points-scoring spree.
We saw a slanging match, with mud flying from
both sides.

When we have two warring factions, the need
for a balanced point of view is quite apparent. In
situations like this, it is necessary to argue on
facts and logic, not on emotion. I believe, not
only in situations like this but also at all times
in this House, we should argue along those lines.

If for no other reason than that, the present
situation highlights the need for a third political
force such as the National Country Party-a
force which has given stability to government for
the last 60 years and. I trust, which will continue
to do so indefinitely.

Mr H-. D. Evans; Will you get 100 per cent
backing from the National Country Party?

Mr STEPHENS: Time will tell. To me, it
appears that the Labor and Liberal Parties are
prepared to accept the umpire's ruling only when
it happens to be in their favoutr. It is fair to make
an analogy between the present situation with re-
gard to the Kinmberley by-election and the double
dissolution. We all know the reaction of the Labor
Party to the Governor-General's decision to dis-
solve both H-outses of Parliament. I for one con-
demn that reaction; a judgment was made, and it
should have been accepted.

With regard to the seat of Kimberley, a judg-
ment was made and, again, I believe it should
have been accepted. So far in this debate we have
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heard many members going into the pros and cons
of the judgment and the controversy generally.
However, I believe the reaction of the Liberal
Party to the decision of the Court of Disputed Re-
turns has been somewhat similar to the reaction
of the Australian Labor Party to the decision of
the Governor-General to call for a double dissolu-
tion.

From time to time, we on this side have accused
the trade union movement of not being prepared
to accept the decision of arbitration-certainly, I
have criticised trade unions in this respect. There-
fore, I believe I am being consistent when I say
we should accept the court's judgment on this
occasion. However, the Liberal Party is not pre-
pared to accept the decision of the umpire and its
attitude has been similar to Gough Whitlam's
reaction to the Governor-General's decision in
1975. 1 would be the first to admit the provisions
of the Electoral Act are in need of review; but
the present climate is most unsuitable for any
objective appraisal of the problems.

In any case, if there is to be a re-run of the
race, it is absolutely essential that it be run under
the same rules as the original race. In fact, this
is spelt out in the Electoral Act itself; a by-eec-
tion must be held on the same rolls as the orig-
inal election. Therefore, I think it is being con-
sistent to use the same rules for the re-run.

The Premier has frequently staled that the
amendments are designed to bring the Act into
line with Commonwealth legislation. This is
not correct and he would be the first one to know
that.

With regard to postal voting, I believe that the
amendments before the House do bring the legis-
lation into line with Commonwealth legislation.
1 have not received a great deal of opposition to
the fact that this is being done and I could sup-
port the amendments in that regard, but I cannot
support the timing.

As far as illiterates casting votes on polling
day is concerned, the Act in its present form is
in line with Commonwealth legislation. The pro-
posed amendments will alter this and take our
legislation out of line with the present Common-
wealth Act.

Clause 4 of the Bill seeks to amend section 129
of the principal Act. It was this section that was
amended only last year. It is very interesting to
note that in the second reading speech of the
Minister who introduced those amendments he
said the amendments were to bring the legislation
into line with the Commonwealth Act with

regard to the voting of illiterates. His speech can
be found in vol. 3 of the 1976 Hansard at page
3338.

Another interesting point in regard to those
amendments was the shortness of the debate. In
replying to the Minister's speech the spokesman
for the Labor Party spoke for a couple of minutes
and then the Bill went right through the second
reading, Committee, and third reading stages in
four minutes.

I believe that occurred because the Bill was
debated in a normal climate, which highlights
the difference between debates held under emotive
circumstances. That Dill was over in four minutes
but what is going on now with this Bill?

The present amendment with regard to illiter-
ates' votes, if carried, will make it impossible for
an illiterate person to cast a valid vote. It might be
possible when there are only one, two or three
candidates but when there is a multiplicity of
candidates it will be Virtually impossible. Literate
people are able to take into the booth a how-to-
vote card and copy it. However, this Bill is saying
that an illiterate person is to be disadvantaged
because he cannot read and write and must
memorise the order in which he wants to vote.
This is an obnoxious situation.

Mr Clarko: He can still take a how-to-vote
card in.

Mr STEPHENS: if he cannot read of what use
is it to him? [ would suggest to those Liberal mem-
bers who have interjected that they should
reread the Bill. Without verbal instructions an
illiterate voter is unable to vote as he wishes.

Mr Laurance interjected.

Mr STEPHENS: If the member wants to inter-
ject he should do so on an intelligent basis.

If it is the Government's intention to dis-
franchise illiterates it should be honest enough
to say so and amend the Act to say that illiterates
are tc be disfranchised. [f the Government is
interested in correctly ascertaining the true inten-
tions of illiterate voters it should abandon this
Bill and set up an inquiry to ascertain the best
way for illiterate people to record a valid vote.

This debate has tended to give the impression
that only Aborigines are involved. That is not
correct and We Must all know of people of differ-
ent ethnic groups Who will be equally dis-
advantaged.
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Finally, I have a great deal of respect for Mr
Ridge but I will not let that respect cloud my
judgment on this matter any more than I allowed
my judgment to be clouded when I resigned from
Cabinet rather than vote against the interests of
people in my electorate. I am proud of the fact
I ant a member of the National Country Party,
a party which gives its members the right to vote
according to the dictates of their consciences.

Inside the cover of the book detailing the
platform of the National Country Party of Aus-
tralia are the words-

Honour to God
Loyalty to the Crown
Justice for All

I fully support and endorse those words and I
believe, more particularly in regard to "Justice
for All", that every true member of the National
Country Party will vote against this Bill.

MR WILSON (Dianella) (4.20 p.m.]: The
majority of th~e people affected by these measures,
as was indicated by the last speaker, are people
who are Aborigines. The only person who could
make a speech with enough dignity and enough
anger on this measure would be a person of
Aboriginal descent.

It is a great shame to the people of Western
Australia-those of us who are white; of Euro-
pean descent-that there are more Aborigines
represented in our gaols than there are in our
Parliament.

Mr Laurance: You have none; we have one.

Mr WILSON: I make that point because I want
to take up the point adverted to by the member
for Albany who indicated that past members of
Parliament who were members of the Labor Party
held certain views about the rights of Aborigines.
I want to make it clear that neither the Liberal
Party nor the Labor Party, on its past record, can
have any pride in the way in which it has
dealt with the Aboriginal people of Western Aus-
tralia.

The white people of Western Australia who
have been here for nearly 150 years have
throughout their history been guilty of manipula-
tion and intimidation of the Aboriginal popula-
tion. That is an incontrovertible fact.

I wish to draw the House's attention to the
correct context of consideration of these matters.
I want to point out that this Bill is one more
event in a series of events which have gone on
for almost 150 years of European settlement in

Western Australia. I want to quote from a book
entitled Aboriginal Advancement to Integration
by Henry Schapper as follows-

'The history of European contact records
the annexation of land, usurpation of women,
clash and pacification by force, exploitation
of labour, forcible separation of families,
segregation by exclusion from schools and
towns and by Testraints on movement from
place to place, and non citizenship

He goes on-
. . . The past is still present, Aboriginal
adaptation and adjustment was not to forces
of advancement, integration and assimilation,
but to forces of exploitation and segregation
which still continue in some measure in
Western Australia.

Among Aborigines there has long been a
high level of adult illiterary, lack of houses,
high unemployment: high rates of ill-health,
of educational retardation and of school
drop-outs; physical isolation, segregation,
excessive institutional isation and continuing
dependency.'"

He goes on to outline the way in which these
series of events are reflected in the legislative
measures brought in from time to time during
that 150 years. He mentions the fact that it was
an amendment to the Constitution Act of 1899
which specifically excluded Aborigines from ac-
quiring voting rights. He said-and there had been
many Governments of many colours by then-as
follows-

It wasn't until 1944 that an Act was passed
to provide for the acquisition of full rights
of citizenship by Ahoriginals which entitled
any adult Aboriginal to make application
to a Magistrate for a Certificate of Citizen-
ship. This Certificate of Citizenship granted
the holder all the rights, privileges, and im-
munities and made him subject to the duties
and liabilities of a natural born or naturalised
subject of His Majesty, but he was thereby
deemed to be no longer an Aboriginal.

Before granting any application for
citizenship the Magistrate had to be satis-
fled that, for 21 years immediately preced-
ing, the applicant had adopted the manner
and habits of civilised life; that the full
rights of citizenship were desirable for the
applicant, that the applicant was able to speak
and understand the English language, was
not suffering from active leprosy, syphilis,

3505



3506 (ASSEMBLY]

granulomna or yaws, was of industrious habits
and good behaviour and reputation and was
reasonably capable of managing his own
affairs.

They were the conditions under which the glorious
right of citizenship was made to Aborigines in
Western Australia. He sums up this list of
Ordinances in this way-

All the Ordinances and Acts of Parliament
of W.A. prior to the Federal Referendum of
1967 show-

()The helplessness of Aborigines in the
western culture.

(2) The breakdown of Aboriginal tradi-
tional social structure within which
all Aborigines had well defined roles;
many had become nuisances to be
ordered out of towns.

(3)
(4)

The pauperisation of Aborigines.
That Aborigines were not to be
regarded as equals: They were dis-
enfranchised and needed special
requirements for citizenship.

(5) A history of legislation aimed to
shield and to protect Ab~origines
from the effects of culture contact
and to maintain them as non-citizens,
rather than to assist Aborigines to
independent coping status as full
citizens within the mainstream of
West Australian society.

In the 1967 Federal referendum 90 per cent of
the electors in Australia voted in favour of alter-
ing the Commonwealth of Australia Constitution
Act to enable the Commonwealth Parliament to
make laws with respect to Aborigines in any
State. There was a clear expression of the will
of the vast majority of the Australian people that
Aborigines should be citizens by right and entitled
to the full rights arid to exercise the full respon-
sibilities of Australian citizenship.

In the tight of that sad parade of the history
of nearly 150 years of European dealings with
Aborigines in Western Australia and the clear
expression of the will of the people in the 1967
referendum that Aborigines must be given a new
deal in terms of citizenship rights and responsi-
bilities one is forced to ask, "What mandate does
this Government have for these changes to the
Electoral Act which are now before this House?"

Opposition members: None.

Mr WILSON: What mandate does the Govern-
ment have for bringing about these changes which
iv~ll virtually result in the reversal of the clearly

expressed will of the vast majority of all Aus-
tralian people? What mandate does this Govern-
ment have to make it more difficult for thousands
of Aborigines to exercise their responsibilities as
citizens and for others to make the exercise of
that right and those responsibilities absolutely
impossible when in fact what the Government
should be doing if it were sensitive to that clearly
expressed will of the majority of the Australian
people is making it easier and more possible for-
illiterate people to exercise their rights as Tecog-
nised by the majority of our people.

In introducing the legislation and trying to
justify its propriety, the Premier has said that
he has acted to protect Aborigines from mani-
pulation. What I want to put before members is
the view that in fact this is no guarantee that
Aborigines will not continue to be manipulated
as they have been for nearly the past 150 years.
In fact this measure which is before us is simply
perpetuating the same old process of intimidation
by protection. It is the same old view which has
been expressed over and over again which tries to
picture the Aborigines as simple children who have
to be protected because the Government in power
knows what is best for them. It is the same old
policy of paternalism which has governed the
relations of European Governments in Western
Australia for nearly 150 years.

This piece of legislation then takes its place in
the true 1967 tradition of shielding and protecting
Aborigines from culture contact, and in the pro-
cess it maintains them as noncitizens without
any suggestion that any thought might instead be
given to encouraging Aborigines to lake up an
independent coping status as full citizens.

It is important to recognise in ibis context that
the only hopeful move at this very late stage, in
fact, has not come because the Government has
relented on this occasion, but from the direction
of the Federal Government. It has cnmc from the
Federal Minister for Aboriginal Affairs who was
given the responsibility for administering
Aboriginal affairs under the 1967 referendum.
It has come from the Federal Minister who has
made a late move to set up a voter education
programme in the Kimberley. What good is a
voter education programme at this stage with
only a month to go to arn election? It is better
than nothing, but it is too lace. There is no guar-
antee at all that it -will go on any longer after
the election. An amount of $24 000 has been
allocated; that is all.

This is a month-long programme. We have no
guarantee it -will be ongoing. It is merely for the
purposes of the forthcoming election; but it is
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something. We can take heart from some of the
statements of the Federal Minister because they
aire a long way from the actions and attitudes
espoused by the Government of Western Aus-
tralia. The Federal Minister has been recorded as
having said that where people are not literate in
English, the Government had a responsibility to
see that effective communication is gained with
them about their rights, their desires, and the
need for their ballot to be as secret as possible.

Wh~t move did the Government of Western
Australia make to ensure that that process was
enforced, even at this late stage?

Mr P. V. Jones: Who did you think has pro-
vided the education programme?

Mr WILSON: Well may the Minister for
Education pipe tip at this stage, having been led
by the nose by the Federal Minister for Aboriginal
Affairs.

Mr P. V. Jones: We provided the programme.

Mr WILSON: He is making a big man of
himself. The programme will go on for one
month. To try to gain ground by this late move, I
want to say is-

Mr Tonkin and Mr P. V. Jones interjected.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! The honourable mem-
ber will resume his seat.

I ask the two members who are indutging in
cross-Chamber conversation to cease. The member
for Dianella.

Mr WILSON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. What
I want to say further in that regard is that the
Premier, in introducing the legislation, also said
that he was concerned about the dignity of
Aboriginal voters. What a slur on Aborigines for
the Premier or any other member of the European
race, to try to pretend that we can give to the
Aborigines their dignity when it is the very thi ng
we have taken away from them. What a Slur. We
think we can give them some dignity!

Whenever I have seen Aborigines in public or in
private, I have been impressed by their dignity
and by their capacity for dignity which far sur-
passes any dignity displayed in this House or in
any other aspect of European Society in Western
Australia.

If the Premier is so concerned about their
dignity, why did he not consult with them before
he introduced the measure? Were they consulted?
I ask that question. Of cotirse not. We may ask:
Does this Government ever bother to consult with
anyone about measures? Of course it does. Let
uIS give the Government its due. it consults with
farmers about those matters which concern

farmers; it consults with big businessmen
about matters which concern big business-
men; and it consults with Japanese indus-
trialists about matters which concern Japanese
industrialists. Did it consult with the Aboriginal
people about their ultimate right to participate
in the decision-making processes of their society?
Of course not.

One message that has come through from
Fitzroy Crossing in the north-west is that the
Aboriginal elders are very concerned about the
legislation. They are concerned because they
realise they have been voting as citizens for 10
years, but what this new measure means to them
is that because the younger members of their
community can read and write and can exercise
their vote quite freely without restriction of any
kind, the elders themselves will be made to look
very small in the eyes of the younger members
of the community. One of these elders expressed
the view that they were going to be made to
look like rubbish in the eyes of the younger
members because they will be dithering about
without being able to vote in secret and there will
be all sorts of new measures they will have to
face when they vote. They are not used to the
new measures and they will be made to look
very small. That is a great slur on them in the
eyes of those in their community.

They were not constulted about these aspects.
Their interests and concerns were never respected
at all. No consideration was given to them.

How much do they count in the eyes of the
Government and the Premier? "How much does
their dignity matter really to the Government and
the Premier?" is a question one must be forced
to ask.

The Government has been in office since the
20th February. 1977. and there have been nine
months in which some action could have been
initiated. One has to ask the question, as others
have, about the timing of this measure. Why
was it necessary to leave it until the very end
of the parliamentary session to introduce this very
basic amendment to the Electoral Act? Why was
that necessary? Why could not some inquiry
have been instituted on the 20th or 21st February?
Why was it necessary to wait all this time and
then, having waited, not have the decency to
consult with the people before introducing it?
Surely to goodness that reflects on the good name
of government in Western Australia. Stirely the
Government is concerned about the good name of
government. Let us not worry about which
Government is in office. If any Government in
Western Australia can be thrown onen to ridicule
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for any action it takes, then that is a bad thing
for the people of Western Australia, because
government is being brought down in the estima-
tion of the people.

Surely the Government must be concerned about
the good name of government. Surely even at
this late stage, for the sake of the good name of
government in Western Australia, the Govern-
ment and the Premier should be willing to relent a
bit; should be willing to say, "Well, we had a clear
expression of public opinion about this. There is
a lot of concern amongst a wide sector of the
community. It is time to think again. There is
time to think and to review the situation. We
should open this to a wider inquiry and allow
for expression of opinion by a wide sector. We
should be prepared to do this. We are the Gov-
ernment and we have a big majority. We do
not have to wield our power in an inordinate
way. We have enough power to be generous. We
do not have to beat powerless people over the
head with the vast majority we have in the Parlia-
ment. We can accept that there is widespread
concern in the community and be responsive to it
and sensitive to it. We can have another look
at it and bring about a much more comprehensive
change than the one proposed."

I want to close by quoting from a book
Democracy and Partici pation by J. R. Lucas.
The writer is talking about what the vote sym-
bolises to people, and he says--

Votes have a symbolic value. To give a
man a vote is to enfranchise him as a citizen
and to make him into a person who counts.
It is easy, especially in modern society, to
give people the impression that they are no-
bodies .-

It is all the more important, then, that our
political institutions should say the opposite.
that each man is valuable not merely for his
hands or his money, but for his opinions and
choices....

Giving people the vote has a symbolic
value in showing that society thinks they
matter. Exercising the vote has a symbolic
value in enabling the voter to identify with
society ....

It is a natural instinct to want to identify
oneself with one's society, and the ritual of
voting for the government is a peculiarly apt
and explicit form of expressing personal com-
mitment and support....

It depends on the whole tone and under-
lying assumptions of society as well as the
bare exercise of the right to vote; but the

actual exercise is an essential part of that
vigon which sees democracies as having a
special claim for allegiance that no other
form of government can have .,.

It cannot be denied that in some ways this mea-
sure is making it more difficult for some of our
citizens-largely Aboriginal citizens-to exercise
their inherent right to vote, to be counted, to be
valued, to be able to be identified with Western
Australian society. Therefore with all the im-
partiality I can muster I urge the Government to
reconsider its position, even at this late stage, and
I urge some members of the Government to think
again and to realise this is a time when principle
matters more than expediency, when people's
rights are at stake and when we can say that it
is one case in which we can defuse, all those
opinions rife in the community that politicians
talk and do not act according to principle. Let
us show the people that politicians can act ac-
cording to principle in this very important and
decisive vote we will take this afternoon.

The SPEAKER: The member for Roe.
(Applause from the gallery.]

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the gallery again
not to interfere with the proceedings of the
House. I do not want to have to take the step of
clearing the gallery so I ask it not to involve itself
again.

MR CREWAR (Roe) [4.43 p.mn.]: Having
listened with considerable interest to the debate
and having noted the comments of the media and
of concerned citizens, on the legislation, I feel I
must support the Government and highlight some
of the merits of the legislation.

An Opposition member: That won't take long.

Mr GREWAR: The Bill will improve the
6pportuinity for an illiterate voter to Cast a vote
in the way he wants to and not in the way
someone else may want him to. The Bill is not
discriminatory against the responsible illiterate
voter. The Opposition must know this, It must
have a great sense of guilt as it drags red herrings
across the Chamber. The legislation is necessary
because of action by members of the ALP and
sympaihisers in the Kimberley in order to influ-
ence illiterate voters.

Mr Tonkin: That is rubbish. The judge said
there was no evidence of that. Why did he not
refer to it if it were so?

Mr GRbWAK: It is not good enough for some-
One to wave a how-to-vote card in front of a
polling officer, and say that that is the manner in
which he wishes to vote.
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Mr Barnett: Don't you take a how-to-vole
card into a booth?

Mr GREWAR: I do not.
Mr Barnett: Of course you do.
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Blaikie: Don't try to silence the member

for Roe. Let him have a fair go.

Mr GREWAR: An illiterate voter cannot inter-
pret what is on a how-to-vote card. Someone else
might interpret it for him but he cannot do it
himself. He must be able to identify candidates
by name, as this legislation proposes.

It is generally believed by illiterate people,
many of whom do not work and are the recipients
of social security, that the Labor Party has been
responsible for these handouts. They also believe
that if the Labor Party candidate is not elected
to Government these handouts may stop. These
beliefs have been indoctrinated into these people
by Labor Party sympathisers, some of whom are
employed by State and rederal Governments in a
position of influence. These fallacious beliefs must
be dispelled. They are not true and they malign
and discredit our party and other political parties
and their stand on these issues. I would urge our
Government to take corrective action, even if it
means removing some of these people from the
positions of influence they hold in the Govern-
ment.

There is nothing evil in the legislation before
the House. An illiterate person should be quite
capable of knowing candidates' names and the
platform on which they stand. If he does not
know, he should be denied the right to vote.
In days past in Australia and elsewhere-and not
so long ago-there were many illiterate voters.
I am sure all members of this House have en-
countered illiterate voters at some time. How-
ever, in talking to these people it is patently
Obvious to me that their illiteracy is not a barrier
to knowledge of the voting system and the plat-
forms of the political parties. They did not have
to take into the polling booth a how-to-vote card
to indicate a candidate of their choice. They
went into the polling booth and indicated ver-
bally how they wished to vote.

In my speech to the Address-in-Reply I posed
the question whether voting rights should be sub-
ject to some standard of literacy or comprehen-
sion. I still stand by those sentiments. Voting
for a member of the Government is a highly re-
sponsible task and cannot be taken lightly.
There is so much in our society that we cannot
do without understanding the implications of our

actions. In most instances our knowledge is fully
vetted before responsibilities are granted to us.
We cannot obtain a driving licence without pass-
ing an examination on our knowledge of the basic
rules of the road. We cannot obtain a job with-
out illustrating our knowledge of the task it will
be necessary to perform in that job. The same
should apply to voting in Government elections,
which is a much more responsible task than ob-
taining a driver's licence.

White I believe this legislation wilt improve the
situation, I think we should have gone further.
Voting should not be mandatory for anyone who
has turned 18. tt should be a privilege granted
by our society to those who can demonstrate thieir
worth to our society.

[Interruption from the gallery .]

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GREWAR: It should be denied to those
who are not responsible.

Mr Tonkin interjected.

Mr GREWAR: If we go back in history to the
days of an essentially agricultural economy, we
see that the privilege of voting for a Government
was granted only to landowners. In the years
since, the parameters for eligibility have been ex-
tended to include business people, trades people,
and people of responsibility in the community.
People who contributed nothing in the way of
skills or expertise were denied this right.

At the risk of being called ultra-conservative,
far right wing, or racist, I still uphold the belief
that people who contribute nothing to) our society
should not determine its destiny.

An Opposition member: Why do you, then?
[Interruption from the gallery.)

The SPEAKER: It is with regret that I declare
the gallery is to be cleared. t wilt leave the Chair
until the ringing of the bells for that purpose.

Sitting suspended fromi 4.50 to 4.58 P.m.

Mr GREWAR: I was saying I believe people
who contribute nothing to our form of society
should not determine its destiny. We do not allow
our prisoners, or those who are insane, or our
childfth t6- vote. Should we allow our habitual
unemployed to vote? These people do not work;
many of them have never worked. They con-
tribute nothing of value to our society. They
Simply aCCePt its charity as a right.

Mr Tonk in: Do you realise there are 73
people looking for work for every job that is
.atvailable?
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Mr GREWAR: There should be no privileges
without responsibility. The Kimberley area is a
haven for many of these people. As a taxpayer,
I object-and I know many other taxpayers sim-
ilarly object-to working that little bit harder to
support a social security system to enable these
people to laze about in the sun.

In contradiction to those who say these people
are deprived, I believe they are privileged by way
of social security benefits, handouts from the
Government for projects which never become
viable-I know of none-cheap housing, free
health services, free nursing, homemakers thrown
in, flying doctors flying all over the countryside
attending to their ills, and free education which
they prevail upon occasionally. The ex-teachers
on the other side of the Rouse must be aware of
truancy and the distraction caused to teachers
and children in the class who are motivated and
want to learn.

They have all this and no responsibility, as in-
stanced by the percentage of these people who are
in our prisons. Yet they can determine who is
elected to Government in at least one elector-ate
in this State.

Mr Bryce: Adolf Hitler said things like this.

Mr GREWAR: I cannot accept that illiterates
who know nothing about the voting system or
about political platforms-

Mr Tonkin: That does not mean to say that at
all.

Mr GREWAR: -and casting a responsible vote
should be allowed this right.

Mr Tonkin interjected.

Mr CIREWAR: Our society offers equal oppor-
tunities to all.

Mr Tonkin: Rubbish!

Mr GREWAR: If one does not take advantage
of these opportunities, it is not the fault of the
community.

There is no discrimination in this country in
respect of colour; but there is discrimination in
respect of hygiene, responsibility, and respect-
ability.

Mr Bryce: You are impressing the Premier, but
he is the only one. He will be smiling upon you
shortly with an appointment.

Mr GREWAR: The people who are opposing
this Bill and who are most vocal in the Press
cannot rate their own votes very highly; if they
stopped to think that some illiterates, who really
know nothing at all about our system, who know
nothing of the candidates, and who have no idea

of party ideology, have as much, or in fact much
more, say than they themselves in electing a
member to Parliament, then they cannot race
their own votes very highly.

I support and commend this Bill because it
will help to bring an end to some of the
manipulation chat has occurred in the past. My
only regret is that the legislation stops short of
bringing about other needed reform to the Act.

NIH CRANE (Moore) 15.02 p.m.)1: I regret
it is necessary for me to speak at this time in
the Chamber, but I feel I am unable to support
this Bill because to do so in my opinion would be
to perpetrate an abortive negation of the prin-
ciples of the secret ballot.

A great deal has been said over the last few
days of what has happened to the Aboriginal
people in the Kimberley. I believe members on
both sides of the House, and in particular mem-
bers of the Labor Party and the Liberal Party,
have been responsible, not only during the last
election but also for some considerable time
before that, for using Aboriginal people as pawns
in a game of political chess. Therefore the reasons
for this legislation are such that it is necessary to
do something to stop this happening.

A lot has been said during this debate of
demucracy and the principles of freedom; but
have we ever stopped to think for any length of
time just what democracy and its principles have
cost so many people who are not here today to
enjoy it? Most of uts when we think about demo-
cracy consider it as a way of life which is in
keeping with our principles of Christian ethics.
These are the principles we always propound as
being those which enable every man, woman, and
child, regardless of colour, religious belief, or
the various cliques to which they may or may not
belong, to be given an equal opportunity by every-
one and not only by those who happen to share
the same beliefs and acquaintances.

I would remind members and all people in
Western Australia that these were the principles
for which those men and women of whomI
spoke earlier died: and as responsible members of
this Legislative Assembly it is our responsibility
to ensuire those principles are always upheld.

But what have we done over the last few years?
We have allowed party politics almost to destroy
society-somnething I claimed some time ago in
an address I made in this House. I believe it is
time to call a halt to this.

This Bill is here before us for a very good
reason, and I feel sympathetic to those who wish
to introduce Suich legislation. However, I be-
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lieve it is untimely, and parts of it are objection-
able to me. Much has been said about what hap-
pened on polling day, but not much has been
brought forward about what happened during
the period prior to polling day. I believe the
Liberal Party, because it failed to lodge a counter-
claim in the Court of Disputed Returns, has given
the Labor Party complete absolution of its sins,
and this concerns me greatly.'

1 would like to mention here and now and to
place on record that I have the greatest respect
for Mr Alan Ridge. I do oppose and I criticise
most strongly the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition for the character assassination in which
he endeavoured to indulge in this Chamber. It
did him little credit.

Mr Bryce: He read the facts that were pre-
sented to the Court of Disputed Returns.

Mr CRANE: I would remind members and
all people that during his period as Minister
for Community Welfare Mr Ridge gave me and
the people I represent good service. I refer par-
ticularly to the Aboriginal community of Bad-
jarra at Mogumber. Those people were experi-
encing a water problem, and when I commu-
nicated the matter to him he acted with speed
and compassion and helped the Aborigines and
me in respect of that problem. for that T am
truly thankful.

I would hope that when all the tumult and
the fighting dies we will see Mr Ridge re-elected
to this place, and should this happen I will be
very pleased to welcome him. However, that
does not detract from the fact that we have
before us legislation in respect of which we must
cast a vote.

Earlier today I felt I should not speak be-
cause I was too angry; I thought for a little while
that democracy had been destroyed in Western
Australia. I thought we would be denied the
opportunity to speak at length on something
which is of concern and importance to Western
Australians.

However, it would seem that the procedure
to enable that to be done was not successful.
This is the first time in my life that I have done
the soft-shoe shuffle and voted with my feet;
but I would not vote against my Government
on a procedural matter, so I decided to remove
myself from the Chamber.

In speaking of democracy and the principles
and courage of those men and women who
fought for democracy-people with whom T am
proud to have been associated-! would appeal
to the members on both sides of the House
today to remember what courage and democracy
is all about. I would take this opportunity to

remind them of the words of a very wise person
in the year 430 BC. He was a thinker and also
a statesman. It was Pericles who said-

Take these men for your example. Like
them remember that prosperity is for the
free, that freedom is the sure possession of
those alone who have the courage to defend
it.

Here is an opportunity for the men and women
on both sides of the House to defend that free-
dom. I ask them now to think, whilst there is
still time, and to act to defend the very prin-
ciples for which we stand.

I do not defend any of the actions prior to
and during the election in the K~imberley. We
have read the Press reports, and we know what
was said. However, I would like to read for
the benefit of members a point which has not
been brought forward so far. It concerns an
article printed in the Sunday Independent on
the 30th January, this year. It states-

ALP officials like to tell of his reaction
to the surprise early closure of the polls-

That is, Mr Bridge. To continue-
-his rushed flight around the Kimberley
picking up voter enrolment forms, followed
by a dash to Perth to drop them into the
electoral office 25 minutes before midnight
closing. That was 1,100 votes in the hag
for him already.

We know that to some extent, perhaps to every
extent, that is within the rules.

Mr Jamieson: That is not so; the enrolment
increased by only 300 over the previous three
years.

Mr CRANE: If those postal votes were col-
lected in the way postal votes are normally col-
lected, we should agree this was morally sound;
however, we know the manner in which they were
collected. We also know the manner in which the
Aboriginal people were herded into a hall at one
of the polling places, branded, and then sent
down the chute. We do not agree that was a
responsible action. Therefore I condemn the
Labor Party for that.

As a result of Labor Party acition it was neces-
sary for the Liberal Party to counter the attack,
and it did this by sending north five lawyers to
act as scrutineers. Now, much has been said
regarding why lawyers were chosen. I fail to
see why a lawyer cannot act as a scrutineer just
as any other person in any other profession can.
Yet these people have been condemned.

I do not condemn the Liberal Party for Choosing
lawyers, but I do condemn some of the actions
which were carried out during that polling day.
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I would say this: The actions of the lawyers who
acted as scrutineers were most certainly most
inept. However, in condemning them it should
be remembered they are members of the second
oldest profession in the world and whilst, unlike
the oldest profession, they do noi always guaran-
tee satisfaction, at least-they are responsible people
and ought not to be condemned because they
acted as scrutineers.

Mr Jamieson: Are you suggesting that they
should have sent prostitutes there instead?

Mr Sodeman: An intelligent comment.

Mr CRANE: I would like to refer to some
Press articles. I would refer, as some others have
already referred, to an article which appeared
under the hand of our Premier. I have had
discussions with people throughout my electorate
and throughout other areas of Western Australia,
and it is my opinion that the news release to
which I refer was indeed misleading. I quote
from a news release of the 8th November, 1977,
in which the Premier said in reference to Mr
Whitlam that he overlooked the fact that .what
is proposed in the Bill before Parliament is only
to bring our legislation into line with the principle
for postal votes and voting by illiterates already
in Commonwealth legislation that prevailed under
Mr Whitlam's Government,

That is not altogether true. In the Hill before
the House-the Electoral Act Amendment Bill
(No. 2), which I believe for want of a better
title should be called, "A Bill for an Act to Allow
the Pot to Call the Kettle Black", because that
is precisely what it has led to-there are pro-
visions which are completely contrary to those in
the Federal legislation, and it is the responsibility
of the Premier and of every member of this
Parliament, and of the Press, to be sure that
the people of Western Australia know the true
facts.

So many misleading statements have been made
by members on both sides of thle House that it is
not funny.

What are we doing to these people? Because
they are illiterate does not mean they are un-
intelligent; in fact their intelligence would be a
long way ahead of the intelligence of many of
the so-called responsible people in society whom
I have met during my lifetime.

I have met many of these people who can
neither read nor write but who are not fools.
Something must be done with this legislation. I
have given notice that T shall move that there
be a judicial inquiry into a form of better legis-
lation: and I believe this should be done. I believe
a special ballot paper for these people Would be

an advantage. We are told that they are allowed
to take a bow-to-vote card into the polling booth
-and we know this is so-but for an illiterate
person to take such a card into the polling
booth and to be told by the Government that he
can do so is tantamount to cutting off Herb
Elliott's feet and telling him he can still run in
the race.

I believe enough has been said about this Bill.
I have indicated where I stand and why I stand
there. 1 conclude my remarks by reminding
people that in this instance we should allow the
situation to remain as it is because the rules
should not be changed at this time. We should
point out to the people in the north where the
by-election will be held that they have been most
conclusively fooled by both political parties. If
the Government loses the by-election, what does it
matter? The people are not idiots. They will
remember that we have fooled them and that
others have fooled them with the promises which
made them swing that way.

Perhaps it is timely to remind the Premier, the
Liberal Party, and the Labor Party that one of
the greatest statesmen of the world would have
been illiterate had it not been for his determina-
tion to learn to read The Bible by the light of
a candle. He became the President of the United
States. It was Lincoln who said-and I hope all
members will iremember-

You can fool some of the people all of the
time and all of the people 'some of the time,
but you cannot fool all of the people all the
time.

That is precisely what many people have done and
in doing so they have brought almost to their
knees a race of people who have been exploited
by Europeans in this country for 150 years.

These people are intelligent in their own right,
they are the oldest inhabitants of this country,
and people are now trying to ridicule them before
the world. For God's sake, members of Parlia-
ment, remember your responsibilities, whilst there
is still time, and throw this Bill where it deserves
to be thrown.

MR HODGE (Melville) [5.18 p.mn.]:- I rise to
place on the record of this Parliament my total
opposition to and disgust at the move by this
extreme right-wing regime to try further to dis-
advantage an already disadvantaged and down-
trodden Aboriginal people. It is a grim day for
the Parliament of Western Australia when this
type of legislation can be introduced. It is an
even grimmer day when the sort of extreme right-
wing and elitist drivel that the member for Roe
ptut up in an attempt to support this Bill can
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also go onto our records. It is a blot on the his-
tory of this Parliament that he not only supported
the Bill but also tried to justify it.

Instead of showing some remorse or repent-
ance for the disgraceful actions which it was
caught out in doing during the last election in
the Kimberley, the Liberal Party is now trying
to legalise the dirty tricks and disgusting actions
which it undertook. The only evidence of em-
barrassment from the Liberal Party has been the
red face of the Premier. He has wriggled around
in his seat and looked a little uncomfortable at

imes during the debate. But apart from that,
members of the Liberal Party have tried to justify
and legitinmise the disgraceful and cheating tricks
thai they put over the people of thle Kimberley
at the last State election.

I have said previously'in this Parliament-in
fact in my maiden speech which I know all mem-
bers enjoyed and found informative-that con-
servative politicians on the other side of the
House paid only lip service to democracy. When
people vote too often or by too great a margin
for the Labor Party they change the rules.

The member for Stirling also mentioned a point
which I covered in my maiden speech, which is
that the general public have a fairly low opinion
of politicians in general. This is exactly the type
of legislation that earns that reputation for pol-
iticians. This kind of cynical attempt to change
the rules midway through the contest is why poli-
ticians are held in such low regard. This is one
reason why this Parliament is turning into a farce.
This is a typical example of the sort of thing I
mentioned in my maiden speech.

The Liberal Party in this State is not satisfied with
just trying to rig electoral boundaries and to cor-
rupt electoral laws. As we all know, some elec-
tors already have 15 times the voting value of
other electors. Some members in this Assembly
represent only one-ninth of the number of electors
w.hkch other members represent. The Liberal Party
is not satisfied with the way it has already rigged
the Parliament. It is not satisfied that it has had
permanent control of this Parliament since 1890.
It is not satisfied that it has won control of the
upper House on 39 occasions out of 39. When a
handful of people in the Kimberley start to vote
strongly and regularly for the Labor Party the
Liberal Party has to change the rules again to
make doubly sure that it never loses its grip on
this Parliament.

This legislation will disadvantage not only Ab-
original people. It thns been brought in with such
haste and with the Government shooting from the
hip that it will also affect illiterate people, mi-
grants, and ill people.

The Government thought it could get away
with disadvantaging a few thousand Aboriginal
people and it thought no-one would care if they
were disadvantaged; but it has realised, probably
to its horror, that it is going to disadvantage many
other people. IHow will people who have had
partial strokes, people who have lost the use of
their hands, or people who have lost the use of
other facilities, vote now?

Mr Grayden: How do they vote under Common-
wealth legislation?

Mr HODGE: The Commonwealth legislation
accepts a how-to-vote card as a legitimate instruc-
tion.

Mr Grayden: We are talking about a person
who is blind and uses a marksman.

Mr HODGE: I am not talking about marksmen.
Mr Grayden: Migrants will be insulted-

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HODGE: Why does not the Government
amend the Electoral Act to make it easier for
illiterate and disadvantaged people to vote, instead
of trying to make it impossible as it is doing now?
Why does it not start by deleting section 119 to
which the judge referred quite scathingly in his
judgment? I have had a good look at that section
and it appears to me that its only function is to
prevent people voting. I hope all members have
had a look at the ridiculous questions which
Liberal Party scrutineers put to the Aboriginal
people in the Kimberley with the intention of
preventing them from voting. There are ques-
tions such as-

Do you live in the electoral district
of. .. .. .. ...

That was being asked of illiterate Aboriginal
people. Other questions are-

Have you within the last preceding three
months boon fide lived within that district?

Where was your place of living in that
electoral district?

Are you the person whose name appears as
...... on the roll for .. .. ..

?

Are yota of the full age of I8 years?
As we all know, that question was asked of
middle-aged and elderly Aboriginal people. To
continue-

Are you a natural born or naturalised
subject of the Queen?

Have you lived ink the Commonwealth of
Australia for six months continuiously?
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I-ave you lived in Western Australia for
three months continuously?

If a person does not answer all these quiz questions
absolutely correctly the presiding officer has no
alternative but to refuse to give that person a
vote. If that section of the Act is not specifically
aimed at trying to prevent illiterate Aboriginal
people from voting, I do not know what other
function it has.

Mr Grayden: Why didn't you take it out when
you were in Government?

Mr Skidnmore: Why don't you shut up?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HODGE: In his judgment Mr Justice Smith
cited examples of where that section of the Act
was used against Aboriginal people. I shall read
the relevant portion of the judgment as follows-

Upon his arrival, Mr Dixon walked up to
a group of Liberal. scrutineers, to whom Mrs
Eliot was then talking. He said "They'd really
managed to fix things at Mowanjurn." When
Mrs Eliot asked what he meant, he said "We
were asking them the questions", pointing to
s. 119 in the Act and later in relation to
question (h) of that section said, 'This is the
one we got them on at Mowanjum".

Question (h) is-
Have you already voted either here or

elsewhere at this election?
The next question is-

Are you disqualified from voting?
That question was asked of Aboriginal people
with the sole intention of trying to prevent them
from voting.

Section 129 is where the rigging really starts.
This is the section to which we are going to add
two new subsections to prevent people being able
to give instructions by the use of a how-to-vote,
card. Presiding officers at Commonwealth elec-
tions accept a how-to-vote card as an instruction-
so much for the story about bringing State leg-
islation into line with the Commonwealth Act.'Why cannot Aboriginal people use a how-to-vot
card as an instruction? Every other person in the
community can do so. Every person in this Par-
liament can use a how-to-vote-card. In his judg-
ment Mr Justice Smith said he fully supported
the use of how-to-vote cards. HeI said that pro-
vided the returning officer took the prccauiion of
reading out to the illiterate person what was on
the card there is no reason why a card could not
be used. Every other person in the community has
that right. Why should not the Aboriginal voter
have it?

The clause dealing with postal voting wilt affect
hundreds of old people. In my electorate there
are hundreds of old people living in old people's
homes who need assistance in voting; and they will
not get it if this Bill is passed. Instead of plotting
and trying to find devious ways to deprive more
and more disadvantaged illiterate Aboriginal
people, why does not the Government overhaul
this Act to make it easier for such people to
vote? Why not delete sections 119 and 120 which
make it virtually obligatory for a presiding officer
to knock out a person who cannot answer quiz
questions and win the Jackpot?

Why does not the Government set up a genuine
electoral education section within the Electoral
Department to try to explain to such people the
complexities of the voting system? The last min-
ute and half-hearted attempt by the Federal Minp-
ister for Aboriginal Affairs to do something along
these lines is merely a panic move to try to save
a little face for the State Government. What we
need is a permanent department within the State
Government to educate people in the complexities
of the voting system. What we do not need is an
amendment to the Act such as this which will
make it harder for people to vote.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [5.30 p.m.]: t rise
to support the Bill and in doing so I would like
to refer initially to the matter of principles which
was mentioned by the member for Dianella in
his speech. I would like to speak about and
refer to the principles upon which an electoral
process in a democratic country should operate;
the principle and the responsibility of the Govern-
ment to ensure that the electoral process is clean
and uncorrupt; that it is fair; that it protects all
voters; that it protects all candidates-

Mr Bertram: Gives them all equal votes.

Mr HASSELL: -and that each elector has one
vote only and does not exercise the votes of other
people. Presumably the ALP agrees with those
principles. Presumably it agrees the Government
has a responsibility to ensure those princip!es are
enshrined in the electoral law.

Let us look also at the principle of voting;, that
is, the right to vote. The basic right to vote is
that an adult citizen may vote at a polling booth
on polling day under the system of supervision
of electoral officers, and may vote once only.

Mr Skidmore: Only if you let them.

Mr H-ASSELL: It is. therefore, reasonable that
persons who present themselves to vote should
answer questions as to whether they have voted
elsewhere and as to whether they are qualified to
vote, if those questions are put.
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The member for Dianella referred to Patern-
alism. i cannot find anything in this Bill which
smacks of paternalism; but let me put it to mem-
bers that it would be paternalistic, and it would
be paternalistic in the extreme, to suggest that
certain people-the member referred to Aboriginal
people but I am referring to illiterate people-
are incapable of answering certain questions about
where they reside and whether they had previously
voted, simply because they are illiterate.

Mr Pearce: They are asked those questions.

Mr HASSELL: Let us get the principle straight
about the entitlement to vote. The entitlement
to vote is a basic right and one must establish
that one is qualified in accordance with the law.
The question is whether one is able to do that.

A member interjected.

Mr HASSELL: I have always been asked
whether T have voted previously. That is one of
the questions about which members opposite are
complaining.

Mr B. T. Burke: Do not be silly; just conclude.
Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will
resume his seat. The member is attempting to
address his remarks to the Chair. He has given
a fair indication that he intends to ignore inter-
jeetions, and whilst he is ignoring interjections he
will have the protection of the Chair.

Mr HASSELL: This Bill will not deny the
franchise to any person who knows how he or
she desires to vote.

Mr Pearce: Nonsense!

Mr H4ASSELL: If it was the intention of the
Bill to do that I would not support it. This Bill
is designed-

Mr Skidmore: He who speaks with a forked
tongue.

Mr HASSELL: -to prevent abuses by any
political party. The way some of the members
have cpoken, one would think it was designed to
apply to only one side.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about an illiterate Person
who does not understand English?

Mr 14ASSELL: This Bill contains positive pro-
visions, which have not been referred to by mem-
bers opposite, to assist people and it might be
useful if some of the provisions of the Bill were
examined. Section 129 of the Act is to be
amended to require the presiding officer, if

requested by the elector-is the member for
Dianella going to be so paternalistic as to suggest
that an elector cannot request help without some
paternalistic advice being given to him?-to state
the names of the candidates in the order in which
they appear on the ballot paper.

Mr 1-odge: How is the elector supposed to
know he may ask for that assistance? Does he
have to have a copy of the Act?

Mr HASSELL: I shall answer that interjection
by saying the member might as well ask mue how
the elector knows he is supposed to vote, because
he cannot read the newspapers. How is he sup-
posed to know he should be enrolled? The mem-
ber is suggesting he cannot find out anything, be-
cause he is illiterate. That is the kind of paternal-
ism the member is talking about.

Under the Act the presiding officer is required
to mark the ballot paper in the order the elector
says he wishes to vote. That is a protection, and
a positive provision as to voting.

A great deal has been said on the Bill, but very
little has been said about the Bill. In my view,
this legislation is fair and reasonable in its en-
deavour to protect the due process-

Mr Skidmore: Of the Liberal Party.

Mr HASSELL: -of the electoral law.
Mr Pearce: Wrong again.

Mr HASSELL,. That law is fundamental to our
system and fundamental to our democracy.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about an elector who
cannot understand English?

.Mr HASSELL: if that law is not upheld we will
not have a democratic system.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about- an elector who
cannot understand English?

Mr H-ASSELL: The system requires that people
fulfil their responsibility in many ways. Illiterate
people and other disadvantaged people have a
problem with which they receive assistance. I
support the legislation and I do not believe the
criticism we have heard of it is valid.

MR MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [5.35 p.mn.]:
We have heard a great number of claims and
counterclaims from each side on this proposed
amendment. We have heard what has been refer-,
red to by my colleague as some "mud slinging"
from both sides. It is quite evident that neither
side is blameless. I firmly believe that prior to
the Kimberley election there were certain actions
being taken by those who were urging support
for their particular parties, which were not con-
ducted as fairly and as ethically as most of us
would like. I do not think either side is blameless.
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After reading the report of Mr Justice Smith
my firm view is that the actions taken by the
serutineers were despicable also; but neither side
is blameless. It has been disclosed by people who
are in a position to know that there was intimi-
dation and coercion amongst the people of the
electorate. We find also when the scrutineers were
appointed they adopted sections of the Act which
had not been adopted in previous elections. The
presiding officers were confused and disagreed
with the arguments put up by the scrutineers and,
in some cases, the presiding officers closed the
polling booths for further clarification of the dir-
cctions. Neither side can be classed as blameless
in what went on during the last election.

This is not the first occasion on which an elec-
tion has been declared void. My research reveals
that there have been eight occasions in the his-
tory of the Parliament of Western Australia when
this has happened. In 1905 Angwin defeated 1. J.
Holmes, a by-election was held, it was taken to
the court. and Angwin was returned; in1 1908 Mr
Buzacoct was elected, the ejection was declared
void and he was succeeded by the I-on. HI. Greg-
ory-, in 1916 Mr Hamerstey was defeated by Mr
McCabe, a by-election was held and l-amersley
was returned; in 1933 Povah won the election, a
by-election was held and Coverley was returned;
in t934 J. T. Franklin was defeated by Mr James
George, there was a petition to the court by Mr
Franklin and he was eventually declared elected;
in 1943 Mr T. G. Boyle was defeated by Mr W.
F. Telfer, a by-election was held and Telfer was
elected; in 1947 W. Hegney defeated L. Taplin,
Taplin took a petition to the court, a by-election
was held and Hegney was returned; in 1962 RI.
C. Owen was defeated by K. Dunn, a by-election
was held and Dunn was returned.

My research does not reveal that on any of
those occasions proposals were brought forward
to change the Electoral Act. My research may
not have been as thorough as it could have been,
but to my knowledge there was no proposal to
change the Electoral Act because of those elec-
tions being declared null and void.

No doubt the proposed amendment brought
forward by the Government has been activated
by what occurred in the Kimberley election and
perhaps it is motivated in the direction of en-
deavouring to make it more reasonable and per-
haps a fairer way, in the Government's view, of
giving the illiterate voters a chance to record
their votes in the manner they wish; but I hold
the view chat the existing Act does just that.
There appears to be little wrong with the exist-
ing Act. It has been used over the years and
was amended in December last year. There is

very little wrong with the Act if it is adminis-
tered as it ought to be. If the amendments are
agreed to, I cannot see that they will make any
difference to the actions taken at the last election
and they certainly will not prevent similar actions
being taken at the forthcoming election. These
amendments cannot change the actions which
may be being taken now and actions which per-
haps will be taken before the election.

I go along with a proposal which the Federal
Government is currently putting into practice
and which was referred to by the member for
Dianella; that is, an educational programme
should be established. This is what is needed.
One month before the election is rather late to
start such a programme; little can be done in
that time. It is far coo lace to have any bearing
on the situation at the forthcoming election; but
the idea is sound and should he continued.

I say again that if the existing laws are being
abused, the amendments, if agreed to, will be
abused also. I would like to refer to a news
release which was published on the 4ch Nov-
ember, 1977. It refers to the Commonwealth
Electoral Act. It reads as follows--

If an illiterate voter presented a how-to-
vote card to a presiding officer in a Federal
election, the presiding officer had to then
read out the names of the candidates on che
card in order of preference shown and ask
the elector if that was the way he wanted
to vote.

Clause 4 of the Bill refers to
the principal Act, and proposed
(5) (a) reads as follows-

section 129 of
new Subsection

*... the presiding officer-
shall not accept as the instructions of the
elector the tender by or on behalf of the
elector of anything in writing with a pre-
ference or an order of preference, indi-
cated thereon;

I think that is quite clear. The presiding officer
shall not accept an instruction and I believe it is
fair that if a person wishes to use a how-to-
vote card or a list with names on it, he should
be allowed to do so.

If an illicerate person does not understand
and wants to know about the election; the ap-
propriate laws which are involved; and how to
vote, it would be right for that person to go
to his best friend. An illiterate voter would go
to somebody he can trust--or she can trust-and
ask him to give his guidance. Where else can
they go? That should be accepted by a presiding
officer as a genuine document for that voter to
use.
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I will now refer to what went on during the
Queensland election held just recently, particularly
after I heard some very strong adverse criticism
from the other side of the Chamber about the
Premier of Queensland-some comments which
I did not think did members opposite any credit
at all, considering the election was held only on
Saturday last. I made some inquiries with regard
to the laws of that State in relation to illiterate
voters. For the benefit of the House, perhaps I
should rend out the regulations which govern the
voting of illiterate voters in Queensland, and
which governed the election held last Saturday.
Regulation 62 states-

Every Presiding Officer shall, if requested
by an elector even though such elector is
neither blind nor illiterate state the name of
the candidates and political parties in whose
interests they are standing.

Regulation 63 reads--
If any elector who is actually blind or un-

able to read has satisfied the Presiding Officer
that his sight is so impaired or that he is
physically incapacitated or illiterate as to be
unable to vote without assistance on present-
ing to the Presiding Officer a paper indicating
the manner in which he desires to mark his
ballot paper the Presiding Officer shall, in the
presence of such scrutineers as may be pres-
ent, or if there is no scrutineer present then in
the presence of the Poll Clerk or if the
elector so desires in the presence of a per-
son appointed by the elector instead of the
Poll Clerk take the following action

(a) read out in such a manner that no
unauthorised person shall hear him
the names of the candidates on the
ballot paper and the number shown
in the square opposite the name of
each of the candidates;

(b)l ascertain from the voter whether he
desires to vote in the manner shown
on the paper and if he answers in
the affirmative duly mark, fold and
deposit his ballot paper for him.

There we have an illustration where the presiding
officer in Queensland receives from the elector a
ballot paper or a paper indicating how he wants
to vote. That system was used during the last
election and I did not hear any complaint at all
about that procedure which was adopted in the
Queensland election.

My main concern with the proposed amend-
ment is that 1 believe the timing is completely
wrong. However, I do believe that what activated
the Government-and I believe most people are

of the same belief-is that there is a need for
examination in detail of sections of the Electoral
Act. But, 1 cannot accept that these amendments
ought to be: rushed through in such a brief time.
I believe the Act ought to be examined in detail
and it would have been far better to withhold
amendments of this nature and appoint a com-
mittee to examine the Electoral Act and make
recommendations for changes, prior to the next
State election.

Because I believe the timing to be bad, and
that the present Electoral Act is sufficient as it
was amended in 1976, 1 have indicated that I do
not intend to support the measure. I wish now to
indicate that fact to the House, because of the
reasons I have given-that the timing is wrong,
and that a committee should have been appointed
at the same time for a further examination of the
Electoral Act.

DR DADOLJR (Subiaco) [5.51 p.m.]: I feel I
should have my say, and I promise I will not
talk for very long. I intend to avoid any
repetition.

Basically, I believe any person over the age
of lB years, of sound mind and who is able to
reason, should be permitted to vote. We should
do everything in our power to allow such a person
to vote, and to cast his vote according to his
desires. I urge other members to follow that
course.

I cannot support the legislation because 10 me
it will prevent illiterate people from casting a
valid vote, or a formal vote. Many people will
be confused because they are inarticulate, or
il lite rate-which means that they are unable to
read or write.

I have had very little sleep during the past week.
I have been examining my own conscience and
my own dignity and I have been wondering where
I stood. I realise I am probably letting the Gov-
ernment down but I feel I will sacrifice myself
if I do not do what I feel is right.

The question I keep asking myself, basically,
is whether 1, as a Liberal, believe that the in-
dividual is greater than the State. If we wane
to do things properly we should aid illiterate
voters. There is no reason the two main candi-
dates could not be seen by 99 per cent of the
voters in their electorate, irrespective of the size
of the electorate. The candidates could be seen
and recognised by illiterate voters, who should
then be able to look at the ballot paper and
determine which candidate should be first and
which candidate they consider should be second.
This procedure is followed in other countries
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where there are large numbers of illiterate voters,
such as in India, Sri Lanka, Papua New Guinea,
Malaysia, and Singapore. To me that would be
the best way to enable illiterate voters to cast
their votes.

If we are to take action at this juncture we
should increase penalties against those who mani-
pulate the votes of illiterate people. Surely those
people who manipulate votes are at fault, whether
they be Liberal Party supporters or Labor Party
supporters.

That is all I have to say, virtually. I suppose
because I consider myself to be a man of in-
tegrity, I know I have to live with myself for
probably another 10 or 20 years. That is more
important to me than anything else. Like you.
Mr Speaker, I know how it feels sometimes
to be the only one standing up in the party
room with no visible support to back one uip.
One hangs on, until one can win. That is what

Ialways try to do, and that is what you also
have done in the past, Mr Speaker.

I feel I have come out of the wilderness. I
have made the important decision that I cannot
support the Dill and it is my intention to leave
the Chamber when the vote is taken so that it
will be possible for you, Mr Speaker, to have
your say if you so desire. That is all I have
to say.

MR OPNEIL (East Melville-Chief Secretary)
[5.55 p.m.]: It seems we have completed the
second reading speeches on this Dill in not much
longer time than that proposed in the guillotine
motion. I noted with interest that the time taken
for each speech was slowly reduced and I suppose
that is perfectly natural because, in fact, that
which has to be said has been said, perhaps, prior
to today.

What concerns me-and it has been expressed
from this side on a number of occasions-is the
misinterpretation of the provisions of the legisla-
tion right from the decision to introduce it. One
will have noticed, of course, that there has been
no objection whatsoever to the provision in the
Bill which relates to postal voting, despite the
fact that that provision will deny, as it does in the
Commonwealth and in every State except South
Australia, the marksman-that is, the person who
cannot sign his name-the right to have a postal
vote.

Mr Bryce: Your memory is very short.

Mr O'NETL: Well, my memory is very short,
but certainly during the debate on the Bill today
that has not occurred.

Mr Jamieson: I spoke about it, too.

Mr O'NEIL: I think most members realise, in
this area particularly, it is possible-and I stress,
"possible'-for an application for a postal vote
to be made under the provisions of the Act as it
now stands, and to be forwarded to the Chief
Electoral Officer for a ballot paper. It is possible
for the appropriate documents to be returned and
for a vote to be recorded in circumstances where
the supposed applicant has not seen any part of
the operation. The reason for that, of course, is
that when an application is made for a postal
vote by an illiterate-a person who cannot read
or write-the Act currently provides that he may
make his mark. The Act also provides that the
mark must be witnessed by an authorised witness
who can simply be an elector over the age of ]a
years.

So, it is possible for a person to make a mark
on a paper, and witness it in the name of a per-
son who is picked off the roll, and have the neces-
sary ballot papers seat back filled in with exactly
the same sort of mark and the same witness, and
for that to be a valid vote.

It is quite clear that is a possibility, and I think
it is not beyond the realms of possibility that it
has occurred. In fact, I am given to understand
because of the doubt in respect of some of those
votes cast during the last election, a few of them
-a very few-were not admitted to the count.
That did not apply only to the Kimberley.

So, it is accepted by most reasonable members
that we should follow the provisions which apply
in the Commonwealth, as well as in every other
State with the exception of South Australia.

The other point is in respect of recording votes in
the polling place. Once again it is very difficult-
or it is impossible-for a person who is so illiter-
ate that he cannot read or write, to be completely
aware of what is written on a how-to-vote card,
or on the written instruction he holds in his
hand. For that reason, the provisions of the
amendment will simply provide that an elector,
if he proves himself to be so illiterate that he
needs assistance, will be assisted by the presiding
officer to the extent that the presiding officer will
name the candidates in the order they appear on
the ballot paper and the presiding officer will

then ask the elector the order in which he wants
to Mark the ballot paper.

There seems to be some misunderstanding
about that, and it has been said that it will be
necessary for the elector to remember all the
names that appear on the ballot paper. Thdt
is not so. The presiding officer may say "The
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candidates' names as they appear on the ballot
paper are in the order A, B, C, and D." The
elector may indicate that he wishes to vote for
A first and then the presiding officer ma% say,
"Who else?" The presiding officer will again teli
him the names of the candidates who appear on
the ballot paper so in that way and in that order
the elector can fulfil the requirements of pre-
ferential voting.

Mr T. J. Burke: You don't believe that your-
self.

Mr O'NEIL:. I do.

Mr T. J. Burke: No you don't.

Mr O'NEIL: That is the law; that is what it is
all about.

Mr T. J. Burke: You are trying to make it
the law.

Mr O'NEIL: I am not trying to make it that
at all. I ask the honourable member to say
where that appears. Stories have been circulating
abroad and one of these stories is that an elector
will not be permitted to take a how-to-vote card
into a polling place. That is complete nonsense-

Mr Bryce: Nobody said that.

Mr O'NEIL: I said it has been said. Perhaps
it has not been said in this place, but it has been
said outside.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about an elector who
cannot understand English?

Mr O'NEIL:- I have been involved in elections
for -a considerable period of time. I know many
migrants cannot uanderstand English to the extent
that they cannot read the newspaper or various
other material.

I know that mny political party has endeaIVOured
Often to get messages through to migrant electors
in their own language -and more frequently than
not we have been told by abase people that they
regard such action as an insult; they are
naturalised citizens of Australia, and they know
the requirements. The point of course is that
while they may not be able to read English or
speak English, numerals are common to the great
majority of languages. Once these migrant elec-
tors have been advised by the candidates, the
canvassers, or the people who hand out how-to-
vote cards, and they know the political party for
which they want to vote, it is not very difficult
for thenm to take the how-to-vote card into the
polling place and then to do what I have to do
when I vote in a Senate election; that is, to copy

the how-to-vote card. Not many members of
this Chamber would be able to remember the
recom mendat ions of their own party in respect of
filling out a Senate ballot paper without refer-
ence to a how-to-vote card. I have forgotten
how many names appear on a Senate ballot paper
in New South Wales, but it is around 40.

Mr Bryce: It was 77 at the last election.

Mr 0'NEIL: There is no way in the world
that a literate voter could remember the order
in which these 77 names appear on a how-ta-vote
card.

Mr Bryce: And 67 of them were Liberals.

Mr O'NEIL: Of course this amendment Will
not mean that a person cannot take a how-to-
vote card into a polling place, and then into the
booth, to transfer the information onto the ballot
paper. In fact, most political parties endeavour
to make the how-to-vote cards look similar to
the ballot paper in regard to colour .and size so
as to assist electors to determine which card to
use for a Legislative Assembly district and which
to use for a Legislative Council province. So as
long as the person voting has the intelligence-
and most have, of course-to know which candi-
date or which party he prefers, then the exercise
of completing a valid vote is simply one of copy-
1ing.

On one occasion many years ago when we
were discussing electoral laws and concern was
expressed about the considerable number of in-
formal votes, I carried out a little exercise to
endeavour to work out the best method far
filling in a complicated ballot paper. One method
was to start at the left-hand side and then to
copy Abe numerals in the order they appeared in
the various columns. The other method was to
start with the numeral "I", perhaps somewhere
in the middle of the ballot paper, and then to
progress numerically until one had exhausted all
the numbers required.

I discovered that commencing from the left-
hand side-irrespective of the numerals in that
column-and working across to the other side
was approximately 98 per cent effective ins re-
gard to the people with whom I conducted the
experiment.. However, the people who comn-
menaced with the numeral "I" and then proceeded
in numerical order found it was -a fairly difficult
task even for well-edlucated people.

We have forgotten during the debate that the
provisions in the Bill before its do not do all
the nasty things said about them in the Press.
What the Bill will do is to ensure that an elector
whbo knows the candidate for whom he wishes to
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vote and the order that that candidate has recom-
mended his preferences to be distributed will cast
a valid vote. That is a matter for those who are
campaigning and the effectiveness of the vote and
the number of votes obtained by the individual
candidates bear a direct relationship to the ef-
ficiency of his campaign and of his organisation,
and no more.

Mr Speaker, to say that an illiterate who can-
not read and cannot write may walk into the
polling place, indicate to the presiding officer
that he cannot read, and then indicate witb a
nod of his head or something else the way lbe
wants to vote, certainly lays the whole situa-
tion open to manipulation.

The other day by interjection I referred to a
statement that appeared in the Press in regard
to the Federal election. One cindidate in parti-
cular-and I have forgotten his name now-
intends to distribute how-to-vote cards printed
on both sides with different recommendations as
to preference on the different sides. tn other
words, on both sides of this how-to-vote card the
candidate concerned was allocated the number
"I" but the preferences were distributed dif-
ferently.

Mr Barnett: Someone put photographs of smit-
ing Aborigines on the back of a how-to-vote
card.

Mr O'NEIL: I have not seen that; I would
not know about it. As I said earlier, all that
needs to be said has been said. It seems to me
that all I could do in replying to the debate was
simply to try to clarify the purpose of the Gov-
ernment's legislation and to try to refute some
of the scurrilous and mischievous statements
that have been made about its purpose both
within this place and without. I commend the
Bill to the House.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 25
Mr Blaikie Mr
Mr Clarko Mr
Sir Charles Court Mr
Mr Coyne Mr
Mrs Craig Mr
Mr Grayden Mr
Mr Grewar Mr
Mr Hassell Mr
Mr Herzfeld Mr
Mr P. V. Jones Mr
Mr Laurance Mr
Mr MacKinnon Mr
M r Mensaros

Nanovich
O'Connor
Old
O'Neil
Rushton
Sibson
Spriggs
Tubby
Watt
Williams
Young
Shaiders

Noes 25
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

Barnett
Bertram
Bryce
B. T. Burke
T. 1. Burke
Carr
Cowan
Crane
H. D. Evans
T. D. Evans
Grill
Harm an
Hodge

Aye
Mr Sodeman

Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr McPharlin
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)

Pair
No

Mr Davies

The SPEAKER: The 86 members of this Par-
liament have considered a Bill for an Act to
amend the Electoral Act, and I am in the
position of having to make a decision as to
whether it should be carried or not. It is not
an enviable position to be in.

I have listened intently to all that has been
said about the Bill and I cannot hring myself
to believe that it ought to be before the Parlia-
ment immediately after a Court of Disputed Re-
turns has deliberated on a poll. The Government
still has two years to run and if it feels there
is some need to amend the Electoral Act, it
should do so after the Kimberley by-election has
been held. Mr Justice Smith made no recommend-
ation for any changes to the Act, and in fact, the
Electoral Act itself says explicitly that when a
by-election is held as a result of a decision by
the Court of Disputed Returns, it should be held
uinder the same conditions as the original election
was held.

I deeply respect the former member who was
involved in the litigation, and I cannot accept
that the move being made by the Government
will assist him in any way whatsoever. I hope
that in the near future the Government will do
something to clarify the position with respect to
illiterate people. It is clear that manipulation by
both parties has occurred and something should
be done to correct that. However, now is not the
time.

Therefore, I give my casting vote with the
"Noes" and the Bill is defeated.

[Applause. I

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

(Teller) Siit lug suspended froin 6.12 lo 7.30 pi.
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BUSH FIRES ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amtendmntis

Amendments made by the Council now con-
sidered.

fin Commujttee

The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in
the Chair; Mrs Craig (Minister for Lands and
Forests) in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendments made by
tbe Council are as follows-

No. 1.
Clause 5, page 4, line 19-Delete the word

"fourteen" and substitute the word "sixteen".
No. 2.

Clause 5, page 5, line 14-Add after sub-
paragraph (iii) of paragraph (c) the word
..and".

No. 3.
Clause 5, page 5, lines t5 to 26-Delete

subparagraphs (iv) and (v) of paragraph (c)
and substitute a paragraph as follows-

(iv) by deleting paragraph (h) and
substituting paragraphs as follows-

(h) a person appointed to be
representative of the saw-
milling industry in the State;

Ci) a person nominated by the
Regional Director for the
Stale of the Bureau of
Meteorology;

(j) a person nominated by the
Minister to whom the admin-
istration of the Wildlife
Conservation Act, 1950 is for
the time being committed to
represent The Western Aus-
tralian Wildlife Authority
constituted under that Act;
and

()a person nominated by the
Minister to whom the admin-
istration of the National
Parks Authority Act, 1976 is
for the time being committed
to represent the National
Parks Authority of Western
Australia established under
that Act.

No. 4.
Clause 32. page 28, line 32-Delete the

word "all".

Mrs CRAIG: I move-
That amendment No. I made by the

Council be agreed to.

Mr BARNETT. For the sake of expediency, I
will be brief. The Opposition has examined all
these amendments and has no objection to any of
them. In fact, the ones which are purely machin-
ery seem to be a darned good idea.

Question put and passed; the Council's a mend-
ment agreed to.

Mrs CRAIG: I move-
That amendments Nos. 2 to 4 made by the

Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's amend-

ments agreed to.

Report

Resolutions reported, the report adopted, and
a message accordingly returned to the Council.

WUNDOWIE CHARCOAL IRON INDUSTRY
SALE AGREEMENT ACT AMENDMENT

BILL
Relrtred

Bill returned from the Council without amend-
men t.

MARINE NAVIGATIONAL AIDS ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 3rd November.

MR B. T. BURKE (Balcatta) [7.34 p.m.]: The
opposition has no objection to this BilL.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

it Criltmittee. etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Works), and passed.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARINE
ACT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 3rd November.

MR B, T. BURKE (Balcatta) 17.36 p.m.I: Once
again, the Opposition has considered this legisla-
tion, and finds no objection to it.

Question put and passed.
Bilt read a second time.

In Cornmrittee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.
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Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

OConnor (Minister for Works), and passed.

TAXI-CARS (CO-ORDINATION AND
CONTROL) ACT AMENDMENT HILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 8th November.

MR MOeVER (Avon) 17.38 p.m.I: This Bill was
introduced and fully debated in another place.
The Opposition had no objection to the Bill then,
and supports the Bill on this occasion.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr
O'Connor (Minister for Works), and passed.

MARKETING OF EGGS ACT AMENDMENT
DELL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 8th November.

MR H. D. EVANS (Wairen) [7.41 p.m.]: This
Bill was introduced in another place and was
examined as far as possible by the Opposition;
we have no ohjection to the Bill. It provides for
a1 significant change to the principle of egg mar-
keting which should have far-reaching conse-
quences to the industry in Western Australia.

The Bill seeks to repeal section 28 and replace
it by a section which will permit the board to
determine the amount payable to producers from
time to time. This amendment has a rather sig-
nificant purpose. The financial operations of the
board and in particular, the board administration
account, are to be restructured. The present law
allows the board to place in its administration
account up to tO per vent of the proceeds received
from the sale of eggs for administration expenses
and other purposes.

Now it is proposed to delete any reference to
this account. In future, the board in any given
Financial year may carry over into the next finan-
cial year no more than I per cent of its gross in-
come. The board claims this provision will assist
its liquidity and simplify procedures, thus permit-
tins a more efficient operation.

it is thought that, having introduced producer
licensing, it is now desirable to devise a more
refined manner of regulating Supplies Of eggs
within the licensing system. Surplus production
still is too high at various times of the year; for
the producer to be able to produce sufficient eggs
in autumn, he must keep too many birds for the
spring. This results in a flush production level
in the spring, from which the surplus is either
exported or kept in store,

This Bill is to encourage producers to produce
more in line with local demand. It is hoped that
by encouraging producers to regulate their pro-
duction so that it occurs more in the autumn than
in the spring, the spring flush surplus will be re-
duced. Producers can achieve this aim by revis-
ing methods of production.

Under the Act as it now stands, the growers
must be paid immediately, but when this amend-
ment is passed, the board will be able to create
a pool in the spring and pay a higher price in
the autumn. By this method, it will be possible
to pay those producers who go to the trouble
of producing in autumn a premium or a reward
for the additional effort to which they must go
to achieve this aim.

This is a fair and equitable proposal which
not only gives the producer some incentive in the
way of increased ret urn but also provides the
consumer with a higher quality product for a
greater proportion of the year without having
to resort to cool storage to store the surplus
eggs. Therefore, members can see the Bill pro-
vides for some fairly significant changes to the
industry. It seeks to distribute more equally
throughout the year the production of eggs in
Western Australia.

In the 1950s the board imposed an increase of
Is. a dozen which was a fairly significant, increase
at the time, because eggs then were Only about
3s, a dozen. The board departed from that pro-
cedure because it was found that with every
flUCclatiOn in price when eggs had been brouight
down and the price was replaced there was a
marked buyer resistance. This will be obviated
in this instance but it is still likely to happen
unless the Act is applied.

The Opposition recognises there is some need
to change the structuring of flocks in the interests
of the industry and the consumers. There are
several aspects of the industry we would like to
raise but it would be inappropriate at this time
and we will content ourselves with supporting the
measure.
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MR OLD (Katanning-Minister for Agricul-
ture) [7.46 p.m.]: I thank the member for his
support of the Bill and his remarks regarding
the financial situation. As he is aware, it is the
normal practice in Western Australia during
periods of shortage to import from New South
Wales. That State has given an undertaking in
reduce its flock because its tremendous sur-
pluses have been aggravating the number of eggs
available in Australia. In doing this, New South
Wales is taking away a source of supply to
Western Australia in lean periods and this is the
object of the incentive.

I believe this incentive will have the proper
effect if the retail price of eggs is kept stable. I
thank the member for his support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Commnittee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Old
(Minister for Agriculture), and passed.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Seconid Readingz

Debate resumed from the 81h November.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [7.49 p.m.1: This Bill
is to exclude sports people from the definition of
',employees" so they will no longer be able to be
paid workers' compensation. We are concerned
that the Government has not conferred with the
TLC on this matter. The Government has given
an undertaking to the TLC to confer with it on
matters which affect it. We regret that the Gov-
ernment has not conferred with that body be-
cause I think the Government would find that this
Bill is not in accordance with the policies of the
TLC.

We believe the Bill should be deferred. in his
second reading speech the Minister used the word
"1urgency- bitt he did not say what was urgent
about the Bill. A decision in the New South
Wales Supreme Court does not necessarily have
any bearing on the situation in Western Australia.
if it is football we are worrying about it seems
the necessity to have this Bill passed is not Lirgent
until April of next year, by which time we will be
in session once again. So, we believe this matter
should be deferred because, first of all, there is
no pressing urgency to deal with it. If there is an
urgency the Minister has not shown it.

Secondly, there aIre committees in New South
Wales and South Australia studying this aspect
of workers' compensation; that is, whether pro-
fessional sportsmen and women should be comn-
pensable. This being the case, we would expect
this Parliament to wait until the results Of those
committees have been seen.

The Minister has said we could look at the re-
suits of the committees and perhaps follow them.
In that case, why the rush to get the Bill through
when it may be changed in a few months after
the results of those committees are known? As 'I
said, we believe the Bill should be deferred as
there is no pressing hurry for it.

This matter should have greater study as is
going on in New South Wales and South Austra-
lia and then when a need' has been demonstrated
for some change perhaps those changes could be
made. tn saying that, the Opposition does not buy
into the argument as to whether sportsmen and
women should be compensable in the same way as
other employees. Really, we believe if a Bill is
brought to this place a need should be demon-
strated. For that reason we ask that the Minister
defer the matter until we know more about it,
until the studies referred to have been finalised,
and until it has been demonstrated clearly there
is an urgent need for legislation.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Labour and Industry) [.7.52 p.mn-l: The only
reason this legislation has been brought down is
that the Western Australian National Football
League came to the Government and pointed out
what happened in New South Wales and Victoria.
Until earlier this year, executives of sporting
clubs have always been under the impression that
they were not personally liable for sporting
accidents or fatalities that have Occurred. As a
consequence of the decision by the equivalent of
the Workers' Compensation Board in New South
Wales and later in a court judgment it was found
that club officials are in fact liable.

Not merely do accidents which might occur
at present fall into this ambit bitt also those
which have occurred in the past, perhaps as farf
hack as 80 years or so.

This is an impossible position in which to
place the executive of a, sporting club, the mem-
bers of which do their work voluntarily. Until
earlier this year no-one had ever been tinder the
impression that sportsmen and women other thtan
in some categories were covered under workers'
compensation awards. Previously if the majority
of sports people wanted to be covered for

3523



3524 (ASSEMBLY)

injuries they had to take out personal insur-
ance, but as a consequence of the court judg-
ment earlier this year we find the club execu-
tives are in fact liable.

As a result, New South Wales rushed through
legislation and South Australia did the same.
The Western Australian National Football League
came along and said it was in exactly the
same position and could it be excluded, It had
always believed it had been excluded in the past
and ii wanted to continue to be excluded.

I made it clear in my second reading speech
that New South Wales, South Australia and
the other States are considering legislation which
will cover sportsmen. The committee in New
South Wales and the committee in South Aus-
tralia are on the verge of submitting their find-
ings. The Government here has indicated it will
legislate to cover sportsmen and we will do that
probably in the March session.

Mr Tonkin: Why don't you confer with the
TLC?

Mr GRAYDEN: The only reason we did not
is that it is such a cut-and-dried position and
we considered it was not worth while.

Mr Tonkin: They do not feel that way.

Mr GRAYDEN: If the member were to speak
with the WA National Football League and his
colleagues in New South Wales and South Atus-
tralia he would realise in two seconds that this
legislation is absolutely vital. If we do not have
this legislation we will have officials of the West-
ern Australian National Football League being re-
sponsible for accidents which happened many
years ago, quite apart from those which might
happen at the present time. We will also have
Other Sporting organisations in the same position.

Mr Tonkin: Why has it not happened hitherto?

Mr GRAYDEN: The reason is that earlier
this year the New South Wales equivalent of
our Workers' Compensation Board reached a
finding along the ines I have stated that sportsmen
were covered under workers' compensation. The
decision went to court and the finding confirmed
this position, which was to apply also to anyone
in the past who had been injtured. People have
taken for granted that sportsmen were not
covered.

It is only because in recent years clubs
have begun to pay members that those members
have inadvertently come to be covered by
workers' compensation. In the past, sportsmen
were not paid and this situation did not apply.
No-one should have any fear whatever about this
measure, as the situation is cut and dried. Similar

legislation has been introduced by the Govern-
ments of New South Wales and South Australia.
We have made it absolutely clear that they have
appointed committees to investigate a system of
cover for sportsmen. We have indicated that we
will follow suit but we felt it was appropriate
not to go to the expense of conducting an inquiry
duplicating those taking place in the east. We
have decided to wait for the outcome of their
deliberations. We will get those findings shortly
and we will be able to include them in major
amendments which are forthcoming to the
Workers' Compensation Act.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

/n Comma ittee
The Chairman of Committees (Mr Clarko) in

the Chair; Mr Grayden (Minister for Labour and
Industry) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Sections 5A, 5B and 5C added-

Mr SKIDMORE: I rise to make a few brief
and jocular comments inasmuch as this Dill was
introduced for football and being an avid
supporter of Swan Districts I am aware the
injuries to the players this year prevented the club
from doing as well as it should have done. I
support the amendment because of the periodic
injuries received by the club's players and I would
support the Bill in the hope that in doing so the
Club in 1978 will become the premiership team
of Western Australia.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Labour and Industry) [8.00 p.m.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time.

M R TONKIN (Morley) [8.01 pmrn]: Onl behalf
of the Opposition I would like to express regret
that the Minister has not deferred the Bill. Hec
has not made out a case for urgency. There is
not likely to be a transfer of the decision in New
South Wales. Pending an inquiry we betieve a
period should have been allowed so that we could
study the matter. He has not demonstrated
urgency. Furthermore, the amendments should
not be introduced without consultation with the
TLC and any other body which may be offlected.
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For these reasons we regret the Minister has
not seen fit to defer the measure.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Labour and Industry) [8.02 p.m.]: I wish to reiter-
ate that, on something which is so cut and dried
and so clearly in the interests of sportsmen
throughout Western Australia, surely one would
not be expected to confer with the TLC.

Under those circumstances 1 do not accept the
criticism of the member for Morley.

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

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT BILL
(No. 3)

Second Readig

Debate resumed from the 8(h November.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [8.03 p.m.1:
This Hilt, and the one which follows it on the
notice paper-that is, Off-shore (Application of
Laws) Bill-are extremely disappointing pieces of
legislation. A short time ago, the Premier, having
consulted with Fraser, the Prime Minister, and
others, announced a certain communique which
many people understood to mean that this State
would do very well in the future in respect of off-
shore matters, particularly in regard to the owner-
ship and development of oil, mining, fishing, nat-
ural gas, and matters of that nature.

The communique was extremely high-sounding
and was issued during that lU-week period when,
aided and abetted by the media, the Federal Gov-
er-nment was telling us we would have a general
election, then it denied it, and so on and so forth,
rather like a kindergarten enactment.

Following upon that communique I expected
that we would very shortly have before the House
some Hills of considerable substance which would
mean that this State would benefit in dollars
rather than in platitudes. Instead of that, all we
have is the Bill before us and the next one to
which I have referred. All they purport to do is
to put the State law back to what it was thought
to be for many years before certain High Court
judgments were pronounced not so long ago.
That is all we are doing, not even taking an inch
forward, and certainly not introducing legislation
under which the State will derive some proceeds
from the exploration and development of miner-
als, fishing, and so on. As I said, this is extremely
disappointing.

One can only hope that as soon as the fed-
eral election on the 10th December is over, and
should it happen that the same Prime Minister

is in power, he will not recant from the type
of picture which has been put around this State;
namely, that this State will do very well in
respect of the ex~loitation of wealth, which
wealth happens to be situated at sea and off the
coast of Western Australia.

The Opposition really has no objection to this
Bill and the one which follows it. They are
technical types of measures, and one should be
able to expect that the lawyers of the CLD have
presented the Bill in a fashion which will achieve
the desired purpose, which, as I have said, is to
put the clock back and restore the law to what
it was thought to be prior to the High Court
judgments to which I have referred.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time,

In Coin ince, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without de-
bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr O*Neil
(Chief Secretary), and passed.

OFF-SHORE (APPLICATION OF LAWS)
BILL

Seconld Reading

Debate resumed from the 8th November.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [8.10 p.m.]:
A few moments ago I made comment in respect
of amendments to the Criminal Code, and there-
fore really there is not much point in my speak-
ing for more than a moment on the Bill before
US.

The Bill amending the Criminal Code has to
do with restoring certain criminal laws. The Bill
before us touches on matters of civil law and,
as in the case of the previous Bill, it is designed
to restore the civil laws of this State to the
position it was thought they were in prior to
certain High Court judgments which were de-
livered not so long ago.

The Opposition supports the Bill.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

/11 Cotinritee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr O'Neil
(Chief Secretary), and passed.
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LAND ACT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 3rd November.

MR BARNETT' (Rockingham) [8.13 p.m.1: The
Opposition has no objection to the bulk of the
Bill, but it does want to express some concern
about a portion of it, that being clause 6, and
in particular the proposed new paragraph (pb)
which reads-

(pb) For sites for cabins, chalets, or, holi-
day housing of a standard less than
that required under the Uniform Build-
ing By-laws, 1974 made under the Local
Government Act, 1960.

In my opinion this leaves us wide open to accept
a number of ramshackle holiday buildings erected
on Government reserves throughout the State. I
may be wrong, and I certainly hope I am.

I have referred this matter to my shire council
because in the past it has expressed a great deal
of concern about two areas in the Rockingham
Shire. One of these is the Long Point area
where there are some 50 or 60 ramshackle hovels
occupied on frequent occasions by fishermen and
itinerants. The other is at Point Peron which
has many holiday camps% Those buildings do
not conform with the building by-laws. Whilst
I must agree that they are of a far better standard
than those at Long Point, they are, nonetheless,
of a very poor standard. The leases have some-
thing like 16 years left to run, but many of these
buildings will not see the 16 years out.

On many occasions the council has expressed
concern about them, but has been thwarted in
every endeavour it has made to have the buildings
upgraded. I cannot say that T have the same
degree of concern about the particular area that
the council does, but I do express very real con-
cern about this Bill if it wilt allow the continuation
of a situation such as that currently existing at
Long Point. It is an area of Crown reserve. It
has been desecrated to an enormous degree by
misuse by these people, by the use of off-road
vehicles, and by the indiscriminate throwing
away of rubbish. With 50 or 60 holiday people
there at any given time, a large amount of rubbish
is accumulated and strewn over one of the most
beautiful areas of the State. Fortunately, it is
not beyond repair, but if the Bill will actually
allow that situation to continue we would oppose
the part of the Bill which refers to it.

At this stage I will leave my remarks at that,
so that when replying the Minister can confirm
or deny that the Bill has the effect I have sug-
gested, and if necessary T will continue my remarks
in the Committee stage.

MR CREWAR (Roe) [8.16 p.m.]: As one who
has been closely involved for many years with
the effect of the Land Act on people's lives, I wish
to bring to the notice of the department and the
Minister various points which are of concern to
my constituents.

I commend the legislation before the House,
especially the clause relating to the completion
of boundary fencing before the issue of a Crown
grant. The fencing condition has been an in-
justice in the Act for many years. It has fre-
quently meant a lessee had to spend considerable
amounts of money fencing unused waste land
to comply with the conditions of tenure. In many
instances that money could have been spent much
more wisely on other improvements to the pro-
perty, leading to improved viability. The repeal
of this part of the Act will be welcomed by the
farming community, who have been urging this
for some time.

However, I believe the Act needs further amend-
ment, and this view has been expressed to me by
my constituents. I would like to make their
views known to the Parliament. I have already
made them known to a committee of the Lands
Department which is overseeing the Act.

Under sections 23 and 24 in part I and in other
places in the Act the Minister has power of for-
feiture of leases of land for noncompliance with
conditions. The value of improvements can be
added to the price charged to an incoming lessee.
The outgoing lessee can be credited with the
value of the improvements.

I have no disagreement with the sentiments of
the Act. My concern is with ascertaining the
value of these improvements. Cases with which
I have been familiar indicate that the value as
assessed by the department is not always in line
with the value on the open market. The incom-
ing lessee in these situations is frequently given
a gift by the Government.

In some cases improved land may appear to
have been neglected or badly farmed due to the
presence of regrowth. However, those who are
familiar with agriculture know the removal of
regrowth is a simple operation with modern agri-
cultural implements. The land could have a sound
pasture, it could have been heavily ferlilised and
could generally be in good heart, but because of
the regrowth problem it could appear to be
neglected. One culttural operation costing, say,
5 per cent of the value of the land could trans-
form the land and make it appear well maintained
and productive.

To clarify this in money terms, and by way of
example, if the Lands Department's valuation has
been calculated at something like $50 a hectare,
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the outgoing lessee will receive this amount and
the incoming lessee will pay this figure. However,
simply by spending $5 at hectare the incoming
lessee could immediately create land worth some-
thing like $100 a hectare on the open market.
The present valuation figures used by the depart-
ment on some occasions give the incoming lessee
at bonanza and leave the outgoing lessee with
inadequate compensation for his years of effort
and his expenditure. My request is for a revision
of the values used by the department, to bring
them more into line with those established by
the real estate market.

Section 25 in part I of the Act places a restric-
tion on public servants acquiring Crown land.
I believe this is an injustice to those people-and
I say so with some conviction, having once been
at public servant who was anxious to obtain
Crown land.

I can well understand why this section was in-
troduced. In bygone days it may well have been
that a departmental officer had access to informa-
lion which was not generally available to the
public. However, this is not the case today;, the
Lands Department fully acquaints settlers of the
agricultural worth of the land. Some departmental
heads give their officers their blessing and agree
not to challenge their applications. However,
others do not, leaving the applicant with no other
resort than to avail himself of other means, one
of which is to apply for the land in his spouse's
name.

This section of the Act as it stands dues nothing.
It certainly does not stop a public servant acquir-
ing land, and I believe it could be deleted.

Section 47 in part V of the Act indicates that
only 2000 hectares of conditional purchase land
may be held by a lessee, but there is provision
for the Minister to consent to a larger area of
tip to 4 000 hectares. The limits that are applied
do not differentiate between various areas of th
State. They are blanket recommendat ions, regard
less of the fact that 2 000 htectares of land in the
lower south-west may represent five viable farm
units, while in the eastern fringe of the agricultural
areas 2 000 hectares may represent -only three-
quarters of a viable. unit.

The Minister has discretion to allow a settler
more than 2 000 hectares. However, it is my
belief that the Act should spell out exactly what
is intended. Previous Ministers have been known
to exercise their powers and refuse to grant more
land to some leaseholders in outer areas, thereby
jeopardlising their potential viability. 11 is my

contention that limics Should be imposed on con-
ditional purchase land, and those limits should be
defined by the productivity of the land in question.

The subject of residence on Crown land causes
a great deal of concern to country people. The
Act insists that residence be a necessary condition,
and lays down that within two years oif approval
to occupy the applicant shall reside on the land
for six months of the year for the next three
years. There is some relaxation of this condition
if the lessee holds other rural land within 80
kilonmetres. and for other reasons.

If an applicant does not reside on the land and
holds the property for five years, the Minister will
accept as recompense for noncompliance with the
residence condition additional improvements
effected to that land. In the settlement of large
parcels of new land in my area during the 1960s,
many settlers did establish their homes as requlired,
while others did not. Trhose who did are indig-
nant that the Community was not aided by the
absentee landowner.

Services such as schools, and school buses were
denied them. Town developments, SEC exten-
sions, and community projects did not eventuate
because the small resident population could not
support and sustain them. They are rightly con-
cerned that the department was not more strict in
applying the residence condition.

On the other hand, we have settlers who put tip
.in equally justifiable case for being absent from
their holdings and claim that they are better able
to develop their land from a distant location. Their
present income is not jeopardised; they do not have
to build a home on their property, thereby saving
that cost which they can put into the development
of their holding; and frequently they contract
their work to a resident, thereby improving his
viability.

I can see the merits of both arguments but I
believe the Act needs some rationalisat ion. I
suggest a longer period of absenteeism be allowed
before a Settler Must make his habitual residence
on his new land. Perhaps the term should be
four years instead of two. Such a condition would
he more in line with the income-generating
potential of the newly acquired property. Per-
haps it Should not be obligatory for him -to reside
on the land; perhaps a share-farmer, agent, or
other pet-son could fulfil this requirement. Such
ain alternative would correct some of the socio-
logical problems which now occur due to an
insufficient number of residents to sustain and
support Community projects, schools, and school
buises.
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I would now like to comment on the develop-
ment conditions laid down in the Act. As the
Act now stands, 10 per cent of the land must
be cleared and cultivated within two years. In
each of the next right years an additional 5 per
cent per annum must be cleared and cultivated.
In effect, after 10 years 50 per cent of the land
must be so improved.

This would be all very well if each block of
land was equal in area, but there is a range of
block sizes varying as much as 50 per cent from
the mean. This is so because land is not always
equal in quality. Some land is poorer, and some has
more difficult topography. It means the occupier
of the poorer land has to develop a greater area,
which is frequently difficult to do because the
Poorer 'area Of land is not capable of generating
as much income.

I would like to see this section of the Act
amended to read "up to a certain area, or a per-
centage, which ever is the lesser". The present
conditions have their repercussions on a lessee
who wishes to relinquish his propenty by sale.
Tf he had a smaller block he might be able to
comply with the clearing conditions. If his block
is larger, despite the fact that he may have
cleared more land the percentage will not be suffi-
cient for the Minister to give approval.

Under the Act a boundary fence must be estab-
lished art the survey line. I would like to see a
change in this requirement to allow a settler the
option of erecting such a fence on his boundary
line or within half a chain of it. The large re-
leases of Crown land in the 1960s were on scrub
plain, which is devoid of trees. The incoming
settler in many instances wishes to establish a
windbreak of trees on his boundary. As he cannot
establish the windbreak on the road verge, he
must put it on his own property, which, because
the fence must be established on the survey line,
means he has to erect two fences because rows
of trees must be protected from grazing stock,
which will destroy them. This is a very costly
exercise with fencing costs being about $600 a
kilometre.

If a fence could be set back from the boundary
survey, the farmer's land could be used to estab-
lish his trees. At some time in the ftiture when the
fence needs to be replaced, it Could then be estab-
lished on the survey line, leaving the trees on the
farmer's property.

1 realise there arc problems involved in this.
One such problem which is frequently advanced
is that survey points are more likely to be
damaged if the fence line is set back. If this is so,
however, the settler could be compelled to mark

the position of the survey points with an effective
barrier to prevent damage during cultivation. A
counter argument is often raised that when estab-
lishing a fence on a surveyed line more damage
is likely to be sustained to the survey points due
to the initial clearing that is required during the
fence construction.

It is my belief the Act should contain some
flexibility so that a settler is enabled to establish
his fence either on the surveyed line or within
half a chain of it.

I would be very grateful if the Minister would
study these points which are of concern to lessees
and frequently result in costly procedures and in
economic hardship.

MRS CRAIG (Wellington-Minister for Lands
and Forests) [8.31 p.m.), I thank the Opposition
for its general support of the Bill, and also the
member for Roe for his comments.

In reply to the concern voiced by the member
for Rockingham in relation to clause 6 of the
amending Bill, let me assure him the clause sets
out purely and simply to provide an additional
purpose for which a reserve may be created. It
simply means that the points he raised in respect
of Long Point really have no relevance; because
although I do not know the vesting of that par-
ticular reserve, I suspect it is of "A"-class or else
it is vested in a shire for the purposes of camping
or recreation.

Mr Burnett: What I want from the Minister is
an assurance that this clause of the Bill will not
validate establishments such as that at Long Point-

Mrs CRAIG: I can assure the member for
Rockingham that his concern is not valid. In this
instance what we are seeking to do is in fact
validate a practice that was found acceptable in
the past, until such time as the Crown Law De-
partment indicated to my department that there
was no legal basis on which to set aside a re-
serve for the purposes of a chalet development.

Perhaps I could indicate more clearly to the
member for Rockingham a specific instance that
has in recent times indicated to the department the
need for this amendment.- It pertains to an area
in Albany that is within the Emu Point Reserve.
Previously there was a reserve which was vested
in the shire for the purpose of a caravan park and
camping area. The shire applied to the department
for permission to construct a chalet-type develop-
ment on that part of the reserve which was set
aside for camping. Under the Act this was not
legally able to be done, and so it is necessary now
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to create another purpose for the reserve and to
say that chalet development may take place on a
reserve vested for that purpose.

With reference to the concern expressed by the
member in respect of not complying with the
by-laws of a shire council, the position simply is
that the area of which I am speaking at Emu
Point is in fact a brick area. The shire wished to
be able to have a development of a cheaper type
but which would stitl be acceptable within the
area provided for tourist-type. accommodation-

Therefore, it was necessary for the Albany
Town Council to obtain the approval of the Town
Planning Department before this particular type
of development could go ahead. However, there is
no suggestion at all that a reserve that is now set
aside for the purpose of camping or recreation
will be able to have substandard dwellings built
on it which in fact do not comply with the town
planning requirements of the shire concerned.

Turning now to the points raised by the mem-
ber for Roe, I recognise the concern felt by many
people who have conditional purchase leases in
relation to the fencing requirements that per-
tained previously. -It is for that very reason that
we have seen fit to eliminate the five-year and
indeed the IC-year requirements but still to make
it necessary for people to boundary fence in order
that a title may issue.

However, a ministerial discretion is retained
for the very reason of the point about which he
evinces concern; that is, the boundary fencing
of a property within an area where it is not
feasible or economical. Each of these cases will
indeed be treated on its merits.

The other points raised by the member for Roe
in relation to the value of improvements that are
credited to the lessee and the restriction on pub-
lic servants acquiring land are not dealt with in
this amending Bill. However, I have certainly
noted his comments.

HeI raised another query in relation to the 2 000
hectare limit imposed on persons who have con-
ditional purchase land. This is a problem with
which I am very familiar. I would like to assure
the member for Roe that this is not an arbitrary
ruling but that in fact we do take into consider-
ation the viability of the property concerned. If it
is thought by the Department of Agriculture and
by the Lands Department that a property that
comprises 2 000 hectares would not be viable be-
cause of the soil type, then it is possible for an
additional area to be allocated.

With regard to the development conditions
about which the member for Roe indicated con-
cern, I must again point out they have no
relevance to this amending Bill; but I have noted
the points he raised and I feel sure they will
be taken into consideration at a future time when
other amendments to the Land Act are considered.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by Mrs Craig
(Minister for Lands and Forests), and passed.

LIQUOR ACT AMENDMENT BILL

(No. 2)

Second Reading

Debate resumed from the 9th November.

MR GRILL (Yilgarn-Dundas) [8.41 p.m.]: The
Opposition has no real objection to this Bill; it
is in favour of it in principle. The only qualifica-
tion to that statement is in respect of the amend-
ment to section 36A of the parent Act which will
allow vignerons to set up licensed premises not
on their vineyard, but off the vineyard. The pro-
vision in the Bill refers to "reasonable proximity."

The Opposition does not really oppose this
amendment in principle, but the Australian Hotels
Association alleges that it was consulted by the
Licensing Court about this measure some time
ago, and that it expressed complete opposition
to this particular provision. I was told that the
Al-A understood from representatives of the
Licensing Court that this amendment would not
proceed. Until yesterday the ANA believed that
this amendment would not be proceeded with.
Therefore, it is rather perturbed about the fact
that the Bill has been proceeded with including
the amendment to section 36A. I have no more
information than that, but as this provision could
involve a large section of the industry, it may
be advisable to adjourn consideration of the
measure until a later date.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Chief Secretary)
[8.43 p.m.1: I thank the honourable member for
his general support of the Bill. His report about
the attitude of the ABA in respect of the proposal
in the Bill to allow vignerons to sell their own
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produce away from their vineyards is news to
me. I must say that at no time was I approached
personally by a member of the AHA. I admit
that the honourable member said the approach
was made to the Licensing Court.

Mr Speaker, you will remember, and most mem-
bers in this House will recall, on the last occasion
the Liquor Act was before us for amendment
this very issue was raised in another place and
an endeavour was made to find a way around the
problem. In some places, particularly in the new
winegrowing areas of the south, the winery is
established away from the owner's vineyard and
the vineyard is in such a position that it would
not be suitable to attract passing tourist trade.
At the request of a number of members, I under-
took to see whether or not provision could be
made to give the court some latitude in granting
such licences.

I found that the previous Chairman of the
Licensing Court had made a suggestion to over-
come ihe problem, but for some reason his sug-
gestion was not acted upon. I then communicated
with the present Chairman of the Licensing Court
to ask whether there was some way to satisfy
this peculiar requirement. His reply was that
he had no better solution than that presented by
the previous chairman. That being the case, I
proceeded on that suggestion and the provision
in the Bill before us is the result.

The point is made that a decision to grant a
licence in regard to a winery not on a vineyard
is left entirely up to the court. I was a little con-
cerned that the court may feel it should not be
in a position to exercise such an option. However,
I was assured that other provisions in the Liquor
Act enable the court to exercise its discretion and
so the court could see no difficulty in this matter.
This provision will resolve a problem that his
been discussed in this place and in this Parlia-
ment over the last several years.

While I do not deny that the AHA may have
told the Licensing Court that it objected to the
proposal, certainly it made no approaches to me.

Question put and passed.

Bill read at second time.

it Commidttee. etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
.adopted.

Third4 Readhktg

Bill read ai third time, on motion by Mr O'Neil
(Chief Secretary), and passed.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

STANDING COMMITEE SYSTEM

Estohlish,,,en: Motion

Debate resumed, from the 21st September, on
the following motion by Mr Tonkin-

The House notes that-
(a) there is worldwide concern at the

growing domination by the execu-
live arm of government which is
not directly responsible to the
people;

(b) it is the responsibility of all mem-
bers to ensure that proposed legis-
lation is examined in a thorough
and systematic manner based upon
detailed and accurate knowledge;

(c) this responsibility cannot be dis-
charged adequately by the members
working in an Unco-ordinated and
piecemeal fashion;

(d) all other progressive parliaments
using the Westminster system have
established a series of standing
committees;

(e) a system of committees will enable
the House and all members thereof
to scrutinise adequately proposals
emanating from the executive ;arm
Of government and to initiate legis-
lattive action rather than merely
waiting for all proposals to come
from the government;

(f) this House is proud of its reputation
and does not yield its responsibility
to any other body and will not sub-
mit to a conduct of its business that
is less efficient than the Houses of
the Australian National Parliatmenl
or any other legislature,

and therefore resolves-
that at system of Standing Commit-
tees consistent with the size and re-
sponsibilities of the Legislative
Assembly be established ats soon as
is practicably possible-

and to this end hereby establishes
an all-party committee of five
members to recommend the
appropriate action to the House.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Prennier)
19.20 p.m.1: The honourable member moved this
motion and we know, Of course, that ihis is part
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and parcel of his progi-amme to introdtuce meas-
ures and motions of this kind dealing with the
question of Standing Committees, It is appropriate
if I go through the motion in sequence, because
one can answer each part of the motion very
effectively. I am amazed that the honourable meat-
ber persists not only with the matter in question,
but also with the way in which he presents it.

Part (a) reads as follows-
... there is worldwide concern at the grow-

ing domination by. the executive arm of gov-
ernment which is not directly responsible to
the people;

The honourable member has not sought to justify
that there is this so-called world-wide concern
and in our particular case I do not know its rele-
vance, because if ever there is a country where
the Government is directly responsible to the
people at Federal and State levels, this is it. The
same situation applies at local government level;
members are directly responsible to the people
who elect them. The people put them under the
microscope and either reject or accept them as
the case may be at regular intervals.

Part (b) reads as follows-
-.. it is the responsibility of all members ' o

ensure that proposed legislation is examined
in a thorough and systematic manner based
upon detailed and accurate knowledge;

There would not be anyone here who discharges
his duty in a responsible manner who would not
agree with that. The inference is that we are not
being responsible; that the members of the whole
Chamber are not being responsible.

In point of fact, I would like to feel members
are responsible, because what are Opposition
members for; what arc Government members for;
what are all members of Parliament for? When
Bills are presented in this House they receive pub-
licity in the Press and in the media generally. If
there is anything of any moment it is not very
long before one gets a response when one is in
Government, either from one's own members,
from Opposition members, or from the organisa-
tions concerned.

Part (c) reads-
....this responsibility cannot be discharged

adequately by the members working in an
unco-ordinated and piecemeal fashion;

Iask the honourable member who is to blame
for that, if they are working in an unco-ordinated
and piecemeal fashion? I have been a back-bench
member. I was a back-bench member in Opposi-
tion for six years between 1953 and 1959 when
we came into Government. I had another period
in Opposition from 1971 to 1974, not as a

back-bench member; but at least I was a back-
bench member for the greater part of the first
six years, with all the responsibilities and all the
functions of a back-bencher. I found I could get
on with the job very well. In fact I found it
good fun. I found it part of the great challenge
of the job. It was part of my training to
get in and do some work and if it was a
matter of some significance, one had one's
friends who knew something about it, who had
some specialist knowledge and before very long
one built tip a well co-ordinated effort. If back-
bench members on this side or on the other side
are unable to do that it is not the fault of the
system.

From the way in which the honourable mem-
ber presents the story, one Wotuld think we would
have joint party meetings of all parties of the
House sitting on these committees; they are all
going to be palsy-walsy! No-one is going to tell
his party what was discussed! I could imagine
that would last about five minutes, because every
party has its own responsibilities, its own objec-
tives, and, with all the goodwill in the world it
cannot ignore for very long the policies under
which it operates.

Part (d) reads-
... l other progressive parliaments using

the Westminster system having established a
series of standing committees;

Of course, if one takes that literally we have
Standing Committees here, but they are not of
the sort the honourable member wants and I
would have to be convinced that all other Par-
liaments-the honourable member uses the word
"progressive", but I think "all other Parliaments"
is a better phrase-using the Westminster system
have established a system of Standing Commit-
tees. I would have to be convinced that that is
the ease.

Part (e) reads-
- a system of committees will enable the

House and all members thereof to scrutinise
adequately proposals emanating from the
executive arm of government and to initiate
legislative action rather than merely waiting
for all proposals to come from the govern-
ment;

Icannot imagine anyone in the Labor Party put-
ting forward such a proposition; the most highly
disciplined and regimented party in the whole
of the Australian political scene.

Mr Jamieson: You could have fooled me.
Mr Skidmore: You cannot approve of any-

thing we on this side of the House put up.
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Mr Bryce-, Before you retire we might issue
-in invitation to you to come to at party meeting
to see how wrong you are.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Just imagine such it
committee as the honourable member proposes
sitting down to discuss a matter of very import-
ant political significance; it could be economic
significance', it could be financial significance;
but eventually it would all come back to political
significance. Imagine the members sitting around
the table, palsy-walsy, exchanging notes, exchang-
ing knowledge, and so on. Oh, it is lovely?
Does the honourable member mean to say the
Labor Party, the Liberal Party, the National
Country Party, and a couple of Independents
sitting around a table would he able to operate
in that fashion?

Mr Skidmore: It works very well in a lot of
other Parliaments. Why should it not happen
here?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members would be off
like a shot to check up with their own people, to
get the directions of their party, and before long
the whole meeting would be in chaos.

As to initiating legislation, one can imagine
what this would do. It would break down com-
pletely the system of government which operates
in this country. Whilst it might be a lovely
dream and a lovely thought for somebody, it just
would not work.

Part (f) reads-
* . . this Mouse is proud of its reputation
and does nut yield its responsibility to any
other body and will not submit to a conduct
of its business that is less efficient than the
Houses of the Australian National Parliament
or any other legislature,

I agree with the honourable member. Of course
we will not; but we do not have to do it their
way. I remind the honourable member that there
is no Parliament that he can refer to which has
as much flexibility and as many resources avail-
able to its members and as many Opportunities
available to them in terms of questions, in terms
of motions and private members' Bills-

Mr Skidmore: Oh, cut it out!

Sir CHARLES COURT: -in terms of responses
to the Address-in-Reply motion, in terms of
speeches on the general Estimates, and on the
departmental Estimates, and so on as we have in
this State. Anyone who is not able to get his
story across in this Parliament is just incompetent
or lazy or both.

The motion continues-
.and therefore resolves-

that a system of Standing Committees con-
sistent with the size and responsibilities of
the Legislative Assembly be established as
sopn as is practicably possible-

and to this end hereby establishes an all-
party committee of five members to
recommend the appropriate action to the
House.

What a farce. The first lime this man did not
get his own way, if other members did not com-
pletely adopt the piece of paper he put on the
table, he would pick up his piece of paper, walk
out, and go home.

In the light of that, Mr Speaker, you can under-
stand from what I have said, that the Govern-
ment opposes the motion.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) 19.29 p.m.]: I will
not delay the House very long. I would like to
say I have a little sympathy for the motion which
has been moved but I rather fancy it is some-
what premature for this place. I think it is a
motion which could perhaps be put to work in
what we refer to as "the other place". It might
make their work a little more meaningful.

Perhaps the member who has moved the motion
could ask one of his colleagues in the other place
to endeavour to have it adopted there. I will be
voting against the motion.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [9.30 P.M.j: The
Premier has dealt with this motion in a superficial
and sneering manner and it does not do him any
credit. He took a beating before the tea suspen-
sion and he is taking it out on this Parliament.
Indeed, we saw him take it out on the Speaker
earlier-

Sir Charles Court: Nothing of the sort.

Mr TONKIN: -when he made a rude comment
about the number of questions being allowed by
the Speaker.

We do not appreciate the superficiality of the
Premier and the fact that he has not given any
serious thought to the way this Parliament oper-
ates.

Mr Sodeman interjected.

Mr TON KIN: Even if the member for Pilbara
does appreciate, in a sneering manner, the way
the motion has been dealt with, we do not. The
Premier said he was not aware of the World-wide
concern about the dominance of the Executive
over the Legislature. If he is not aware of it-it
is well documented in every Parliament by scholars
throughout the world-he is a very ignorant man.
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Sir Charles Court: You are not stating the situa-
tion fairly. You read the last words of your
motion.

Mr TONKIN: The Premier said he was not
aware of the world-wide concern of the dominance
of the Executive over the Legislature.

Sir Charles Court: Read the last paragraph of
your motion, because it contains the crucial words.

Mr TON KIlN: I will deal with that in a moment.
If the Premier is not aware of the situation, he

should be. We saw a very good example of it
just before the tea suspension, but that was an
exception and I suppose we might wait another
20 years before we see that kind of thing happen
again.

Generally speaking, there is no question that
the decisions taken in secret by the Cabinet are,
in tact, adhered to by this place which rubber-
stamps them through in a perfunctory manner.
We believe this Legislature should be a Legislature
in fact, instead of being a Legislature in name
only.

The Premier did talk about the Executive being
directly elected by the people.

Sir Charles Court: And so it is.

Mr TON KIN: The word is "Executive"I
believe.

Sir Charles Court: Yes, but where does the
elected Government come from?

Mr TONKIN: The Executive is not elected
directly. No-one elected the member for Nedlands
as Premier. lHe was elected by his party to be
leader. Most persons want to vote for a party.
If a person wants to vote for the Liberal Party
he votes for a member of the Liberal Party, but
that is not directly voting for the man himself.
The same applies to the Ministers. Who said that
the people wanted the member for Narrogin to
he the Minister for EduIcation?

Mr Cla rko: What has that to do with the mo-
tion?

Mr TONKILN: The people of Western Australia
did not have that say. Who said they wanted
the member for Dale to be the Minister for Local
Government? We can realise how superficial and
inaccurate the Premier is.

it is true that the Executive is not directly
responsible to the people. ilt is responsible after
a fashion, of course, although the whole theory
is that it is only the Executive while it has the
nulmbers in this place. It lost the numbers in this
place before the tea suspension and according
to the Westminster system the Premier should
resign. That is the only honourable thing for himn
to do.
(41)

Mr Clarko: Who said that? You had better rend
another book.

Mr TONKWJ: That is a major item of policy.
Under the Westminster system if the Government
loses the vote on a major item of policy it should
forthwith resign. We see that principle laid down.

Mr Clarko: Who says it is a major principle?

Mr TONKIN: We see that the Premier does
not believe he is even indirectly responsible to
the people. To say that the people elect the
Executive is nonsense. The Executive is not only
the Cabinet; it comprises also the Administration,
and the people do not elect it directly. The only
people elected directly, as far as the State Gov-
ernment is concerned, are members of Parliament
and that is why we believe the Parliament should
not lose power continually at the expense of the
Executive, but quite clearly it does.

When aL Minister Comes to the House he has
behind him the expertise of a whole Government
department which is able to give him advice,
whereas a member in this place has to use his own
resoutrces, The Premier said-and this surely must
be a sick and sorry joke-that no Parliament in
Australia provided for its members the resources
this place had.

Sir Charles Court: Neither it does. We are
the best equipped Parliament in Australia.

Mr TONKIN: What about the lack of research
assistance we have for members of Parliament?

Sir Charles Court: How about doing something
for yourselves?

Mr TONKIN: The Premier has a whole Gov-
ernment department behind him. Time and time
again Ministers in this place have been asked
without notice questions on policy and, because
'hey did not know what thc'members were talking
about, they had to go back to their under-secre-
taries. The Premier talks about our thinking for
ourselves. H-e has the gall to say that. The Min-
ister for Labour and Industry, on simple ques-
tions, refuses to comment because he first has to
run to his under-secretary to find out what he
should say. That is the situation.

It is not a question of our thinking. We are
talking about resources. The Premier said we had
greater resources than any other 'Parliament, but
that is absolute nonsense. I do not know why
he does not have a greater respect for the truth.
When we consider the resources availtable to
Federal members of Parliament, we know that
when the Premier says we have greater resources,
it is untrue. Does the Premier not have any
respect for truth at all?
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We have only one electorate secretary and yet
we are supposed to have more resources than
the members of other Parliaments. This Parlia-
ment must be a joke compared with sonic of
the Legislatures in the world because we do not
have resources, It is impossible for spokesmen
on this side to be able to stand up to a Minister
who may, in fact, be very inferior mentally;
and as far as work is concerned, he may doze in
an alcoholic daze most of the night, but he has
his department to tell him what to do. To say
that we are in any way equally equipped to deal
with legislation which comes before the House
is nonsense.

The Premier sneered about our being all palsy-
walsy. That is his brand of cynicism. He is not
interested in Australians coming together and away
from confrontation. He does not want them to
co-operate with one another.

Mr Clarko interjected.

Mr TONKIN: The member for Karrinyup only
interjects from his seat. However, he was at
member of the Standing Orders Committee which
did operate in a proper way. I do not know
whether lite thinks we were working in a palsy-
walsy way, the expression used so sneeringly by
his leader, but I believe the Standing Orders Com-
mittee worked quite well.

Mr Clarko: Of course it did, but that doesn't
mean that other similar committees would.

Mr TONKIN: It worked quite well and there
is no reason for other committees not to work
in a similar manner, provided they have members
of calibre. That is a big problem, I suppose.

The Premier slung off at the work done by
committees in other Parliaments. He was at his
negative best when he was speaking about this
subject. Are members not ashamed to realise:
what informed knowledge has come out of this
Parliament year after year? Nothing has come
out of this place. If the Premier were proud to
belong to this Parliament, instead of being inte-
rested only in being bully boy and getting his
own way all the time, he would want Parliament
to produce reports such ats those produced by the
Federal Parliament. it has produced-to name
one example-the report on securities and ex-
change, a massive volume which contains excellent
documentation. The Premier was not keen on it
because it showed up his friends in big business
ats being crooks.

The Premier can Laugh, but we know that the
Poseidon boom was investigated very thoroughly
by that Senate committee. Members opposite talk

about centralism and they believe this Parliament
has a role to play. Why should we abdicate all
our work? We have securities industries in this
State. Why are we obliged to rely on the national
Parliament and allow it to do all the work?

Recently we had another useful report on drugs
from a committee of the national Parliament.
Whatever the Premier may think about it, the
people on that committee are better informed
now than they were before they sat on the com-
mittee. This kind of documentary report of which
members of Parliament can be proud is absolutely
lacking in this Parliament. It seems to me that
the back-benchers on the Government side do
not want a role to play. They are quite content
to sit back chewing gum, voting at the Premier's
behest, making occasional interjections, and doing
nothing positive or constructive at all. We believe
that a committee system would enable them to
put something positive into this Parliament.

To show the extent to which this Legislature
is at the mercy of the Executive, I wish to say
-1 am quite prepared to be corrected if I am
wrong-that the Government has not accepted a
single amendment from the Opposition this year.

Mr Coyne: Because you have not submitted any
worth-while ones.

Mr TONKIN: That means, says the member
for Murchison-Eyre, with his brilliant interjection,
that we did not have any worth-while amend-
ments. I thank him for that brilliant comment.
We have the situation where no amendments are
accepted and very often we find that Ministers
do not explain why the amendments are not
acceptable. Certainly the member for Murchison-
Eyre who is sitting (here with a silly grin on his
face, could not get up and show that our amend-
ments are, in fact, useless; but they are not
accepted at any time.

Mr Clarko: That is not true.

Mr TONKIN: I ask the member for Karrinyup
to show me.

Mr Clarko: In the last 31 years the Deputy
Premier has accepted quite a number.

Mr TONKIN: Let the member for Karrinyup
show me them; I will be interested. As I said, I
do not mind being corrected if I am wrong, but
I would like to see the amendments. Time and
time again amendments are submitted by the
Opposition, but they have no chance of getting
through. Because members opposite are so small
and are frightened of losing face they will not
agree that someone else may have an idea worth
considering.
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Mr Young: Owing the lime the ALP was in
office the only Minister who accepted amendments%
was the member for Kalgoorlie who accepted
amendments in respect of the Companies Act
Amendment Dill.

Mr TONKIN: That is absolute nonsense.

Mr Young: How many did you accept?

Mr TONKIN: The Ombudsman Bill came back
with 25 amendments, and of those 21 were
accepted. That is only one Bill. If the member
for Scarborough did some research instead of
sitting as a back-bencher, whiling away the time,
be would find we accepted hundreds of amend-
ments. If he considers the difference between the
situation which existed when we were in Govern-
ment and the situation which has existed in the
last three or so years he will find that the Premier
and the people who vote at his beck and call are
not prepared to allow the Parliament to operate
in a proper way. I hope that when members
opposite have a look at the out put of this Parlia-
ment at the end of the three-year term they
will be ashamed about the lack of material that
has come out.

If members consider the material which has
come from this Parliament and compare it with
the material which comes from other Parliaments
throughout the world they will realise they are
in a second-class Chamber. The reason this situa-
lion exists is that members opposite have allowed
it to occur instead of looking for ways to emulate
Parliaments which take their duties seriously to
see whether we could establish a committee system
worthy of the name so that we can have a proper
development.

A year or so ago the Minister for "Labour and
Industry said that we cannot compare this House
with the Rouse of Representatives because it has
120 members while we have only 51. When 1
pointed out that the Senate had alImost the same
number, he stated that was an upper House. We
have not heard that trotted out tonight, but that
is the kind of argument we hear: that is. that
the numbers are not exactly even. That is the
kind of pathetic. weak argument we hear and
all arguments are aimed at stopping (he Parlia-
ment discharging its responsibility satisfactorily._

The Opposition certainly does believe that the
Parliament shouild operate in an efficientl manner-
We are quite happy to have our work valuie tested;,
we are quite happy for a study to be made to
ascertain whether or not the people are getting
their money's worth from this Parliament. How-
ever, I suggest to members opposite that if such
a study were made and we went to arbitration

as the trade unionists must do, we would suffer a
big reduction in salary because we do not have
a proper legislative Standing Committee system.

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 21
Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H-. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Crewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon

Aye
Mr Davies

Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Batemnan

(Teller)

Noes 30
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neii
Mr Ru~shton
Mr Sibson
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
tAr Watt
M r Williams
M r Young
Mr Shalders

(Teller)

Pair
No

Mr Sodeman

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

WIL.DLIFE. CONSERVATION ACT

lDisalto ii 'nce of Reio lotions: Mot1ion

Debate resumed, from the 21st September, on
the following motion by Mr Skidmore-

That the regulations made under the Wild-
life Conservation Act, 1950-1975, published
in the Goi-ernoes( Gazette on 12th August,
1977, and laid on the Table of the House
in the Legislative Assembly on 16th August,
1977 be and are hereby disallowed.

MR P. V. JONES
Education) 19.48 p.m.]:
set of regulations which

(Narrogin-Minister for
This motion refers to a'
is supplementary to those
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we have already discussed, and it includes some
amendments which were made to the earlier regu-
lations.

The Government rejects the motion to disallow
these regulations, for the reasons which have
already been canvassed in the earlier debate.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [9.49 p.m.]: When
moving my motion for the disallowance of these
regulations, I said that as the regulations pre-
viously discussed were not disallowed, this was
just a machinery matter.

My attitude is inflexible. 1 believe the regula-
tions published in the Government Gazette were
not in the best interests of the people who asked
me to move for their disallowance, and my
attitude remains the same.

Question put and negatived.
Motion defeated.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from the 2nd November.

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Labour and Industry) (9.50 p.m.1: I can quite
understand the concern of the member for Morley
that there is a delay in respect of the hearing of
workers' compensation cases in this State. At
the moment the delay is in the vicinity of eight
months.

As I have mentioned previously, reports we
have been receiving indicate that in other States
the delays are up to two years. I recently read
an article in The Bulletin of the 12th November
to the effect that a judge in New South Wales,
where workers' compensation claims are heard
relatively expeditiously, has 200 reserved judg-
ments.

Mr Tonkin: What are you going to do about
the list of people waiting here?

Mr 1-1. D, Evans: What has that to do with
Western Australia?

Mr GRAYDEN: It has ai lot to do with West-
ern Australia beca-use there are many workers'
comipensation claims which cannot tinder ainy
circumstances be determined within a matter of
months. Sometimes it is a matter of years before
they can be determined.

Mr Tonkin: The first listing is nine months
away. Are you defending this?

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Morley is
suggesting we set tip a duplicate workers' com-
pensation court with a judge or chairman and

representatives of the Trades and Labor Coun-
cil and the Confederation of Western Australian
Industry. This would be a stopjap measure.

Mr Tonkin: At least it would give relief to
those poor people who are starving.

Mr GRAYDEN: Those who are involved with
workers' compensation have decried the present
Act on the ground that it is a hotchpotch of
amendments, and they have asked that the Act be
examined with a view to consolidating it. That
is precisely what the Government is doing at the
present time.

Mr Tonkin: What about a bit of relief while
that is going on? Don't you care about these
people?

Mr GRAYDEN: Under the Workers' Com-
pensation Act there is provision for the Chair-
man of the Workers' Compensation Hoard to
appoint magistrates.

Mr Tonkin: It is not happening.

Mr GRAYDEN: Two years ago I issued a
direction that this should happen. At the moment
we have a situation where, if an accident occurs
at Broome, Derby, Wyndhanm, or some remote
area of Western Australia, not only the person
concerned but also the witnesses have to come
to Perth. I think this is ridiculous. It is for that
reason that two years ago I virtually said-and
it is not for me to dictate to the Workers' Com-
pensation Board but simply to make recommen-
dations-"- Apportion some of the simple cases
to magistrates throughout Western Australia."
The Member for Swan strongly opposed that.
Other members of the Labor Party also have
opposed it. However, in these circumstances it
is a highly desirable course of action.

The body of legal opinion is that workers'
compensation should not be removed from the
judicial system. Mr Clarkson, who is in charge
of the Faculty of Law at the University of West-
ern Australia, and who was a judge in Papua
New Guinea, recently delivered a lecture on this
particular issue to legal authorities at a confer-
ence held in Western Australia. His theme in-
cluded the proposition that workers' compensa-
tion should be absorbed into the judicial system.
The State Government has appointed Mr Clark-
son to look at the entire question of workers'
compensation.

I specifically asked the Trades and Labor
Council, the Confederation of Western Austra-
lian Industry, the State Government Insurance
Office, Judge Mews, the Workers' Compensation
Board, and the insurance industry to put for-
ward submissions which we could examine and
consolidate, it is a long, slow process. All the

3536



[Tuesday, 15th November, 1977] 53

submissions conflict. For some weeks they have
been under examination by Mr Clarkson. We
had hoped there would be some points of mutual
agreement on which we could introduce legis-
lation for a slop-gap measure during this session.

Mr Tonkin: We are not asking for a change
of principle.

Mr CRAYDEN: But that has not been pos-
sible, mainly through tardiness on the part of the
Trades and Labor Council and the Confederation
of Western Australian Industry in producing sub-
missions.

The whole point of the argument is that when
we bring forward legislation in respect of
workers' compensation it is absolutely vital that
it be something which would take into account
the submissions of all panies involved. In these
circumstances it is ludicrous in the extreme even
to think in terms of duplicating the present unsatis-
factory system.

Mr Tonkin: Is it ludicrous to give relief to
people?

Mr GRAYDEN: The objection we received
from the Trades and Labor Council was that it
could not understand the Act because it was a
hotchpotch of amendments made over many
years. The Confederation of Western Australian
Industry came forward with the same kind of
submission, decrying the present Act.

Mr Tonkin: We take all that as read. We are
asking for some relief now, while you are look.
ing at it.

Mr GRAYDEN: A Labor lawyer who is very
prominent as far as workers' compensation is
concerned wrote to us and offered all the help he
could possibly give. He, too, decried the habit of
making amendments which were only temporary.

So now for the first time we have somebody
sitting down and trying to consolidate the vai-
ous submissions which have been made. We have
a situation which has arisen against the back-
ground of the Whitlam Government talking in
terms of a national compensation scheme, and
strangely enough, that is still continuing. How-
ever, it is a matter of getting the endorsement of
all the States and the Commonwealth, and it is
a long, slow process.

In the meantime the State Government of-
Western Australia just is not prepared to wait until
all the States and the Commonwealth agree on
something which is acceptable to all and so it
has taken action, and the whole matter of
workers' compensation is in the hands of a man
who to my mind is the most competent man in
Western Australia to undertake the inquiry. I
refer to Mr Clarkson.

We made extensive inquiries of people associ-
ated with the Trades and Labor Council and the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry and
representatives of the insurance industry, and
they all said Mr Clarkson is the most competent
man to undertake the inquiry.

That inquiry is now taking place, and for that
reason we reject absolutely any question of
duplicating the present system. I would remind
members that notwithstanding this inquiry under
the exi sting legislation the Workers' Compensa-
tion Board can delegate any cases it thinks fit to
magistrates throughout Western Australia. I would
point out to the member for Morley-

Mr Tonkin: You point it out to the crippled
men out there; don't point it out to me.

Mr ORAYDEN: -that the Trades and Labor
Council has a representative on the Workers
Compensation Board, and has had ever since the
board was established. If there is a backlog in
Western Australia and cases have not been dele-
gated to magistrates-and the law provides for
this-I suggest to the member for Morley that
he takes up the matter with the Trades and Labor
Council with a view to having its representative
on the board insist that the cases be delegated.

Mr H. D. Evans: What about you doing that?
Mr GRAYDEN: That is the complete answer

to the Bill put forward by the member for Mor-
ley. For the reasons I have given, I oppose it.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [10.03 p.m.]: That
speech absolutely disgusts me: I think it was
appalling. This Minister is obviously incompetent.
We have a situation in which people are having
accidents daily through no fault of their own-
they commit no crime-but they cannot appear
before the Workers' Compensation Board in less
than nine months. What are they supposed to
do in the meantime? While the Minister plays
politics these people are suffering. It is a scan-
dal that this Parliament should sit here and do
nothing about that situation.

I am well aware there are problems with the
Present Act. All we are saying is that while the
inquiry is under way, the process of dealing with
workers' compensation claims should be speeded
up in order to give some relief to the people
concerned. The Minister knows it is no good
talking about delegating cases to local magis-
trates, because it is not happening.

Mr Grayden: What is wrong with your repre-
sentalive on the board?

Mr TONKIN: He is one of three, and he is
not our representative but the representative of
the Trades and Labor Council. The Minister
knows very well that delegation is not happen-
ing.

3537



3538 (ASSEMBLY]

Mr Grayden: Why not, your representative
can do it?

Mr TONKIN: It is not our representative; I
wish the Minister would stop saying untrue
things.

Sir Charles Court:, The Trades and Labor
Council tells you what to do.

Mr TONKCIN: That is untrue.

Sir Charles Court: Yes it does. You try to do
something they don't want you to do.

Mr TONKIN: That is absolutely untrue, and
the Premier knows it. Just because he had a
crushing defeat tonight he has decided to come
here and say a whole lot of things that have no
relationship to the Bill. 'The Trades and Labor
Council has a representative on the board, and
if the Government does not like that why does
it not amend the Act and throw him out?

Mr Grayden: What is he there for, if not to
speed up the backlog?

Mr TONKCIN. He is one person. Why cannot
the Minister be fair? Thai representative is only
one person out of three, and the Minister knows
that on matters of law the decision is made by
the chairman and the representatives of the TLC
and the employers are Powerless. Does the Min-
ister not know that?

Mr Grayden: We are not talking about mat-
ters of law; we are talking about the delegation
of cases.

Mr TONKCIN: Yes, and certain cases can be
delegated. I asked the Minister for Labour and
Industry a question as to why more cases are not
delegated, and he replied that most cases cannot
be delegated.

Mr Grayden: There are no cases. that cannot
be delegated in special circumstances.

Mr TONKIN: The Minister said in answer to
I a question in this House some months -ago that
the reason no delegation has occurred in accord-
ance with his request was that most cases could
not be delegated as a result of their very nature
,and that only certain cases- could be delegated.

Mr Grayden: In extreme circumstances any
case can be delegated.

Mr TONKIN: Well, while we are arguing, the
fact of the matter is that the TLC representative
is only one member of three on the board and
he cannot cause delegation alone.

Mr Grayden: He would only have to recom-
mend.

Mr TONK IN: Why does not the employers
representative recommend it?

Mr Grayden: Do not mislead the House.

Mr TONKIN: The Minister is misleading the
House; he is saying thenTC representative has
a veto over the other two members, and that is
untrue.

Why has the Minister, instead of coming up
with some decent constructive suggestion, come
here to make political capital out of the fact.
that the ThC has a representative on the board?
All the while we are arguing about the TLC
representative and his power there is no relief
for the men and women who have to wait nine
months to have their eases heard.

We accept what the Minister said about the
Act being a hotchpotch which needs to be re-
viewed. All we are saying is that while the re-
view is taking place why should we not speed
up the present process? If this Government were
not callous and cared about people who are em-
ployees and who have to sell their homes and
send their wives out to work-some of whom are
elderly and cannot find jobs-and who are hav-
ing their cars repossessed, having to sell furni-
ture, and losing dignity by being forced to bor-
row from friends, it would not be playing politics
but would accept this Bill so that a separate
jurisdiction could be set up to get rid of the
backlog.

We are not suggesting a permanent thing; it
would need to exist perhaps for only a few
months to clear the backlog. it is all very well
for the Minister to race off to Queensland and
to talk about something that is completely irrele.
vant to this Bill. The fact is that many cases are
not complicated. We know delays occur; but we
cannot use that as an excuse and say that be-
cause delays otcur in some cases every case
should be delayed.

Cut and dried cases which will not be de-
fended are being delayed for nine months; and
there is no question of the result of those cases.
Everyone is -aware of what the result will be-
the employers, the insurance companies, and the
hoard.

Mr Grayden: Who is delaying them? The TLC
representative and two others.

Mr TONKIN: Everyone knows these people
will receive compensation because there is no
doubt* about the facts, and their injuries are
comnpletely compenisable;, yet they are held up
because their cases cannot be h eard any earlier.

We have seen a callous Minister tonight who
does not give a damn about those suffering men
and women and who in order to score a cheap
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political point-and one could not get any
cheaper-is prepared to say that those people
shall continue to suffer. We reject that callous-
ness.

Look at the Minister laughing now; he is de-
mented! He seems to have contempt for these
people. He seems to think it is a great big joke
that these people are suffering. If he had any
humanity at all and if this Government had any
humanity at all they would see to it that some-
thing is done to get rid of the backlog. But in-
stead we see Nero fiddling while Rome burns.

The Minister says the Bill is no good, but he
will do absolutely nothing about the matter. A
year ago the situation was the same. What is the
point of the Minister being in power? He is pre-
pared to do anything to gain power, but what is
the use of that if he does not use his power to
do some good in the world?

Question put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr H. 0. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mackinnon

Aye
Mr Davies

Ayes 21
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. K. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

(Teller)
1boes 30

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

McPharlin
Mensaros
Nanovich
O'Connor

Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pair
No

Mr Sodeman

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

INDUSTRAL ARBITRATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 3)

Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from the 2nd November.

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Labour and Industry) [10.13 p.m.]: This Bill
introduced by the member for Morley seeks first
of all to delete part VII and then to delete part X
of the Industrial Arbitration Act. Those parts deal
with equal pay provisions for male and female
workers.

Recentty I invited the Trades and Labor Council
and the Confederation of Western Australian
Industry to place before my department their
submissions in respect of the entire Industrial
Arbitration Act. They have done this and as
a consequence a working party has been set up
on which the Trades and Labor Council, the
Confederation of Western Australian Industry,
and the Department of Labour and Industry
are represented. This committee has been examin-
ing the entire Industrial Arbitration Act for some
time ntow.

The two propositions contained in (he Bill
presented by the member for Morley are atso two
of the propositions received from the Trades and
Labor Council. Lie has taken the submissions put
to us by the TLC and embodied them in a Bill.

Mr Tonkin: When were these submissions put to
you?

Mr GRAYDEN: Months ago.

Mr Tonkin: This was our promise at the last
election.

Mr GRAYDEN: When I say months ago, it
was about four months ago.

Mr Tonkin: That is not tue. We promised it
before the last election; this is undertaking a
promise we made.

Mr GRAYDEN: What has happened in the
Meantime is that We have had meetings of an
advisory committee comprising representatives of
the Trades and Labor Council, the Confederation
of Western Australian Industry and the Depart-
ment of Labou r and Industry. At one of those
meetings the question of revising the Tndustrial

(Teller) Arbitration Act was raised. Everyone at the meet-
ing agreed that the most practical way of dealing
with the matter was to invite submissions from
the TLC and the Confederation of WA Industry,
Trhe committee then felt it would be reasonable
in the interests of the three groups-I include
the Government-to form a working party.
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We had complete agreement from the TLC and
the confederation. Both agreed that revision of
the Act was necessary and that the whole Indus-
trial Arbitration Act should be rewritten. That
thought was agreed with by the Department of
Labour and Industry and some weeks ago a work-
ing party was set up. As I said, the committee
comprised representatives of the TLC, the con-
federation and the Department of Labour and
Industry. The committee has been set up to meet
on a regular basis with the object of revising the
whole of the Industrial Arbitration Act.

The main complaint of the Secretary of the
Trades and Labor Council was that the Industrial
Arbitration Act had reached the stage where it
had been put together on an ad hoc basis. The
TLC said it wanted a complete revision of the
Act and did not want any more of these amend-
ments which were plucked out of the air and
only complicated the situation.

The working party has almost reached the stage
where it can come out with a recommendation to
the Government for a revised Industrial Arbitra-
tion Act. In those circumstances we would not
even begin to consider for one moment an amend-
ment which will only further complicate the situa-
tion. At the moment the matters the member
for Morley is talking about can be considered by
the Tndustrial Commission. The member's
amendments related to work for equal remu-
neration and a like value which is in accord with
the ILO Convention No. 110. This matter is one
we are honouring at the present time and it is
one that can be considered by our Industrial Com-
mission.

Very shortly we are going to have a recom-
mendation which hopefully will be approved by
the TLC and the Confederation of Western Aus-
tralian Industry and I hope it will clarify the situa-
tion for the member for Morley.

Question put and negatived.

Bill defeated.

CRIMINAL CODE AMENDMENT

BILL (No. 2)

Second Reading: Defeated

Debate resumed from the 2nd November.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [t0.19 p.m.]: This is
a Bill to amend the Criminal Code and the main
purpose probably is to legalise: homosexual activi-
ties between consenting adults. Tt is similar to a
Bill introduced in this Parliament in 1973.

The Bill has been subject to intensive debate in
another place recently and it is not my purpose to
go back over all the arguments advanced as they

are available for members to read in Mansard. I
do not believe the repetition of those arguments
is of any advantage.

The Bill has been subject to some controversy;
certainly outside the Parliament. I believe it is
controversy that has been contributed to to a very
large degree by the media, It is my attitude
that in this regard the media has an important
and powerful motive behind its actions, which is
to sell its newsprint and its advertising time.

I do not believe the media is fully aware of
the consequences-whether the media be electronic
or otherwise-as it ought to be. I believe thie
media has taken a line where pennies count and
principles go down the drain. This is where the
media is doing the people of Western Australia
a tremendous disservice in seeking sensationalism
rather than looking after what I believe are
scruples that the community should have.

Mr Bryce: What has the media done wrong?

Mr BLAIKIE: I will get back to that in a
moment. I am totally opposed to the Bill. I am
opposed to the clauses contained in it and I
indicate that I believe all members in this House
and in another place are completely opposed to
the very concept of homosexuality. I believe that
to be the case. I would like to go back to what
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has asked
me, that is, my opposition to the media and what
the media has done. I believe the media has
whipped up a frenzy within the community. It
has not presented all the facts to the community,
which is its obligation, in relation to the Hill
before the House. If the media were to look at
the very clauses contained in the Bill, it would
see that the person who drafted it must hope that
the Bill will be thrown out anyway.

If the Bill passes the second reading stage, it
will have to undergo very hefty amendments in
order to carry out the principles that those who
espouse this Bill claim it contains.

Mr Janmieson: The Attorney-General did not
think so at the other end.

Mr BLAIKIE: As the Bill stands at the present
time, it will need to undergo very hefty amend-
ments within this House. If the Attorney-General
came down to this House I believe he would
agree. Either the Bill was clumsily drafted in the
hope that Parliament would throw it out-

Mr Jamieson: The same draftsman drafted this
Bill as drafted the other Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Bill, as it is currently before
the Rouse, will not achieve the principles that it
has in fact set out to achieve. It will not achieve
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those principles unless very hefty amendments are
made. I hope it will not pass the second reading
stage, If it does, a number of amendments will
have to be made to it.

I would like to indicate my real surprise to the
member for Cosnells. I had thought him to be
a 'rather nice" chap. I am surprised-

Mr Skidmore: Watch it over there!

Mr BLAIKIE: -that he has been left holding
the baby, so to speak.

Mr T. H. Jones: You can do better than that.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am surprised he is the person
who is involved in introducing this Bill to the
House.

Mr Jamnieson: He chose to do it.

Mr BLAIKIE: I believe he has been left holding
the baby. f have a great respect for the member
for Gosnells, and I believe the more experienced
members have in fact left him holding the can.

Mr T. H. Jones: He chose to do it.

Mr BLAICIE: Let me go on to mention some
of the matters raised by the member for Gosnells
in his speech.

Mr Tonkin: Is a new member never to introduce
anything?

Mr BLAIKIE: It is very interesting that the
member for Morley is interjecting while he is
out of his seat, as he normally does. If there were
any kudos to be gained by introducing a measure
such as this, if there was any political capital
to be gained, we all know the member for Morley
would have claimed that for himself.

Sir Charles Court: Hear, hear!
Mr Tonkin; Things are not always done just

for political capital.

Mr BLAIKIE: I feel very sorry for the member
for Gosnells; but let me go on to what he said
in his introductory speech.

Mr Tonkcin: Are you saying that all new mem-
bers should not introduce anything into this Par-
liament?

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Gosnells intro-
duced the Bill into this House and said that mem-
bers should vote on it according to their con-
sciences. He said, 'Therefore, I ask members to
look at their consciences in this matter and to
try to ascertain what will be best for their com-
munity." I think that is a very commendable
gesture and something which is certainly prai se-
worthy. May I assure the member for Gosnells
that members on this side of the House certainly
will vote in accordance with their consciences.

May I assure him further that members opposite
have no consciences whatsoever; they do not have
the slightest skerrick of conscience.

Mr Tonkin: If we have not got a conscience
why do you think our party believes in this
principle? We believe in it, because it is a matter
of conscience. We are proud to say that is our
policy.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Morley, in his
usual very capable manner, has just jumped in
with both feet. Of course members opposite have
no consciences. Of course it is the policy of the
Labor Party and members opposite have no alter-
native other than to support it.

Mr Tonkin: We have; but we believe in it.
Every member of the Australian Labor Party
believes in this measure.

Mr O'Connor: They have to.

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt),
I would like to draw this to the attention of the
House, because I believe it is germane to the
argument.

Mr Bryce: You are a blunderbuss, if ever there
was one.

Mr BLAIKIE: In the Constitution Rules and
Standing Orders as approved by the special State
Conference of the Australian Labor Party, and
as operating from the 1st January, 1976-my
advisers tell me this is still current and operative-
at page 25 we find the following statement-

Mr Tonkin: Your advisers are wrong. They are
out of date.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am advised this is the current
issue'

Mr Tonkin: Your advice is wrong,

Mr BLAIKIE: Rule No. 31-
Mr Tonkin: Your advice is not even up to date.
Several members interjected.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am having extreme difficulty
trying to convey my message.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
The Member for Vasse is making a valiant effort
to present his speech and in view of all considera-
tions I think it would be very desirable if he were
allowed to do so with fewer interjections.

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE: May I rise on a point of order?

Do you. Sir, think we could prevail upon the
member for Vasse for an equally valiant effort
to confine his speech to the Bill?

The ACTING SPEAKER: There is no point of
order.

3541



3542 ASSEMBLY]

Mr H. D. EVANS: Could he table that docu-
ment so we may check it?

Debate Resumned
The ACTING SPEAKER; The member for

Vasse.

Mr BLAIKIE: I would be only too delighted
to oblige. I find it a point of challenge as to
why this vote on homosexuality is not a conscience
vote.

Mr Tonkin: It is a conscience vote; we believe
in it.

Mr BLAIKIE: What I am saying is, and this
is completely within the validity of the argument-

Mr Tonkin: We believe in the principle.

Mr BLAIKIE: -that this is supposed to be a
conscience vote.

I shall now quote section 31 of the Constitu-
tion and Rules of the Australian Labor Party. I
have to read it because it is so important. It
appears under the heading, "Application for
Membership" and it reads as follows-

I ........................ of ............... ....
make application to become a member of
the Australian Labor Party, and in so doing
I sign the attached Pledge o? the ALP.

Signed_.............................
Theft it goes on to say what the ALP pledge is.
It reads as follows--

The following pledge shall be signed by
all members of the Australian Labor Party
before admission to the Party is effective.

I hereby pledge myself to adhere to
and uphold and support the principles
of the ALP-

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear!
Mr Barnett-. Good stuff!

Mr BLAIKIE: To continue-
-1 accept without reservation to be
bound by the Constitution, Rules, Plat-
form and Policies of the ALP and will
take no action to repudiate them.

Mr Tonkcin: That is right. We can take every
action to change them.

Mr BLAIKIE: To continue-
I pledge myself that while a member

and/or delegate to or Officer of any
section of the ALP I will only work
through the Constitutional channels of
the Party to secure any alteration of the
Constitution, Rules, Platform and Poli-
cies of the ALP or any of its decisions.

I also declare that I -am not a mem-
ber of any other Political Party.

tn the event of my becoming a can-
didate for Parliamentary selection I
pledge myself to support any other can-
didate who may be selected.

If elected I wilt vote on any question
before the House as decided by a maj-
ority of the Parliamentary Labor Party
in a properly constituted Parliamentary
Labor Party meeting.

Signed: .... ....................
Mr Bryce: We might even consider making

you a member.
An Opposition member: Not likely!
Mr B. T. Burke: We are fussier than that!

Mr BLAlKIE: I must hasten to explain that
I am already a member of another political party
so the ALP wilt have to amend its rules even to
consider me.

It is quite a mockery for the member for Got-
nells to indicate that this happens to be a con-
science vote.

Mr Tonkin: It is.
Mr Pearce: You misunderstood what I? said.

In all honesty I said-

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Morley has
said it is a conscience vote. I challenge him and
other members opposite on this point. It will
not be a conscience vote by members opposite.

Mr Tonkin- it will be.

Mr BLAIKIE: I can assure the House that
members on this side will certainly be voting
according to their conscience.

Mr Tonkin: So will we.

Mr BLAIKIE: They will be voting as the
ALP dictates.

Mr Tonkin: Not as the ALP dictates, but as
we agreed.

Mr BLAIKIE: They will not be voting accord-
ing to their conscience at all. If any member did
vote according to his conscience the same sort of
thing would happen to him as happened to Mr
Ron Thompson.

Mr Tonkin:. What happened to him?
Mr O'Connor: He finished tip withouit a party.

Mr F-I. 0. Evans: That is his decision.
Mr T. H. Jones: First of all your copy of our

rules is out of date. You do not have an up-to-date
copy.

Mr H. 0. Evans: And you don't know what you
are talking about.

Mr BLAIKIE: The legislation we arc discussing
deals with a most sensitive moral community
issue. I certainly hope that the Press fulfills its
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obligation to report fairly and squarely on this
issue, which I do not believe it has done -up to
date, Certainly the Press has not indkcated the
stand taken by the different parties, nor has it
pointed out that sonme parties are marshalled and
others are not.

Mr Tonkin: We are proud to be able to say we
have the guts to, say what we believe. The present
law is a scandal in any civilised society and we
are proud to say that we believe this.

Mr Clarko: You have to.
Mr Tonkin: No we don't have to. No-one has

forced any member on this side of the lHouse to
belong to the ALP. We have-

Mr BLAIKIE: If I can continue my remarks
over the voice of the member for Morley, I wish
to say that members opposite are digging a hole
in which to sink their party.

Mr Tonkin: We are proud to say that this is
our policy.

Mr BLAIKIE: I guarantee that not all members
who sit behind the member for Morley agree with
him.

Mr Tonkin: Every member who sits behind us--

Mr BLAIKIE: 1 wish the member for Morley
would shut up because he happens to be digging-

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: On a point of order, we have lis-

tened to the member for Vasse on party politics
for about 10 minutes. I feel he should turn some
of his discussion to the Bill. 1-Ie is not discussing
the matter before the Chair.

Mr Clarko: That is reflecting on the Acting
Speaker.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): In my
view there is no point of order. Nevertheless~

Mr Tonkin* What? What about the Standing
Orders?

The ACTING SPEAKER: -1 feel the member
for Vasse would do well to address his remarks to
the Chair and try to associate them it little more
directly with the Bill.

Mr TONKIN: Is your ruling to indicate that
there is no Standing Order which states that a
person shall keep to the subject before the Chair?
There is a, Standing Order which-states- that -a-
person shall speak to the question before the
Chair, and the question before the Chair is that
the Bill shall be read a second time.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! My ruling
was that the member was speaking to the Bill. in
future if the member for Morley wishes to ques-
tion my ruling the course of action available to
him is to move to dissent. The member for Vasse.

Delude Rexnnted

Mr BLAIKIE: Thank you, Sir. As 1 have indi-
cated, this happens to be a moral issue.

I wish to return to some of the remarks made
by the member for Gosnells. Again I symipathise
with him for his having been led into a situation
where he became responsible for introducing the
Hill in the House. Unfortunately the member for
Gosnells will become the scapegoat in this.

Mr Tonkin: You are pathetic.

Mr BLAIiE: It may have some bearing on his
future political career.

The only time the member for Gosnells spoke
to the Bill when he introduced it-he spoke on a
very wide-ranging series of subjects--was when he
said-

The Bill seeks to decriminalise rather than
legalise homosexuality. There has been some
confusion about this in the reports I have read
in the Press. When one talks of decriminalis-
ing homosexuality, and other things which
people seek to decriminalise in the legal sense,
it is different from legalising something. I am
not using words in order to make the situa-
tion sound better. The difference is this: If
the Bill were to be passed we would have a
situation where it would not be legal in the
sense that anything having to do with homo-
sexuality would be perfectly acceptable in
society, because the provisions of the Bill in
fact make certain homosexual practices in
public illegal.

There would be a number of aspects sur-
rounding homosexuality which would not
only be illegal but more illegal than the cor-
responding practices between heterosexuals.

Mr Pearce: That is the most sensible thing you
have said so far.

Mr BLAIKIE: At best, one could probably de-
scribe that as being the greatest amount of gob-
bledy-gook one has ever heard. It would take an
academic to understand what an academic says.

A member: Or a homosexual.

Mr BLAIKlE: I am afraid I do not understand
his argument at all.

Mr Pearce: You should not be spgaking if you
do not understand it.

Mr BLAIKIE: When researching the material
for the debate I went to a great deal of trouble
to try to find a definition of "dlecriminalisation".
I looked in the Oxford DiCtioIICJF v and an Ame-
rican dictionary. I visited the University of West-
ern Australia and the Law Library, but nowhere
could I find such a word. So much for the
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member who used the word "decriminalise" as a
key feature of his debate. In no dictionary is
there any such word.

Mr Pearce: You have used it yourself at least
15 times already.

Mr BLAIKIE: So much for the member's
gobbledy-gook.

I am really concerned about what the ALP is
purporting to do on this occasion. In its policy
speech for the 1977 election the ALP stated that
it would decriminalise homosexuality, abortion
and prostitution. Again these are very strict moral
principles, and again I remind members that the
member for Gosnells indicated to the House time
and time again that members would have a con-
science vote.

Mr Pearce: I did not say that.

Mr BLAIlCIE: I cannot stress strongly enough
that those on the other side of the House wilt
show no conscience, while those on this side will
do so. I have said this time and time again, and
it is important.

One of the noted political columnists in Aus-
tralia (Alan Reid) in The Bulletin of the 8th
October wrote an article under the heading "WA
Politics: Moral issues divide ALP".

I will refer to The Bulletin of the 8th October
which contains an article headed, "WA Politics:
Moral Issues Divide ALP". The article is
written by Mr Alan Reid, and states--

It was at this conference that ALP veteran
parliamentarian, Kim Beazley, now the
longest-serving member of the House of Re-
presentatives, described the WA ALP as being
used as "a Spiritual spittoon by middle-class
perverts." Beazley was especially concerned at
a proposal that homosexual couples should
be entitled to adopt children, arguing that
such legalisation could place children under
the control of sadists and individuals with
very odd leanings.

Mr Bertram: Have you heard what he said
about Fraser?

Mr BLAIKIE: I am quite certain he did not say
Fraser was a middle-aged pervert.

Here is Kim Beazicy Senior, the doyen of his
class, with over 30 years' parliamentary experi-
ence. It is very interesting to know that even
he has now indicated he will hang up his
boots. I wonder why? Alan Reid seems to imply
that the moral pressures are getting a little strong
even for Kim Beazley.

This Bill does not concern a conscience ques-
tion; it happens to concern political philosophy,
and all members in this House ought to realise

that. They should study it very closely and care-
fully. I will refer back to the comment by Alan
Reid in which he said that the Western Australian
ALP was being use as a "spiritual spittoon by
middle-class perverts". In that regard, I will quote
from the State platform of the Australian Labor
Party dated September, 1976. This becomes quite
important because if this Bill is passed, amongst
other things it will legalise homosexual acts be-
tween consenting adults, and other matters. What
will happen from here on in is that the very frame-
work of the society we know will, in fact, crumble.

Mr Skidmore: Poppycock! What a lot of rubbish.

Mr BLAIKIE: It is not a lot of rubbish. This
is only the thin edge of the wedge. Again, I will
go back to the party platform of the ALP.
Members opposite are bound to and have to~-

Paint of Order

Mr PEARCE: I am sorry to have to take a
similar point of order to that last raised, but the
member for Vasse since you, Mr Acting Speaker
(Mr Watt), last suggested to him that he should
direct himself to the Bill, is continuing to talk
about debates in Parliament and the ALP policy.
He is not talking to the Bill at all.

Mr Clarko: Sit down; you have no point of
order.

The'ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watl): As far as
I am concerned this is the type of debate where
a reasonable amount of latitude must be allowed.
The comments being quoted were made by a
journalist, and the member is saying they are
directly related to the Bill. As far as I am con-
ceirned the member for Vasse is well within ac-
ceptable limits, and I rule there is no point of
order.

Debate Resumned

Mr BLAIKIE: I was relating my remarks to the
fact that if this Bill is passed the next step will be
a further erosion of the framework of our
society. The further erosion of the framework of
our society is, in fact, contained in the book of
rules which is the platform of the Australian
Labor Party. 1 will quote from that platform
because I believe it is so very important to the
whole debate.

Appendix I refers to the State conference deci-
sion on discrimination. It is very interesting and
many members opposite would not even know
what happens to be in their little blue book of
rules. It states that Labor will establish a free
beach within easy access of the city to protect
nude bathers from prosecution.
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Point of Order

Mr B. T. BURKE: I have listened in relative
silence to what has been happening, but the mem-
ber on his feet has not spoken to the Bill notwith-
standing your previous comments, Mr Acting
Speakcr. Would you please uphold and explain
how you can relate these matters to the Bill, or
otherwise uphold my point of order?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I do not
consider it necessary for me to give in any great
detail explanations for my rulings. I thought on
the last occasion a point of order was taken I
explained the ruling I had given. I have asked
the member for Vasse to try to confine his re-
marks as near as possible to ihe Bill. At this
point, it is appropriate I do so again. I feel
he is beginning to roam a little further from the
Bill than is necessary, and more than I would
hope for. I ask him to observe that ruling.

Mr T. H. Jones: If you take away the Labor
Party situation he would have nothing to talk
about.

Mr O'Connor:, Leave it there, and you would
still have nothing to talk about.

Debate Resumed

Mr BLAIKIE: The Bill under discussion relates
to moral issues.

Mr Bertram: It is full of moral questions.

Mr BLAIKIE: In turning my remarks to the
debate-

Mr Skidmore: That will be a welcome change.

Mr BLAIKIE: -1 am endeavouring to point
out that if the mfeasure we are discussing tonight,
is passed, other Serious events will flow on and be
introduced by the Australian Labor Party. It is
vital for me to be able tonight to talk on strictly
related moral issues, so I will continue.

Mr Pearce: But you have been directed not to.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have already indicated that the
Australian Labor Party, in its platform, states that
it will establish a free nude beach within easy
access of the city to protect nude bathers from
prosecution. The platform goes on to state that
the same protection will be extended to other
coastal districts.

Mr Jamieson: What is wrong with that?
Mr T. H. Jones: You might have one in the

Busselton area.

Mr BLAIKIE: Not itf I have my way.
Mr Bryce: The stingrays at Busselton would

deter anyone from swimming.

Mr BLAIKIE: I believe this happens to be
important, because it is the very framework
and fabric of our society that is under threat.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt):
Order! I ask the member for Vasse to direct his
remarks to the Chair.

Mr Bertram: He is on the wrong Bill.

Mr BLAlKIE: That is only the first point.
Mr Barnett: The first point!

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Rockingham
seems to find that point to be interesting. I suggest
he might like to take a one-way trip to the point
of the Cockburn jetty. All members of Parliament
were given a homosexual law reform manifesto.

Mr Jamieson: Were we?

Mr BLAIKIE: The manifesto was entitled,
"Homosexual Law Reform Manifesto", and it was
presented to Mrs G. Vaughan, MLC, on the
17th September, 1977. The point I was making,
in relation to what will happen if this Bill is passed,
I believe is contained in the manifesto. I certainly
hope this Bill will not be passed, but if it is it will
involve other flow-on measures. The manifesto
calls on the State Government to enact legislation
to give effect to the following-

()To abolish all discriminatory legislation
against male and female homosexuals. It
should not be such a major step for an
Australian State to do in 1977 what
France and Italy did so easily in 1810.

That is the first point. Could I again indicate to
the House that I venture to say that although I am
not too sure about France, I am sure about Italy?
The very framework of society in Italy is influ-
enced tremendously by the church, but that does
not apply to any extent in Western Australia to-
day. Therefore, I believe the first point is dis-
counted.

Point 4 states-
All gay people should be as legally free

to contact other gay people, through news-
paper advertisements, on the streets and by
any other means they may want-as are
heterosexuals.

I suppose if people wish to do that they can. is
it being done nbw? If so, is it illegal? If it is
being done now, I am not aware that anyone has
been prosecuted, anyhow. To continue, point 5
is-

All gay people should be free to hold
hands and kiss in public.

I do not know how many members on the other
side of the House would say that is a good thing.

Mr Bryce: is that in the Bill?
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Mr BLAIKiE: This is part of the manifesto.

Mr Bryce: You are concentrating on -a docu-
ment that does not even relate to the Bill.

Mr Sodeman: Of course it relates to the Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: Point 6 is-
All people who feel attracted to a member

of their own sex should be taught that such
feelings are valid and natural.

I do not believe that. t believe it is completely
unnatural. I have great sympathy for people who
are homosexual or who have homosexual ten-
dencies.

Mr T. H. Jones: You are setting yourself up as
a judge.

Mr BLAIKIE: Yes I am, and if the member
for Collie looked into his own conscience he
would probably agree with what I am saying now.
The next point is-

Since so much of the problems that homo-
sexuals race stemn from socialization of
attitudes and that these values are inculcated
from childhood through the media and the
school, the educational system needs a com-
pile overhaul.

I understand that to mean that in the very sorry
event that this Bill is passed children in schools
can be told homosexuality is quite okay and is
a natural act-just as natural as -a normal hetero-
sexual relationship such as their mothers and
fathers might have. I believe that will be the next
step if this Bill is passed. I do not support it
or subscribe to it. This is part of the manifesto,
and I believe these are the facts members must
be aware of. Education is a matter which con-
cerns me very greatly.

Mr Bryce: You would be lost without that
document.

Mr BLAIKIE: I would be lost without it,
because this is a manifesto for the degradation
of the society I know. Paragraph 33 of the
Labor Party's platform states-

A Labor Covernment will take urgent steps
to expand existing sex education programmes
to provide more realistic and comprehensive
knowledge of human sexuality, which would
ultimately result in a more enlightened com-
munity. For this purpose specialised training
programmes for professional workers and
community groups will be developed.

Mr Bryce: Are you opposed to sex education in
schools?

Mr BLAIKE: On this basis of homosexuality,
I am totally opposed to sex education in schools.

Mr Jamieson: He is opposed to sex in any form
except under the blanket.

Mr Bryce: You are opposed to sexuality. That
is all that platform talks about.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am being challenged on a point
that is vital to the argument I am putting to the
House. It is the whole basis of my concern. I am
not opposed to sex education.

Mr Bryce: That is all that platform talks about.

Mr BLAIKIE: No it does not.

Mr Bryce: Read it again and let everybody hear
what an idiot you are making of yourself.

Mr BLAlKIE: If the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position will allow me to continue reading-

Mr Bryce: The Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion had a hand in writing that, so he knows what
he is talking about.

Mr BLAIKIE: It concerns me that he did have
a hand in writing it and he does not know what
went into the manifesto.

Mr Bryce: That is not the manifesto. It is the
Labor Party's platform -and rules.

Mr BLAIKIE: I quoted paragraph 33. On page
8, dealing with discrimination-

Mr Pearce: How about talking to the Bill for
-a change?

Mr BLAIKIE: -Paragraph 3 of the platform
says-

To introduce legislation to make all forms
of sex discrimination unlawful, and to imple-
ment community-wide education programmes
to raise awareness of sexuality, legal rights,
and existing discriminatory practices.

Paragraph 4 says-
To ensure that in sex education pro-

grammes, homosexuality is presented as a
capacity basic in some human beings, the ex-
pression of which is basic and natural.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition says he is
completely in support of sex education, as I am,
but I draw the line there. Under no circumstances
whatsoever will I have a bar of paragraph 4 of
the Labor Party's platform. I challenge the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition to indicate to the House
whether he supports paragraph 4.

Mr Bryce: I certainly do, and you should read
the evidence which was presented to the Royal
Commission.

Mr Pearce: How about talking to the Bill?
Mr O'Connor: This reflects on the Bill.
Mr Peirce:. It does not.
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Mr BLAIXIE: I am very concerned at the atti-
tude taken by the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion. I am more convinced than ever that he is
not aware of the full consequences of that para-
graph.

Mr Bryce: Lead me out of the darkness.

Mr BLAIXTE: Paragraphs 5, 6, and 7 relate to
trade union activities. Paragraph 8 says-

To initiate ways of ensuring that both males
and females arc equally able to look after
their children without disadvantage due to
economic, social or sexual differences.

Paragraph 9 says-
To ensure that the sexual life or preference

of either parent be considered irrelevant to
the question of custody.

Mr Skidmore: Paragraphs 6 and 7 have nothing
to do with trade unions. You say we do not know
our own platform.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member for Swan has indi-
cated to me that at least he can read. Paragraph
I I says-

(a) To have a family regarded as a group of
people, however constituted, which con-
siders itself a family...

(d) To change adoption laws so that indivi-
duals may adopt or foster children.

To me, the implication of paragraph 11 is that
the Australian Labor Party would not oppose a
provision allowing two males to adopt children.

Mr Pearce: That is not in the Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have said the Bill is one step.
I am suggesting what the next step will be.

Mr Pearce: Argue that when it comes up.

Mr BLAIKIE: From reading the platform, I
find it is apparently quite acceptable to the Aus-
tralian Labor Party that two males should adopt
a child. The platform says the Labor Party would
change the adoption laws so that individuals may
adopt or foster children.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: Mr Acting Speaker, you have
several times suggested the member for Vasse
should confine himself- to the provisions -in the
Bill. There is no suggestion in the Bill that homo-
sexual couples can adopt children. In speaking
for 31 minutes, the member for Vasse has spoken
to the Bill for less than one minute. Although
you said you were allowing some tolerance I
suggest that is considerable tolerance.

Sir Charles Court: Do you want an extension
of time?

Mr PEARCE: My point of order is that the
member for Vasse is not speaking to the Bill when
speaking about adoption, and has not been speak-
ing to the Bill for at least 15 minutes.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): It is
normal in the second reading stage of any Bill
for a wide range of subjects to be debated which
may sometimes appear to be somewhat remote
from the actual provisions of the Bill. The mem-
ber for Gosnells appears to be suggesting the
member for Vasse should confine himself in pre-
cise terms to the provisions of the Bill. I suggest
to the member for Gosnells that were we in Com-
mittee that would be a valid point of order.

We are in the second reading stage, and I have
already indicated that in some parts of his speech
the member for Vasse appears to be getting away
from the subject. Nevertheless, it seems to me the
points being made by the member for Vasse are
related to the overall question of homosexuality
and moral questions, generally, which are covered
by the Dill.

I rule that there is no point of order, and in
doing so I ask the member for Vasse to endeavour
to confine his remarks as closely as possible to
the contents of the Bill.

Debate Resumed
Mr BLAIKIE: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.

I will come back to the point again.
Mr Pearce: You mean you will come back to

it for the first time.
Sir Charles Court: How about listening for a

minute.
Mr Pearce: I have listened for 40 minutes wait-

ing for him to say something about the Bill.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will come to clause 4 of the
Labor Party's platform. It reads-

To ensure that in sex education pro-
-grammes, homosexuality is presented as a
capacity basic in some human beings, the
expression of which is basic and natural.

If that is not talking about homosexuality, I do
not know what is.

Mr Bryce: You are just ignorant; you have read
nothing about it.

- Mr BLAIKIE: Opposition members -are
extremely sensitive about this. I am Sorry for them
that they are so sensitive.

Mr Skidmore: Don't include me in your re-
Marks.

Mr BLAIKIE: Again I come back to the point
that should this Bill be passed, these other con-
cepts automatically will flow on because it is
written here. Should the Labor Party ever come
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into office, and I hope to goodness it does not,
it will rock the very framework of the society we
all like to live in.

Mr Jamieson: You might see a nude bather
one day if you are not careful!

Mr BLAIKIE: The next thing is we will be
asked to amend the adoption laws; that is part
of the policy.

Mr Bryce: What is? What is part of the policy?

Mr BLAIKIE: The State platform of the ALP
paragraph I11 (d).

Mr Bryce: What is part of the policy?

Mr BLAIKIE: So this becomes very important.
I ask all members of the House-

Mr Jamieson: Absolutely absurd!

Mr BLAIKIE: -to examine these matters
carefully and to vote against the Dill in its
entirety.

Mr Bryce: You will not make that Cabinet
vacancy based on this performance either.

Mr BLAIKIE: I have indicated earlier that
certainly I will lay these papers on the Table of
the House. I have no doubt that the photocopying
machines probably will be running hot.

Mr Skidmore: What for?
Mr Jamieson: I always see that there are cur-

rent copies in the library.

Mr BLAIKIE: May I say finally-
Mr Skidmore: It will be a pleasure to hear

you say it.

Mr BLAIKIE: -thai this is a Bill which, in a
strict sense, involves a public moral issue.

Mr Skidmore: I have heard that before tonight
too, I think.

Mr BLAlKIE: In a strict sense it is a Bill
upon which members ought to be free to make
their judgment. In spite of the fact that members
are free to make a value judgment on the measure
as they see fit, I am concerned that that will not
happen with members of the Opposition.

Mr Skidmore: I am having a conscience vote
on it.

Mr BLAIKIE: At least to preserve some dignity
for members opposite, because I know not all of
them support the Bill, I ask all members to oppose
it.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I direct
that the documents quoted by the member for
Vasse be brought to the Table of the House.

MRt B. T. BURKE (Balcatta) [11.04 p.m.]: I
know it is a difficult time towards the end of a
session to be considering a matter such as we are
now considering because people tend to be rushed
as we are winding down, and things that have gone
before sometimes change the hopes and expecta-
tions of members in this place.

I urge all who will vote here to take scant notice
of the comments made by the member for Vasse.
I do not deny his right to say what he likes, but I
remind members that he certainly did not speak
to the Bill. lHe certainly did not cover many of
the provisions of the Bill. As far as I am con-
cerned he spoke about things that will not result
from the passage of this Dill and things that will
not result from the passage of any Bill this Gov-
ernment is likely to put forward.

It is very easy to be critical; it is very easy to
be harsh. However, it is not so easy to find within
ourselves compassion, true love, or concern for
our fellow man or woman. Because it is so easy
to be critical, it is much harder to be compassion-
ate. It is much harder to say to people who
perhaps may not be in control of their instincts
and emotions in a way they should be in control
of them-at least in the way some of us believe
the,,' should be-that they are to be the misfits of
society as the member for Vasse said.

He did say, in making one quite pertinent point,
that he believed many homosexuals felt a little bit
sorry for their own position, and of course, that is
quite right. They feel sorry for their own position
because of what we are doing to them, because
of the way we are making them pariahs in our
society. Let each of us just stop for a minute to
think how we would react if one of our children
were a homosexual. How vicious and bitter would
we be? IHow vicious and bitter was the member
for Vasse in his condemnation of people who are
homosexuals, people who are not in a position to
dictate their patterns of behaviour other than to
be human and natural as they see it, and honest
to themselves?

How presumptuous are we to say to other
people that they are unnatural, that they should
be convicted for sins they have not committed,
and that they should be penalised in the most
fundamental manner?

It was interesting to hear the member for Vasse
say that so far as he is concerned there have
been no prosecutions recently as a result of homo-
sexual acts. I think that is quite true, and that
fact should convince all of us of the lack of
necessity for this law. We are not talking about
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flagrant corruption of young people; we are
talking about homosexual acts between consenting
adults in private.

Which of us will take upon him or herself the
right to say that people who do what they like
in a manner that harms no-one, in a private place,
with someone who consents, are to be incar-
cerated, penalisect, or fined? Which of us here
is proud enough or egotistical enough to be able
to say that he can determine right or wrong in
that situation?

It may be easy to find some compassion if a
close relative of ours is a homosexual and is being
harried and harassed by the sort of laws our
restrictive society imposes upon him. However,
I am sure we fail to identify with these people,
and a classic example of this is the contribution
made tonight by the Member for Vasse. He
showed very little identification with the prob-
lems people face in everyday society. We do not
exhibit to pensioners an intolerance of their
inability to contribute to the economy, and the
slow-learner child is not labelled as evil or corrupt
because he or she was born with a drawback or
a handicap over which he or she has no control.
So, far from seeing homosexuality as some sort
of handicap, we should see it as part of the norm.

People who are homosexual do not like to be
classified as mentally ill, misfits, or as people
who are different in our society. We have been
doing that to them for years, but I urge all mnem-
hers to think about it. Tt is 1977 now and we
have had enough of poofter-bashing and of the
snide behind-the-hand comments about different
people.

Let us try to put ourselves in their position-
as they should tr to identify with us--to accept
that we are all part of the one family. We should
do unto those people as we would like to have
done unto ourselves. It is extremely important
and quite critical to know we are being very
vicious and very brutal, not just in the spoken
sense but in our actions and attitudes towards
these people. Because some of us feel a personal
distaste for the activities others indulge in, that
does not mean they should be classed as criminals.
Many of the things we do may be regarded -as
distasteful to others.

However, we do not label each other criminals,
and we do not say that we are misfits in society.
Let us find some compassion: let us find some
love; and then perhaps we will be onto the sort
of thing that will make not only this Parliament
but also the State work.

MIR HODGE (Melville) [11.10 p.m.]: The dis-
crepancy between the law on one hand and human
practices and scientific knowledge on the other hand
has always been considerable. Nowhere is this
discrepancy more noticeable than in matters per-
taining to sex. Discussions on sex--even the
'.normnal" and "approved" kind-usually arouse
considerable emotional reactions. As a result our
sex laws are quite ineffective and irrational at
times, Their inappropriateness and failure present
us with a sarong challenge to bring about some
reform and is something to which we ought to
respond with moderation, reason, and practicality;
justice to the individual and society I believe
requires no less.

Homosexuality, birth control, artificial insemina-
tion, and sterilisation are all matters which are
controversial and are all subjects that should be
considered when talking about law reform. How-
ever, this evening we are talking about only one
subject: homosexual law reform.

I believe many people feel some reform is over-
due; but, of course, there is a wide difference of
opinion as to what form that reform should take.
No-one is suggesting the repeal of laws prohibiting
homosexual acts with minors, or acts involving
force or misrepresentation, or overt acts comn-
mitted in public. What is proposed by the Bill
is to bring the written law into agreement with
present legal practice by removing from criminal
status homosexual acts committed in private by
consenting adult males.

Judging by some of the letters that have
appeared in The West Australian since the Hill
was introduced into the Legislative Council, there
are still a few people in the community who
believe that homosexuality is the lowest form of
human degeneracy. They believe homosexuals
are the greatest threat to our society. They be-
lieve that homosexuals were personally responsible
for the destruction of Sodom and Gomorrah and
for plagues, pestilence, earthquakes, and famines.
Such views are undoubtedly very emotionally
satisfying to the people who express them. How-
ever, we notice that these views are no longer
expressed with the same certitude and vigour
with which they were expressed formerly; hope-
fully this is because many people are more
enlightened now and our scientific knowledge has
improved.

I believe most people today hold the view that
homosexual acts committed in private by con-
senting male adults should no longer be a criminal
offence. The legal prohibition of any sex act
should occur only where there is an element of
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force Or threat, misuse of a superior position,
the absence of consent, involvement with minors,
or a violation of public decency.

The fact that presently a law exists in Western
Australia that is virtually unenforceable can lead
only to the arbitrary and capricious arrest of a
small number of unfortunate people. Efforts to
enforce the law currently involve the Police Force
in unsavoury vice squad tactics, and bring the
law and the Police Farce into disrespect and
disrepute.

Many people today acknowledge the difference
between moral matters and criminal matters. It
is not the job of the State or of the Police Force
to guard the public morals. I do not believe
that it is the job of policemen to be guar-
dians of our morals. I feel the police have a
difficult enough job at the moment to deal with
the increasing violence and crime in the com-
munity without having to enforce our moral
standards. That is not the job of the State,
the Parliament, or the Police Force.

The two most influential church leaders in this
State-the Anglican Archbishop (Geoffrey Sam-
bell) and the Catholic Archbishop (Sir Lancelot
Goodyl-bave both publicly supported this Bill.
They have both acknowledged the difference
between crime and morality, and T believe that
is what members should be thinking about this
evening. We should be thinking about whether
it is the duty of the Parliament or the Police
Force to guard the morals of the community.
I do not believe it is.

Mr Clarlco: Do you support legalising it?

Mr HODGE, I do not believe this is a matter
for the law. I do not believe homosexual acts
committed in private between consenting adult
males should be a matter for the law at all.

Mr Clarko: So you support legalising it?

Mr HODGE: 1 do not think it should be
legalised; I do not think there should be any
law at all relating to it.

Mr Clarko: Your platform says it should be
legalised, but now you are talking about decri-
minalising it.

Mr HODGE: I am giving my views tonight,
and not the party platform. Adultery is neither
legal nor illegal. There is no need to decri-
nminalise. adultery, and I believe the same should
apply in respect of homosexuality. Adultery is
a very important moral issue to many people.

Mr Clarko: There is a very important dif-
ference.

Mr Pearce: We are discussing the Dill before
the House.

Mr HODGE: I am confining my remarks this
evening to the contents of the Bill before us.

Thre West A ustralian newspaper has also lent
its support to this Bill in its editorial column.
The Honorary Royal Commission on homo-
sexuality recommended in 1974 that this reform
was necessary. Even the Law Society of Western
Australia has a motion on its books carried in
1972 which reads-

That this society recommends that the
criminal law be amended to remove there-
from as an offence homosexuality between
consenting adults in private.

In researching this matter, I discovered that
there are no laws relating to homosexual acts
committed by adults in private in France, Spain,
and Italy. There have not been laws in those
countries relating to this matter since at least
1810.

Laws relating to homosexuality have been re-
pealed in Belgium in 1867, Holland in 1886,
Denmark in 1933, Switzerland in 1937, Sweden
in 1944, and Czechoslovakia in 1962. No such
laws exist in Greece, Poland, and Turkey. Closer
to home we have seen reform in the Australian
Capital Territory and in South Australia.

We have not seen the collapse of the moral
fabric of society in any of those countries, as
was suggested by the member for Vasse this
evening. Some of those countries have never
had laws relating to homosexuality and their
societies are still flourishing. Therefore, we
cannot say a moral collapse has occurred in them.
I believe it is time that reform of a similar nature
occurred in Western Australia.

This Bill intends to decriminalise homosexual
practices in private between consenting adult
people, so that no longer will they be criminals.
I believe that whatever each individual member's
own view on honiosexual behaviour may be, we
will be perpetuating injustice if we fail to vote
in favour of this Hill. I urge members to
support it.

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) [11.18 p.m.]: 1
believe this Bill is ill-conceived; it is riddled with
inconsistencies and quite deceptive. In fact it
reminds me of the beautiful young lady who sets
out to win herself a handsome young man, suc-
ceeds in conquering him and establishes a beauti-
ful' relationship, and before he knows where he
is he has a dose of the pox.

What I am trying to say is that this legisla-
tion looks very nice on the surface, but once
one looks beneath the surface one sees what it
is really all about.
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Mr Bryce: Have you read the Criminal Code
in relation to this Bill?

Mr HERZFELD: indeed I have.
Mr Bryce: All the relevant sections?

Mr HERZFELD: Indeed I have.
Mr O'Neil; Whoever drafted the Bill did not.

Mr HERZFELD: Let me point out one area
in which the Bill is so deceptive. The measure
proposes to delete two subsections of section 181,
leaving one subsection behind. However, in so
doing it not only decriminalises homosexuality
between consenting male adults, but it also re-
moves protection from people who might suffer
abuse in a heterosexual relationship.

Section 181 of the Criminal Code, as it is cur-
rently defined, gives a very clear protection, for
instance, to a woman who is subjected to carnal
knowledge of the sort that is described as being
against the order of nature, if that carnal know-
ledge is against her will. The removal of those
particular sections will remove that Protection.

Mr Grill: You are talking rubbish.-
Mr Pearce: If it is against her will in any sex-

ual relationship, that would still be against the
Criminal Code, despite what my Bill says.

M1Vr HERZFELD: What if it were a married re-
lationship?

Mr Grill: It does not matter.
Mr Clarko: It is difficult to prove.

Mr HERZFELD: Yes, it would be very diffi-
cult. I am putting forward my view; I do not
expect members of the Opposition to accept it be-
cause they have been Programmed as to how they
are to vote on this measure. I do not believe for
one moment they are going to be swayed by any-
thing I hove to say.

I also see inconsistencies in this legislation and
Iinstance jtust one. The amending legislation seeks

to alter section 181 of the Criminal Code. As it
presently stands, section 181 states that bestiality
is a crime ptunishable by 14 years' imprisonment.
This Bill will make that crime punishable by 10
years' imprisonment. I see this to be a complete
and Utter inconsistency. If there is to be any free-
dom of sexual expression, I do not see why the
people on that end Of the spectrum who have a
preference for animals should be discriminated
against in relation to those who may prefer homo-
sexual or heterosexual acts.

Mr Pearce: You can hardly have a consenting
animal.

Mr O'Connor: Nod three times.

Mr HERZFELD: That is just one inconsistency
I see in this Bill.

Let us turn our minds to the matter of dis-
crimination against the person inclined towards
homosexuality. Let me remind members what
legislation is all about. Firstly legislation sets down
guidelines for an ordered society, and the organ-
isation of that society. Secondly, it protects the
weak from the strong. Thirdly, it ensures equality
between individuals in society. If members con-
sider those three definite aims of legislation, they
will see there are times when conflict exists be-
tween one or more of those items. Every piece of
legislation removes freedom from some to protect
the freedom of the majority.

I would be less than honest if I did not agree
that section 18t of the Criminal Code discrimin-
ates against homosexuals. Theoretically, that is
quite correct. But let uIS examine the practical sit-
uation as it exists in Western Australia today. We
are told by members opposite that something like
10 per cent of the population is homosexual. if
this is a fact-

Mr O'Connor: And it is doubtful.

Mr H-ERZFELD: I do not believe it to be a
fact. As the Minister pointed out, it is very
doubtful.

Mr Bryce: On what basis?

Mr HERZFELD: No-one has established what
the percentage is; they have simply plucked a
figure out of the air. Because the figure in some
other part of the world is 10 per cent, we are
expected to accept there should be 10 per cent in
Western Australia.

Mr O'Connor: There are 50 members in this
Chamber; let the five stand up.

Mr B. T. Burke: YOU are lucky the Premier is
not in the Chamber.

Mr HERZFELD: If 10 per cent of Western
Australian citizens are homosexually inclined, the
law is extremely lenient, because according to
evidence placed before the Honorary Royal Com-
mission an average of only seven people every
year were taken to court and charged with
offences relating to section 181 of the Criminal
Code. Since that evidence was given, my under-
standing is that the number now is something
like two people per annum appearing before the
courts.

If 10 per cent of Western Australians, or some-
thing like 100 000 People, are homosexually
inclined, we have all the evidence we need that
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they are given every freedom to practise their
particular preference in private without any har-
assment from anybody.

Mr Bryce: In that case, why should it be in
the Criminal Code?

Mr HERZFELD: I have just given the honour-
able member one example why it should be in
the law. In the first instance, it needs to be in
the law to protect the situation I described earlier.
Secondly, and more importantly, it acts against
the encouragement of a proliferation of homo-
sexual activities. We heard a previous speaker
talk about unhappiness. If the Criminal Code
did not contain such a provision, I believe it
would result in a great deal of experimentation
and a lot of unhappiness in many family situa-
tions and amongst many partners who are getting
on quite well at the moment.

Mr Bryce: There is a double standard if I have
ever heard one. Why do you approve of homo-
sexuality as it applies to women and disapprove
as it applies to men?

Mr HERZFELD: I am not arguing for or
against homosexuality: I am arguing on the Bill
before the Chair, and I am saying it is bad legis-
lation.

Mr Bryce: This legislation will end the incon-
sistency and discrimination to which you have
referred.

Mr HERZFELD: The inconsistency in itself
is not bad.

Mr Pearce: Why not?

Mr HERZFELD: It is what may stem from
this legislation should it happen to be passed that
will be bad, and that is the matter to which I
should like to turn now. I refer members to
page 44 of the report of the Honorary Royal
Commission.

Mr Pearce: What did the commission recom-
mend?

Mr HIERZFELD: I think it is quite important
to read this to members. The report states as
follows-

Many interesting problems were brought
to the Commission's notice during the course
of their inquiry. For example-

(1) Where a hi-sexual partner of a
marriage consorts with and has sexual inter-
course with a partner of the same gender,
is this then sufficient grounds for divorce in
a Court of Law on the plea of adultery?

Mr Pearce: That was prior to the Family Law
Act. That is a ridiculous thing to read.

Mr HERZFELD: Just listen to the rest of it!
It states-

(2) Should couples living together in a
homosexual partnership, be entitled to the
same privileges as regards tax allowances.
home loans, etc., as the married heterosexual
couple?

(3) Should homosexuals be allowed to
adopt children?

We have already had that one. The report con-
tinues-

(4) In emergency situations, as in con-
sent for anaesthetic for operations, the rights
to visit restricted to next of kin, can those
living as homosexual partners be entitled to
the same privileges?

It then deals with the question of wills.
To continue-

(6) Does the removal of homosexuality
as an offence guarantee on a de facto basis,
the above points?

This is what the commission had to say-
The Commission's terms of reference pre-

cludes them from adjudicating on these par-
ticular issues and a great deal more research
and inquiry would be necessary to examine
these relevant points. It could well be that
the Commission could be held as acting
ultra vires the terms of reference as laid
ouit in their warrant.

The Honorary Royal Commission was saying in
effect that it had to make a recommendation
based on its terms of reference, If it had had
an opportunity to deal with these matters its
recommendations may have been quite different.
The Honorary Royal Commission highlighted a
number of areas which could create tremendous
p roblems and which could well open up a whole
Pandora's box of concomitant problems result-
ing in many more discriminatory acts than exist
technically and theoretically at present under the
provisions of section 181 of the Criminal Code.
Legislation of this sort should not be considered
in a lighthearted manner. All its ramifications
should be looked at and then perhaps it might
be worth considering.

Mr Pearce: Yoti have not looked into it very
closely. What about some decent research from
you?

Mr HERZFELD: The member for Gosnells
would be surprised if he knew how much time
I have put into it, but I have cognizance of the
lateness of the session and the lateness of the
hour and I have consideration for my colleagues
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on this side of the House who have better things
to do than to listen to the sort of rubbish which
has come from that side of the House all day.

A number of questions have to be asked. The
first is whether this law would impinge on the
personal freedom of homosexuals. The answer
is that theoretically it does although little evidence
has been provided that it does. If we consider
the manifesto dated the 17th September which
was referred to previously by the member for
Vasse and which was prepared by someone who
did not have the courage to sign it, we will see
that it says in part-

The most frequently suggested consequence
of homosexual law reform is that it will
end the blackmail of homosexuals.

It goes on to say-and rtembers should note
this-

This unfortunately is not true. The threat
of the blackmailer is niot to report the offence
to the police, which frequently puts the
blackmailer in as much legal jeopardy as
the blackmailed; the threat is social-family
and work-rather than legal.

To eradicate this it is necessary to change
the whole of society's attitudes to sexual
behaviour. That cannot be done by legisla-
lion and it is unlikely that it cain be done
by other means.

If legislation is not going to achieve what these
people are looking for, what is the purpose of it,'particularly when we consider all the disadvan-
tages to which I have already referred?

I have referred to the consequential effects,
some known and some unknown at this stage.
if there are effects on the individual homo-
sexual such as blackmail, social Ostracism, as-
sault, and so on, there are many other ways of
dealing with them, such as recourse to law, to
the assistance of people in public office, or per-
hap even assistance from members of Par-
liament.
- I summarise by saying that this whole exercise
on the part of the Opposition has dealt with
theories. There is no proof that in practice
people suffer because of the existing section 181
of the Criminal Code. Consequential effects would
result from this legislation and they must be
properly Studied before any attempt is ever made
again to consider legislation of this nature. I
helieve this Bill will remove protection for people
abused in heterosexual relationships :nnd for this
reason it should not he tolerated. For each of
these reasons I tell members that I will he op-
posing the Bill.

(112

MR SODEMAN (Pilbara) [11.35 p.m.]: I rise
to oppose the Bill and to state that the implica-
tions of a Hill of this nature are more far-
reaching than any other Bill I have ever had
to vote on in this Chamber, The repercussions
for our society in Western Australia could be
extreme to say the Least if something of this
nature were to be passed through this House. I
notice that members on the other side spoke about
particular aspects of the Bill while members on
this side of the House were talking in general
terms. The member for Balcatta based his speech
totally on the remarks made by the member for
Vasse so he contributed nothing to the debate.
When the member for Gosnells introduced the
Bill some time ago he lacked enthusiasm and
total conviction. People have been talking about
the contributions which lead speakers make to
debates, and I was absolutely appalled at the
effort of the member opposite. who tends to inter-
ject incessantly when members do not present their
speeches in the manner he thinks they should
present them.

I say to him and to other members opposite
that I have read the Bill and I have read the
Criminal Code; and I have with me the relevant
sections. I do not want members opposite to
tell me to talk about particular clauses because
I have read the Bill. I want to talk in general
terms and I shall decide how I shall present my
speech. The reason for this is that 'I received
a circular from Mr David Myers, the convenor
of the Homosexual Law Reform Coalition. It
starts off by saying-

There is currently before the Western Aus-
tralian Parliament a Bill to amend the
Criminal Code so that discriminition against
homosexuals will be reduced. Why is the
law reform important?

Having raised that query he goes oil to say
why he thinks it is. I am going to react to
chose specific aspects that he raises to show why

Ithink it is not important and to show that
the reasons he raises are not valid.

He asks, "What are the implications for
society?" My opening remarks expressed concern
for the implications and the ongoing repercussions.
it is on that basis that I put forward my comments.
He stated further-

We urge you to read this and consider
those various points. I further urge you to
keep in mind the responsibility you have in
deciding how others are to live their lives, a
very important responsihitity indeed.

A postscript to that should have been the word
"children". There is not much we can do as far
as adults are concerned: when people reach a
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certain age they are fairly set in their ways and
there is not much we cart do in Parliament by way
of passing laws which will change the attitudes of
various people or guide them in another direction.
But as far as chitdren are concerned we ought to be
extremely concerned.

One of the matters that perturbs me in this
regard concerns teachers. I do not wish to slight
teachers because there is exactly the same ratio
of homosexuals among teachers as there is in
any other section of society. But if we pass a
Bill of this nature we will be condoning the last
two points of the Homosexual Law Reform
Coalition manifesto which are that we should
teach that homosexuality is a normal way to
conduct oneself. It is not; it is totally abnormal,
and I consider it to be absolutely debasing that
we should consider using our education system to
change the attitudes of sgshool children and young
people in this regard.

I find it totally debasing that someone could
suggest that could take place. This is relevant to
the debate; it is information sent to me by people
who are for the proposal before the House. It
members opposite say it does not relate to the
Bill they should talk to these people. I continue
quoting as follows--

The proposed amendments should not be
debated as a moral issue; Church bodies of all
religious persuasions have agreed clearly on
the distinction between the moral and criminal
aspects of male and female homosexuality
and have stated that it should not be a crim-
inal issue.

I have spoken to a number of church teaders in
this State and I will quote an article by one
who represents the leaders of a group of churches
in this State who support his view. Mr Robert
Pierson, President of the General Conference of
Seventh Day Adventists said that-

.... homosexuality undermines the basic
structure of the home. "'Any perversion that
weakens the very foundations upon which a
Christian nation is built," said Pierson,
%~'annot be accepted by the church."

We might say that he used the example of a
Christian nation. Are we a Christian nation? I
asked myself that question because a little further
on in his article Mr David Myers, the convenor
of ihe Homosexual Law Reform Coalition said-

The law will be representative of the cur-
rent attitudes of society rather than reflecting
outmoded views held by a small minority of
the population.

That is his view. He considers that people who
are against this reform are a small minority. I
put it to members opposite that people for the
change to this law are the small minority. The
same goes for all those reforms that some people
ask for in prostitution, gambling, drugs, and other
things; all the sorts of policies, unfortunately,
that the ALP espouses. '

If we are a Christian nation we can debate
this matter on a moral basis, yet Mr Myers says
we cannot. If we cannot debate it on a moral
basis then everything else makes sense. If we
can argue the matter on that basis his argument
falls apart.

1 had a look at the Morgan poll conducted in
April 1977 and in answer to the question put to
people asking them whether they believed in God
80 per cent of Australians answered "~Yes".

Mr Skidmore: Ask me.

Mr SODEMAN: The member for Swan was
probably one of the 20 per cent who said ",No,"
The poll showed also the relevant figures to the
answer for people in the United States, Canada
and the United Kingdom; the lowest figure of
76 per cent was in the UK and it is clear that
Australia had one of the highest percentages.

I think I have established that Australia is a
Christian-based nation. Therefore, we can go
back to the issue and debate it on a moral basis
which Mr Myers tells us we cannot do. He says
if we do that we would be representing the atti-
tudes of a very small minority of society.

I have had a number of religious people write
to me asking me not to vote for this matter. They
are people who are representative of that 80 per
cent who believe in something a little bit deeper
than reforms of this nature. I found their attitudes
reflected those contained in a copy of a report
of a committee of inquiry into religious eduication
in Government schools of Western Australia
which sought to obtain the opinions of parents,
teachers and student groups on the question of
teaching religion and concepts of morality in
schools. Rather than bore the House-

Mr Bryce: Are you going to ask for it to be
incorporated in Ilansard?

Mr SODEMAN: I will nut ask for incorpora-
tion, If the honourable member is genuinely
concerned and interested in the matter as he says
he is he should be able to get a copy of the
report and be a full bottle on it in a day or so.

There is quite a correlation between parents and
teachers and the students in lower grades. This
correlation diminishes in the tapper grades in so
far as the teaching of religion and the concepts
of morality in schools is concerned. So the point
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I make is that we are not out to protect the adults,
the people who are the older segment of our
society.

As far as I am concerned we have an inherent
responsibility to look after the young people who
are going to be the individuals who sit in this place
in futurc; the people who are going to run our
affairs in years to come. One might say that
Governments should not have the responsibility
to direct people as to what they should do.

I was interested to listen to "Monday Con-
ference" on the 7th November where a Dr 1.
Densen-Cerber from New York was talking
about today's politicians and leadership. I
must admit that I concur with some of her
remarks. She is a very learned person who
is involved in and spoke of the Odyssey Founda-
tion. She had followed another person ont "Monday
Conference" who had come to Australia from New
York to establish an Odyssey House where they
have people well versed in looking after those with
drug problems. She said that, 'society feels
hopeless-we have no foundation". I would tend
to agree with her because it is individuals like
members of the Opposition and their supporters
who are eroding the society we have known in
the past.

Dr Densen-Cerber said that politicians should
lead, not pander to the public. Some people
have decided there should be changes to our
society for whatever reason they may have and
they rush in and endeavour to get those changes
accepted. They say it is the modern approach
and that society generally is old fashioned. Mr
Myers states there is a small group of old
fashioned people who are against these reforms.
1 think it is the other way around.

We have sat and talked about the economic
situation in Britain and elsewhere and have said
we should not he doing what they are doing.
The fall of the Roman empire was not brought
about purely because of its moral situation; its
administration and leadership problems etc., con-
tributed also.

I would be very interested to hear the member
for Dianella follow me in this debate. People
here know I am not a bible-basher but I have
established that Christianity is accepted by most
people in this country and that parents and teach-
ers think religious trainfing should be reinstituted
in our schools. I found it of interest to
took in The Bible and ascertain just what it
had to say. I am not going to read out the
various sections of it but the member for Dianella,
who is more versed in The Bible, might elaborate
on them and quote them to the House and let
us know whether we are following the teachings
it contains.

Let us face it, much of our law is based on
the teachings of Tire BipIt'. The hook happens
to be today's best seller and over 350 million
copies are sold each year. It is printed in 1 600
languages and was first printed somewhere back
in the 1500s. As most members would realise,
Tire Bible is found in hotels and motels. We
take an oath on it, except perhaps the member
for Swan and one or two other members.

Mr Harman: You are running away again.

Mr SODEMAN: The Bible is foulnd in schools.

Mr Karman: I know The Biible is found in
schools.

Mr SODEMAN: There are a couple of sections
of The Bible which I would like the member for
Dianella to elaborate on and explain when he
rises to his feet. One reference is Romans .1:
24 to 30, and the other is 1st Corinthians 6:
9 and 10. The member for Dianella has far
more experience than I in such matters. I would
like him to explain the biblical situation to the
House.

Mr Bryce: You are being very smug when
you say that.

Mr SODEMAN: I would like the member for
Dianella to explain when he stands uip that
in actual fact it is a conscience vote-I have
my doubts that it is; let us see him do what he
believes to be right and what somte members
opposite have commented on members on this
side of the House doing earlier this evening.

Mr Bryce: Just promise us you will stay in
the Chamber when the member for Dianelta
speaks.

Mr SODENIAN: 1 will give the member that
guarantee.

Mr Bryce: You will feel like crawling out
by the time he has finished.

Mr SODEMAN: Members opposite speak
about a conscience vote and it has been said
that we cannot debate the issue on a moral
basis. it' is pleasing to see at least one member
of the Opposition, the Hon. Ron Thompson. de-
cide that the moral aspect was an extremely im-
portant one. tn a newspaper article on the 30th
October, 1977, he said-

) feel sorry for the people who are homo-
sexual but I don't think legislation is the
answer.

I endorse those comments implicitly. The article
went On to Say-

it is a moral issuec. I had a right to
vote according to my conscience.'
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Members in this Chamber will see it is time
that we have established we are a Christianity-
based nation and that we can debate these issues
on a moral basis regardless of the fact that David
Myers, the homosexual law reformer and con-
venor of the Homosexual Law Reform Coalition
says we cannot. Having established that, per-
haps we should retain some of our old tradi-
tions which have served this society well for
many years.

In The Sunday Time's of the 23rd October,
1977, Prince Phillip, who is a Person who has
travelled more extensively than most members of
this House and a person who is in a position to
take an overview of what is happening in our
society, made this comfment-it is the only
negative comment I think I have seen hitm
quoted as making-whtich is as follows--

We're doomed-heading for a Planet of
the Apes world..

1 do not know whether I agree with the fact
that we are headed for a "Planet of the Apes
world" but we certainly conduct ourselves like
that sometimes. indeed, I think we sometimes
conduct ourselves in a poorer manner than the
apes. I find it rather sordid and embarrassing
to talk about this, but in carrying out research
into the matter I find we are the only species of
animal wh ich involves itself in this type of
practice.

Mr Jamieson: That is contrary to the evidence
before the Honorary Royal Commission.

Mr SODEMAN: I am quite happy for the
Leader of the Opposition to stand up and correct
me. I make that comment to the best of my
knowledge.

Mr Jamieson: The knowledge is not very wide.

Mr SODEMAN: I will be interested to hear the
Leader of the Opposition make a comment. I have
beard some of his comments in the past. The
article reads-

We're doomed-heading for a Planet of the
Apes world, triggered by our taste for crime,
pornography, mugging and terrorism.

And that warning didn't come from a
Ataunch puritan-it was the liberal-minded
Prince Phillip who lashed out at societies re-
duced to the "level of monkeys."

He told Canadian businessmen in Ottawa
the permissive society had gone too far and
developed into a dictatorship of licence.

Surely the whole point of the issue is this: when
we have a breakdown in our social structure and
in our mnoral principles, instead of saying, "Well,

it happens, let us face it; let us decriminalise it"-
which is exactly the same as tegatising it;, for the
life of me 1 cannot see the difference-we should
be teaching the children in our schools and at
home the right and proper philosophies We
should be saying, "It is not natural; it is not ap-
propriate we should feel sorry for those people
who find themselves in that predicament." We
should be doing something far more positive, In
its preamble the Opposition states it does not
think the amendments will achieve anything.
Therefore, members opposite should not suggest
that we support them.

The media is taking us in the wrong direction
to some extent. The media has to sell newspapers
and it frequently-

Mr Harman: They have sold a few in the past
few days.

Mr SODEMAN: -seeks not only by its emis-
sion, because that is prolific, but also by its
omnission to do this. I would like to see some of
the people who represent the media in Western
Australia embark on projects, where they re-
search the beginning and the end in order to come
up with a total picture, rather than selecting a
little piece from the middle to present an emotive
punchline for the purpose of selling papers. Had
the media done that in respect of the earlier
debaqcle in this House they would not have pro-
duced the same story which they produced day
after day and week after week in the Press.

The fact that we talk about such matters as
homosexuality as frequently as we do, the fact
that it appears in the newspapers, means that it is
not long before society accepts this as part of our
daily standards. In order to add more weight to
my point I indicate that alcoholism, cigarette
smoking, and drug taking have all followed the
same path. if one asked a 40 to 45-year-old man
who drinks a great deal and is an habitual smoker
whether he would advocate that his children take
up smoking cigarettes, in 99 cases out of 100 he
would say, "No way. The effect it has on your
health and what it does to your body means it
is not worth it. Had I not done it in the first
place and could 1 stop now, I would be a better
person." The more we contribute to the validity
of these vices, the more they will become part
and parcel of our way of life.

I would like to quote another example. A nLtM-
her of years ago we heard a great deal about
censorship and the attitude of some people at that
time was, "if we stop people reading certain
hooks or seeing certain films they will want to
see them even more." In other words, it is a case
of the grass on the other side of the fence being
greener or the stolen fruit being sweeter. It was
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not long before we slipped into that sort of
apathy. What has happened? Some lime ago I
heard the chief censor speaking on a radio pro-
granmme and the answers he gave to questions
were along these lines: when he was asked, "How
do you keep uip with lurid publications?" he said,
"~We cannot keep up with them. There are so
many of them now we have to take random
samples." So much for the argument that if one
develops a laissez faire type of administration
the problem will go. It is the same as saying
we should let a child gorge itself with ice cream
as a result of which it will not came back for
more.

I would like to mention the situation as far as
schools are concerned. I carried out a little
research on schools to see whether my argument
was correct as far as the next stage of education
is concerned. As was depicted in the rundown
which was sent to all of us by the people who
want this legislation passed, this type of thing
should be taught in the schools. At the present
time, without introducing that sort of education
into our schools, we find we have already a certain
number of books which I would suggest we should
remove from the list or we should take away the
flexibility given to the people who choose these
books.

My main concern, and 1 am very genuine when
I make this comment, is we have teachers going
into schools with a variety of attitudes. There is
nothing wrong with that. However, those people
should not be able to inflict their individual atti-
tudes on the children, whether their attitudes are in
respect of politics and their preference for one
party or another, homosexuality, drugs, or what-
ever. The Government has its responsibility
in this matter.

There are three tiers of Government as far as
I am concerned and I will mention them in my
conclusion. We are letting down society and
the community which we represent on one tier.
One of the points I wish to make in creating a
parallel as to how acceptance of various situations
encourages it until it becomes the "in" thing and
the norm, refers to the list of books which are
recommended for reading by school children. The
.tertiary admission examination subject committee
lists a number of books suitable for school chil-
dren. The principal and staff may make their
own assessments and they can go outside the
parameters of the list and recommend for use
books of a different nature which their students
then study. I found several of the books quite
distasteful, and I do not know whether the Minister
for Education or his director is aware of them-
this is certainly rnot a criticism of him-but I

shall be sending him extracts T have taken from
some of these books to illustrate the point and
I will be asking him to study those books and
find out how many more of this type are in
our schools.

As far as I am concerned, these books should
be removed from the curriculum. I would not be
happy for my son or daughter to study the sort of
material I am about to depict to the House. Just
prior to doing that I would like to say there is an
attitude abroad that these sorts of books can be
studied in an objective manner, In other words,
depicting that throughout history a certain action
took place; that was the manner of it; that was
the mode of it; it was a stepping stone; it was
regressive, progressive or whatever.

What some of the educationists forget is that
the students to whom they are talking do not
have the experience or the background in order to
relate the information to their total community
environment. They look on some of it facetiously,
treat it lightly, and in some instances adopt it as
their own attitude. It is things such as this which
should be taken out of our schools. I will not
quote various sections because there are many
pages, but in order that the Minister and director
can ascertain whether it is the sort of material
we should allow the students to study, I will
mention the books and references. They are as
follows-

Catch 22 by Joseph Keller, pages 170, 171,
356, 357. 4t8 and 419.

.Snullcreeps Day by Peter Currell Brown,
pages 20 and 21.

The Female Eunuch by Germaine Greer,
pages 39, 357 and 258.

1 do not know how that last one got into any
school. I find it repugnant.

Mr Biryce: What has this wo do with the Bill?

Mr SODEMAN: A tremendouse amount. An
individual went out of his way-fair enough, at
least he wrote to us because he is interested-to
say that there is a Bill currently before the House
and he wanted to know what the implications
were to society. Surely the Deputy Leader of
the Onposition has enough nous to know 1 am
talking about the implications to society-and a
most important part of our sbciety; that is, the
school children. If the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition does not understand that, I will start
again if he likes.

The Point I make is that I am extremely con-
cerned about where this leads us, and the eventual
outcome. I want there to be no doubts in the
mindt of members opposite that it is my inten-
tion to vote against the proposal.
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Before I conclude I want-to make a 'couple of down terribly. On some of those items I will be
obsentations. I do not think that the trail is -alt speakin in more detail when the oppportunity
down. It is good to know, when we go owt on arises at a later date.
school LouUrs, wilth people suLha M d~ir Cector

and others, that they talk about going hack to
some of the old basics. They wrap the basics in
different packages so that some people find them
more palatable. For instance, instead of refer-
ring to reading, writing, and arithmetic, we refer
to literacy and numeracy. So we are going back
to some of the basics, which is a step in the
right direction. We do not have to go right back,
hut we are going back~.-

The report on religious and moral education
in schools is tremendous as are some of the sug-
gestions it contains. Some members opposite are
not too impressed with reports of Royal
Commissions and so on. However, I am glad
we are going to have continued religious and
moral educatlion or a reinforcement of what we
have at our schools.

.Mr Bryce: How much notice did you take of
religious education in schools?

Mr SODEMAN: So that we do not bore the
IHouse on something which is private between
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and me,
if the Deputy Leader of the opposition has
enough time, when the House rises 1 will spend
a couple of hours with him and he will find his
question adequately answered;. 1 will be interested
to see how adequate his knowledge is of some
of the basics which concern 80 per cent of the
Australian population. He is supposed 10 be a
professional politician, so hie should he well
versed in a topic most are interested in-

Mr Bryce: I welcome the opportunity to become
well informed.

Mr Tonkin: For two hours?

Mr SODEMAN: In conclusion I want to state
that the Government has a. responsibility for
community development, and industrial and com-
mercial development. I mentioned that I felt
there were three tiers of Government responsi-
bility, and the other one is social and moral
development.

I do not think that any Government today, our
Government included-and this is not a criticism
of any individual because I am part of it and it
is time I spoke out more often than I do, and I
intend to do so in future-has fulfilled its obli-
gation. We should have been fulfilling our obli-
gation in respect of our social and moral adminis-
trative responsibility. When we come to matters
Such as Prostitution, gambling. drugs, homosexual-
ity. literature, and other aspects, we let the side

As an individual whpo acknowledges that this is a
Christian-based country-SO per cent of the people
feel it is and many teachers, school students, and
parents agree-I would request members on this
side of the House-I would like to be issuing the
request to all members, but we know the position'
those opposite are in-to pay particular attention
to what can happen after a proposal like this
goes throughi, if it goes through, but I hope it
will not. I -am referring to what can happen the
day aftqr, and the day after that, not just to-
morrow. We have a long-term commitment to this
society and its children, as well as an immediate
administrative responsibility.

MR SKI' DMORE (Swan) t 12.05 am]: It is my
intention to indicate that I have wrestled with my
conscience on this matter, not just since the Bill's
-introduction in the House, but also for some 25
to 30 years. I have been concerned about the
persecution of a person who, not because of his
upbringing or anything else but by a quirk of
nature, is a homosexual and therefore is the butt
of all the crude jokes of society and all the per'-
versions and persecutions that society foists on
such an individual over many years.

I have been assailed by all sorts of documen-
tation from societies and associations, and I have
even had assistance tonight from my'colleagues
who have handed me various documents. There is
a wealth of information concerning people who
are persecuted in America for their sexual activ-
ities which some people consider 10 be quite
wrong, *because they do inot conform with their
own moral attitudes.

As I have said, I speak tonight as a person who,
for 25 years has been concerned about the sub-
ject. After reflecting on the speech made by the
member for Vasse, 1 wish to state that I take a

-ce~rtain amount of personal pride in the fact that
I have had some small part to play in the platform
of the ALP. We should all realise that there are
people in our community who should -not be
swept under the carpet and regarded as dirty
pieces of filthy rag to be left there in the hope
that they will go away so that the problem would
no longer exist.

At many State conference-a-t least six "over
a period of years-I have consistently reqdested
that we take away from these people the stigma
and persecution they suffer because their way of
life and their compassion for one of their own
sex are regarded as being wrongly based and de-
stroying the concept of our Christian way of life.
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Mr Clarko: Why not move to legalise it in-
stead of decriminalising it?

Mr SKIDMORE: Might I suggest to the hon-
ourable member that if we do not make it a
crime, its legalisation would no longer be neces-
sary?

Mr Clarko: 'That is the next step.

Mr SKIDMORE:* The member for Karrinyup
can take whatever step he likes,

Mr Clarko: Are you responsible for what is in
your platform?

Mr SKIDMORE: I take pride in the fact that
at many conferences over several years I have in-
dicated that people are being persecuted. I am
referring to people who are not like me or the
member for Karrinyup. They have a deep com-
passion and can feel love for people-human
beings-in a way different from the way the
member for Karrinyup and I feel. The member
for Karrinyup does not want to recognise these
people and neither do many others, because he
believes their way of life is abhorrent.

Mr Clarko: I'did not Say that. You are saying
it.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am not saying it is abhor-
rent. I recognise it as compassion and I believe
their compassion should be recognised, and this
is what the Hill tries to do. It recognises that
there is a problem and that there are people in
the world, as the member for Balcatta rightly said,
who can feel friendliness in the first instance, and
love -and affection in the second instance, for
people of their own sex.

This subject has been referred to mainly in the
male gender tonight, as though the female section
of our society is ini some way not committed to
homosexuality. We all know that is not true.
Of course, there are homosexuals among males
and females in our community.

I do not know whether or not the degree of
homosexuality is pertinent at all. Does it really
matter whether we have 5 per cent, 10 per cent,
20 per cent, or 30 per cent of homosexuals
throughout the world? Surely it is pertinent to
say there are homosexuals who have been perse-
cuted by a law over the years just because they
are different from their fellow men. I am 'aware
that the custodians of our legislation and the
Criminal Code have been very humane in their
attitude over many years. They have virtually
looked the other way when it came to the question
of homosexual activities between consenting ,adults.
If a law is not applied, it is not a good law.
When those responsible do not enforce a law, it
would seem to me to be a bad law and a law

which should be changed. That is exactly what
this amending Bill seeks to do; it seeks to take
the stigma of criminality -away from homosexu-,
ality.

Some memberi opposite mentioned that, as
parents, we should be conscious of our children
and their attitude to homosexuality. Might I
suggest that I can produce opinions from pro-
fessors and law reform societies on this question.

I believe that a child, without any influence
whatsoever, could be a homosexual from the time
of his. birth. I suggest that if one of my children
was a homosexual I would be compassionate. I
believe I could recognise that that child would
have a hard time in life, and that he would be
denied certain rights white growing up because
of his sexual feelings. Surely to goodness, to
say that we should shut our eyes to that sort of
thing is the basis on which Christianity will fail.

Those parents who condemn their children by
not recognising the fact that they have strong
homosexual tendencies, and have had them since
conception, condemn themselves, It is some-
thing which parents must recognise as ,a matter
of fact.

I believe those people who have homosexual
feelings are entitled to them. I do not have any
right, as a member of Parliame~nt Or ats a memn-
ber of the community, to foist my moral code on
anybody else. The question of the moral code
of a person is his own to determine within the
social structure in which he lives. Therefore,
I want to make it quite plain I intend to support
the amending Bill.

I have had constituents writing to me on this
issue. Some, have challenged me on the basis
that if I support it all sorts of terrible things
will happen and that our social values will go
overboard. They claim we will have an age of
depravity and that the children of- this nation
will all of a sudden become depraved and every-
body will participate in homosexual activities.
They believe that all those unfortunate children
who have still to be born into this world will
be perverted by parents in homosexual situations.
That is the sort of scare tactic we have to face.
We have to realise there is a minority group of
people who are denied freedom from criminal
action simply because they aire different from
the rest of us in the community. Are they
really that very much different from the rest of
us, merely because they show compassion to one
another? That is how I see it.

Iwould like to reply very quickly to some o
the arguments raised by the member for Vasse
when speaking in opposition to this Bill. He
mentioned the ALP State platform, and ridiculed
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it on the grounds that he felt it was quite wrong
and improper that matters such as homosexuality
should be in the platform. He mentioned an
item appearing on page 8 of the State platform
operative from August, 1976.

Mr Blaikie: Is that the legalising of prosti-
tution?

Mr SKIDMORE: The member opposite re-
minds me of my parrot; he keeps repeating silly
statements.

Mr Watt; Where does he learn them?

Mr SKIDMORE: Clause 8 on page 8 of our
State platform reads-

To initiate ways of ensuring that both
mates and females are equally able to look
after their children without disadvantage due
to economic, social or sexual differences.

It seems that with the passing of this Bill homo-
sexuals, all of a sudden, have the right to be
custodians of children. I pose the question:
"Why not"?

Mr Blaikie: Do you approve of it?

Mr SKIDMORE: Is it considered that a
homosexual parent, because of the indig-
nity we have foisted on him, should have
a child taken away if the other parent did not
want to took after it? Are members opposite
saying that that chitd should be denied its
parental love merely because one of the parents
was a homosexual? Is that the type of decadence
we wish to have in our society? Is that what
members opposite are saying? Of course they
are.

Members opposite do not understand the
question before us. To them it seems to be
completety wrong that a mother, who is a lesbian,
could have an affection for her child born out of
a marriage which failed because of a latent
tendency to homosexuality in one of the parents?
Does that mean that mother should repudiate her
child, because she is a homosexual? Do mem-
bers opposite want to break up the family struc-
ture of people in that situation? Is that what
members opposite are advocating? I believe *jt
is because they take us to task on what we have
set out in our platform.

We were taken to task on clause 3 on page
8 of our platform. Under the heading "Dis-
crimination" ctause 3 reads--

To introdtace legislation to make alt forms
of sex discrimination unlawfu-

There is nothing wrong with that. Do we want
to make that anything other than what it is?

Mir Blaikie: What about clause 4?

Mr SKIDM ORE: To continue-
-and to implement community-wide educa-
tion programmes to raise awareness of sex-
uality..

Is there something wrong with the fact that we
want to raise the question of sexuality?

Mr Blaikie: What about clause 4?

Mr SKIDMORE: Do we not want to raise the
question of sexuality as it applies to homosexuails?
Clause 4, to which the member for Vasse has
been referring, is one which surely should not be
of any great significance to any person of comn-
passion.

Mr Blaikie: Read the whole clause.

Mr SKIDMORE: I will in my own time, if the
member for Vasse will shut up for a minute, and
stop interjecting. Clause 4 reads-

To ensure that in sex education pro-
grammes, homosexuality is presented as a
capacity basic in some human beings, the
expression of which is basic and natuiral.

The member for Vasse takes strong exception to
that particular part of our platform.

Mr Staikie: Read it in conjunction with clause
35.

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Vasse should
be on the end of a fish hook because he takes it
out of context and misconstrues the whole of the
stale ment. If the member for Vasse does not
recognise that there is a capacity basic in some
human beings to express a homosexual tendency,
he should not have been talking to the Bill tonight.

That is precisely what the Bill is bringing to
notice. Having accepted it as a matter of fact, I
suggest what we say is that to those human
beings that is basic and natural. That is what I
have been saying for quite some time. In my view,
there is nothing wrong with paragraph 4, and had
the member for Vasse been more objective in his
interpretat ion of the platform he would have 'con-
curred with my thinking. He probably would not
recognise anything of value that did not happen
to fall within his tenets.

Clause 11 deals with the family group and
deals in full with all the relevant legislation. Sub-
clause (d) to which he referred slates-

To change adoption laws so that individuals
may adopt or foster children.

I am nut sure what that has to do with the Bill,
but it has been raised with me by the member for
Vasse and was allowed by the Acting Speaker
(Mr Watt) at the time to become part of the
debate. There is nothing strange about wanting to
change the adoption laws if we find they are
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wrong. We feel there could be something wrong
with them, but I am not sure what that matter
has to do with the Bill. What is wrong with it?

Mr Blaikie: Read it in the context of clauses 3,
4, 8, 9, and 10.

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Vasse says
those clauses are sinister, that they all add up to
the fact that homosexuals are dirty people and
should be persecuted. That is what the member for
Vasse put forward as a logical argument for not
having compassion for people who happen to be
cifferenit from him.

I conclude on that note. I see it as a moral
issue and one which has troubled me for some
time. I am proud to stand up here tonight to de-
fend those people who have been persecuted for
far too long and in too many ways. They have
been persecuted by way of blackmail by people
who think they can hold it over their heads, par-
ticularly in the teaching profession. We know
very well the turmoil in the mind of the teacher
who happens to be homosexual; we know how
careful he has to be with his pupils. These people
have been persecuted by poofter bashers; six or
seven heterosexuals might go around bashing up
the people to whom they refer in a degrading way
as poofters, and say they have had a great night's
entertainment.

If we can remove that stigma, with its con-
sequent feeling of degradation, which is placed
upon them by other people, we will have gone
a tong way towards making our society better.
The purveyors of doom who have spoken against
the Bill would have us believe it would lead to
the breaking down of the Christian way of life in
this State.

I support the Bill. I believe it is a good one. I
hope it is carried so that these people will cease
to be persecuted and can take their place in so-
ciety on an equal footing with myself and others.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [12.25 amn.]: The
quintessence of this Bill concerns the standard of
morality in Western Australia. It is interesting to
hear the member for Swan say it is a moral
matter. Questions of right and wrong are difficult
to lay down in precise terms. There is a great deal
of disagreement even about the question of some-
one taking another person's life. There are people
who support the murderer, claiming that as a
child he was taken from his mother's breast too
early. A great deal of emphasis is given to a
heap of pseudo-psychology by pressure groups who
are trying to establish a new level of morality.

The Press has been classical in terms of such
things as censorship. The new-found saviour of
politics in Australia (Mr Don Chipp) in 1972

brought in new censorship laws, the upshot of
which was that any person who is completely
engrossed in pornography and the like can derive
all his enjoyment from reading the advertisements
for the weekend movies in the Daily News and
The West Australian and looking at the dis-
graceful things appearing in the photographs in
such newspaper advertising.

I was recently speaking to a person who runs
a chain of picture theatres. He said, "Be careful.
I have laid it down emphatically that not more
than half of the films shown on a particular night
may be 'R'-rated movies." These kinds of things
are pushed by the Press and other media and
those who call themselves liberals. They are try-
ing to establish a new level of morality.

I say homosexuality is morally wrong and
socially harmful to our society. If we take any
action such as that contained in this piece of
legislation it will open the way for an increase in
the incidence of homosexuality.

Mr Bryce: That black car will be yours.

Mr CLARKO: I have read the 1976 platform of
the Western Australian Labor Party, and it vir-
tually says the Labor Party supports homosexu-
ality. The member for Cosnells tried to say there
is not much in this Bill and that all the Opposi-
tion is trying to do is decriminalise, not legalise,
homosexuality. But we come to the part of the
platform which says "We propose to legalise
homosexuality." The member for Swan hangs
his head when he talks about the subject and looks
a hit ashamed.

Mr Skidmore: He is not ashamed at all.

Mr CLARKO: Why does he not interject from
his own seat?

Mr Skidmore: I will interject from here.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable miem-
ber will resume his seat. The member for Swan
should realise he is not entitled 10 interject from
anywhere but his own place. Hei is not supposed
to interject anyway, but interjections are tolerated
when a member is sitting in his seat,

Mr Skidnmore: I didn't know there was any
Standing Order on the issue.

The SPEAKER: Order! I did not ask for any
back-chat on the issue.

Mr Skidmore: It was not given, Sir.

The SPEAKER: I believe it was.

Mr CLARKO: Apparently none of the miem-
bers of the Opposition are themselves homo-
sexual. It seems to me quite a number of them
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would agree homosexuality is'morally wrong. I
therefore find it odd tha they should be so will-
ing to lend their -support to the Bill. But then,
perhaps I should not be. too harsh on them.

Members opposite have no choice. If there
are, let us say, four members over there who
find it a complete .and total moral anathema to
support this Bill, thiey are bound by the pledge.
No matter how strongly they are opposed to it,
they can do nothing but vote for it. Not one
of them will- be game enough, or have the
courage, to do what the I-on Ron Thompson
-did. They wilt all vote the one way, even if
the legislation is totally and morally unaccept-
able to them, personally.

As I said, this Is the first step. Kim Beazicy
Senior knows the Labor Party' inside out and
he knows what sort of moral spittoons they are
becoming. He knows that the- left wingers are
taking over the party. More and snore we find
[bat the middle-of-the-road Labor supporters are
being replaced gradually and of course, it is a
tremendous thing for us electorally and it is
something we do. not have to fear. Obviously we
will finish up with a Labor Party composed of
-tank left winrgers and we will. have a clear and
'demonstrable dichotomy between the two parties.
Labor is the party of total permissiveness, and
the only question is the speed at which it is
travelling.

Mr H. 1). Evans: .Don't talk rubbish.

Mr . CLARKO: Opposition members have
spoken about the decriminalisation of homo-
sexuality. The member for Gosnells demonstrated
his gall when *he said that -is all he is concerned
about, when his party's platform binds him to
something quite different.

If this legislation is passed, we will move to the
situation where people will demand equality be-
tween homosexuals and heterosexuals. It seems to
me that logically complete equality will be in-
sisted upon. Once this first sanction is removed,
how can we draw a line about where we will
510o

.A homosexual spokesman who appeared on
tetevision was most emphatic that this legislation
-is the first step. In my opinion if one believes that
homosexuality is morally correct, and if one be-
lieves -it is a good thing for our society, then
one must go along with all the other ideas that
have been put forward by earlier speakers. We will
see a couple of men walking down the street,
holding hands, giving each other a cuddle and
kiss, and pll the rest of it. Another question will
be about the adoption of children.

I have a magnificent magazine here which is
called National W. It is chock-full of gross
pornographic homosexuality. The finance for this
magazine came from compulsory contributions by
people all round Australia, many of whom have
complete anathema for homosexuality.

Mr Blaikie: Not AUS members.

Mr CLARKO: The United States of America
started to move towards giving the Negroes a
better go, and Hollywood decided that if five
people appeared in a scene, one of these people
had to be a Negro. Does this mean that when
Bovis Homes shows an advertisement on tele-
vision for its new homes in Greenwood, one
couple in every five would have to be men hold-
ing hands and giving each other a cuddle? These
people would have to have a certain share of ad-
vertising on television and radio, and in stories
in the Press. Then we would find our schools and
church people promoting the view that homosex-

-uality is merely another way of having sexual
relations and that one should not exh ibit any sort
of bias, bar, or criticism whatsoever about it.
These people will say that they should be, given
a complete and equal opportunity to promote
homosexuality.

Already we find reports in the Press that Elton
John says he is a bi-sexual, and that he indulges
in heterosexual relations, homosexual relations,
and anything else. One does wonder about the
reference to anything else!

I would like to ask members opposite why they
are so unfair, so discriminatory, towards people
'who indulge in btuggery. The Bill be~fore us seeks
to alter sections 181 and 182 of the Act, but
surprisingly to me, the reference (o buggery will
remain in the legislation. What happens to the
men who enjoy and indulge in buggery?

Mr Jamieson:- What is yoqr definition of bug-
gery?

Mr CLARKO: Just br. quiet for a minute.

-'Mr Jamieson: I will not. What is your defini-
tion of buggery.)

Mr CLARKO: If members look at the proposed
amendments to the Act, they will see that there
is no attempt to remove the reference to buggery.
Is this tendency to buggery innate or acquired?
I myself query whether it is innate. If it is sought
to delete from the Act the reference to homosex-
uals, it would be logical to g0 further to delete the
provision in relation lo buggery. If we are to per-
mit freely consenting adults in their own bedroom.
or stable to indulge in homosexual acts, why can
we not go further? Can members opposite give
me logical reasons for this?-
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Opposition members say that homosexuality is
a natural act an 'd so they will support homosex-
uals. If members look at the policy of the Labor*
Party, they will see that the education programme
is to teach that homosexuality is a natural act. In
addition, the Labor Party wants to change com-
munity attitudes, and of course, the place to do
that is in the schools. I must admit that there will
not be much trouble in the media, but I hope
there will be trouble in the schools.

Again I ask members opposite what their
feelings would be if they found a homosexual
propositioning their sons. Also, I wonder how
skilled a homosexual would be in deciding
whether a person is 16, 17, or 18 years old.

Mr Jamieson: I would not like a heterosexual
propositioning my daughter either.

Mr CLARKO: This Bill will make it easier
for a person to proposition boys because of
what is set down in the Bill.

Mr Bryce: That argument is as old as the
hills and it is quite fallacious.

Mr CLARKO: H-onmosexuality was removed
from the Statute hook in England and what has
happened over there'? I wou~ld like to refer
to an article which appeared in the 16tb October
edition of The Sunday Times. It is headed,
"Young boys in vice trap", and it reads as
follows-

A nationwide circle of 'men.- who trapped
young boys in a net of vice in Britain has
been smashed by Scotland Yard detectives.

In a year-long investigation they un-
* covered a trail of faimily misery involving

youngsters corrupted by men calling them-
selves puedophiles-advocates of sex with
children.

Youi may recall, Mr Speaker, that I interjected
when the member for Cosnells was speaking in
a very poor debuting style, trying to build his
argument around the statement that what happens
between consenting adults sexually, in private, is
their own business, and that we Should not go
into their bedrooms.

I interjected at that time to ask the member
for Gosnells whether he Supported incest. If
what he says is universally true, we would have
to support incest between two adults consenting
in private. I throw in this example, because
some people might say, "Incest cannot be al-
lowed because children might result from it."
So let us use as an example two sterilised adults
committing incest in private. It seems to me
that is the quintessence of weakness of the mem-
ber's particular argument about what happens
in the privacy of one's bedroom. I reject that,

and I say further that if we ease the gexuzi
mores of our society, then we open up the way
for these paedophiles.

In England the homosexuals are saying, "Why
should we not have sex with minors if we so
wish? That is our business." Another important
point is that many people Who support homo-
sexuals do so because they feel sorry for the
people concerned. The story is that a person
is born a homosexual and therefore he cannot
help it. That is not so; it is an acquired practice.

When we look at the memorandum from the
Homosexual Law Reform Coalition, which is
signed by David Myers, we find it says homo-
sexuals are not born that -way, nor can they be
changed into heterosexuals. That interests me,
because many people say the reason, we have to
be sorry for homosexuals is that they cannot help
themselves. That is the opinion of that homo-
sexual grouip. However, what is the opinion of
Dr Gerald Tewflk, a Psychiatrist who ran a
psychiatric clinic in Bentley?

Mr Jamieson: He retracted that before ihe
Honorary Royal Commission.

Mr CLARKO: I am not interested in interjec-
tions of that sort from the Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

Mr Jamieson: Ask the Speaker.

Mr CLAR KO: If what the Leader of the Oppo-
sition says is correct, and if Dr Tewfik retracted
his statement which was as follows-

.I.homosexuality was an immature and
Linsatisfactory expression of sex. People were
not born with the condition. It developed.

-then all I have is the view of homosexuals them-
selves. What does the Leader of the Opposition
think about that? If that is not good enough for
him, let me say that a great deal of evidence has
been produced in respect of America-that great
Society Which has gay bars and gay brothels; and
I believe if oheo goes to rines Square one finds
one is propositioned by homosexuals just as often
as one is propositioned by heterosexuals.

The essence of this Bill deals with the repeal
of criminal sanctions. I oppose the Bill because
it is my judgment that if we remove those sanctions
the activities of homosexuals will increase.

Mr Bryce: What about the activities. of women
homosexuals?

Mr CLARKO: I am making my comments,
aind the Deputy Leader of the Opposition can
make his when I have finished.

I believe the present sanctions inhibit the inci-
dence of homosexuality. I presume at present
homosexuals have to be fairly carefull abouit
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approaching people at, say, a cocktail party and
saying, "What about it?" because they might be
talking to a sergeant of police or to one of the
largest people in the plac.

Mr Jamieson: He might happen to be one.

Mr CLARKO: I am saying that if we remove
the sanctions it is more likely these people will
put the hard word on others, and there will be
more seduction. As I said, I have been a teacher
and I can tell members how hard it is to pick
the age of a young person and say he is IS years
of age or he is 17 years of age; it is almost
impossible. If we remove the sanctions we have
at greater likelihood of the seduction of minors;
and furthermore, something which is anathema to
me is that we could see public displays of homo-
sexuality. Clearly the present sanctions prevent
that.

Where do we draw the line? I support the line
being drawn where it is at present. I say to
members opposite that they are unable to say if
they remove this line from where it is at present
they can put it in a particular new place and
say, "This is where we want it for these reasons"
because they destroy their whole argument when
they try to reinsert the line. If they remove the
line they will allow incest and all the rest of it,
including buggery. I am surprised that has been
included in the Bill.

As the hour is late, I will conclude on the
matter of the conscience vote. Thk was a prime
part of the speech of the member (or Gosnells;,
he asked uts to vote with our consciences. I think
we are the only group in the Parliament he could
ask to do that.

Mr Bryce: You took a real licking today.

Mr CLARKO: I ask members opposite to vote
with their consciences. Members who belong to
the National Country Party and to the Liberal
Party will be voting according to their consciences,
and I invite members opposite to do the same.

My conscience is crystal clear on this matter.
I am opposed to the Bill, and I seriously hope
the majority of members in this House support
me. I look forward anxiously to be joined by

afew members of the Opposition who have
argued for this matter as being one for a con-
science vote.

MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the Op-
position) [12.45 a.m.j: I find it very bard to
believe, Sir, that you are a member of the same
political party as some members opposite who
have spoken tonight; and that applies also to the
I-on, V. J. Ferry and the Hon. R. J. L. Williams.

I do not wish to aggravate your position because
of your display of great courage this afternoon.
I find a whole string of other members of the
Liberal Party in Western Australia also endorse
the sentiments contained in this Bill. tn fact, che
Young Liberal Movement has carried resolutions
at its conferences.

Mr O'Connor: What was the Hon. Ron
Thompson's view?

Mr BRYCE: In fact, the Liberal Party at
its 1976 State conference carried a proposition
along the lines of favouring the decriminalisation
of homosexual acts between consenting adults in
private.

There is also quite a long list of Liberals in
the Federal Parliament who voted in support of
a Bill introduced by that former Liberal Prime
Minister, Sir John Gorton, to decriminalise homo-
sexality in the Capital Territories. Those are
the sorts of people who have been denigrated in
this Chamber by the member for Vasse, the
member for Karrinyup, and the member for
Pilbara as being people who seek the deliberate
deterioration of the moral fibre of our society-
members of their own party.

Mr Sodeman: Canton is no longer a member.

Mr BRYCE: That certainly cannot be said for
the many dozens of delegates at the 1976 State
conference of the Liberal Party and the pre-
sumably hundreds of members of the Young
Liberal Movement, and the members of the
Federal Parliament who supported that Bill.

Mr Blaikie: You are forgetting an important
point. Irrespective of what is curried at our con-
ferences, as Liberal members of Parliament we
are not bound by chose decisions. That is a
very important point.

Mr Jamieson: r wouldn't boast too much about
that when your rank and file has no authority.

Mr BRYCE: I am very proud of the principle
which operates in my political party, because
people who vote for an endorsed Australian Labor
Party candidate at election time know precisely
what they are voting for because we indicate to
them quite clearly what is our policy. No-one
compels us to join the Labor Party or to accept
its policies and its principles. We are proud to do
so, and when the day arrives that we are no
longer prepared to do so we have the option
available to us to leave the party. That is some-
thing members opposite should remember very
clearly.

Mr O'Connor: Like the Hon. Ron Thompson.
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Mr BRYCE. The Hon. Ron Thompson decided
that this would be the issue on which he would
part company with the other members of the
Labor Party because he did not believe in this
plank of our platform. There are members in this
place and in another place who, if they felt suf-
ficiently strongly about this issue, also have that
option available to them.

Mr Spriggs: is that a threat?

Mr BRYCE: No. I can well imagine that mem-
bers opposite have been seriously stunned today
by Virtue of the operation of the famous con-
science vote. We saw some members exercise a
conscience vote; and therefore members opposite
have spent the rest of this day reminding the
Parliament that they have this wonderful thing
called a conscience.

Mr O'Connor: You arc forgetting the argument
about incest and buggery. How about giving us
your view on that?

Mr Sodeman: How about speaking to the Bill.

Mr BRYCE: I am very happy to, because I was
one of the members of the Parliament who spent
a considerable amount of time listening to state-
nments given to the Honorary Royal Commission
whkch was appointed and sat in 1973-74. Perhaps
at the outset it is a. pity that the member for
Vasse, the memnber for Karrinyup, the member for
Pilbara, and possibly even that bright diamond
who has come to the Chamber from Clontarf, did
not spend time on that Honorary Royal Com-
mission.

I suggest to the House, Mr Speaker, that you
as an individual, together with the Hon. Vie
Ferry and the Hon. John Williams, were not
convinced of the case in favour of decriminalising
ho0mosexuality in respect of consenting adults in
private before that Honorary Royal Commission
spent weeks receiving many detailed written sub-
missions and hearing verbal statements by various
witnesses. I gathered the impression that the
Liberal members of the commission changed their
minds during the course of those weeks because of
the weight of evidence received by the commission.

The Principal purpose of this Bill is to end
the absurd discrimination between males and fe-
males. Members opposite claim sincerely to be-
lieve the present law reduces the frequency with
which homosexuality is practised in Western Aus-
tralia. However, not one speaker who has con-
tributed to this debate in opposition to the Bill
has seriously suggested the law should be broad-
ened to include a reference to females. This is one
of the absurd irregularities of the Criminal Code
as it now stands; it specifies only males.
(5)

Many members opposite may not be aware of
the suggested origin of this discriminatory pro-
vision-that, in fact, it was during the reign of
Queen Victoria that our Criminal Codes were
drawn up and it was Queen Victoria who was so
astonished when it was suggested to her the law
should include females that she exclaimed it was
not possible for women to demonstrate homosex-
uality between one woman and another.

On the basis of that absurd form of 19th cen-
tury thinking, so the Criminal Code was drawn
up specifically to relate only to men. [ would be
interested to hear some of the 19th century think-
ers opposite from Vasse, Karrinyop, Pilbara, or
Mundaring indicate whether they believe the law
should be modified to embrace women.

We on this side recognise this ridiculous form
of discrimination. We recognise it has its genesis
in the 191h century and we are sincerely ad-
vocating the lime has arrived when it should
be changed. The Honorary Royal Commission
itself brought to light a great deal of interesting
information and destroyed a whole range of old-
fashioned prejudices in respect of this question.
Probably the most interesting one relates to this
question of poofter bashing. A considerable
amount of poofter bashing has been engaged in
this evening in this Chamber. It has been a
form of verbal poolter hashing.

Mr Clurko: It is a disgraceful word; do not
Use it. Give it up!

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, it is interesting to
see who reacts most strongly, because as you
will recall, the overwhelming evidence presented
to the commission revealed that people in our
society most likely to be the poofter bashers
and to resort to physical violence against homo-
sexuals are the people who have the gravest,
most twisted sense of doubt about their own
sexuality. They are the people who are torn
within themselves as to just where and what
they are. This is the type of person who most
frequently resorts to physical violence.

The person who is most likely to be the most
brutally outspoken and critical of these people
in the verbal sense also is the sort of person
who has these grave doubts about his SesXIaIrity.

Mr Blaikie: Where does that put the member
for Morley? The member for Gosnells would
be in that category too.

Mr BRYCE: Becausie we have this antiquated
section in the Criminal Code, the overwhelming
evidence presented to the commission illustrated
there was a considerable amount of quite un-
necessary and unpalatable physical violence.
Probably the most unpalatable aspect of this
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form of violence is that a great number of the
assaults are not even reported to the police.
Somebody, who in fact is a homosexual and is
picked on in a physical sense by somebody who
quite conceivably is a latent homosexual at-
tempting to suppress those feelings, fears the
prospects of going to at police station and re-
porting the assault for the very reason that this
section is on the Statute book.

That part of our Criminal Code these days
is the very thing which prevents a lot of these
eases of violence - being reported to the police,
and it prevents the appropriate action being
taken. I for one simply cannot condone ai con-
tinuation of that situation.

Mr Clarko: Nobody does.

Mr BRYCE: That is a very good reason for
,Stipporting a Bill which seeks to change such a
section.

Mr Clarko: Why did you not move to legalise
it'?

Mr BRYCE: At this stage of the debate I had
better put ihe member for Karrinyuip right. I
have no objection if he wants to pose as an
athority on ihe AustralianLbo Pat pl-
form. However, he should do his homework
on this matter because in fact there are two
sections of our platform which specifically dis-
cuiss and relate to this question. One is the
section on discrimination, it outlines and clearly
defines the desirability of decriminalising homo-
Sexual acts-

Mr Blaikie: It does not use that term. You
say "legalise".

Mr BRYCE: The other section of the plat-
form is the legal section; it talks about the
legalising of homosexuat acts carried out in
private between consenting adults. However,
members opposite simply could not wait. Copies
of the ALP platform have been tabled in this
House and I sincerely hope members opposite
will read them carefully after this debate is over
annd will realise their error when they discover
there are two different sections of the platform.

Mr Clarko: We read both of them.

Mr BRYCE: One of the very interesting mat-
ters to come to light ats at result of the setting
uip of the Honorary Royal Commission is that
in our society today there is an abysmal ignor-
ance of sexuality in the broadest, total context.
We had doctors--ordinary MDs, specialists, and
professors from the Medical School of the Uni-
versity of Western Australia-submitting evidence
to the commission which indicated that in their
opinion there was a total lack of training of
doctors in respect of sexuality.

Many people tend to go to doctors when they
discover a problem or an anxiety about their
sexuality, and I am sure you, Mr Speaker, were
as astounded as I was to hear the extent and
nature of the training doctors received in this
important field. From memory -it was the pro-
fessor of the Medical School who admitted under
cross-examination that only three or four one-hour
lectures in the fourth or fifth year medical
course were devoted to instruction on sexulality.
rherefore, we find that as a general rtile doctors
in our society reflect the same form of ignorance
and the same levels of prejudice and bigotry
about sexuality as the rest of the community.

Dr Dadour: Speak for yourself.

Mr BRYCE: This is the ,ort of evidence which
was produced to the Honorary Royal Commission.

Mr Clarko: It differs from society to society
and from culture to culture.

Mr BRYCE: I am not talking about someone
who specialises in this field. The ordinary doctor
is no better informed with regard to sexuality
than a great proportion of the rest of the com-
munity. It is a great pity, and this is why there
is at great deal to substantiate the need for those
planks in the platform which have been singled
out for criticism by members opposite and which
deal with the desirability of sexual education.

Mr Clarko: Will you tell me whether you think
two adults in private have a right to have any
SexLual activities they like?

Mr BRYCE: I have at general view that I
do not believe the State ats such has at place in
the bedroom.

Mr Clarko: YoLI support incest?

Mr BRYCE; I do not support incest.
Mr Clarko: You must do: that is the quintess-

ence of what I said.

Mr BRYCE: I heard the member for Karrinyup
expand this rather convoluted theory during the
course of his remarks. I certainly do not support
incest and I want to indicate quite Clearly the
position our party adopts. tt may be a moral
offence and I am opposed to it, but the ALP
certainty would not be in favour of defining it as
a criminal offence.

The whole question of sexuality should not be
provided for in the Criminal Code. The sort of
things which ought to be spelt out are instances
where violence is used against adults or where
force is used in respect of juiveniles. I do not
believe the State has at responsibility to peek
over the shoulders of consenting adults in private.
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Mr Clarko: Including incest?

Mr BRYCE-. I have already answered the
member for Xarrinyup. No matter how he tries
to work in that little interjection it will not
change the reality. An argument advanced dur-
ing the course of this debate by the member for
Karrinyup reflected a first-class and typical pre-
judice against homosexuals. I believe I am not
misquoting him when I say that he posed this
question: "How would you like some male homo-
sexual to make an approach to your young son?"

Mr Clarko: I did ask the question. What is
wrong with that?

Mr BRYCE: Will the member allow me to
follow my own line of argument? Mr Speaker.
you will remember that evidence was produced
before the Honorary Royal Commission to
demonstrate that there is such a thing as a paedo-
file and that such a person showing an interest
in children can be heterosexual or homosexual.
There is nothing exclusive to homosexuality
which causes such people to be attracted to the
young. The court evidence is absolutely irrefut-
able in this respect. The Minister for Police
could readily check the situation. For every
single conviction that is recorded in the courts
against a heterosexual for that heterosexual's
approaches to a young human being there is
alongside it the same proportion of convictions
against homosexuals. This was one of the old-
fashioned prejudices used against male homo-
sexuals that was absolutely shot to pieces during
the course of the inquiry. It was probably one of
the revelations that helped to change the minds of
some of the Liberal members of this Parliament
who sat on that Honorary Royal Commission.

Mr Clarko: Was the proportion of people who
save evidence and who were homosexuals the
same as the proportion in the rest of society?

Mr BRYCE: Yes.
Mr Clarko: I would have thought that it was

the opposite; that the majority of people who
spoke to you were homosexuals.

Mr BRYCE: If the member is prepared to
look at the transcript and not simply at the con-
clusions he will see that the police records of
prosecutions in respect of this matter have been
actually incorporated in the evidence, and those
records demonstrate that it simply is not true
that homosexuals are interested in the younger
generation any more than heterosexuals. There
is certainly a proportion of humanity, described
as paedofiles, who have this interest in children,
whether they are heterosexuals or homosexuals.

One of the other interesting pieces of informa-
tion that can now be described as a revelation
to many members on the Honorary Royal Com-
mission is the fact that there is about us at
present a very disturbing amount of victimisation
in employment against homosexuals. Once again
it is a form of blatant discrimination in that it
applies only against male homosexuals because
the law singles out male homosexuals and
prescribes punishment for homosexual activities
between males. So males in industry, in Gov-
ernment, and in any employment situation which
members may care to describe-

Mr Coyne: In schools?

Mr BRYCE: Students or teachers?

Mr Coyne: Teachers.

Mr BRYCE: Anywhere. Evidence was pre-
sented to the Honorary Royal Commission to
demonstrate that in Western Australia today
people are being victimised and discriminated
against because of their sexuality-in this case
because they happen to be homosexuals.

Instances of blackmail were brought before the
Honorary Royal Commission and do not believe
many members present would argue that black -mail has not occurred quite frequently in this
respect. Some people could well imagine that
they have discovered a veritable pot of gold if
they find someone of sbibstantial means who hap-
pens to be a practising homosexual. There is an
element in society that seeks to prey on that sort
of person and to benefit directly from so- dointi
simply because there is a provision in the Criminal
Code that prescribes heavy penalties for it.

Some members opposite have already referred
to the fact that in recent years there have been
very few actual convictions. I think the member
for Munitoring drew our attention to this 'fact,
or possibly it was the member for Vasse. I apolo-
gise to the member for Mundaring if he did not
do so. If it was not him, it was the member for
Vasse. I stress to members that the almost
negligible number of convictions or prosecutions
in respect of this section of the Criminal Code
justifies its deletion from the Code. This is a1
very good reason that it should not be there.

If members shake their heads and disagree, in
order to be consistent they must advance the
incorporation of a new section in the Criminal
Code to encompass women. I should be interested
to see some of the members opposite declare
whether they agree with Queen. Victoria that
homosexuality does not occur amongst the female
population.
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Mr Herzfeld: Why change something that is
working perfectly well?

Mr BRYCE: This is the whole point. By
virtue of their own admissions members opposite
have indicated that this section of the Criminal
Code is not working. Certainly it is not working
in the way it was intended to work;, but it is having
deleterious effects in other ways.

The member for Pilbara was about to quote
some fairly enlightening passages from The Bible,
but he did not quite get around to doing so.
I was a little disappointed because I wanted to
compare them with some of the sections of
The Bible that were quoted by some people in
evidence before the Honorary Royal Commission.
The interesting thing as far as Western Australia
is concerned is that nearly all the leaders of the
churches in this State, speaking on behalf of their
congregations~

Mr O'Connor: Not necessarily.

Mr BRYCE: They are the spiritual leaders of
the churches;, they are the spokesmen for the
churches in the sense that a political leader makes
statements on behalf of a political party. We
have the Catholic Archbishop of Perth and the
representative of the Anglican Archbishop of.
Perth-

Mr O'Connor: These are elected people?

Mr BRYCE: Irrespective of whether they are,
they are j-ust as elected as the Premier is.

Members opposite are being cute indeed if they
are going to suggest that the Premier, the Leader
of the Liberal Party, has the authority to speak
for the people who support him yet the Leader
of the Catholic Church in Western Australia does
not have the authority to speak for the Catholics
in Western Australia and reflect the church's
view,

The Catholic Church, the Anglican Church, and
the Uniting Church, all tendered their view that
it was time this provision of the Criminal Code
was deleted; that the whole question be decrim-
inalised. There were also members of the Armed
forces and private schools for both boys and
girls who gave evidence to the commission, some
of whom chose to give their evidence in camera.
They wanted their position to remain quiet for
their own reasons and no-one objected to that.
However, this is the reality of the situation.

The member for Pilbara quoted a recent Mor-
gan poll and spoke about whether or not we are a
godly nation and whether or not we are a Chris-
tian nation. I remind the House that in 1976 a
Morgan poll-and it was the most recent Morgan
poll in respect of this issuie-indicated that 68 per

cent of Australians believed it was time there
was somie form of change in the laws relating to
homosexuality and the Criminal Code. I believe
the figure of 68 per cent applied also to Western
Australians.

I would like to conclude by saying I find it
strange indeed that members of the Liberal Party
in this Chamber have taken the stance this evening
Which Suggests that People Who are supporting this
measure are about to destroy the Moral fibre of
our society. There are many members of the Lib-
eral Party in another place who supported this
Bill.

The Attorney-General did not agree with some
of the bush lawyers in this place about the alleged
weaknesses in the drafting of the Bill. We have
seen Liberal Party members of Parliament in
other States; conservative politicians in other
countries; and Liberal Party politicians in the Fed-
eral Parliament, who would not have a truck of
the argument advanced in this Chamber tonight
by Government members who are opposed to the
Bill. I have a division list here that indicates, in
respect of a Bill which was passed in 1973 in the
House of Representatives-it can be found on
page 2335 dated the 18th October of the Federal
Mansard-and anyone who cares to consult it
wilt find a Whole range of Liberal members of
the Federal Parliament who voted for that par-
ticular legislation.

Mr Mensaros: You are confirming what we are
saying; that it is not a party Bill but a conscience
Bill.

Mr BRYCE: We will be interested to see in
the Ministers own terms how many Government
members in this Chamber reflect the thinking of
the membership of the council of the Liberal
Party; the Young Liberals organisation; the Fed-
eral Liberal Party; the Liberal Party in South
Australia; and the Government's conservative
counterparts in other Parliaments. I sincerely hope
some will reflect this thinking, as I believe this
Bill is a step in the right direction.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat-Minister for
Mines) 11.14 am.):. Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Crane), I am sorry that the practice of the
House compels you, when calling me, to refer
to me as the Minister for Mines. I want to
speak tonight as the member for Floreat be-
cause it is quite clear this is not a party Bill.
I feel that for a brief period I should give ac-
count to the House and to my electors for the
three main reasons I am opposing this Bilt.

We are talking about decriminalisation which
is of course equal with legalisation and indeed
in this or any other country I know of no law

3568



ITuesday. 15th November, 19771 36

which distinguishes between tolerating, accepting,
welcoming, or condoning certain actions that are
not an offence. An action is either criminal or
it is not. Therefore, if it is not a criminal offence
it automatically becomes not only legal but it is
condoned also.

Based on this undefeatable logic I would like
to progress to the second argument which is
that if something is a criminal offence and is
not being prosecuted, and therefore if a law is
not being implemented, we might as well do
away with it. I do not agree with this argument
and I will explain why very briefly.

There are many historical facts which we
know only because the law of a certain country
remained. One thinks of Hamurabbi's State
and other societies where, had it not been for
the laws which were set down and retained by
those civilisations, we would not have had any
idea what those communities or societies of
those ages thought were acceptable ethics or
morals.

In some of the countries of the continent where
1 grew up, studied and practised law,
adultery even in my time remained a criminal
offence, It was never prosecuted but it
remained on the Statute books because the
legislators thought they had a Christian com-
munity and they wished to express the morality
and the ethics of the majority of the community.
Therefore, they left that provision on the Statute
books as a warning and as a sign for history
that this was the view of the community of the
day.

I say consequently that if anyone wants to
use the wrong word, "decriminalise", which
therefore means to legalise and therefore con-
dones such a thing, he should say so because
I would not for myself, my constituents, or
the vast majority of the State, condone these
actions.

Mr Bryce: But 68 per cent disagree with you.

Mr MENSAROS: The second reason-and I
will be very hrief-is that none of the tremendous
amount of literature or evidence, whether it be
from the Wolfenden committee or the committee
the Deputy Leader of the opposition referred to,
has established homosexual inclination as some-
thing that is inherited. I have not seen any
conclusive evidence or even a serious allegation
staling that homosexuality is not acquired.

Mr Bryce: It is not.

Mr MENSAROS: The Opposition does not
like the truth.

Mr Pearce: it is the truth.

Mr Bryce: There are two schools of thought.
Tell us of the psychologists who advance the
argument that it is genetical.

Mr MENSAROS: I will be five minutes only,
even though members opposite had more time.
As homosexuality is acquired, I would not do
anything for anyone that would give them more
opportunity to acquire this sad state of affairs.

Briefly, the third reason for my opposition is-
and the subject has been canvassed-that despite
the fact some Opposition members wanted to cur-
tail the speech of the member for Vasse because
they thought it was not in connection with the Bill,
I could not imagine anything that could be more
in connection with this Bill than the consequences
and the results of the Bill if it Were enacted.

Mr Acting Speaker, there is not the slightest
doubt, as has been pointed out by some previous
speakers, that the consequences would be further
steps towards greater development of the situation
of permissiveness regarding homosexual acts.
Not only would there be demnands for the legis-
lation to be further changed; but also if this Bill
was enacted it would provide an opportunity to
openly teach about homosexuality in schools. Of
course, that would relate to the fact that it is
acquired and that it can be easily acquired. There
would then be requests for the lowering of the
age of consent; the question of legalising incest
would be raised; and bestiality, which is referred
to in the Criminal Code as buggery would also
be looked at with the view of legalising it.

This has been established in the United King-
dom. A law reform commission for homosexual-
ity was set up. As soon as that commission
achieved what it said it primarily wished to
achieve, it changed its name and became a law
reform committee recommending and campaign-
ing for the lowering of the age of consent and the
legalising of incest.

During the brief time I have been speaking, I
have mentioned three main reasons, and there are
many others, for my opposition to the Bill. Based
on my convictions, on my experience, and on my
legal background I oppose it.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): The
Leader of the Opposition.

Dr Dadour: He is o~ut of turn.

Mr Jamieson: I am very sorry.

Dr Dadour: You are sorry, all right!

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I gave the
call to the Leader of the Opposition.
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MR JAMIPSON (Welshpool--Leader of the
Opposition) [1.23 am.]: Mr Acting Speaker, even-
tually an amendment to the section of the Crim-
inal Code with which we have been dealing last
night and this morning will be passed by this
Parliamerit, because of the necessity to clean up
a situation which presently exists. Probably it
exists because this is one of the situations regard-
Ing morals and sexual relationships which has
been derived from religious law and incorporated
into Statute law. This is where we have been in-
volved in some horrible mix-ups over the years.

At a result of the evidence we heard when sit-
ting on the Honorary Royal Commission for a
considerable nunmber of months, I was quite satis-
fied for several reasons which I will give later-

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! There is too
much unnecessary chatter in the Chamber.

Mr JAMIESON: -that amendments should be
made to the Criminal Code to overcome the -pre-
sent situation. -

Earier tonight the member- for Pilbaia made
reference to animal activities,-and he said be did
not believe homosexual tendencies existed In any
other animal kingdom. As the member may de-
termine from records of the evidence presented
to the commission, zoologists gave evidence there
and explained very clearly thait from observing
animal kingdoms, and particularly colonies of
apes, they found the percentage of homosexual
activity was almost identical with the activity
which is allegedly associated with human beings.
While the zoologists could watch the apes, the
problem with human beings is they are either
boasters or hiders and no-one really knows the
exact number. Estimates can be made by various
means and an approximate figure can be reached
of the number of incidents relating to honmq-
sexuality in our community.

This estimate of activities among human beings
proved to be almost identical with the estimate
arriy 'ed at from observations carried out of various
animal groups. Not only were apes observed,
but many varieties of animals were also watched
and one does not have to go further than the
farmyard to discover the real situation.

I do not know where people get the idea that
homosexuality is confined to human beings only.
This act is performed by other animals. There-
fore, it appears that this is more than Just a
developed activity. It is a matter of choice
whether persons receive sexual gratification as a
result of intercourse in the normal way, through
anal intercourse, or possibly even through mastur-

-bation. If they aire not doing anybody any harmt,
it is a matter of personal choice.

This is an area where the member for Karrinyup
may agree, because I believe, and it has been
evidenced by the actions in all animal kingdoms,
that this sort of activity should exclude intercourse
with relatives. Even the lesser tribes in the
world-the Aborigines in their native state-made
sure that intercourse with relatives was not per-
mitted., I would point out that in the ancient
Egyptian kingdom some prominent leaders were
bred into the community as a result of intercourse
between brothers and sisters. This was the accepted
situation and the recognised way for the bloodline
to be continued. However, I do not want to get
into that argument.

Mr Laurance: The incestuous relationship?

Mr JAMIESON: Yes; there had beeii incestuous
relationships.

Mr Herzfeld: Are yoUl advocating that?

Mr JAMIESON: The big know-all from the
back opens his jackal mouth again.

Mr Herzfeld: Are you advocating it?

Mr JAMIESON: I am not advocating it at all.
If the honourable member opened his ears and
listened for a while he would know what I am
talking about and he would not go on in his
stupid fashion.

Mr Herzfeld: Can you not answer a civil
question?

Mr JAMIESON: I was not at any time advo-
cating incest. I was pointing out that amongst
the animal kingdom and amongst human beings
some way was usually found to continue the
blood lines a little apart from the family circle.
In the main I believe that is desirable, although I
did point out there had been historic occasions
when some sort of success was achieved by breed-
ing very closely. When people are breeding ani-
mals for specific purposes very often they bring
blood lines together. Of course, this generally
produces the product the people are looking for
and exaggerates the desired characteristic. This
is what has occurred previously.

However, we do not look for that in human
beings. We look for deployment of the genes
to ensure that any hereditary problems in the
genetic side of one partner is not aggravated by
associating it with a similar gene of the other
partner. For some time there has been an
attitude that we prefer to keep away from inter-
course within closely related families. Apart from
that exception, I believe the sexual -gratification
of the individual should be his personal concern
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.and we should not say that t 'hey shall not mastur-
bate; they shall not have anal intercourse; or they
shall not have heterosexual relationships. It is
it matter of personal choice.

1 cannot see what the member for Karrinyup
was getting at when he said buggery was retained*
in the provisions of the law as an unlawful act.

Mr Clarko: And you specifically put it back
in there. You could have scrubbed the two
clauses.

Mr JAMIESON: It was left in to define a
certain class of offence,

Mr Clarko; What is your rationale behind
believing that is immoral and evil? What is your
logic?

Mr JAMIESON: Is the member trying to tell
me he believes in rape being made legal, because
this is anal rape and it is defined as such, although
the term "buggery" as used might be a misnomer?

Mr Clarco: That is the termi used in the legis-
lation?

Mr JAMIESON: Yes: it might be a misnomer,
because the origin of the word "buggery" is that
it came from a person called Buggar, a Spanish
monk who practised sodomy professionally, and
that is how the word came into the English
language. Other than the fact that the term
"bugger" is probably a misnomer in this par-
ticular section, surely the honourable member
would want the actual offence to be prohibited..
Nobody should have carnal knowledge of a male
person without his consent or if the consent is
obtained by force. Surely the member opposite
would want that to be prohibited, whether it is
called buggery, thuggery, anal rape, or whatever
it is called.

Mr Clarko: You do not back it up. Equally you
do not give a reason for your being against incest.

Mr JAMIESON: I am against incest because in
our system of society we try to keep away from
the incestuous blood line. That is the reason.

Mr Clarko: I asked you about sterilised adults.

Mr JtAMIESON: I do not know whether
sterilised adults would be too keen on intercourse,
anyway. However, if they had some sort of
relationship and were sterile and doing no-one
else any harm, I Suppose that is all right. They
would have to deal with their own conscience.

Mr Cla rko: Your deputy leader disagrees.

Mr JAMIESON: I do not like incest. Do not let
uis poke our fingers at one another. I am saying
that the classification of buggery as an offence-
whether that be the right name or not-is certainly

desirable, and I want it included, That has nothing
to do with consent. This is something where force,
is used.

My deputy dealt with the bashing of innocent
people. Those people who think this is nbt one
of the most vital aspects associated with the
decriminolisation of homosexual practices should
think again. Some of those who cave evidence
are well known to the Premier. They were pro-
fessional men who had been badly bashed about.
-He associaltes with them often, buf he does not
know they are homosexuals.

Sir Charles Court: This wilt not stop that.

Mr JAM IESON: It. will, and I will indicate
how. We had evidence from the Rabbi of the
Liberal Jewish faith who indicated that he had
some young people coming to him. -He had no
idea of whatr poofter bashing was- until it was
explained to him by some of his flock. He was
asking some of those involved why they Would
not go to the police. On each. occasion a pack of
these guys had descended upon these young fel-
lows who might have looked at bit effeminate.
They cannot help their looks. We have all types
and sizes in the world.

On the basis that they were poofters, they
were bashed. When asked why they would not
go to the police they said there was evidence
of the others against them. 'The others said that
they were soliciting their services for homosexual
relationships, and of course they indicated that
they would have to disprove the allegations.
which is a mighty hard job.

I remember that on the first occasion Kim
Beazley Senior went to London, for some reason
some delightful person had sent ahead the infor-
mation that he was a homosexual and he said he
had a hell of a job to prove he was not.

Mr Clarko: How did he do so?

Mr JAMIESON: If we do not have an offence
associated with this kind of behaviour, then we
will not have such practices adopted. These
people are afraid to go to the police because
they feel that many people-will believe that they
aire homosexuals.

One member of the Chamber once said to
me that Sir Charles would not put him on the
Honorary Royal Commission because he had
long hair and probably Sir Charles Ihoutght he
was one of them. It turned out that be did not
become a member of the commission.

Mr lilaikie: Did he get his hair r--it?
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Mr JAMIESON: I do not think so. This
attitude is not fair or reasonable, and something
should be done about it.

Mr Biaikie: By the same token, because a
woman has short hair you would not describe
her as a lesbian.

Mr JAMIESON: Of course not. However, as
was pointed out earlier tonight lesbianism is not
unlawful. It is remarkable to hear the story
that a number of lesbians receive greater grati-
fication from a lesbian relationship than they do
from a heterosexual association. These women
had lived under both types of relationships at
various times. It is also reported that homo-
sexual males receive greater gratification from a
homosexual relationship than they do from a
heterosexual association. While this might not
be our judgment, it is theirs. The argument we
are submitting is that we should not deny others
their judgment in this regard.

One member referred to what is taught in the
schools. From what he said I would say that
although he looks a lot younger than most of
us, he must be a lot older. I was quite impressed
by the attitude of those who run the schools.
I was impressed by the fact that the first-class
boarding schools were prepared to tell us of the
relationships which are inclined to- be prevalent.
Those who have been associated with similar
schools in the United Kingdom previously said
it was their impression that homosexuality was
practised less in the local schools than it was
in the United Kingdom, mainly because the
schools were well away from the city and less
heterosexual association is encouraged by the
principals there than by the principals in our
schools. Therefore it was hard to judge exactly
to what degree it was indulged in here.

We must differentiate between those who ex-
periment in homosexuality and those who are
regarded as being confirmed homosexuals. Those
indulging in sex experimentation might not be re-
garded finally as serious homosexuals.

Some schools stated that no homosexuality was
in evidence at their schools, but in view of what
was stated about the practice in other schools we
regarded such statements with suspicion.

I was impressed by the principal of one of
the leading young ladies' colleges here who said
that all sorts of requests were made by the
twelfth year students asking for lecturers from
outside personnel. The girls asked for a lecturer
on homosexuality and the request was granted. A
suitable person was obtained to talk on the sub-
ject. It is no use our hiding from reality.

From what the member for Vasse said I am
quite sure that every time he takes a butt to a
cow he shuts them in a shed and closes his eyes.
That is his attitude to sex and all its ramifica-
tions. We cannot do that.

Mr Blaikie: You would shut the bull in with
a bull!

Mr JAMIESON: Such an experiment may be
interesting provided one has any barn left after-
wards. Objection has been raised to beaches
for nude swimmers.

Mr Clarko: AL this is your new policy and
your new image. Ft is what you wilt do when
in office. You have already started. You take
off your coats in here.

Mr JAMIESON: We will do what we want to
do when we want to do it.

Mr Blaikie: And you will decriminalise the
possession of marihuana.

Mr JAMIESON: Who said that?
Mr Blaikie: Do you want me to read it out?

Mr JAMIESON: Yes.

Mr Blaikie: Hold on then while I find it.

Mr JAMIESON: We will decriminalise it in
due course if we need to. There is no indica-
tion that we will take immediate action. In-
quiries must be made first.

The member for Vasse sees some objection
to beaches for nude bathing. However, he
should speak to the member for Greenough. A
beach for nude bathing has been established at
Port Denison near Dongara, but nobody has
worried about that. Nobody worries about the
thousands of people who go to the Premier's
territory and swim in the nude.

Mr Clarko: That place attracts perverts.

Mr JAMIESON: It does not. The sandhills
attract the perverts, but not the beach.

Mr Ctarko: That is the same. Ask the people
living around there.

Mr JAMIESON: That shows where the mind
of the member for Karrinyup really is; it is right
down the drain. He cannot get above the
sexual impulse: he is not able to control him-
self. That is what is wrong with him.

It is about time some members opposite started
to control themselves in this regard. Ft is time
they came out into the open and did not try to
hide sex, as does the Premier. The Premier is
the greatest Victorian in this place when it comes
to sex; he has to he under the blanket all the
time-on top of the bed is bad.
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I earlier mentioned the zoologist, and the
abundance of evidence which had been gathered
after observing the activities of animals over a
long period of time. If similar tendencies exist
in the animal kingdom I do not think we will
get away from it.

We have to face up to the fact that we have
homosexuals in our society. If people want to
indulge in that type of practice, so long as they
do it in private, and so long as they do not
offend we should not worry about it. Specific-
ally, I do not favour the incestuous actions
which have been suggested. We have developed
a system, but we do not like that. I would not
be in favour of that aspect, but so long as
ordinary people come into contact, and they are
not immediately related, there is no harm. I
do see a danger in allowing immediate relatives
to be associated in these circumstances.

It is just as dangerous for heterosexuals as it
is for homosexuals to get involved with young
people within their own families. I think that
should be regarded as an offence, and there should
be an attempt to stop any person who is that way
inclined. I have heard of many such cases-as
most other members have-which occur within
families. We have all heard of those very sad
cases during our representation in this Parliament,
but that is getting away from the Bill now before
US.

The fundamental principle of the Bill is to
decriminalise homosexual acts between consenting
males. At present, homosexuals are set upon by
thugs and beaten insensible. One person, a friend
of the Premier, had an eye kicked out, but
in such circumstances he is not prepared to lift
a finger to do anything about it. It is high time
society did something about it, and high time we
decriminalised homosexual activities. It should
not be an offence under the Criminal Code, as
has been the case up till now.

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [H .44 am.]: I consider
I have some understanding of homosexuals. I do
not purport to have a great understanding, but
I have sufficient understanding to know they suffer
the social consequences of their relationships,
which heterosexuals subject them to.

Life is not easy for these people. A certain
percentage of our population are born homo-
sexuals-not a great percentage. The true and
complete homosexual should nor be confused with
the many bisexuals in our community. However,
I think most homosexuals in the community are
also bisexuals in varying degrees.

I have not met a great number of homosexuals
because they usually attend homosexual doctors.
I believe that most homosexual doctors are situ-
ated in Fremantle, although I am not aware of
who they are. The member for Fremantle may
be a little upset about that, but on the other hand
he may be happy about it!

I believe we should decriminalise homosexuality,
and I made that statement four years ago. If we
can decriminalise the homosexual act, we will
provide the homosexuals with some protection
under the law. At present they are subject to
poofter bashing and blackmail and there is a
great deal of stigma attached to their way of life.

I am ted to believe that approximately 10 per
cent of the population is homosexual. Let us
contemplate for a moment: there are 54 members
in this House so that means that 5.4 per cent
are homosexuals. One 1could have a guess who
they might be, but I could not pick them. I
could probably nominate a fow, and I would
probably name myself as the .4 per cent just to
make it look good! I have heard that the per-
centage of homosexuals could be as high as four
out of every 10, but I think we are going a little
overboard with that figure. It is my intention
to keep the debate on a high plane:, I almost
slipped to a lower plane.

Mr Blaikie: What about that four out of 10?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr DADOUR: We have heard a lot about
anal intercourse, but anal intercourse is not the
only homosexual act. There are other homosexual
acts. I do not know which way people who are
homosexuals carry out the act. There is talk about
standing behind each other, but I believe they
usually face each other, as do male and female.
I believe that is the usual position.

One wonders about this moral issue being a
balk. I do not think we should try to legislate on
moral issues. If we remove this provision from the
Criminal Code one wonders what will be next.
This is something I have worried about during
the past. I have rationalised the situation fairly
well, and my decision is that there will be an
approach for. another balk to be removed. I do
not know what it would be: perhaps abortion on
demand; perhaps incest. However. I believe our
civilisation will come to an end long before that
happens because of the manner in which we are
governing it. For that reason I do hiot think it is
a valid argument any longer.

T believe we should remove from the Statute
book this incrimination of homosexuals. There is
no treatment for homosexuals. Many homosexuals
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are also bis e xuals; they partake of both sports.
However, there are complete' homosexuals who
have only homosexual -relationships..

As for procuring, this is one of the worries. A
young man once came to me with a story fiat he
had had a nervous breakdown when he was about
1S. He went to the H-avelock clinic and was tolti
by a psychiatrist there that he was a latent homo-
sexual. He had no idea he was. The psychiatrist
told him to get himself a boyfriend, which he did.
He was buying a house with his boyfriend, and
he came home ooe day and found him with an-
other gentleman. He said to me, "That was like
adultery is to you." One has to struggle to keep
a straight face sometimes, but I realised the im-
port of it and that the man was under a great
deal of stress and strain. I asked him, "Do you
think the doctor did, the right thing when he tol4
you you were a homosexual?" Kis answer was,
-"Yes, I have enjoyed the last three or four years
immensely."

I had to show compassion to a man of this
type. I said to him, 'The only thing I have against
you people is the procuring of little boys." He
said, "I want you to know we view the procuring
of little boys as you do t ,he procuring of little
girls."

Was there an upsurge of homosexual activity
when it was decriminalised in Great Britain? I be-
lieve there has been no-upsurge and that the fig-
ures itre the same as they were previously. So we
need have no fears.

When ( first met a homosexual I put my bottom
to the wall and put my anus into spasm so that
no-one would get near me. I think it was wishful
thinking because these people know what they are
after. They are not interested in heterosexuals;
they are interested in their own type.

Many great people have been and- are homo-
sexuals. No section of the community is imminune.
I consider most luwyers are homosexuals, but that
is only a personal opinion because I have not much
time for the profession. I amn scared of lawyers.
I believe it occurs in the aristocracy to a great
degree. One would think a doctor should know
better, but only a heterosexual doctor speaks that
way. If I did not have complete understanding I
would not speak or think that way. I understand
some Speakers and Premiers have been homo-
sexual. I have heard a rumour about a certain
Premier who is ho0mosexual, Many great actors
are homosexual: I understand Rock Hudson and
Corner Pyle have shacked up together. Poofter
bashing has gone on in the past, and I have been
guilty of it. We talk about the "vicinus circles"
and the "daisy chains".

I .read not so long ago that one benefit can be
derived from anal intercourse; that is, it frightens
the plies away. it is a. fact th~at haemorrhoids in
the early stages can be cured this way. I do not
recommend it.-

I think we should decriminalise homosexuality
*and iot discriminate against the homosexual.
Some religions are tied up with homosexuality-
the church in Turkey for instance. Basically, we
shoul, d not attempt to legislate for morality.
Moral issues cannot be subject to the laws of the
land; we cannot have laws of the land governing
morality. Morality can be taught only in the
home and in churches. It is not a function of the
law, as 1 understand the law.

I support the intent of the Bill, which is to
decriminalise homosexual acts between adults in
private. I would find it abhorrent to see homo-
sexual males kissing and holding hands while
walking down the street, because I do not like
to see heterosexuals doing it. That -will-remain
offensive behaviour.

We need have no fears when passing this legis-
lation, and I support it.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [1.56 a.m.I: After
all this time, I suppose very little more can be
said, but as I intend to support the Bill I think
I should. make a couple of comments.

Iwould like to say my vote on this Bill is
perhaps the most difficult decision I have ever.
made in Parliament, and I have made some
decisions which have been at variance with those
of the people with whom I :iit. To me, homo-
sexuality is repugnant and repulsive, and my
natural inclination is to oppose the legislation.

However, I am not convinced that homo-
sexuality is not brought about because of a
genetic aberration. That being so, I think the
people so afflicted have no more control over
that afflication than has a person who is born
with three legs or who is born a Mongoloid.
Under these circumstances, who am I to say it is
a criminal condition? Basically, that is the reason
I will be Suipporting the legislation.

It has been said that to decriminalise homo-
sexuality is to open the floodgates. I find that
hard to follow when it is realised that lesbianism
-female homosexual icy-has been decriminalised
for many years, and I do not think the floodgates
have been opened in that respect. Most hetero-
sexLual males seem to be able to find a hetero-
sexual female after all those years.

I concur with the remarks of the member for
Subiaco, and I believe it is essential, if homo-
sexuality is to be decriminalised, that we bear in
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mind that it Is an. act of consenting adults in
Private. I would be opposed to any public show of
affection, and as I understand the legislation it
would not be permitted.

With those few remarks, I emphaiise that 1*
believe homosexuality is a genetic aberration over
which people have no control, and iffdicate-that
I will be supporting the Bill.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Prernier)
[1.59 a.m.]: In view of the amount of corres-
pondence that has been directed to me from both
points of view in respect of this legislation, I
feel I should make a brief comment.

First of all, my views have not changed on
this subject, and Ifind the Bill abhorrent. It is
the purpose of some people who support the
legislation to try to convince others they have
some logic on their side. That of course is their

-right, but I want to say quite categorically tha t
support for this legislation will be taken by a
very large section of the community, and particu-
larly by the young people of the community, as
an indication that no longer is homosexuality
something which is to be discouraged and some-
thing which is undesirable and,. in my opinion,
quite evil.,

We are now coming out of a period of great
permissiveness. I would like to feel we have
just about reached the bottom of the barrel so
far as permissiveness is concerned, because there
have been sonme indications that the younger
generation, the younger parents, are starting to
say that the permissiveness of a few years ago is
not something they want to encourage within their
own families.

II just want to s ay to mnembers of this House
that if we support this legislation, in my opinion
we will be doing something to break down fur-
ther the moral standards and to discourage what
I believe is a' good trend that seems to be just
starting up in the community. Some people--
and I refer particularly to young parents-are
saying to themselves 'that this permissiveness is
not good for their families; and it is not good
for the community. I hope sincerely that this
House is not guilty of discouraging this trend
to break away from some of this extessive'per-
ajissiveness that has characterised the last decade
in particular. It -was ?,etting to the situation of
"no holds barred", and "anything goes".

Mr T. I. Burke:- A bit like the 17th century.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The hanourable mem-
ber will know that these things move in cycles
throughout history. After a period of excesses,

there is a reaction to the excesses and the comn-
maunity goes to the other extreme. -Sociologists

tell us that when the hippies reach the stage of
having children of their own they become the
new Victorians, and I suppose there is some logic
in that: they do not want their children doing
the things that they did. They see the evil in them.

Mr Grill: Which surveys are you talking about
when you mention this new trend?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I am talking about the
indications that are coming from some people in-
volved in sociological problems . They have indi-
cated there are signs that the permissiveness that
was a characteristic of the last 10, 15 and 20
years, but particularly the last 10 years, is start-
ing. to come to an end and that there is -a tend-
ency for people to be a little more responsible
and a little more respectable.

Mr Grill: Is it just something you have picked
up?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do'not know what
the boniourable member is getting at. Does he not
read? Does he not listen to the views of other
people. on these matters?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Grill: You talk of a trend. IHow is it mecas-
uired?

*Sir CHARLES COURT: It is the responsibility
of a person in public life, whether he be a back-
bencher or a Minister, to communicate with.
people and to find out some of the trends.
from the people working in these various dis-
ciplines, I want to tell the honourable member 'ihat
I am surprised he is reacting as he is, because I
thought he might have been pleased to see this
trend away from permissiveness which was char-
acteristic throughout the world over the last 10
years. If 'there is no. breakthrough in regard to

'permissiveness. there is no future for our society.
Memtbers opposite may think it is all right to

deal with homosexuality today, *and some may
honestly believe that will be the -end of it and
nothing else will bob up. 1 want to remind them
that as soon as this provision is removed, there
will be something else to take its place. We need
only look at what happened in England. when
hardly had thec ink**dried on the first measure
before there was something else.

Mr Bryce: What was the next thing?

Sir CHARLES COURT: The next thing Is that
people will be advocating incest. It is no good
members opposite turning their faces from these
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things, because as some barriers are taken down1
it is only a matter of lime before someone else
wants more barriers removed.

The other point I am concerned about is that
once we pass a Bill like this there will be people,
and particularly some in the teaching profession,
who believe that this is the okay, the all-clear
from the Parliament to talk about homosexuality
as something that is normal and respectable. Lis-
tening to some of the speeches tonight, one would
think that homosexuality was something normal
and to be encouraged; that it is just "another" way.
I cannot believe the majority of members here
would accept that. Otherwise there must be some
change that I have not caught up with.

I can remember my days away at the war,
and I wonder what would have happened if leg-
islation such as this had been introduced then
and a vote taken amongst the people.

Mr Bryce: An awful lot of homosexuality
occurred in the Armed Forces during the war.

Sir CHARLES COURT: There may have been,
but I am talking about the general trend and the
general attitude of the great majority of the
people. I would not like to think that this gen-
eration is in any way less moral and less firm on
these matters than was the previous generation. I
believe that if we pass legislation such as this we
will give people the wrong impression. The young
people will say, "What Dad used to tell me is
phoney, because the Parliament has said it is all
right now."

Mr Jamieson- They tell you that about every-
thing.

Sir CHARLES COURT: As far as I am con-
cerned I hope that this Bill, or its equivalent,
never passes this Parliament.

Mr H. D. Evans: So much for the conscience
vote!

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [2.06 a.m.]: I find the
reaction to this Bill rather depressing. I am sorry
in one sense that I presented the Bill here because
it provided members on the ether side with an
opportunity to parade their prejudices and to
show their sexual insecurities before the House.

I was particularly disappointed to have this
argument that was continually raised when I first
introduced the Bill, and when I was forced to
continue my remarks because of the short time
available to me, about the tremendous conscience
vote that applies to members on the Government
side. I was just racking my mind to try to
rememrber an occasion when Government mem-
bers had voted according to their consciences.

Sir Charles Court: They are completely free
to vote in any way they like on this issue.

Mr PEARCE: Maybe they can vote any way
they like, but I am wondering-as I have a vague
interest in statist ics-how it is that all 27 Liberals
vote the same way all the time despite the fact
that they have a conscience vote. I give some
credit to the member for Subiaco for actually
following his conscience on matters where he sees
fit. He is the only member of the Liberal Party
to do this. On his behalf I hope that the efforts
by the Premier and his cohorts to lake away his
preselection last year will not be repeated.

Mr Sodeman: You should be consistent and
make the same comment about your colleagues
and their solidarity.

Mr PEARCE: No-one has ever suggested that
the ALP does not have a policy on this malIt .

Mr Sodeman: Policy takes precedence over
conscience, does it?

Mr PEARCE: No, that has nothing to do with
it. We have made no pretence that we do not vote
in accordance with party policies, because that is
the way we see our job here. However, members
on the Government side-

Mr Blaikie: Our party has not even made a
decision on it.

Mr PEARCE: If the honourable member
watches the way Liberal Party members vote, he
will see.

Mr Old: What about putting the question, and
letting us see?

Mr PEARCE: The Liberal Party says that it
does not bind its members.

Mr Sodeman: The member for Subiaco supports
you.

Mr PEARCE: I have already spoken about the
member for Sub isco Obviously the member for
Pilbara was asleep a moment ago.

Mr Sodernan: No, just Confirming what you said.

Mr PEARCE: I am'sorry that through the efforts
Of Several members on the Government side, the
whole debate degenerated into petty party political
point-scoring. When I introduced the Bill,
we believed it was a matter for a conscience vote
not in the sense that everyone would have a free
and open vote on it, but in the sense that it
ought to be a nonpartisan vote. I felt that in
regard to such a subject people should not be
divided along party lines.

I would like to refer to what is happening in
other States. For instance, the Victorian Liberal
Premier has introduced legislation very similar to
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this during the current year. A Liberal Party
shadow Minister in New South Wales has intro-
duced similar legislation. What I did not point
out but I could have done was that the 1972 Slate
Liberal Party conference passed a motion calling
for legislation similar to this. Then in 1975 the
Young Liberals in this State called for the
immediate abolition of the homosexual law because
three years had passed since the Liberal Party
had agreed to this course. So members opposite
should not necessarily feel they should oppose the
legislation just because we are bringing it forward
as part of our party policy and platform. In 1972
their own party moved for similar legislation. On
a matter such as this, members of this House
should not be divided along party philosophical
lines.

It was not that kind of thing; and in those
terms I thought in fact both sides of the House
would have voted for this Bill and that we would
have seen something reasonably close to una-
nimity on this matter. However, when we came
to the debate today I was disappointed in how
little the debate actually ensued on the provi sions
of the Bill. All sorts of scares were introduced,"
and I wondered whether I were not listening to a
totally different debate.

I wondered whether in fact the Bill that was dis-
tributed was somehow different from the one I
introduced. It seems some members were sug-
gesting the Bill is supporting nude bathing and
incest; and the member for Karrinyup even went
so far as to suggest it supports murder and all
that kind of thing. Therefore, I was wondering
whether I was listening to the debate on the
same Bill.

Mr Clarko: I said no such thing.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Karrinyup
did, and he is recorded in Hfan~sard as saying it.
I heard members say that all those things were
supported by the Bill which I introduced, and
I scratched my head in vain to try to remember
where in the Bill were provisions relating to nude
beaches, incest, or indeed murder.

The member for Vasse demonstrated that he
had a strange preoccupation with the ALP policy
which he read out at inordinate length, and he
showedl that he misunderstood a good part of
it. He said that I introduced this Bill because
I am inexperienced, young, and naive and was
inflttenced to do so because no-one else would
introduce it. I think I indicated previously that
there is a tradition in this place that if a mem-
ber in another place introduces a Bill, then a
member from the same party in a correspond-
ing section of the electorate introduces the Dill

in this Chamber. As I am the only person on
this side of the House who represents that elector-
ate represented by the person who introduced the
Bill in the other place, on that basis I was asked
to introduce it in this Chamber.

Let me add I was Perfectly happy to do so.
Some member-[ think it was the member for
Pilbara in his totally illogical speech-said that
I was unenthusiastic. Although I have some
problems in facing up to homosexuality, I was
certainly not unenthusiastic in moving to show
some compassion, some tolerance, to people who
are affected in this way by the Criminal Code.

The member for Vasse also raised the question
of decriminalising homosexuality versus legalis-
ing it, and again I felt I had dealt with that in
my introductory speech. The difference seems
to me to be-and I said this in the very first
section of my second reading speech-that we
are moving to remove from the criminal law
some aspects of homosexuality which are cur-
rently enshrined in it. That is not to say that
homosexuality in all its aspects is to be legalised.

Mr Mensaros: How do you legalise it?
explain it. I-ow do you legalise it?

Ilust

Mr PEARCE: If the Minister could stop re-
pealing his interjection I will do him the courtesy
firstly of listening to him and secondly of re-
plying to him-a courtesy that he does not extend
to me or indeed to any other member on this
side of the House. Therefore he has a hide
even to interject, but I will answer him anyway.
If the Minister had not interjected and had
merely listened to my remarks I would not even
have to explain the matter now. To legalise
homosexuality in this sense is to remove from
the criminal laws the total matter of homo-
sexuality; and it ought to be clear to the Min-
ister and indeed to all members of the House
that we are seeking only to decriminalise some
aspects of homosexuality; that is, those aspects
regarding acts between consenting adults in
priva.te.

The sections of the Criminal Code dealing
with public homosexuality are not being removed
by this Bill, nor are the provisions dealing with
minors. A whole series of provisions dealing
with homosexuality will remain in the Criminal
Code if this Bill is passed, and some of those
provisions would be strengthened by this measure.
That is the difference I have tried to explain to
members opposite. Several members on the other
side raised this point, and I felt it was clearly
dealt with in the first place. I think the reason
members did not understand was that they did
not want to understand,
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The member for Mundaring raised all sorts of
inconsistencies. He said the Bill was inconsistent,
but he did not actually manage to produce any
of the inconsistencies about which he spoke. In
reply to an interjection he was unable to overcome
the greatest inconsistency of all; that is, that
at present the law against homosexual activities
applies only to mules and not to females. He saw
nothing inconsistent in that, because he said that
is the system we have had and it is working
well. If he thinks that a system by which people.
who through no fault of their own have sexual
preferences which cause them to be put in gaol.
is a system which is working well, then I would
hate to see one of his engineering systems that
he thinks is working well.

It is not a system that is working well; and the
fact that there are so few prosecutions itself tends
to bring this law into some degree of disrepute.
-The member for Pilbara Piroduced one of the

worst pieces of logic I have heard in this place.
HeI said this is a' Christian nation, and he pro-
duced a survey to show that 90 per cent of people
believe in God. I pointed out the fact that 90 per
cent of people believe in Cod does not make this,
ipso facto, a Christian nation; I think one needs
more evidence than that. Even if we do accept his
contention that this is a Christian nation, he
then went on to. say that as this is a moral
matter, therefore everyone is against homosexual-
ity. HeI did not produce a survey to show that but
he did produce a survey of attitudes in which
somehow a vast majority were opposed to homo-
sexuality, and those who wanted homosexual law
reform were a minority.

Mr Sodeman: You missed the whole point of
my speech.

Mr PEARCE: The honourable member said
that those in favour of law reform were only a
minority. However, as was pointed out in a Mor-
gan poll-the type of poll which the member for
Pilbara produced-a survey conducted showed
that 68.7 per cent of people support homosexual
law reform. If the member for Pilbara thinks that
68.7 per cent constitutes a minority, then it is
hack to school for him:'

The member for Pilbara went on to talk about
censorship, and he wanted to remove the sale of
:all sorts of things, including literature. He pro-
duced sonic incredible books which he wishes to
ban: He should be aware there are some fairly
rough passages in The Bible. However, I think the
member showed his censorious nature only too
well when he said that we cannot have a diversity
of opinion in the schools or in the community.
Implicit in this is that the only opinion we can
have is his.

Mr Sodeman: I must have made an impact on
YOU for YOU to talk about my speech so much.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Pilbara did not
make an impact on me; it is just that his speech
is so easy to argue against. His theme was that.
if we do not agree with the member for Pilbara
then he is not prepared io extend any tolerance
to us. That was something which struck us very
strongly in his speech.

Then came the member for Karrinyup who at
least had the honesty to tell us exactly what he
thought. He said that things are either right or
wrong, and that is not an attitude to which I
would subscribe. I think there are many more
greg areas than there are black and white areas,
but at least the member was honest enough to say
that is how he saw the situation and that he
thought homosexuality is wrong.

I would take up two points with the member for
Karrinyup. The first is in respe6t of his produc-
tion of a student newspaper which I had not seen
before and in respect of which I will not take his
word that it was produced from compulsory stud-
ent funds. I will not take his word for that be-
because the week before last when the matter of
student guilds was before the House the member
for Karrinyup introduced four posters in this
place' Stupidly I did not ask for them to be
tabled. However, I did in fact see one of the post-
ers two days later, it was the poster on which the
man said, "Life was not meant to be easy: make
life impossible: make this Fraser's last Budget."

'The member for Karrinyup said this* poster
was produced by the ADS from student funds
compulsorily collected at tertiary institutions.
However, that is not so because on the poster
appear the words, "A CPA Poster" and "CPA"
stands for the Communist Party of Australia.
This is a poster which the honourable member
alleged was produced by the ADS but in fact
it was not produced by that body at all.

Mr Clarke: I will check on it.

Mr PEARCE:* The member should not have
introduced it if he did not know. He was
patently untruthful in his presentation of that
case.

Mr Clarko: You said we did nol have corn,
putlsion in respect of students until after the
election.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Karrinyup now
has no credibility, and when we go on to con-
sider what he had to say we find he produced
a report fronm a psychiatrist.
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Mr Clarko: You said you agree that people
should be allowed to commit consenting acts in
private you said that is okay, but not incest.

Mr -PEARCE: Because as I pointed out to the
honourable member when he made that stupid
interjection, incest simply is not covered in the
Bill and my attitude to incest is not relevant.

Mr Clarko: You say that whatever people do-
sexually in private is all right. That includes
incest.-

*Mr PEARCE: I said-
Mr Clarko: Answer it!

Mr PEARCE: I said that homosexual activities
between mature, consenting adults should not be.
illegal.. The member for Karrinyup then said
that "mature" could also relate td minors. It is
recorded in Hansard.: he will see that is true.

Mr Clarko: You are contradicting yourself by
your own argument.

'The SPEAKER: Order! There are too many
interject ions.

Mr PEARCE: The second point the member.-
for Karrinyup went on to make, again with that
dishonest disregard for what went on before, was
.to produce a statement by a psychologist by, the
name of Tufik. He said that the only argument
raised agiuinst this was a document produced by
homosexuals themselves.

My altitude to that is that homosexuals are
people, an ' ought to be treated as such, instead
of being treated as something abhorrent as the
member for Karrinyup chose to do. He over.
looked the fact that in my second reading speech
I quoted from two psychologists, both of whom
appeared before the Honorary Royal Commission.
I did not go delving through psychology books
trying to find obscure texts which supported my
particular prejudice; I quoted from the Honorary
Royal Commission report. However, the member
for karrinyup produced against my. case a state.

-ment by a psychologist who later retracted his
own statement, and then chose to ignore the case
I had produced.

Mr Clarko: I did not say it was against your
case; 1 said it supported' it. Do you think that
evidence given before an Honorary Royal Com-
mission is God-given and irrefu table? Anyone
can give evidence and say anything he likes.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister for Mines
quoted from the Wolfenden report. It was an-
other instance of a very partial quotation in
order to bolster up a case. H-e quoted-or prob-
ably misquoted-a line or two lines from the

repo 'rt. When I asked him by interjection what
were the recommendations in that report, he did
not answer me but quoted from a section of
the report which suited, the particular point fie
wanted to make.

Of course, the Minister for Mines did not
*choose to mention the fact that it was the Wol-
fenden Royal Commission report that led in
Great Britain to changes in the law which I am-
propoising in this House for Western Australia.

*If the honourabie member-is going to quote from
that report, he should be prepared to quote its
recommendations.

I-e also foundered on the question of what
-in fact causes hortiosexuality. The reading I
.have done into this. area-and the Royal Com-
mission supports this,-is that there is a great

-deal of uncertainty about the basic cause of
homosexuality. There are Iwo schools of thought
in this area. -one is that homosexuality is a
genetically Acquired cbndit :ion. I believe that is.
what the member for Stirlingiwas saying; he was
prepared to. vote for the legislation because he
-believed the condition was genetically acquired
and, as a result, we could do nothing abouit it.

The other school of thought is that environ-
mental aspects or some early sort of condition-
ing can lead to a person becoming a homosexual;
there is a school of thought that those two things
somehow are combined. However, the over-
whelming indication is. that there is no certainty
in this area. The variety of factors whith1i are
thought to influence homosexuality certainly are
much wider and of a greater degree of sophis--
tication than the authoritarian pronouncements
made by the Minister for Mines. Members opposite
made no attempt to consider all the factors in-.
volved and to quote from relevant literature
they simtply chose texts to suit themselves.

. No-one suggests that people - sit down and
choose to become homosexuals. At a time when
people are going through .pruberly, they do not
simply decide to becomie hobiosexuals to hasten
the moral disintegration of society and to make
the Premier feel bad because things are going
from bad to worse. People do not do this

*deliberately.
As my colleagues have pointed out, hono-

sexuals are disadvantaged in many, ways in our
community. They are subject to physical violence.
verbal abuse, discrimination in employment and
all sorts of other problems which affect their
day-to-day life.

Then 'came ihe Premier, to indicate that he
thought the Bill was a bad thing. He painted a
total doom picture. What he was virtually say-
ing was that for the past few years we have been-
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through a permissive, dark age, out of which we
are just starting slowly to creep. The Premier
contends that if we pass this Bill we will halt
that move towards decency and slide back into
the mire, back into permissiveness. However,
he did not give any reason to support his con-
tention. He did not address himself to the
facts; be simply talked about the evils he saw
in homosexuality.

Mr Clarko: You support incest. Your argu-
ments prove it.

Mr PEARCIE: These sorts of emotive arguments
are very poor. I do not think it can be argued
chat by changing the law relating to homo-
sexuality, the incidence of homosexuality will
increase and great wrongs will follow the
changes. I should like to conclude-

Mr Grayden:, Enough is enough; now sit down!

Mr PEARCE: I am not homosexual and I
have never been more grateful for that than I am
tonight. I have felt nothing but embarrassment
for those people who are homosexuals and who
came to listen to the debate tonight when I heard
from members on the other side the most dis-
paraging, intolerant opinions. They showed no
consideration for the feelings of these people.
Mr Speaker. I was disgusted at the prejudices
revealed by members opposite--disgusted at the
petty narrow-mindedness which came from people
who ought to be the leaders of this State, some
of whom hold quite senior positions in the Govern-
ment.

These people did this Parliament no justice. I
thought they would have produced arguments
to back up their particular conservative or reac-
tionary stand on this matter; I did not expect
them to expose their personal prejudices in such
a violent and vicious way.

Question put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B3. T. Burke
Mr T. 1. Burke
Mr Carr
Dr Dadour
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hassell

Ayes 24
Mr [-odge
Mr Jamieso
Mr T. H. I
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmo'
Mr Stephen
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Batema:

n
ones

Noes 27
Mr Blaikic Mr Mensaros
Mr Clarko Mr Nanovich
Sir Charles Court Mr O'Connor
Mr Cowan Mr Old
Mr Coyne Mr O'Neil
Mrs Craig Mr Rushton
Mr Crane Mr Sibson
Mr Gra~den Mr Sodeman
Mr Grewar Mr Spriggs
Mr Herzfeld Mr Tubby
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Wait
Mr Laurance Mr Williams
Mr MacKinnon Mr Shalders
Mr MePharlin (Teller)

Question thus negatived.

Bill defeated.

CLOSE OF SESSION
Cornplimenlary Remarks

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Prernier)
[2.30 anm.]: We have reached the stage on the
notice paper when, if you, Mr Speaker, are so
inclined, we can start on the valedictories because
there is no more business to be transacted this
session. First of all, I take this opportunity to
wish all members of the House a happy Christmas.
It is still a fair way off but with a Federal election
looming it will move towards us fairly quickly.
I sincerely hope that all members and their fam-
ilies have a pleasant Christmas and New Year,
and will be able to take advantage of the break.
If members opposite are like members on this side
I should imagine they will be fairly busy for the
next few weeks on election campaigns, but after
that hopefully we can get some rest.

This has been a very difficult session. It is not
an unusual experience after an election because
this period usually includes the most difficult of
all the legislative programmes. In addition, there
are new members and the House takes some time
to settle down. I think the difficulties we exper-
ience here are rather indicative of the unsettled
times in which we live, not only in this country
but also in other parts of the world; and it is only
natural that this should be reflected in this Cham-
ber.

I want to pay particular tribute to my deputy.
re The Deputy Premier (the Hon. Des O'Neil) has

been a very loyal and competent deputy. He makes
a great contribution to this Parliament and I am
very grateful to him for the support he gives and
the amount of pressure he takes off the Premier.
I also wish to thank the leader of the National

a Country Party (Mr Old) for the great loyalty
(Teller) and support I have had from him during the year;

3580



[Tuesday, 15th November. 1977] 58

and I thank my other ministerial colleagues like-
wise. To (hose members who have been loyal
during the year-and that includes most of them
-1 also express my appreciation.

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for a
considerable degree of co-operation which r
believe has assisted with the framing of the notice
paper from uimo to time. The parliamentary
system cannot work unless we have such co-
operation and we have in most cases been able to
devise reasonably speedy and steady passages for
legislation because of that co-operation. It has
been implied in a number of speeches that we
may have to look at the Standing Orders and the
procedures we follow, because of the changing
tempo of public life and public business. But that
is a matter for the future and it might not be a
bad thing if we were able to find ways in which
we could expedite business without in any way
giving it less importance than it deserves.

Mr Speaker, I should like you to convey to
your staflf, and also to the other staff outside the
Chamber, our appreciation for what they have
done. They look after our wants in quite a remark-
able way. Many of them are unseen and unsung
but I should not like them to feel that they are
forgotten, whether they be before us every day in
this Chamber or whether they be working outside
the Chamber in other pursuits, including those
who are on Mr Bernie Edmondson's staff. To him
and to his wife we say, "Thank you for what you
have done."

To the Mansard staff I say a very special
"thank you" because I know they have had their
technical problems as well as the normal prob-
lems which beset them. I think we are indeed
fortunate that we still manage to have a fairly
prompt weekly Mansard, and that we get our
Votes and Proceedings as promptly as we do and
in such good form. For all of this I should like
them to know that we are appreciative.

I turn now to the members of the Press who
labour up above us. There would not be a Par-
liament in which everybody has expressed satis-
faction for what comes out in the "daily miracle".
Nevertheless we know that they have a job to do
and we cannot always blame them for what comes
out in the newspaper, morning and afternoon,
because it is not necessarily what they send down.
But we regard them as part of the establishment
and I should like them to know that their presence
and their work are appreciated.

Mr Speaker, I should like you to accept and
convey to your wife and family best wishes fob
the coming festive season. I sincerely hope every-
one in this Chamber will enjoy the best of health

and will start 1978 in good health, hopefully
with a more prosperous and settled world outlook
than we have had for the last few years.

[Applause.]

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool-Leader of the
Opposition) [2.37 am.!: I should like to join the
Premier in his felicitations. There have been some
problems this year and on occasions you, Mr
Speaker, have been very tolerant although, as I
mentioned earlier, I do not think all the intoler-
ance is on one side. However, we hope that with
the approach of the festive season and the New
Year sweeter reason might prevail among the
activists and that when we meet again Parliament
will be a happier place.

I must say that in my experience of earlier
days there have been happier Parliaments, and I
think the Premier will agree with that. However,
he did say that it is a changing world and prob-
ably many things have caused the opposing sides
of the Parliament to be more diametrically opposed
than they were some time ago. This has not made
things easy for the staff mentioned by the Prem-
ier, It makes it difficult for the Clerks in trying
to advise one side against the other. They have
to be umpires and give advice to both sides on
how the next tactic shall develop. They have suc-
ceeded in doing this very well and I congratulate
them for their fine efforts.

The Premier mentioned earlier that the Mansvard
reporters have had their difficulties, not the least
of which -is the new member for Gosnells who
managed to burn out a few reporters' pencils be-
fore we got him down to a reasonable speed.
However, these are problems of all new members,
and Ihe Hansard staff -are to be congratulated on
their fine efforts.

During the year we were permitted to have a
look at the new set-u p at the Government
Printing Office, and co-operation between the
Government Printer and the Chief M4ansard
Reporter has succeeded in bringing about a new
system. Even though the system turned out pages
in the wrong order earlier on, I am sure that now
it has settled down it will prove to be beneficial
to all concerned in the future and, as we are led
to believe, Mansard will be produced much more
cheaply.

We express our thanks to all other people
around the place including Mr Bernie Edmondson
and his staff; his wife who looks after the flowers
around the place and helps to keep it a little more
pleasant; the gardeners who toil outside to keep
the gardens looking spick and span; the internal
staff; the Press boys; and our policeman who
seems to have disappeared and has probably gone

3581



3582 [ASSEMBLY)

home early. No, I iee he is still there.'He seemed
to have had quite a contingent to look after on
-some days. All these people help to keep the Par-
liament in working order.

To my deputy who was away for some time
during the session, and my other front-bejich
members who 'have carried the. debate in their
various disciplines, I thank them very much for
their fine efforts. I anm sure we look forward

.to joining in the conflict or at least the debate
in future years.

This was a rather messy session legisl at ive -wise.
There were some measures'of great mnoment but
not many. During the next session 1 imagine
the Government will be bringing forward legis-
lation that it looks forward *to impleffenting
during its term of bAfce. If any of [hlat legisla-
tion is against our line of action the Government
must expect conflict in debate as it has had dur-
ing this session.

Suffice to say that to youi, Mr S~ieaker, to the
Premier, those on the other side of the House
and everyone else I mentioned earlier I extend
on behalf of the Opposition best wishes for the
coming. fesfive season and mafy the New Year
be a happy, one, for us all.

f AppaMISC.1I

MR OLD (Katanning-Mip' ister for Agricul-
ture) [2.41 a.m.]: Briefly, I would like to support
the remarks of the previous two speakers and
extend the compliments of the season to all
members of the'.House and the House staff, the
'Mansard staff, members of the Press, and the
policeman.
* I think it was a goad day to end Parliament.
It was warm both weather-wise and from the
point of view of &~bate, and I think it is a
good time to give it away for a while.

Despite the fact that thete have been problems
I feel it has been a good session and on behalf
of my party I extend to you Sir, and your wife
and to all members of the House the compli-
ments of the season.

rApplause.1

THE SPEAKER (Mr Thompson): I wish to
express to the Premier, the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, and the Leader of the National Country
Party. my tnks for the good wishes they have
extended on their own behalf and on behalf of
thbe members they represent. I extend wishes for a
very merry Christmas and a happy 1978 to all
members of the House, and the staff of the Par-
liament-and there are a tot of people who go to
make up our parliamentary institution.L I want to

wish them all the very best, particularly Mr Okely
and Mr Farrell, the Clerks at the Table. 1 ex-
tend my sincere thanks for the support they have
given mr. and for the support I have received
from mny immediate staff.

I wouid like wto'hank in particular Miss Pick,
who obviously is not seen in the Chamber but
who is a. great worker for this institution. Doling
the session we have had somewhere in the vicinity

-of 1 400 questions and every one of them has had
to be -processed by that lady. I take this oppor-
tunity to make a plea on her behalf to members
to get their questions in a little earlier. Some
nights Miss Pick has had to stay back quite late
processing the questions in order that they Would
be ready for the next day.

I would like t9 express my gratitude to Mr
Bernie Edmondson aiid his wife and to the staff
of the Joint House -Committee. They provide us
with, a wonderful service and their efforts I am
sure are greatly appreciated by us all.

There is one matter with which I must 'agree
with the Premier whole-heartedly and that is the
fact that this has been *a difficult session. Cer-
tainly, it has been a difficult session for me while
sitting in this seat. I know it has been difficult
for the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition,
.and while sitting in this seat I have found it a
very trying session.

I have enjoyed the experience but at times the
session has been very trying. I conclude by again
wishing to all members of the House and the staff
thac go to make up our parliamentary institution
MIl the best for the coming festive season.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premnier)
[2.44 a.m.]: I move-

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

Question put and passed.

Mouse adjourned at 2.45 ajar. (Wednesday).

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PRE-PRIMARY CENTRE
North Balga School

"1346. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Education:

1I) Witl he assure the House that pre-
primary pupils (and not Grade 3 pupils)
will occupy the pre-primary centre when
it is completed?
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(2) Will he liaise closely with, the junior
primary's principal as to the siting of. the
pre-primary centre?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) yes.,
(2) The principal of the junior primary

school has been consulted already.

INDUSTRIAL LAND
Kwinwna and Canning Vale

1347. Mr TAYLOR, to -the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:.
(1) Did a company interested in the impor-

tation of timber and timber products
inquire recently regarding land at Kwi-
nana with a view to establishing a new
industry?

(2) If "Yes-
(a) did the company in questio indi-

-cate that the possibility existed-of
their establishing a furniture and/or

* associated factory at Kwinana at a-
later date;

(b) was the company advised to, recom-
mended to and/or referred to ser-
viced lots also owned by a Govern-~

* ment instrumentality at Canning
Vale?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) 1 lake it that the question refers to a

company interested in processing its own
local timber, with possible eventual in-
terest in imported timber-which made
inquiries with the Industrial Lands De-
velopment Authority in September this.
year regarding land at Kwinana.

(2) (a) The company talked of timber pro-
ducts, no doubt including furniture.

(b) The company was given informa-
tion on a wide range of potential
sites owned by ILDA- and on the
private market which appeared to
fit its operational and marketing-
needs, including land in Canning-
Vale, Kwinana and Rockingham.

TECHNICAL SCHOO0L
inana

1548. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

Further to question 1104 of 1977, regard-
ing a proposed technical school at
Kwinana:
(1) Has the committee, to which he

referred, been appointed?

* . (2)

.0)

(4)

If "Yes" who are the members?
Though only three weeks have
elapsed since question 1104-

(a) has a report already "been
prepared;

(b) has a site in fact already been
selected in Rockingham,

-(c) has it been suggested that the
site at the corner of Sulphur
Road and Orelia Avenue is in
fact too small for such an
institution;

(d) was the site at (c), planned in
the original town, design as an
adequate site f or stich an insti-
tution, considered so in 1972
when the then Government
announced that a technical
school would be built on the
site, and' up until this point of
time not questioned as being of.
sufficient size?

Were organisations and groups, in
the Kwinana area consulted as to
their views prior to the "committee"
and/or officers of the department
advising the new proposed site in
Rock ingham and the rejection of the
Kwinana new town site?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Dr A. N. Stewart (Chairman)

Dr A. H. Walkington
Mr P: Barrett
Mr S. Cann
Mr V. Davies-
Mr M. Williams
Mr L. Cochrane.

(3) (a) io (d) The period of three
weeks referred to in the question his
no relevance. A detailed investiga-
tion of the needs and other relevant
factors associated'with the develop-
ment of technical education in the
SOLith-west corridor has been carried
out over recent months. This in-
formation'was the subject of- dis-
cussion between members of the
Kwinana Town Council and officers
'of the Education Department on
the 71h November. At that meeting
matters relevant to the placement of
the proposed technical college were
discussed and the council was ad-
vised that it was proposed to build
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the college on a site bounded by
Ennis Street and Simpson Road.
This site would be of sufficient size
to cater for other future post-sec-
ondary needs in the south-west
corridor.

(4) The decision to build on the Ennis
Street and Simpson Road site was
made on the basis of statistics relat-
ing to population and participation
rates and having regard to the total
post-secondary needs of the south-
west corridor. Information had pre-
viously been obtained from local
government authorities, from school
statistics, from the MRPA and from
the Bureau of Census and Statistics.

LAND

Government Subsidy

1349. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

(1) At a function to open an educational
institution on Sunday afternon, 6th
November, did the Premier make refe-
rence to the availability of a Government
subsidy with respect to the purchase of
land for educational purposes?

(2) 'i "Yes" will he elaborate?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The proposal is that-
"Provided a firm assurance that a
school will be constructed on the site
within four years is given by the
non-Govern ment school body con-
crned, the Minister will endeavour
to have an appropriate site set aside
for this purpose with all costs to he
met by the body concerned. Interest
charges on loans raised for the pur-
poe of purchasing such school sites
will be paid by the Government as an
additional subsidy provided that the
sites do not occupy a greater area
per student than do Government
schools".

In the case of existing subsidy arrange-
ments, the subsidy is limited to 7+ per
cent of the amount of t *he loan. It is
therefore, appropriate for this ceiling to
apply on eligible loans raised for the
purchase of school sites.

SCHOOL
Munster

1350. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

With respect to land at the south east
corner of Wattleup Road and Moylan
Road, Munpter:
(1) Did the then Minister for Education

in late 1976, advise both by press
release and Parliamentary question,
that it was intended to construct a
new school on the site?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) were some plans prepared with

respect to buildings;
(b) were some plans prepared with

respect to rehabilitation of a
quarry on site;

(c) when did the Government
change its mind with respect
to this site;

(d) why did the Government change
its mind with respect to use
of this site;

(e) did the Education Department
own the site at that time;

(f) if "Yes" to (3), when did the
department acquire the land
and when did it dispose of the
land?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes, the then proposed Wattleup Prim-

ary School site was located to the south-
east of the intersection of Wattleup and
Moylan Roads, Watt leup.

(2) (a) No.
(b) No, however, the Public Works De-

partment did investigate the feasibil-
ity of rehabilitating the quarry
which was located on the Southern
section of the site.

(c) and (d) The owners of the pro-
posed site located to the south-east
of the intersection of Wattleuip and
Moylan Roads, Wattleup, had pur-
chased the land for extension to
their neighbouring limestone quar-
rying activities. The owners of the
land, which then comprised the
proposed primary school site, made

.application to the Cockburn Town
Council for extension of their
qu~arrying operations onto the land.
It was also considered that if a
school were to be established in
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the immediate vicinity of limestone
quarrying, problems of dust, noise
and heavy traffic would result. As
a consequence it was decided in late
January/early February of this year
to establish the school for the
Wattleup area on the site which is
currently being developed in Tom-
islav Way, Wantleup.

(e) and (f) No.

SKELETON WEED
Eradicat ion Fund

1351. Mr McOVER, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:

(I) What is the criterion used when deter-
mining contributions to the skeleton weed
eradication fund?

(2) When was the fund established?

(3) Will he detail for each year since the
scheme was established, contributions
made by-
(a) growers;
(b,) Government?

(4) What is the present financial state of
the fund?

(5) Has there been any marked improvement
in the eradication of the weed?

(6) Has the Government any intention of
discontinuing the fund?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) Every grower who delivers 30 or more
tonnes of grain, seed, or grain and
seed combined makes one contribution
of $30 each crop year; "grain" means
wheat, barley and oats; and "seed"
means linseed, rapeseed and sweet
lupins.

(2) 1974.

(3) (a) 1974-75
1975-76
1976-77

285 950
267 510
293 520

(b) Nil.

(4) $322753 at the 30th October, 1977.

(5) Yes.

(6) The position will be reviewed after de-
ductions are made for the 1978-79 crop
year, when the Act will expire.

WESTERN AUSTRALTAN INSTITUTE
OF TECHNOLOGY

Courses for 1978
1352. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Educa-

tion:
With respect to suggested programmes of
courses for the 1978 academic year at
the Western Australian Institute of Tech-
nolor

(1) Will he list those new courses or
extension or upgrading of existing
courses referred to the Western Aus-
tralian Post Secondary Education
Council for consideration?

(2) What was the estimated cost of these
add itional courses?

(3) Which of the courses or extension
to courses, listed in (1) were sup-
ported by W.A.P.S.E.C. and which
rejected ?

(4) Which of the courses were refused
finance when referred to Common-
wealth sources?

(5) Which of the courses were suggested
to be of an insufficient standard
when referred to Commonwealth
sources?

(6) Which of the courses are. at this
time, expected to proceed in 1978?

(7) What is the estimated cost of those
courses in (6)?

(8) What is the estimated savings in
revenue on those courses conducted
in 1976 but not to be continued in
1978?

Mr P. V. JONES replied;

Proposed course WAPSEC Common-
decision wealh

decision

Master's Degree in Eduication Not supported
tin Curriculum and Educ-
ational Technotogy)

Mastr'fs Degree in Engineering Not supported
Master's Degree in l-talth Science Supported ... Not approved
Master's Degree in Medical Supported Not approved

Technology
Master's Degree in Metallurgy Not supported
Graduate Diploma in Eiigineer- Supporsed . Approved'

Graduate DIpoa in Plaiioing Supported ... Not approved-
U~nderrduate Program in Music Not Supported
Bachel or or Mining Engineering Supported .. Approved
Bachelor's Degree in NUrSin ... SpoTied . Not approved
Bachelor's Degiree in Quantity Nt supported

Surveying
Associate Diploma in Applied Not supported

Physics
Associate Diploma in Biology... Not supported
Associate Diploma in Engineer- Not supported

ing

Will run is 1978.

(113)
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(2) Not known since consideration of
the need for these additional courses
is not based on estimates of the
costs involved.

(5) The Commonwealth Tertiary Edu-
cation Commission did not make
any statement as to the standard of
courses supported by the WA Post
Secondary Education Commission.

(7) and (8) Not known.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Sportsmen and Sportswomen
1353. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for labour

and Industry:
(1) Was a tripartite committee established

in 1970 (or earlier) to examine the
Workers' Compensation Act which dealt
with the question of compensation for
sportsmen and sportswomen?

(2) If so, who was on it?
(3) Was there a unanimous recommenda-

tion with respect to the above question?
(4) If so, what was it?
(5) If not, what recommendations were

made?
(6) Was the Act amended in 1970 as a con-

sequence of those recommendations and
what was the number of the Bill?

(7) Was section 5 amended on that occasion?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(J) to (7) 1 am informed that the com-

mnittee formed at the time mentioned
was to look into the question of the Act
generally, and that the subject of com-
pensation for sprtsmen and sports-
women did not arise.

PEST CONTROL

Svewrrs Pest Control and Other Compaies

1354. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs:

(1) Are the two pest control associations
listed on pages 439 and 440 respectively
of the yellow pages of the 1977-78 tele-
phone directory one and the same asso-
ciation?

(2) In relation to the Pest Controt Associa-
tion of W.A., are the members listed
separate business entities?

(3) Do all those firms listed have some asso-
ciations with Stewarts Pest Control?

(4) Is Stewarts Pest Control that same firm
which was named in the 1975-76 annual
report of the Consumer Affairs Bureau
for unethical activities?

(5) Is there still reason to be concerned at
the trading ethics of Stewarts Pest
Control?

(6) What legislative control is there in this
industry?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) No. The United Weed and Pest Con-

trol Association of WA was first regis-
tered under the Trade Associations Reg-
istration Act, 1959, on 14th January,
1963 under the name of The Pest Con-
trol Association of WA. It formally
adopted its present name on 9th Feb-
ruary, 1977, and recorded the change
with the Registrar of Trade Asso-
ciations.
The Pest Control Association of WA is
not registered under the Trade Asso-
ciations Registration Act, 1959.

(2) and (3) Three of the ten firms listed
have not registered under the Business
Names Act, 1962. However, investiga-
tions carried out by the Bureau of Con-
sumer Affairs have revealed that all
of the "firms" are either employees or
agents of Stewarts Pest Control.

(4)
(5)

Yes.
Having regard to the nature of its cur-
rent advertising methods, I am con
cerned at the ethics of Stewarts Pest
Control.

(6) Pesticide regulations promulgated under
division IV of the Health Act requires
that pesticide and pest control com-
panies be registered with the Public
Health Department. The regulations
also require that individual pest control
operators be licensed.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

EDUCATION FUNDS
Savingzs

1. Mr HARMAN, to the Premier:
Adverting to savings in the Education
Department resulting from over-provi-
sion of wage increase, what was the
total amount saved during the fiscal
year 1976-77 for the State Public Ser-
vice, what were the amounts saved item
by item-thai is, staff ceilings, lower re-
placements, indexation, etc.
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The answer to this question is being
collated and I will advise the honour-
able member in writing as soon as
the information is available. The Treas-
ury has nearly completed the answer,
but it was not available in time.

STOCK
Blueiwngue

2. Mr GREWAR, to the Minister for Agri-
culture:
(1) In view of the significance to the live-

stock industries of Australia of the out-
break of bluetongue in the Northern
Territory, what assistance will the West-
ern Australian Department of Agricul-
ture give to bring about eradication of
the disease?

(2) By what means in Australia could the
disease be transmitted?

(3) I-ow rapidly could the virus spread?
(4) What control measures are possible in

country difficult to obtain 100 per cent
muster?

(5) If the disease becomes established-
(a) What effect would it have on beef

herds and sheep flocks?
(b) Would it affect Australian meat ex-

ports?

'Mr OLD replied:
I thank the honourable member for
notice of this question, the answer to
which is as follows-
(1) Under existing arrangements, Wes-

tern Australia together with the
other States would on an agreed pro
rata basis collectively contribute 50
per cent towards the cost of eradi-
cating the disease bluetongue and
the Commonwealth would contri-
bute the remaining 50 per cent.
Assistance with staff has been
offered to the Northern Territory,
should such assistance be needed.

(2) Culicoides species of insect, com-
monly called sand flies or midges.

43) The rate of spread of the virus is
dependent either on the movement
of the insect vector or the move-
ment of infected ruminants into tin-
infected areas where the insect
vector exists.

(4) Controlling the movement of all
susceptible host species from Such
an infected area to non-infected
areas.
If total eradication is not possible,
control can be achieved by vaccina-
tion.

(5) (a) Apart from movement restric-
tions, the effect on beef herds
would be expected to be mini-
mal as the disease causes few
clinical signs in cattle.
The effect on sheep depends on
the strain of the virus involved
and may vary from very slight
to severe, including mortality.
The behaviour of the new
Australian virus in sheep is not
known at this stage.

(b) As bluetongue cannot be trans-
mitted in meat or meat
products, meat exports should
not be adversely affected.

MINING ACT CONTRAVENTION
Attorney-Ge-nerot's Attitude

3. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier:
I preface my question by stating I have
received from his revered Attorney-
General a letter dated the 14th Novem-
ber in which he asks me for information
with respect to Mr Noel Crichton-
Browne so that he can examine it to see
whether the law has been broken. I
might add that I think it is preposterous
for the Attorney-General to turn a blind
eye like this. My question is as follows-
U) Is he concerned that the Attorney-

General, in the face of a front page
article in the Daily News of the 9th
November which states that Mr
Noel Crichton-Browne whilst a min-
ing registrar at Marble Bar traded
in shares in apparent contravention
of section 8 of the Mining Act, has
not acted to investigate the matter
so as to decide whether the-law has
been- breached?

(2) Is he concerned that the senior law
officer of the State should he closing
his eyes to an article on race 36 of
The West Australian of the 91h
November, the article rererred to
above, question 2 withouit notice
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of the 19th October, question 3020
of the 18th October, question 1304
of the 81h November, and question
1325 of the 9th November?

(3) Will he ensure that justice is done to
all irrespective of their stations in
life and irrespective of their power-
ful friends; and will he also ensure
(hat justice is seen to be done?

(4) Will he require the Attorney-Gen-
eral to uphold his oath and stop
turning a blind eye to evidence
which has been widely published
and which suggests there is a prima
facie case to answer that there has
been a breach of the law?

SIR CHARLES COURT replied:
01) to (4) The member for Morley, of

course, blots his own copy book.
He makes all these extravagant
statements hoping that they will be
reported in full, as no doubt they
will be.

Mr Tonkin: They have already been reported
in full.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: The honourable
member has been asked very properly.
from what he has told the House, by
the Attorney-General to supply the in-
formation he has so that the Attorney-
General can pursue the matter.

Mr Tonk in: I do not have any more informa-
tion than has been given in this House
and in the newspapers.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I suggest that the
honourable member tell the Attorney-
General that, because the impression
given to this House and to the public
by the member for Morley, who started
all this agitation, was that he was sitting
on all sorts of information-

Mr Tonkin: I did not give that impression. t
asked a series of questions.

Sir CH4ARLES COURT: -which should be
made available to the Attorney-General
or to the police.

Mr Tonkin: You substantiate that. Where did
I say that?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker, I sug-
gest to the honourable member that he
remind himself of the answer which was

given by one of my colleagues suggest-
'ig& that if he had anything of this kind
he could take it to the police.

Mr Tonkin: The Minister for Police and
Traffic is sitting next to you.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Tonkin: And you say I should go to the

police!

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Morley was given every courtesy and
much tolerance in asking his question
and I ask him to extend the same cour-
tesy to the Premier.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The simple facts
are that the member for Morley started
what he thought was going to be a witch
hunt and he thought he would just
throw something into the ring and then
leave it for other people to pick it up.
If he has no more information than he
has already given to this House it is
not a bad thins that the public knows
that and that he tells the Attorney-
General because then the people will
see the motive behind the questions he
has been asking. I suggest to the hon-
ourable member that he reply with des-
patch to the letter from the Attorney-
General so that the Attorney-General
can get on with doing what he promised
to do.

DRIVING LICENCE
Mininsui Age

4. Mr NANOVICH, to the Minister for Police
and Trafrc:

Could thie Minister advise the House
whether there is any substance to the
high school rumour that the minimum
age for obtaining a driving licence will
be increased from 17 years to 18 years?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
As the member said, it is probably a
high school rumour. There are no pro-
posals at all to vary the driving age
upwards or downwards.

TRAFFIC
Trail Bikes

5. Mr H-ARMAN. to the Premier:
(1) Does his Government intend to legislate

in respect of trail bikes?
(2) If so, when will the legislation be in-

troduced?
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Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
1I) and (2) Yes, possibly in the next session

of Parliament. Details have yet to be
finalised.

MINING BY ALCOA

Concerns of Jarrabdale Resides 

6. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

Is the Minister aware of the growing
concern being expressed by the residents
of Jarrahdale in relation to the encroach-
ment of Alcoa into areas close to the
town for the purpose of mining?
As residents have been unsuccessful in
obtaining a meeting with the company
can he intercede and arrange for a
meeting between the two parties?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Neither the inhabitants of Jarrahdale nor
anyone else has expressed any concern
to me. Therefore, I am not aware of
what might have been a private con-
versation between these people and the
member for Rockingham. If they have
some concern no doubt they will come
to me and I shall deal with the matter.

HOUSING

Terminating Building Society Loants

7. Mr SHALDERS. to the Minister for Housing:
(1) What is the maximum amount the Gov-

ernment lends on a purchase home
through terminating building societies to
low-income earners?

(2) What is the maximum a person can
earn to qualify for such a loan?

(3) Have instances occurred where persons
have qualified and built a home in excess
of the permitted amount?

(4) If "Yes" to (3)-
(a) through which society did this occur;
(b) why did the Minister approve the

application?

The SPEAKE-R: Before the Minister rises to
answer that question I hope he will not
venture into an area of vib jt/ice, the
matter which I discussed with him a
little earlier today.

Mr O'Connor: That is the one that the Labor
lawyers rang you about?

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will
resume his seat.

Mr Bryce: What an astonishing insult!
Sir Charles Court: What is wrong with that?

The SPEAKER: I take offence at the way
the Minister expressed himself then. It
is true I was contacted by a legal person
but I am not to know what his poltiks
are.

Mr O'Connor: Can I seek your guidance in
this matter?

Trhe SPEAKER: I have already given my
guidance actually.

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(I) $25 500.
(2) $237.72 per week.
(3) Yes.
(4)

8. Mr
and
(1)

(a) The Trades and Labor Council
(WA) No. 19 Building Society;

(b) When it came to my notice .1 in-
structed that the loan be not pro-
ceeded with because it was a low-
inte rest loan and should go to a
low-income earner. However, despite
the fact that the home involved cost
more than $40 000 and the TLC had
agreed to the loan, I sought the
advice of the Crown Law Depart-
menit which advised me that there
was nothing I could do and. there-
fore, the loan must proceed.

NATURAL GAS
Prices

JAMIESON, to the Minister for Fuel
Energy:
What will the price of gas per therm
from the North-West Shelf be to-
(a) domestic consumers;
(b) industrial consumers
when deliveries begin in 1984?

(2) What will the price per therm be for
the SEC?

(3) What is the price per therm of gas
purchased by the SEC from Dongara?

(4) What will be the on-shore price per
therm of gas from the North-West Shelf?

(5) By how much will the pipeline costs
increase the price per therm. from the
North-West Shelf?

(6) What percentage of gas at Dongara is
allocated for industrial consumption?
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(7) What provisions exist in the contract
signed between the Government and the
consortium for variations in the price of
gas purchased by the SEC over the con-
tract's 20-year period?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (5) The Leader of the Opposition is

seeking information which is confidential
and not able to be released. l~owever,
the price of gas per therm from the
North-West Shelf when delivered to Perth
will be considerably higher than the cur-
rent price per therm from Dongara.
The tariff to domestic and smaller in-
dustrial costumers, however, will not be
significantly increased due to the pre-
dominance of reticulation and other costs
in the final delivered price.

(6) Aproximately 180 per cent is allocated to
various industrial users. The remaining
20 per cent is adequate for the present
domestic and commercial requirements.

(7) The contract does include some provi-
sion for escalation of the gas price over
the 20-year period, but these detaits are
also confidential and cannot be released.

EDUCATION
John XXIII College

9. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Education:
(I) Is the Minister aware that nine teachers

at John XXlII College were offered the
alternative of resigning or being dis-
missed, and that in consequence two
have resigned and five have already
received dismissal notices?

(2) If so. is the Minister aware of the
reasons for these resignations/dismissals?

(3) What avenue is open 1o these teachers
for redress if they feel they have been
unfairly treated?

(4) Does the Minister have any responsibility
in this area or does the department
monitor staff movements in private
schools?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (4) In reply to the honourable mem-

ber. I am totally unaware of any of the
matters which arose in his question. The
employment of teachers in independent
schools is not monitored by myself or the
Education Department. The matter of

employment of these teachers is entirely
in the hands of the independent schools
which employ them.

MILK
ladien Baiy

10, Mr CRANE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the Minister aware that people in

.Iurien Bay have no alternative but to
purchase milk which is sometimes six
days old?

(2) Would this be in line with the policy of
the Public Health Department?

(3) Is the Minister also aware that milk is
two days old before it arrives in Jurien
Bay and that there are only two deliveries
per week?

(4) Is milk which is six days old available
for sale in the metropolitan area? If
not, why not?

(5) Does the Minister consider that people
living in isolated areas are less important
and less susceptible to health hazards
than people living in closely settled areas?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) No.
(2) 1 would suggest the honourabte member

refers this matter to the Minister for
Health.

(3) There are two deliveries of freezer-
chiller goods to Jurien Bay each week.
I am nut aware of the age of milk which
is delivered to Jurien Bay or elsewhere.

(4) 1 do not know.
(5) No. The honourable member will tbe

well aware of my personal interest in
people living in remote areas.

CIVIL SERVANTS IN KIMBERLEY
Active Sup port of ALP M1emnbers

It. 0. T. BURKE, to the Minister for 'Labour
and Industry:

Is the Minister prepared now to honour
an udertaking given in this place by
naming chose civil servants in the Kim-
berley area who are actively supporting
members of the La bor Party?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
It might he untoward if I were to reply
to the hit and run shadow Minister for
Labour and Industry. I ask the member
to put the question on the notice paper.
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KIM BERLEY ELECTION

Court Case Costs

12. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:

(I) Was he correctly reported in The West
Australian of the 1st July, 1977, as
having said in reference to a call by
the National Executive of the Australian
Labor Party for the Federal or State
Government to pay for the Kimberley
Court of Disputed Returns challenge
that-

"This is certainly not a case for Gov-
ernment assistance any more than it
would be the case for Government
assistance to the successful candidate
to defend his position."?

(2) In view of that statement, why did he
decide to give 5100 000 of taxpayers'
funds to the parties involved less than a
week before the court made its decision?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

[ thank the Leader of the Opposition for
some notice of the question the answer
to which is as follows--

(1) Yes.

(2) Because of the unprecedented length
of the case which lasted from the
13th July to the 27th September. and
must have involved very high legal
costs, much greater than the parties
would have originally contemplated.
The hearings were the longest of any
case dealt with by the Court of
Disputed Returns and probably one
of the longest legal cases heard
outside the metropolitan area. Under
these unusual circumstances Cabinet
believed it would be appropriate for
the Government to provide some
assistance in meeting the unusual
high costs involved.

The Government will require the
costs to be taxed or otherwise estab-
lished as reasonable, with a strict
accounting.

The decision to assist the parties
with their legal costs was made
before the judgment was known as
it was felt preferable to do so, other-
wise the Government could have
been accused of bias had an an-
nouncement been made after the
judgment was announced.

DEFEAT OF ELECTORAL ACT_
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

Resignation of Premier
13. Mr GRILL, to the Premier:

(1) In view of the fact that the Government
has been defeated on a major piece of
legislation, namely the Electoral Act.
Amendment Bill (No. 2), an Act to
which the Premier has publicly attached
some importance, does the Premier
intend to tender his resignation to the
Governor in accordance with the prin-
ciples of the Westminster system?

(2) If not, why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(l) and (2) 1 think I will treat the ques-

tion with the contempt it deserves or
alternatively treat it as today's funny
story.

PARLIAMENTARY SUPERANNUATION
FUND
Report

14. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
Why has the Parliamentary Superannua-
tion Fund report not been tabled during
the year as is required by part 11,
section 8, of the Parliamentary Super-
dnnuation Act?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
When I received notice of this question
from the Leader of the Opposition I
got in touch with the Secretary of the
Parliamentary Superannuation Fund. I
asked him why the report had not been
tabled. He sent his apologies and the
document today, along with the Auditor-
Gieneral's report which t now seek per-
mission to table.

Tlse papers wtere tabled (see paper No. 390).

ROBB JETTY ABATTOIR
Retail Bu tcher S/sop

15. Dr TROY, to the Minister for Agriculture:
A retail butcher shop has been in exist-
ence at Robb Jetty. In the past it has
provided the meat requirements for
many Government instrumentalities. such
as hospitals. I ask-
(1) Would the Minister indicate Gov-

ernment policy in relation to the
running of this service?

(2) In view of the current market cir-
cumstances, is it likely to lead to
the closure of this facility?
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(3) If closure should occur, what is the
Government's attitude to the use of
these facilities by private entrepren-
eurs?

Mr OLD replied:
I thank the member for adequate notice
of this question, the answer to which is
as follows-
(1) The facility operates on the basis

of providing Government institutions.
with a ready source of meat at
prices structured to enable the ser-
vice to run at a break even level.

(2) There is no intention at this stage to
close the facility.

(3) In such an eventuality consideration
would be given to the alternative use
of the facility at that time.

MINING

Diamoand Exploration in the Kiberleyv

16. Mr BERTRAM. to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Has a significant deposit of diamonds

been discovered in the north of this
State?

(2) If "Yes", when and by whom and where
is the deposit situated?

(3) Is it a fact that huge trans-national corn-
panies have sought permission to explore
and mine for these and/or other
diamonds?

(4) Has the Government conferred with the
Aboriginal Lands Trust in regard to the
mining and exploration of diamonds?

(5) If so, when and for what purpose and
with what results?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (5) If the member for Mt. Hawthorn

wants a detailed answer he should place
a question on the notice paper. He
obviously knows that I would not be
able to give a detailed answer to him
off the cull. However, I am prepared
to reflect on his question without the
details.
Ithink his first question asked whether

significant diamond finds have been made
and the answer is "No". I know of one
report by a company which intimated
this was so biut in the view of the Mines
Department officers; the report is :a rather
promotional one.

Mr Harman: Does the Stock Exchange know?

Mr MENSAROS: When I say "promotional"
I mean to say there was no significant
find, the operative word being "signifi-
cant". In regard to the next part of his
question, neither the Mining Act nor the
Government discriminates between appli-
cants from the point of view of seeking
mining tenements, whether they are trans-
national-which is a nasty word used by
the member-international or national
companies. As the member should know,
all applicants are equtal before the law
and I do not accept his sort of convenient
use of Press-orientated expressions.
The third part of the question asked
whether the department or the Minister
had consulted with the Aboriginal Lands
Trust and I answer that the department
did consult with that body.

ST. JOHN AMBULANCE ASSOCIATION

Vacation of Wellington Street Premises

17. Mr CRANE. to the Treasurer:
(3) Is the Treasurer aware that the present

headquarters of the St. John Ambulance
Association must be vacated in approx-
imately i8 months to facilitate widening
of Wellington Street?

(2) Can he indicate what stage negotiations
have reached for obtaining an alternative
site? When can we expect the head-
quarters to be relocated and operative?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I am sorry for the delay but I thought
we had finished with questions long ago.
In answer 1o the honourable member-

Mr Tonkin: That is a nice reflection on
the Chair.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -1 state as fol-
lows-
(1) 1 am aware of the need to vacate

the building to allow the street
widening to proceed but that work is
not planned to commence before
1981.

(2) 1 understand that a number of pos-
bilities are being examined by State
and association officers but I am
not able at this stage to indicate
which site will be selected or when
the new building will be completed.
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