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The number of documents registered
annually in this category has been assessed
at approximately 100 and is expected to
diminish, therefore being of little signifi-
cance from a revenue aspect.

However, the value of work involved
warrants an increase in the fee equal to
that charged for similar documents regis-
tered.

This Bill provides for the fees to be
fixed by regulation in line with the scheme
adopted in the Transfer of Land Act. 1893.

in reviewing the Ordinance, Parliament-
ary Counsel took the opportunity to also
include in this Bill desirable amendments,
some of which are virtually complementary
to the expressed purpose of the proposed
legislation.

These further amendments include the
changing of the citation of the Ordinance
to that of an Act and to appoint the
Registrar of Titles as the Registrar of
Deeds and Transfers under this Act.

Act No. 36 of 1909 is currently a
"4homeless" section of the Ordinance and
this Bill also provides for the incorporation
of that section in the principal Act for ease
of reference and to enable the principal
Act to be reprinted.

Sections 21 and 23 can now be repealed
as section 21 is covered under the provi-
sions of the Interpretation Act, 1918. sec-
tion 34 (d).

Section 23 can be repealed, as fines and
penalties are paid into revenue under the
Fines and Penalties Appropriation Act,
1909, section 2, and fees are paid into
revenue under the Constitution Act, 1889,
section 64, and the Treasury regulations
number 9 made under the Audit Act, 1904,
section 71.

Section 22 is to be repealed and re-
enacted to give power to the Commissioner
of Titles, with the approval of the
Governor, to make regulations. This is
desirable to allow a standard of documents
to be presented, prescribed fees to be set,
and any other requirement for the pur-
pose of the Act to be properly adminis-
tered.

While that concludes a general explana-
tion of the Bill, Mr President, it occurs to
me it is of sufficient interest to mention
that the decision to lift the statutory fees
payable under the 1856 Ordinance was
made by the previous Government early in
1973, the Intention being to proceed with
an amending Bill in the spring session of
that year.

Members who participated in the de-
bates on the Government's very extensive
legislative programme will appreciate
there were good reasons for the deletion
of that comparatively unimportant mea-
sure.

In the Intervening period we have taken
the opportunity to have a close look at
the rather venerable Ordinance which was

required to be read in conjunction with the
1909 Act, with a view to tidying up the
legislation and retitling it in accordance
with present day form for reprinting
under the Amendments Incorporation Act,
1938.

While from time to time we hear some
criticism of the administration of legisla-
tion by regulation, members who are
fortunate enough to be able to readily
obtain a copy of the laws relating to the
registration of deeds, wills, judgments, and
conveyances affecting real property, as
proposed by this Bill to be amended, will
note the impracticability of inserting
statutory fees as is done in section 22 of
the Ordinance for such services as are
therein listed.

Therefore, I believe it quite appropri-
ate that the regulation-making power
should be extended to such fees in a
similar manner as applying in the Trans-
fer of Land Act of 1893.

Again, the proposed provision that every
person appointed to the office of Registrar
of Titles under the Transfer of Land Act
1893, shall by virtue of his office be the
Registrar of Deeds and Transfers, is most
desirable. From Information supplied to
me It appears that at least one Registrar
of TItles had not been appointed Registrar
of Deeds and Transfers thus necessitating
now the insertion of a validation clause.
It is now intended that any future appoint-
ment as Registrar of Titles under the
Transfer of Land Act, 1893. will be sufficient
to encompass appointment as Registrar of
Deeds and Transfers also. While the gain
in revenue from the suggested increases
to the scale of fees to bring them in line
with the fees prescribed in the regulations
to the Transfer of Land Act will not be
significant, the great disparity now exist-
ing in respect of the fees chargeable for
similar services should rightly be removed
and I commend the Bill to members.

Debate adjourned, on motion by the Hon.
R. Thompson (Leader of the Opposition).

House adjourned at 8.12 p.m.

i-Grg$nlutitw Awrhlu
Tuesday. the 13th August, 1974

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

QUESTIONS (49): ON NOTICE
1. MIDLAND JUNCTION ABATTOIR

Police Investigation
Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) Is the report contained in the

1st August. 1974 edition of the
Western Farmer that the 0Th has

484



[Tuesday, 13 August, 1974] 485

been examining allegations of
corruption at the Midland abat-
toir accurate?

(2) If so. precisely what matters and
practices have been examined by
members of the CIB as a result
of these allegations?

(3) (a) Have the investigations con-
firmed that the allegations
were correct and will charges
be laid against any indivi-
duals as a result:

(b) if so, what positions in the
abattoir are held by the per-
sons to be charged?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) No.
(2) The Criminal Investigation

Branch is investigating allega-
tions of bribery of Common-
wealth officers to incorrectly label
cartons of export meat, incor-
rectly grade export meat and to
falsify certificates in relation to
dates of slaughter within the
meat industry generally. These
allegations do not relate to any
specific person, abattoir, or area.

(3) (a) Investigations to date have
revealed no evidence to sub-
stantiate the allegations.

(b) Answered in (3) (a).

2. ABATTOIRS
Sheep Slaughtering: Mohammedan Rites

Mr HI. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) (a) Will he name all the persons

in this State who slaughter
sheep for export purposes in
accordance with Moham-
medan religious rites and
customs as to be acceptable
overseas;

(b) under what qualification and
authority do they operate?

(2) In what abattoirs do these people
operate?

(3) In the last year have any sheep
been slaughtered for export
Mohammedan standards by any
others than those named above
in (1), and if so, in what abat-
toir ?

(4) How is meat prepared for Moham-
medan consumption Indicated?

(5) (a) Is there any statutory re-
quirement to be met when
meat is claimed to be pre-
pared for Mohammedan use
and to standards required:

(b) If so. what Acts or regula-
tions apply and who is re-
sponsible for their supervi-
sion?

Mr Stephens (for Mr McPHARLIN)
replied:
(1) to (3) I am inf ormed that the

slaughter of sheep under Moslem
rites, following a request from
an exporter, is a matter for ar-
rangement between abattoir man-
agement and a person who indi-
cates that he is authorised under
such rites to supervise the killing
of animals.
Slaughtering under Moslem rites
is carried out as necessary at five
export abattoirs. Except in one
abattoir, where the Moslem
slaughterer is an employee of the
works, arrangements for ritual
slaughtering are made with a
Person based in Perth, who em-
ploys two and sometimes three
Moslem slaughterers to act on
his behalf.

(4) The procedure adopted by the
person principally concerned with
Moslem slaughtering has been to
identify sheep by an arable sym-
bol carrying the name of this
Person. The mark is applied to
sheep by the Moslem slaughterer
or under his supervision. Man-
agement subsequently ensures
that stockingette wrapping the
carcase is marked with the legend
M S and the symbol. Cartons
are similarly marked where piece
meats are involved.
I am informed that the abattoir
employing Its own Moslem
slaughterer did not identify in
this way mutton recently
exported. Careases were identi-
fled by M K tags in a manner
apparently approved by the im-
porter. This procedure together
with the Provision of a certifi-
cate relating to the Moslem
slaughtering of the sheep is
stated by management to have
met the specifications of the im-
porter in the Middle East
country concerned.

(5) (a) and (b) No.

3. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
East Perth Power Station: Fuel Conversion

Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Minister for
Conservation and Environment:
(1) Can he assure the House the

changeover of the East Perth
Power station from oil to coal
burning will not increase pollu-
tion in the area?

(2) What is the rationale for the
answer given above?

(3) Will he undertake to have emis-
sion levels monitored?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) Yes.
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4.

5.(2) The Dower house is equipped with
dust precipitators which will be
operated to meet the require-
ments of the Air Pollution Con-
trol Council.

(3) I am advised that the State Elec-
tricity Commission will continu-
ously monitor the stack emissions
and that the clean air section of
the Public Health Department
will undertake regular verification
tests.

FREEWAYS
programme of Construction

Mr BARNETIT, to the Minister for
Transport:

Would he please give details of-
(a) freeway construction at pres-

ent in progress and estimated
dates of completion of dif-
ferent stages;

(b) proposals for future freeway
development, with routes and
tentative timetable for each
development?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(a) Only one stage of freeway

construction is in progress at
present, that is the exten-
sion of Mitchell Freeway from
Hamilton Square to Vincent
Street, which is scheduled
for completion in December,
1975.

(b) No timetable is possible for
future freeway proposals until
the Federal legislation is en-
acted and discussion takes
place with Commonwealth
authorities. However, it is
hoped, subject to agreement,
that the following proposals
will commence in 1975-

Swinana Freeway - South
Perth interchange at
Judd Street.

Mitchell Freeway stage III
-Vincent to Hutton
Streets.

POLICE
Victims of Violence: Compensation
Mr T. J. BURKE, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Justice:

1) Will the Government take early
action to increase the maximum
compensation payable to victims
of violence to at least $4 000?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr O'NEIL. replied:
(1) and (2) The matter of maximum

compensation under the Crimi-
nal Injuries (Compensation) Act
is included in an examination of
that Act being made by the Law
Reform Commission.

PROSTITTION
Charges and Convictions

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) How many females have been ar-

rested for offences relating to
prostitution for the undermen-
tioned periods-
(a) six months period ended 30th

September, 1973;
(b) six months period ended 3st

March, 1974;
(c) four months period ended 31st

July, 1974?
(2) Of those involved in (1), will he

advise the numbers involved in
each individual arrest?

(3) Will he advise the times the ar-
rests were made and also the
time bail was granted in each
particular case?

(4) Of those charged, will he advise
the number of convictions and
the amount of the fines Imposed
In each ease?

(5) From what evidence did he make
the estimate that fewer than 150
professional prostitutes are work-
ing in Western Australia?

(6) Will he state the address of-
(a) each of the two suspected

brothels;
(b) the four massage parlours;
(c) the 15 escort agencies,
referred to by him In the report
in the Daily News of 6th August,
1974?

(7) Will he table the report supplied
to him following the statements
made by a senior police officer
regarding prostitution?

(8) Is he aware how the senior police
officer calculated that 700 prosti-
tutes were reaping $5 million a
year in Perth?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (8) In view of the lengthy de-

tail provided In the answers to
the Member's questions, I ask that
the answer be tabled.

The answer was tabled (see paper
No. 150).

CASLEY, MR LEONARD
Fines, and Treasury Payments

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Treasurer:
(1) Further to question 10 of 7th

August, 1974 concerning a pay-
ment to Mr Leonard Casley, and
referring to the answer given to
part (1) of that question, what
action from an accounting view
does the Government intend to
take to clear its indebtedness of
$1.00?

7.
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(2) With reference to the answer
given to part (2) of the previous
said question, why was not the
cheque referred to returned to
the drawer?

Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES
COURT) replied:
(1) Unless Mr Casley advises he will

now accept the payment remitted
to him, and subsequently returned
by him, the amount will be held
to his credit, and finally cleared
by transfer to revenue as un-
claimed money.

(2) in accepting the cheque, the offi-
cer concerned failed to carry out
the instruction of the Govern-
ment. In any case, the officer's
action does not constitute recog-
nition.

8. HIGH SCHOOLS
Loan Fund Allocation

Mr MOILER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

What is the anticipated percent-
age, and how mu~h of the Gen-
eral Loan Fund does the Govern-
ment propose to allocate, for high
school construction for the finan-
cial year 1974-75?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Figures are not available as a
number of works have not yet
gone to tender. The anticipated
percentage should be something
above 40% of the total.

9. BANKRUPTCIES
Administration: Staff and Facilities
Mr SIBSON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Justice:

Can the Minister ascertain whe-
ther, in light of the fact that
bankruptcy is obviously on the
increase, provision has been made
to increase staff and facilities to
cope with this problem?

Mr O'NEIIJ replied:
As the administration of bank-
ruptcy laws is a Commonwealth
function this would be a matter
for the Commonwealth Govern-
ment to determine.

10. MINING
Ilmenite: Trans port and Royalties
Mr SIBSON, to the Minister for In-
dustrial Development:
(1) What Is the average number of

trucks per day employed in the
cartage of ilmenite from Capel
to Bunbury?

(2) What is the total tonnage of II-
menite delivered to Bunbury for
export?

(3) What is the total tonnage of ii-
menite delivered to the Laporte
titanium plant?

(4) What is the amount of royalties
received by the Government from
the production of ilmenite?

(5) What is the number of people
employed in the-
(a) mining of ilinenite;
(b) transport and handling of il-

inenite?
Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (5) In view of the lengthy

statistical nature of the answer I
request that It be tabled.

The answer was tabled (see paper
No. 151).

11. TRAFFIC
Motor Vehicle Inspections; Legislation

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Traffic:

Will he advise if the Government
intends introducing legislation toq
amnend the present Act covering
the inspection of motor vehicles?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
It is not Proposed to introduce
any such legislation during the
current session.

12. POLICE ACT
Amendment: Reference to Law

Reform Commission
Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Police:

Why were the proposed amend-
ments to the Police Act not re-
ferred to the Law Reform Com-
mission so that the public and
the Parliament may have the
benefit of its research and com-
ments?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
It is considered the amendments
are not a matter of ref orm, but
adjustment of the machinery of
law enforcement. I might add.
that these matters were under
consideration by the previous Gov-
ernment, which did not see fit to
refer them to the Law Reform
Commission.

13. COLLIE HIGH SCHOOL
Downgrading

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:

Further to his answer to me of
7th August, wherein he advised
that the Collie Senior High School
had not been downgraded, will he
please advise if it is still the in-
tention to downgrade the school
and when?
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14.

Mr
(1)

O'CONNOR replied:
The City of Stirling has under-
taken the following roadwork on a
temporary basis, in an attempt to
discourage through traffic from
using the associated residential
street system-
(a) Cul-de-sac of Teakwood

Avenue immediately north of
Elmwood Avenue.

(b) Physical reduction in Pave-
ment width of Angelico Street
at its junction with Rosewood
Avenue to induce a left turn
only from Angelico Street
into Rosewood Avenue, but
prohibit any entry from Rose-
wood Avenue into Angelico
Street.

(c) Physical reduction In pave-
ment width of Sadoc Street at
its junction with Rosewood
Avenue to induce a left turn.
only from Sadoc Street into
Rosewood Avenue, but pro-
hibit any entry from Rose-
wood Avenue into Sadoc
Street.

(d) Physical reduction in pave-
ment width of Lombardy
Street at its junction with

15.

Mr MENSAROS replied :
There has been, and there is, no
intention to downgrade Collie
Senior High School.

TRAF FIC
Prosecutions: Woodlands Area

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) What alterations in connection

with traffic control have been in-
troduced In the areas of Lom-
bardy Street, Teakwood Avenue,
and Sadoc Street, Woodlands?

(2) Is it correct that a number of
motorists have received on the
spot fines for failing to obey the
new traffic measures?

(3) If "Yes" will he list the number
that have been fined and general
nature of the breaches involved?

(4) Has he received protests from the
public in connection with the
traffic alterations?

(5) If "Yes" will he outline the gen-
eral representations made to him?

(6) (a) Are the alterations to traf-
fic control in the areas to be
permanent or in view of the
objections will changes be
made:

(b) if "Yes" will he outline the
proposals?

Hale Road to Induce a left
turn only from Lombardy
Street Into Hale Road, but
prohibit any entry traon Hale
Road into Lombardy Street.

(e) Associated NO ENTRY signs
have been erected by the
Main Roads Department to
complement the physical con-
trols

(2) Not entirely; a number of motor-
ists have been issued with In-
fringement Notices.

(3) Fifteen motorists were issued with
Infringement Notices for contra-
vening traffic control signs.

(4) Yes.
(5) Representation, generally, has

been concerned with transferring
traffic flow from some streets to
others; and inconvenience
caused to motorists through de-
tours that have occurred as a
result of temporary roadworks
described In question (1).

(6) (a) It is understood that these
vehicular controls have been
provided on a trial basis

(b) Answered by (a).
I would add that the mayor of
the shire and the member for
Collie have also discussed with me
some Problems they have.

PUBLIC SERVICE

Sick Leave

Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(0) What is the accumulated sick

leave due to a public servant em-
Ioyed from July 1949 to July
1974?

(2) Should a person, due to sickness
of a long duration, use up this
accumulated leave, Is any addi-
tional leave available to a public
servant of such long service?

Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied;
(1) (a) Permanent officer:-

260 working days on full
pay and 130 working days
on half pay.

(h) Temporary employee-
197 working days on full
pay and 35 working days on
half pay.

(2) There is no provision under the
Public Service Act to grant addi-
tional paid sick leave. However,
leave without pay may be granted
should no other leave, such as long
service leave, annual leave or short
leave, be available.
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16. LIQUOR
Sunday Trading: Two-bottle Sales

Mr T. D). EVANS, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Justice:
(1) Does the Government intend dur-

tig this current session to amendl
section 24 (2) (a) of the Liquor
Act. 1970 to remove the limit of
"two" in terms of bottle sales
and also to remove the limitation
as to "beer" only?

(2) if not, why not?
Mr O'NELL replied:
(1) and (2) A review of the Liquor

Act will be carried out as soon as
possible, when consideration will
be given to a number of submis-
sions including those referring to
section 24(2) (a).

17. SETTLEMENT AGENCIES
Number and Functions

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister rep-
resenting the minister for Justice:
(1) How long have settlement

agencies operated in this State?
(2) How many settlement agencies

are there here, and are they all
situated in Perth?

(3) If not all situated in Perth, where
are they?

(4) Is it so that settlement agencies
receive instructions to act for
land agents--solicitors, account-
ants, as well as others-and that
those mentioned provide the
settlement agencies with the bulk
of their work?

Mr O'NEIL replied:.
It Is not Possible to obtain
accurate up-to-date information,
however details available are as
follows-
(1) Approximately 10 to 15 years.
(2) and (3) 37 In Perth and 1 in

Kalgoorie as at 1st October,
1973.

(4) Yes.

18. EDUCATION

Transport Costs of Pupils

Mr BERTRAM. to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:

what action has been taken to
put right the anomalous position
,whereby parents are obliged to
pay their children's Metropolitan
Transport Trust bus fares when
transport of this kind becomes
necessary for their ordinary and
proper school education?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The G.overnmnent meets the cost of
Metropolitan (Perth) Passenger
Transport Trust bus fares in ex-
cess of 10e per day for children

attending school, and In addition,
subsidises Metropolitan (Perth)
Passenger Transport Trust bus
hire charges to assist children to
attend other educational activities
organised by the school.

19. STATE ELECTION
Soutft Perthf District: Nonvoters

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Justice:
(1) Is it a fact that a large number

of electors in the South Perth
district failed to vote in the State
general elections on 30th March,
1974?

(2) What was the actual percentage
of those who failed to vote?

(3) If "Yes" to (I) above, what were
the reasons for such a high f ail-
ure rate?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) Yes. This also applies to other
districts,

(2) 12.38%.
The average for all districts was
9.87%.

(3) The large number of notices of
apparent failure to vote returned
to the Chief Electoral Officer uin-
claimed indicates considerable
movement of electors in and out
of the district.

20. TRAYFIC
Wanneroo Road: Pedestrian Overway

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Traffic Safety:
(1) Is it so that the urgent planning

and construction of a pedestrian
crossing bridge over Wannerco
Road at or near its intersection
with Lawley Street is being de-
layed because of the incomplete
planning of the widening of Wan-
neroo Road in that section?

(2) if "Yes" when will the planning
be complete, and if necessary, will
he expedite it?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No date can be given as investiga-

tions by the Stirling City Councii
and the Main Roads Department
are still in progress. I will endeav-
our to expedite.

21. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Tale: Shipments and Milling

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Indus-
trial Development:
(1) Has the first cont-racted bulk

shipment of lump talc from West-
side Mines NL project via Meeka-
tharra been made to Japan?
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(2) If so, when did the shipment take
place, and what was the tonnage?

(3) Has the Government received any
representations for the establish-
ment of a talc milling operation
to refine talc in Western Austra-
lia?

(4) If so, where would the operation
be located?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The shipment took place in July,

1974, and the quantity Involved
was 500 tonnes.

(3) Approval was granted on 29th
May, 1973, for financial assist-
ance of $113 600 to Westside
Mines Nt; $50 000 of this amount
was to be applied towards the
construction of a small milling
plant adjacent to the Fremnantle
port.

(4) The construction of the small
milling plant, which represents
the first stage in the company's
long range plan for the establish-
ment of a fully integrated opera-
tion at Oeraldton, has been de-
layed by problems with the acqui-
sition of a suitable site.

MINING
Hill Minerals NL: Claims

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
In connection with Hill Minerals
Nt application for mineral claims
Nos. 45/7146 to 45/7189, 45/7211
to 45/7216, 45/7325 to 45/7330,
45/7354 to 45/7355 in the Pater-
son Range area, will he advise
the outcome of these particular
applications?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
These applications are still under
consideration.

MINING
Newmont Pty Ltd: Claims

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
In connection with Newmont
Proprietary Limited's applica-
tion for mineral claims N'os.
45/7195 to 45/7200, 45/7248 to
45/7250 in the Paterson Range
area, will he advise the outcome
of these particular applications?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
These applications are still under
consideration.

TRAFFIC
Motor Vehitcles: Exhaust Emission

Standards
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Traffic:
(1) Have new motor vehicle exhaust

emission standards been ap-
proved in 1974?

(2) If "Yes" what are these stand-
ards and when is it intended that
they come into effect?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) and (2) The control of vehicle

emissions started in 1970 and has
since then been a continuing
programme, Current arrange-
ments by the Australian Trans-
port Advisory Council provide for
this programme to continiue
through to 19376.
In view of the Member's interest.
I table a copy of the programme
followed in this and all other
States since 1970 and as men-
tioned, to be followed through to
1976.
The simple answer to the Mem-
ber's first question is Yes, and
the answer to the second is quite
clear from what I have tabled.

The document was tabled (see paper
No. 152).

25. ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

Motor Vehicles: Exhaust Emission
Standards

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation and Environment:
(1) Is it a fact that standards pro-

posed for motor vehicle emis-
sions in Australia were criticised
as being inadequate by the
OECD air management section
group at a meeting in Tokyo in
1972?

(2) What are the standards pro-
posed?

(3) Has there been a modification. of
those standards in the light of
this criticism?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) I am not aware of any such

criticism.
(2) This question is best answered

by reference to the document
tabled by my colleague the Min-
ister for Traffic in response to
question 24 by the Member.

(3) Answered by (1).

26. AUSTRALIAN ENVIRONMENT
COUNCIL

Research Subcommittee
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation anad Environment:
(1) Has the Australian Environ-

ment Council established a
research sub-committee?

(2) If "Yes" what are its functions?
Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) To survey and report on current

and proposed environmental re-
search programmes, both at na-
tional and State levels.

22.

23.

24.
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:7. HEALTH
Chicken Marketing Standards

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What body in Western Australia

controls chicken marketing
standards?

(2) Is there any regulation to pre-
vent the inJection of sodium
polyphosphates and water into
chicken carcsses after slaughter?

(3) Does such a practice occur in
Western Australia?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) The trade body is the "Poultry

Processors Association", d/o
Chamber of Commerce, 14 Par-
liament Place, West Perth.

(2) The addition of metal polyphos-
phates to poultry is permitted
with certain limits under Food
and Drug sub-regulation C.O1.009
(e).

(3) Yes. Answered by (2).

a. TRANSPORT
Alternatives to Petrol-driven Vehicles

Mr
for
(1)

A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister
Transport:
Has he received from the Bureau
of Transport Economics a report
dealing with alternatives to
petrol-driven motor cars?

(2) If "Yes' will he make the report
available to the public?

(3) If "No" when is the report ex-
pected and will it be made avail-
able for public consumption?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) to (3) We have one paper by the

Bureau of Transport Economics
entitled "LPT as an Alternative
Fuel" and another Paper by the
transport section of the Depart-
ment of the Capital Territory en-
titled "Electric Vehicles--a Brief
Look at the Present State of the
Art". Both are Australian Trans-
Port Advisory Council documents
and customarily such documents
are not made public except by
resolution of the Council. How-
ever I have a copy Of each for the
Member to peruse if he wishes
to do So. I Would like them re-
turned to me in due time as they
are our only library copies.

ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION

Car Bodies: Shredder Machine
Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation and Environment:
(1) It he awvare that Simsmctal

(Aust) Pty. Ltd. intends to in-
stall a "Car Shredder" In Perth

as a way of recycling steel and
other similar metals?

(2) How are Plans Progressing for
this development in recycling?

(3) What impediments are there to
the introduction of such a
scheme in Western Australia?

Mr STEPHENS replied:
(1) 1 understand that Slmsmetal

(Aust.) Fty. Ltd. are investigat-
ing various possibilities for re-
claiming steel from car bodies
and that one of the systems under
examination is car shredding.

(2) The company is in the process
of evaluating alternatives.

(3) Apart from compliance with vari-
ous environmental, town plan-
ning and health requirements, the
availability of cars for shredding
in Western Australia is such as
to place considerable economic
constraints on such a venture.

30. This question was post poned until
Thursday, the 15th August.

31. STATE FORESTS
Wood Chipping Industry: Fauna

Priority Areas

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Forests:
(1) What will be the status of "fauna

priority areas" created by the
Forests Department in wood-
chipping areas?

(2) What other precautions will be
taken to Prevent the decimation
of fauna in the event of wood-
chipping?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr RIDGE) replied:
(1) Fauna priority areas created by

the Forests Department in wood-
chipping areas will continue as
State Forest, exempt from wood-
chipping operations and managed
to maximise faunal values.

(2) Restriction in size of cutting
coupes, planned dispersal of
coupes in space and time, provi-
sion of adequate uncut stream and
road reserves and continual moni-
toring and research of faunal
Population levels and survival re-
quirements are precautionary
measures aimed to conserve fauna
within the woodchip license area.

32. TOURIST BUREAU
OFFICERS

Attendance at America's Cup
Mr CARR, to the Minister for
Tourism:
(1) Is it a fact that three officers of

the Government Tourist Bureau
have been sent at Government
expense to view the America's
cup?
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33.

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) can he explain the necessity

for this action;
(b) what is the cost involved?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

POTATOES
Rejections by Board

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Following on from his reply to
question 3 of 8th August, 1974-
(a) to what company or persons

have rejected potatoes been
supplied in the past 12
months for the purpose of
using for sale as fresh, chip-
ped or peeled Potatoes?

(b) what quantity have been
supplied to such persons in
this period of time;

(c) what rate per bag was
charged for such potatoes?

Mr Stephens (for Mr MePHARLZN)
replied:

Reject potatoes are not sold for
the purposes mentioned In part
(a) of the question.
Some of the potatoes sold as fresh,
chipped or peeled potatoes arc
those which have been down-
graded from No. 1 grade to No. 2
grade, and it is presumed that
these are the ones referred to by
the Member.
(a) Perth Potato Products Pty.

Ltd.
Wholesale Prepak Pty. Ltd.

(b) 281 tonnes.
(c) $138 per tonne or, on very

rare occasions, $128 per tonne.
The wholesale merchant would
add his margin to these prices.

34. KIMBOLTON STATION
Receivership

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Justice:

Would the Minister for his own
satisfaction and with a view to
subsequently considering whether
to pass on to me the results
found, inquire into whether as a
result of the affairs of the "Kim-
bolton Station" near Derby hav-
Ing been previously placed in
receivership under Mr F. Milsom,
all debts then legally due by the
proprietor of the said station were
legally discharged by the time the
receivership ceased?

35.

36.

Mr O'NEIL replied:
Apart from "Kimbolton Station"
being registered under the Busi-
ness Names Act I have no other
official knowledge of its affairs.
Private enquiries have been made
and as result it Is suggested the
Member contact the receiver who
has indicated he would be willing
to discuss the matter personally.

MILK QUOTAS
Negotiability

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Have the bases or principles for

negotiability of liquid milk
quotas been received from the
Dairy Industry Authority?

(2) Has he furnished the authority
with directions, and if not, will
he undertake to indicate when
this is done?

Mr Stephens (for Mr MePHARLLIN)
replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Authority has been asked for

further comments on the transfer
of quotas.
Crown Law Department opinion
is that the transfer of quotas under
the Dairy industry Act, 1973, is
not possible until these quotas
have been issued under that Act.
The present position Is that
licenses and contract quantities as
issued by the Milk Board are
being continued to 31st December,
1974.

QUESTIONS WI=OUT
NOTICE
Precedent

Mr J. T. TONKIN, to the Speaker:
Can the fact that he allowed the
question from the Member for
Toodyay to the Premier con-
cerning Mr Cowles to be posed
and answered, be taken as a pre-
cedent for similar questions in the
future?

The SPEAKER replied:
The short answer is "No". I con-
sider that the question would have
been better dealt with outside the
House. I reg-ret my momentary
lack of vigilance.
This is a timely question, however,
and I appreciate the opportunity
of reminding Members that the
rules covering questions on notice
equally apply to questions with-
out notice.
On Thursday last at least one
other question without notice, if
submitted to the Table on notice
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would have had to be substantially
altered to be In harmony with
Standing Orders.
It should be clearly understood
that questions without notice are
at the discretion of the Speaker.
Previous Speakers of this House
have found the need to warn
Members of this discretion and
have requested Members to con-
fine their questions to urgent mat-
ters suddenly arising, or to the
asking of a supplementary ques-
tion based upon an answer given
to a question on notice.
Indeed the Privilege of questions
without notice has on one occa-
sion been withdrawn by a Speaker
who believed that the privilege was
being abused.
I do not contemplate such action
as I value the practice and I be-
iteve that Members feel similarly.
Finally, I also point out that Min-
isters in reply have aL responsibility
to confine their answer to the
points contained in a question,
with only such explanation as to
render the answer intelligible.
I therefore seek the co-operation
of all in this matter.

37. POLICE
Reserve Task Force

Mr T. H. JONES, to the Minister for
Police:

Further to his answer to me of
8th August, 1974 In connection
with the reserve task force, will
he please advise-
(a) the strength of the reserve

task force and their general
duties;

(b) the equipment that has been
supplied;

(c) what further equipment is
being acquired?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(a) No.
(b) No.
(c) No. To do so would give ad-

vantage to Individuals and
organisations that seek to
attack and undermine the
principles of law and order.

38. WHOLE-MILK LICENSES
Ownership of Land Contfent

Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

Further to his reply to question
49 on 8th August, 1974. can he
advise if there are any known
instances of the land content of
a licensed dairy reverting to the

39.

original owner after the sale of
that dairy business and, if so,
how many in the past five years?

Mr Stephens (for Mr MePHARLIN)
replied:

None are recorded but as a result
of allegations, the board sought
Crown Law Department advice
and adopted stricter procedures to
ensure that, in the sale of a
licensed dairy business, the whole
estate and interest in the land the
subject of the license, passed from
the license holder to the trans-
feree absolutely.

PROSTITUTION
Brothel; Moore Street

Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Police:
(1) is one of the suspected brothels

situated in Moore Street, East
Perth?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) what number is it;
(b) who is the registered pro-

prietor of the land situated
there;

(c) who Is the present tenant
and each of tenants for the
past 12 months;

(d) how long had these prem-
ises been suspected:

(e) how long is it expected that
they will continue to be sus-
pected?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) to (c) As several tenants have

occupied the premises over a com-
paratively recent period, disclosure
of the tenants concerned could
harm innocent people. In addi-
tion, total disclosure may be
detrimental to police activity and
would also tend to advertise an
Illegal activity.
In view of this position, I do not
propose to divulge the information
requested.
(d) Since 8/4174.
(e) It is expected that the prem-

ises will continue to be
suspected until the suspicions
are either proved or disproved.

40. COASTAL HIGHWAY,
SWANBOURNE

Consultant Ad-vice
Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Con-
servation and Environment:
(1) Have consultants yet been ap-

ninted to complete the study on
the Swanbourne coastal high-
way?
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(2) If so. who are the consultants
and how long is it expected their
work will take?

(3) What Public Interest baa so far
been forthcoming to the study?

(4) Will he table a copy of the final
terms of reference given the
consultants?

Mr STEPHENS replied:

(1)
(2)

No,
No consultants have been ap-
pointed.

(3) Thirty-seven written submissions
have been received.

(4) Final terms of reference will be
discussed at the next Metropolitan
Region Planning Authority meet-
ing after discussion with Group B
District Planning Committee and
they will certainly be made public
when finalised.

GAMBLING
Royal Commission Report

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Premier:
When is it expected that the
report of the Royal Commission
into legalised gambling In Wes-
tern Australia will be made
public?

Mr O~eil (for Sir CHARLES COURT)
replied:

As the report of the Royal Comn-
mission has not yet been received
by the Government, I cannot, at
this stage, indicate when it will be
made public.

HEALTH
Retail Stores and Shopping

Centres: Public Toilets
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Did his department initiate an

inquiry as to the desirability or
need to require proprietors of
large retail stores and shopping
centres to provide adequate and
free public toilet facilities?

(2) If "Yes" wvill be advise the pres-
ent state of these inquiries?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) Yes,
(2) The Inquiry has been completed,

and draft regulations have been
prepared. Discussions on the
draft regulations are now being
arranged with other affected de-
partments and representatives of
industry.

43. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Alcoa Alumina Refinery: Effluent
Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Will he advise whether, at the

Kwinana site of Alcoa, certain
waste products of an obnoxious
and/or Poisonous nature are in
fact being disposed of by being
dumped into a well or bore hole?

(2) If "Yes" is the Environmental
Protection Authority aware of
the practice and has it given Its
consent?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The company is discharging

waste products into clay lined
ponds, and advises it is not dispos-
ing of such materials into wells or
bore holes.

(2) Answered by (1).

44. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Alcoa Alumina Refinery: Settlement Ponds

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:.
(1) Will he advise whether at their

Kwinana site, Alcoa are drilling
the sediments of their settlement
ponds in order to recover caustic
or some other sediment?

(2) If "Yes" is such drilling subject
to check by the Environmental
Protection Authority to deter-
mine whether any damage is, or
could be, occasioned to the clay
seals?

(3) Are checks being made at regular
intervals of wells and bores in
the general vicinity of the settle-
ment Ponds?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The company Is establishing wells

to drain and recover caustic from
its settlement ponds.

(2) The Environmental Protection
Authority is aware and approves
this activity, which does not
include interference with clay seal.

(3) Yes.

45. PESTICIDES
Control of ingredients

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Health:

What control is exercised over the
use of the following pesticidal
ingredients in Western Australia-

pentachlorophenol,
chlordane,
fenitrothion,
dichiorvos,
dieldrin,
maldison.

41.

42.
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ERG
perthane,
DDT,
2, 4, 5-T butyl ester,
2, 4-D acid,
trichioroacetate,
pyrethrins,
zineb,
ziram,
DSMA,
Metaldehyde,
dinocap,
rotenone,
atrazine,
amnitrole,
arsenic trioxide,
w/w pyrethrins,
w/W piperonyl,
w/w amitrole?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
After clearance at national level
the pesticidal ingredients listed
below-

pentachlorophenol,
chlordane,
fenitrothion,
dichlorvos
dieldrin,
maldison,
BHC,
perthane,
DDT,
2, 4, 5-T butyl ester,
2, 4-D acid,
trichioroacetate,
pyrethrins,
zineb,
ziram,
DSMA,
metaldehyde,
dinocap,
rotenone,
atrazine,
amitrole,
arsenic trioxide,
piperonyl,

are further considered by the
Western Australian Pesticides
Advisory Committee for the fol-
lowing factors before registration
Is effected in Western Australia-

Stability,
Justification for use,
Claims for use,
Efficacy,
Toxicology,
Residue,
Safety to plants and animals,
Wildlife hazards,
Labelling.

48. COOKING MARGARINE
Saturated Fat Content

Mr PLETCHER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Minister aware that The

West Australian of 24th June,
1974, quotes the National Heart
Foundation as stating that the

90% animal (saturated) fat con-
tent of cooking margarine could
he causing heart trouble?

(2) Is it a fact that regulations at
present require this 90% satu-
rated fat requirement?

(3) Is it a State or Federal require-
ment?

(4) How long has this regulation ex-
isted?

(5) Despite the prospect of offending
rural or other vested interests and
in view of the status -and credi-
bility of the National Heart
Foundation, will the Minister, in
an endeavour to reduce the inci-
dence of heart ailment, do what
he can to make it mandatory that
all margarine sold shall show the
fat and cholesterol content on
labels of that Packaged article?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) Federal requirement. States ad-

minister complementary Act and
regulations. in W.A. through the
Minister for Agriculture.

(4) Since 1940. Margarine Act.
(5) Yes. Much appropriate action

has already been taken and
further measures are under con-
sideration.

47. COMMUNITY HEALTH CENTRE
Geraldton

Mr CARE, to the Minister represent-
ing the Minister for Health:
(1) Has a submission for a community

health centre in Geraldton been
received and forwarded to the
Australian Government?

(2) Has the Minister any information
regarding the approval or other-
wise of the proposal?

(3) If "Yes" what?
Mr O'NEIL replied:.
(1)
(2)
(3)

48.

Yes.
No.
Answered by (2).

PUBLIC HEALTH
DEPARTMIENT

Meat Ins pection: Financial Loss
Mr MOIL.ER, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) What was the loss incurred by

the meat inspection section of the
Health Department for the years
1969-70, 1970-71, 1971-72, 1972-
73, 1973-74?

(2) What steps does the Government
propose to take to arrest the loss
in this area?
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Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Excess of expenditure over rev-

enue was-
1971-72-$53 711
1972-73-$100 216
1973-74-$168 324

Figures are not available for
earlier Years.

(2) An interim adjustment of inspec-
tion and branding fees was intro-
duced on 3rd May, 1974. A sur-
vey is currently being conducted
to determine what further adjust-
went might be required.

49. GOVERNOR'S SPEECH
Education Policies

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Premier:
(1) With reference to the answer he

gave to question 1 of 6th August,
1974, would he Please advise as
far as is known to him the special
education qualifications of the
following Persons referred to in
the article in the Daily News of
21st March, 1974 (the article
referred to in the answer to the
said question) -
(a) The Minister for Industrial

Development;
(b) Miss Jean Rogerson;
(c) Mrs A. McTaggert;
(d) The Hon. Margaret McAleer,

M.L.C.
(e) The Hon. John Williams,

M.L.C.
(f) The Member for Scarborough;
(g) Lady Sandover;
(h) the former member for Buni-

bury, Mr M. Williams?
(2) As the article referred to two

other educationists, whom the
then spokesman for the present
Government declined to name.
would he now, because of the con-
siderable interest in the Prospects
of the Government's education
policies and doubts as to whether
they can "get off the ground" in
full, name these two people and
cite their particular qualifica-
tions?

(3) Did the above referred-to people
meet as a committee (or a sub-
stantial number of them)?

(4) If so, on how many occasions?
(5) Did Dr. D. Jecks ever sit as a

member of the committee?
Mr O'Neil (for Sir CHARLES
COURT) replied:
(1) (a) He was educated in Hungary

through tertiary standard;
matriculated with distinc-
tion.

Graduated in Law and Poli-
tical Sciences at the Univer-
sities of Budapest and
Vienna; graduated as Doctor
of Law at Budapest Univer-
sity.

(b) B.Sc. (W.A.); Associate of
Royal Australian Chemical
Institute (A.R.A.C.I.): long-
standing member of the Sen-
ate of the University of W.A-

(c) Wide rural background and
experience with rural educa-
tion.

(d) B.A. (lions.) Melbourne Uni-
versity.

(e) B.A., Psychologist and former
teacher and lecturer.

(f) Fellow of the Institute of
Chartered Accountants; As-
sociate of the Australian
Society of Accountants.

(g) No higher academic quali-
fications, but wide practical
experience in the fields of
education.

(h) No higher academic qualifi-
cations, but wide practical
experience in industrial
and especially apprenticeship
training.

In addition, the above persons all
have wide experience in the fields
of commerce, industry, rural and
community activities.

(2) Qi) Mr Neil P. Rudeforth, B.A.,
flip. Ed., M.A. (Prelimn.)
A.F.A.I.M., M.AC.E., MJI.E.A.
(W.A.), E*T.A.W.A., Deputy
Principal, Leederville Tech-
nical School. Wide experi-
ence in primary, secondary,
technical and tertiary educa-
tion.

(i) Robert L. Weiland, B.A., flEd.,
Dip. Ed. (Admnin.), M.A.C.E..
M.A.P.S., M.I.E.A., M.Ed.
(Stage 1). Educational Psy-
cholo gist.

Mr Bertram: What do those letters
signify?

Mr O'NEIL: The member who asked
the question will know, even if
the member for Mt. Hawthorn
does not. Continuing-
In addition-

Dr D. A. Jacks, M.A.. Ed.D.,
Prof. Dip. (Columbia), DiP.Ed.
(London), B.A., B.Ed. (Hons.).
Dr R. S. Adam, M.A., Dip. Ed.
(Sydney), Mv. Ed. (Melb. Ph.D.
(Lond.), F.A.C.E., Senior Lec-
turer in Education Faculty,
University of Western Austra-
lia.

Further, although it is not con-
tained in the typed answer, I
understand that another member
of the Liberal Party Education
Subcommittee is the member for
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Karrinyup (Mr J. 0. Clarko, B.A.,
Dip Ed.. M.AC.E.). He has also
completed an M.A. (prelim.) and
was formerly a senior master in a,
senior high school and a lecturer
at the Nedlands Secondary Teach-
ers College.

(3) Yes, in addition to individual
specialist studies.

(4) The committee meets regularly
on a monthly basis, but on special
projects meets far more often.

(5) Yes, but he was co-opted at a
later stage.

QUESTIONS (2): WITHOUT NOTICE
MINING

Jarrah flieback Quarantine: Effect
Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:

Reference is made to the State
Cabinet's decision to close off
about 500 000 acres of State forest
between Jarrahdale and Collie. I
ask the Minister-
(1) Will he advise whether there

are any mining tenements or
applications for mining tene-
ments In the area concerned?

(2) If so, would he detail the comn-
panies concerned and area In-
volved?

(3) Would this decision have any
effect on the current endeav-
ours to establish the Alwest
project?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I thank the member for notice of
this question. The answer is as
follows--
(1) Yes.
(2) A substantial part of the Alcoa.

mineral lease lies in the west-
ern sector of the quarantine
area. I might add that the
company is quite happy be-
cause it will not work this area
for quite some years.

Mr May:, That Is different from the
Press report.

Mr MENSAROS: Continuing with
part (2)-

Alwest has some mineral
claims in the north-east part
of the eastern sector.

(3) No. The main Alwest bauxite
deposit at Mt. Saddleback is
not In the quarantine area.

2. ROCKINGHAM HIGH SCHOOL
Overcrowding

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:

Is the Minister aware that students
at Rockingham High School, who
are currently working In extremely
overcrowded conditions, have

recently been told that they will
be unable to undertake the cour-
ses of their choice because there
is insufficient rocm to accommo-
date them and that next year, be-
cause of an approximate Intake of
450 students, this situation is going
to accelerate to a completely intol-
erable level?
If "Yes", what action does he pro-
pose to alleviate this problem?
If "No", will he conduct an im-
mediate investigation In order that
this school can be put back on the
list of priorities at its correct
level?

The SPEAKER: Has the Minister
representing the Minister f or Edu-
cation had any prior notice of this
Question?

Mr MENSAROS replied:-
I thank the member for notice of
his question, the reply to which as
I am advised by the Minister for
Education, is as follows-

No. I am unaware of any
authoritative statement that
students of Rockingham Senior
High School will be unable to
take courses of their choice in
1975.
The Education Department is
well aware of the accommoda-
tion requirements of the school
and the priority for these ex-
tensions will be reviewed when
the building schedule for the
1975-76 financial year is pre-
pared.

PLANT DISEASES ACT AMENDMENT
BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr O'Neil

(Minister for Works], and read a first time.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SEVENTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 8th August, on
the following motion by Mrs Craig-

That the following Address- In-Reply
to His Excellency's Speech be agreed
to-

May it Please Your Excellency:
We the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of the State of
Western Australia In Parliament
assembled, beg to express loyalty
to our Most Gracious Sovereign,
and to thank Your Excellency for
the Speech you have been pleased
to address to Parliament.

MR BRYCE (Ascot) [5.07 p.m.): Aris-
ing out of the minister for Immigration's
astonishing performance last Thursday in
reply to certain questions asked by the
member for Rockingham, which involved
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myself and other opposition members. I
desire to take this early opportunity to put
the record straight.

Mr Grayden: I will be putting It straight
later on, and you will not come out of It
too well!

Amendment to Motion
Mr BRYCE: To do so, I move the fol-

lowing amendment to the Address-in-
Reply motion-

:but we regret having to Inform your
Excellency that the Government, In-
stead of treating seriously the ques-
tions asked In Parliament concerning
the operations of Landalls Pty. Ltd.
and the attempt by that Company to
prevail upon the Government to vary
the conditions applying to the build-
Ing companies nomination scheme,
preferred to allow the Minister for
Labour to misuse the situation for the
Purpose of unjustifiably attacking and
vilifying Members of the Opposition
and presenting false Information to
Parliament.

This is a particularly serious matter and.
In moving the amendment, It Is my inten-
tion to prove beyond doubt that the allega-
tions made by me in this Rouse about the
Landall building company were based on a
thoroughly sound foundation; that ques-
tions directed by me to the Minister for
Immigration were completely justified In
view of the record of this company: that
contrary to the information supplied to
this House by the Minister for Immigra-
tion, the Landall building company did
prevail upon him to change the conditions
governing the building company nomin-
ation scheme: that in this respect his ans-
wer to my question 28 of the 1st August,
1974, was utterly false; and, finally, that
the Minister's vicious attack on the Oppos-
ition was totally unwarranted and com-
pletely without justification.

Mr Grayden: These statements of yours
are completely untrue, of course.

Mr BRYCE: Members on this side of
the House are particularly concerned about
the change in Government policy relating
to the building company nomination
scheme for bringing migrants to Western
Australia. Since the change of Govern-
ment a change of policy will in fact serve
the Interests of a private building company
at the expense of the migrants it brings
to this country,

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the mem-
ber resume his seat for a moment? I re-
gret that I neglected to call for a seconder
of the amendment, or perhaps the Oppos-
ition neglected to second It, unless there
was one voice I did not hear. So in order
to put the amendment on a proper footing
I ask that a member second the amend-
ment.

Mr JAMIESON: I formally second the
amendment, Mr Speaker.

Mr BRYCE: As an individual member of
Parliament, I first became aware of the
building company nomination scheme to
bring migrants to this country 2* years ago
when a young migrant family In mny elec-
torate requested my assistance In what
must be regarded now as one of the most
devious and shabby deals on record to sell
a house to a migrant family.

As a result of the publicity which that
particular case received, I In turn received
a thunderstorm of complaints from all over
the metropolitan area-from as far away
as Rockingham on the coast and as far
back towards the hills as Morley, Belmont,
and even High Wycombe. The volume and
variety of the complaints were truly amaz-
ing. In fact, as I went on they were far
more than any individual member of
Parliament could handle; that is, the
handling of all the complaints I received.

Many of the complaints were made by
telephone, a considerable number of them
were made by letter, but most importantly,
many of the people who conveyed the com-
plaints were frightened because they them-
selves had been party to a deception, at the
behest of salesmen, In the building com-
pany selling them their homes.

As a result of taking a cross-section of
the nature of the complaints-the selling
techniques, and the actual role that some
of the building companies were playing In
bringing migrants to this country-I came
to the conclusion that there was a real
need for a reasonable degree of protection
for these migrants from the very keen
salesmen who were ready to sell to them
homes and other durable items, including
motorcars, upon their arrival In this coun-
try. This applied particularly to those
migrants who arrived in Western Australia
as sponsored nominees of the building com-
panies.

As a result of the detail I collected and
the representations I made to the then
Minister for Immigration who, from mem-
ory, was Mr H. D. Evans, the previous
Government Introduced a procedure that
required building companies to take nomi-
nees to the State immigration office for
briefing. The purpose of this briefing was
to ensure that migrants upon their arrival
In this country did not experience any
financial pitfalls and to advise them that
they could, well and truly, overcommit
themselves financially, and therefore they
should not enter into any contracts involv-
Ing employment, hire purchase, and other
matters without careful consideration.

With this sort of background to the
situation, the Minister's statement-which
was made by way of interjection during
my remarks on the Supply Bill only a few
days ago-that he had personally directed
the change In the conditions governing
the operation of the building company
nomination scheme was, in fact, a cause
of very grave concern to members on this
side of the House.
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The Court Government, with that action.
has decided to discontinue the practice of
briefing migrants who arrive under the
sponsorship of building companies. I will
have no trouble whatsoever In pointing out
to the House that this is a very retrograde
step.

As a result of the Minister's statement
by way of Interjection, and my concern
over this question for a considerable period
of time, I asked the Minister the following
question on the 1st August, it being ques-
tion 28 asked on that day-

(1) Has he or his department received
representations either verbal or in
writing from any building com-
pany urging the State Immigra-
tion Department to drop the
following condition previously
applying under the building com-
pany nomination scheme-

For the record I think the condition ought
to be read out. It is as follows--

... On arrival In Western Australia
nominees will be met by a company
representative and conveyed to their
accommodation. Within three days
of arrival it is encumbent on the com-
pany to convey its nominees to the
State Immigration Office so that they
may be given an advisory talk on such
subjects as. home purchase, contracts,
hire purchase, employment, vehicle
purchase, over commitments. etc. It
Is reiterated at this talk that there is
no compulsion to purchase a home and
that they are free agents. They are
also offered departmental assistance
If required. ."

The second part of the question was-
(2) If so, will he name the company

or companies concerned and the
date that any such representa-
tions were made?

It is worthy to remember at this stage
that the Minister's reply was-

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

Mr Grayden: That Is perfectly true.

Point of Order
Mr A. R. TONKIN: On a point of order.

Mr Speaker, I believe that under the
Standing Orders I can request that any
statement made be taken down by the
Clerk. I would direct your attention to
the Interjection made by the Minister for
Immigration to the effect, "That is per-
fectly true."

Mr Grayden: I repeat it: That Is per-
fectly true.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I request that those
words be taken down.

Mr O'Connor: You could do that in
respect of everything that Is said in tils
Chamber.

The SPEAKER: The member for Morley
has asked that the staLtement be taken
down. The point Is that the Mansard re-
Porter takes such statements down, and
on this occasion I presume the reporter
has done so.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr BRYCE: After asking that particu-
lar question and receiving the answer, I
received in the post a letter a number of
days later. obviously it was from some-
body who was very disgusted with that
Information. In my opinion the contents
of the letter prove beyond any doubt that
the Minister had, In fact, received an ap-
proach.

Mr Grayden: That Is not so, along the
lines you are talking about.

Mr BRYCE: The letter that I shall quote
bears a date, stamp marked as the 30th
May, 1974. It was addressed to the Minis-
ter, and it was signed by Mr D. W. Clark,
Chairman of LandaUl Holdings Ltd. I
Propose to read the first four paragraphs
of the letter, because I believe therein lies
a complete explanation of this situation.
It is as follows-

Dear Mr. Grayden,
As mentioned to you during our

telephone conversation, my Company
is seeking to step up Its activities in
London with a view to Increasing the
flow of migrants from the U.K. to this
state.

Following our meeting some weeks
ago, we have looked at some of the
areas where difficulties have been ex-
perienced in the past and I would like
to make the following suggestions in
the hope of avoiding such problems
in future:-

1. You will recall that during our
discussion I mentioned that problems
had arisen due to the Practice of De-
partment Officers interviewing our
clients whilst we were not represented.
We have now received a letter from
the Department setting out revised
conditions governing the acceptance
of nominations and which continue to
include this Particular condition. In
fact, additional conditions have been
included which I consider unnecessary
and in some instances onerous.

Whilst we can understand the con-
cern of the Department that migrant
families be properly advised, I do be-
lieve that our experience in this area
should be sufficient to avoid a lot of
additional time-consuming work and
delays in Processing, and would like to
suggest that Perhaps these conditions
Can be eased in our case. I am en-
closing copies of the relevant corres-
ponidence.

The significance nf those four Paragraph-
of the letter is only Partly understood,
unless one is able to read the notations in
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handwriting alongside the paragraphs. In
the first instance the notation is as fol-
lows--

Discontinue practice of interview.
The first Point of the four which are listed
underneath is as follows-

Don't interview migrants at all.
I think this is rather self explanatory.
The other part of this letter to which I
refer-

Mr Grayden: I will ask that the letter
be tabled.

The SPEAKER: Yes.
Mr BRYCE: I am perfectly happy to

do so.
The SPEAKER: The letter will be tabled

in due course.
Mr Grayden: Perhaps it is one that

has been stolen from my department and
that I have not received.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: That you have not
received?

Mr Grayden: It is not on our files.
The SPEAKER: The Minister will have

the opportunity to reply, and I suggest
he take that course.

Mr BRYCE: On page 3 of this letter,
the fourth Point that is important in this
Part begins as follows-

4. In the past few years we have
not enjoyed the support of the State
Immigration Officers in London to the
same extent as previously and In par-
ticular we have been unable to obtain
literature Put out by the State Gov-
ernment for distribution to families
enquiring through our Office.

Might I suggest the reason that a par-
ticular building company did not receive
the same co-operation from the State De-
partment of Immigration officers In Lon-
don during the last few years arose from
the fact that there had been a change of
Government; and In fact the Tonkin
Labor Government had tightened up the
conditions relating to the manner In which
these companies brought migrants to this
State.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: That was long overdue.
Mr BRYCE: The third point to which

I would draw the attention of members
is contained in part of the same paragraph.
It is as follows--

As you are aware, we do publish a
monthly newspaper ourselves as well
as Putting out various brochures, set-
ting out conditions in this country
and details of housing..

The paragraph is rather long. The con-
cluding sentence is the Important one. It
Is as follows-

...and I would also like to suggest
that the Department may care to
take some advertising space in our
paper, an action which would enable
larger publications in future.

I am Prepared to apologise if I am in-
correct, but I presume that the Chairman
of Landaul Holdings Ltd. in making that
request is referring to the publication
Landalis of Australia. This is also related
to correspondence that has passed between
myself and the Minister, as a result
of which the Minister has accused me of
being biased.

On the '7th February, 1974, I wrote to
Mr Harman, as Minister for Immigration
at that time, enclosing this article from
Laudalls of Australia. This appeared In
the December, 1973, and January, 1974,
issues under the heading, "The Advan-
tages of Going the Landall Way". The
main heading is, "Individual Help for
Migrants".

I do not propose to read the whole of
the article, but it is available to any mem-
ber who cares to see It. However, I do
propose to quote two small paragraphs,
and they are as follows-

Our representatives are all hand-
picked men and experienced in their
Job of work. They put in long hours
and will do everything to see that a
family is happily settled. This does
not mean that they will "molly-coddle"
anyone or do their decision-making
for them. This would only do the
family concerned a grave dis-service,
because sooner or later ties must be
cut and they must stand on their own
two feet.

our representatives Instead, keep in
close touch with each family and act
more in an advisory capacity. People
are pumped full of Ill advice on arrival
-and much of this ill advice comes
from official sources.

These two paragraphs contain the essence
of my argument.

One might reasonably assume that this
private company, writing in this way, was
condemning the Department of ImmIngra-
tion for the advice that was being given
to nominees arriving under the sponsor-
ship of the building company nomination
scheme. One might also reasonably
assume that the very same man who wrote
to the Minister to ask that his Govern-
ment advertise was, In fact, asking the
Government to advertise in this "rag"
which condemned the State Department
of Immigration and the interest that was
shown by the officers of that department
in migrants coming to this State.

I think that is a deplorable situation.
To say the least, it almost appears that
the Minister has been "Nixonising" this
Parliament! T Propose to Indicate now
that the claims which have been made
that allegations by me about the Land-
all building company were, as usual, en-
tirety without foundation and quite false,
and that any allegations I have made in
this Parliament about this subject-

Mr Orayden: Virtually every statement
you have made is false.
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Mr BRYCE: The allegations I have
made are founded on thoroughly secure
evidence, and I propose to prove that to
the House this evening by producing a
number of statutory declarations to sub-
stantiate precisely the claims that I am
making.

The first opportunity which I bad of
drawing this matter to the attention of
this Parliament was on the 29th March,
1972. As I have already said, on that
occasion I did so because a young migrant
family in -my constituency came to me for
assistance: because this family had suf-
fered as a result of an extremely devious
and shabby deal to sell the family a home.
For the benfit of members who were not
then In this Parliament I would refer to
the financial details by giving a resume
of the facts,

This particular migrant family showed
same interest In purchasing a, home for
$15 888. The family was prepared and was
able to lodge a deposit of $1 240. There
was a shortfall. The Perth Building So-
ciety was able to grant a, loan of $11 500,
and there was a shortfall of $3 148.

This is where the deception of building
societies starts. In situations such as this
I have received a number of other com-
plaints. In this particular case the fam-
ily concerned was told that the shortfall
could be arranged quite easily. The money
was made available as a result of a second,
unregistered mortgage; and as a result
the family moved Into the home. After
making payments over 18 months the famn-
fly was told that of the $3 148 It had bor-
rowed it then owed $3 333!

This was a shameful deal. it indicated
that here was a migrant family which
had entered into an agreement which
could cause severe financial hardship over
aL long term of years. After a period of
IS months the family was still unable to
secure a copy of the agreement which was
entered into. Above all, it did involve a
basic act of deception and fraud so far as
the people who were assisted are con-
cerned. In a moment, I propose to read
to the House a statutory declaration which
will indicate the details of this case.

After expounding the details of the
case to the Parliament in 1972 the
resultant publicity brought a telephone
call to my home at seven o'clock the very
next morning. The telephone caller was
a man who had worked for Landall In this
State and he indicated to me that during
the late l960s he had been personally res-
ponsible for the collection of moneys on
several hundred accounts such as the one
I had described in Parliament.

When I asked the telephone caller to
be a little more specific he said it could
easily be any one of 300 accounts of that
type. I told the man that this Information
was terribly Important but he said he was
sorry he was able to speak only over the
telephone. As is the case with many other

matters which a member of Parliament
comes across, this man was afraid of
losing his then employment and afraid for
his future. However, I have the man's
name and address and I am able to sub-
stantiate what has been said at any time
I choose. The Important point Is the man
indicated that in his position of being res-
ponsible for the collection of money he
witnessed widespread suffering In the me-
tropolitan area as a result of financial
overcommitment by migrant families, He
had seen a considerable number of those
families split up and in his opinion It was
caused by unnecessary financial over-
commitment.

As far as the actual details of this par-
ticular case are concerned, the man in the
background is a man whose name has been
mentioned in this Parliament during the
last week or so. He is none other than
our friend, Mr Smith. When this situation
developed I asked the then minister if he
would he good enough to inform me of the
situation relating to Mr Smith's appoint-
ment, and his responsibilities with the
Department of Immigration. I would like
to quote a few paragraphs which appear
in a memo from the State Migration of-
ficer to his Minister indicating the circum-
stances relating to the appointment of Mr
Smith. They read as follows--

Prom the appointment of the first
Welfare Officer in 1964 it has been the
practice to fill any vacancies in this
section from personal recommends-
tim's rather than by advertising.

With the pending opening of No&-
limba Reception Centre in December
1968, unsolicited applications were re-
ceived from a number of persons in-
terested in welfare work with this
Department.

Among those applicants was Mr. T.
J. J. Smith who had considerable ex-
perience In real estate, was highly re-
commended by a director of Landalls
and was Immediately available, Mr.
Smith had resigned from Landalls. and
was then working as a car salesman.

Mr. Smith and a Mrs P. Walters
were appointed Welfare Officers in
early December 1968 subject to three
months probation. Mr. Smnith has
given and continues to give excellent
service to the Department and to the
migrants and I have no doubt what
so ever in his honesty of purpose and
Integrity in dealing with migrants.

It could be mentioned that the title
of Welfare Officer of which we have
three is somewhat of a misnomer as
the main duties of these officers are
employment and housing.

I1 emphasise that last point because from
the report given by Mr Fletcher to his
Minister we glean four clear facts. This
Particular welfare officer worked with
Landall prior to his appointment to the
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department and, secondly, as much as the
Minister grudgingly admitted it in the
House a few days ago, the officer was apo-
pointed as a result of a ministerial ap-
pointment. Thirdly, his specific role was to
provide housing and employment oppor-
tunities for migrants.

The Minister was rather tardy in spell-
ing this out last week in answer to a
Question I asked. I asked what were the
Principal responsibilities of this welfare
officer during his term of employment with
the Department of Immigration and the
Minister replied that It was to assist and
guide migrants under the supervision of
the senior welfare officer. There seems to
be some inconsistency. There was no men-
tion of the fact that his real purpose was
to provide housing and employment op-
portunities. The reply lost the significance
that it was a ministerial appointment of
a man who had worked for a private build-
ing company before being employed in the
Department of Immigration. Of course, we
now know that In July, 1974, Mr Smith
left the employ of the Department of
Immigration and went back to the build-
Ing company.

To illustrate the significance of the role
of this man, so far as my constituents are
concerned, I would like to read to the
House the first of a number of statutory
declarations which I have in my possession.
The first Is from F. and P. Kingsford of
94 Leake Street, Belmont, and reads as fol-
lows--

We arrived In Australia on the 22nd
November 1969 and were housed
temporarily at Noalimba Reception

* Centre. We were told there that there
were two Welfare Officers who could
help us with housing. On visiting Perth
two days after our arrival, we were
advised by a car salesman to put our
name on the State Housing List to
purchase which we did that same day.

The following day we saw the Wel-
fare Officer at Noalimba (the name
of him escapes us). He took us to see
the Belmont Flats at Redcliffe and we
decided to take one being told it was
for a temporary period of four months
until we could find other accommoda-
tion. Mr. Smith camne to see us shortly
after moving In as he was the officer
for that area. We explained we had
put our name on the State Housing
List and were looking for rental
accommodation in the meantime. He
said it could be some time before we
got a State House and had we thought
of buying privately. We said, "no, we
didn't think we could afford to". Be-
fore we saw him again, some friends
on the Estate, said Mr. Smith had
advised them to see Landall's. Our
friends advised us that Landall's re-
quired a deposit of only $1,000 and
that they, Landall's would arrange
any further finance required. We

looked at a number of plans which
our friends bad and found several
which we liked. As Landall's were
building in the area, we went to see
the houses and had a chat with the
salesman who gave us the same infor-
mation.

We did like their houses and as a
result we put $1,000 in an account with
their office which we were told we
could add to until the house was fin-
ished.

During its construction, Mr. Smith
came several times to enquire how we
were progressing. When the house was
built the lady in charge of legal pro-
cedures at Landall's told us it would
cost us $40 per week to buy the house
and as we only had an income, at
that time, of $58 a week, we realised
that we could not possibly afford this.
She offered us a house at Maddington
which was $1,000 less but we said we
didn't want to go out that far and
would sooner have our money back
and wait for a State house. This she
agreed to and said a cheque would be
sent within a few days. That same
day, Mr. Smith came to see us and
said he understood our deal had fallen
through. We explained why we
couldn't have the house and said we
were hoping to rent one in the next
street.

He said before you decide to rent
I'll see what I can do. Mr. Duis of
Landail's Is a personal friend of mine
and I'll see what he can arrange for
you.

The next morning, he brought Mr.
Duis to our home and introduced him
as a Manager of Landall's. Mr. Duis
.said if he arranged things so we bad
only to pay $26 per week for the new
home, would we be interested. Natur-
ally we were; as Mr. Smith pointed
out, we would have to pay this in
rent. He seemed quite happy with the
arrangement and went off with Mr.
Duls.

We duly received the key to the
house and payment card from Project
Finance but no copy of an agreement
or a date when the account would
finish. Sometime later, Landall's
contacted us asking us to pay $28 per
week and then $40 per week.

We then received a letter explain-
ing that after eighteen months, we
owed far more than we did in the
first place and would we consider
terminating the account. We went to
see Mr. Smith at the Immigration
Department and he said we were mis-
taken: that there was nothing wrong
with Landall's finance.

Mr Grayden: You have heard of these
complaints being Investigated. The people
have even been interviewed by Landall.
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Mr BRYCE: To continue-
In desperation, we contacted the Perth
Building Society who advised us to sell.
Then we were advised to see our M.P.
who managed to get an extra mortgage
from Perth Building Society and by
borrowing money from a Credit Union.
we managed to pay Landall's out. The
Perth Building Society was very an-
noyed at the time, as they did not
allow second mortgages and said Lan-
dall's had no right to get us a mortgage
the way they did which was by paying
money Into our bank account and then
withdrawing afterwards.

Mr Jamieson: This is a statutory
declaration.

Mr O'NeiI: Does that make It true?
Mrt BRYCE: To continue-

We thought It odd at the time, but
were told it was the normal proceeding.
When we tried to get a copy of the
agreement, we were told they had to
stop in the office. We did, however,
get one by going back and telling an
office worker our lawyer wanted to
see It. He said O.K. as long as we
didn't show It to Perth Building
Society, which of course we did.

.After the affair was sorted out, we
tried to contact Mr Smith at the
Immigration Department but were told
that he was not available as he was no
longer with the Department.

Mr Young: That letter admits that
those People were not approached In the
first place by Mr Smith. but by friends at
Noalimba who suggested they go to Land-
all. They went of their own free will:
that is what the letter says.

Mr BRYCE: No, the honourable mem-
ber can read the letter.

Mr Young: Let us keep the record
straight.

Mr O'Neil: What Is the date of the
statutory declaration?

Mr BRYCE: The 12th August, 1974.
That Is precisely the point. Claims have
been made Publicly that accusations made
by me were quite false, so I decided to
obtain the declarations.

Mr Orayden: When did the incident
occur?

Mr J. T. Tonkin: What has that to do
with It?

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: I decided to present to this

House proof that this type of procedure
had occurred in the past, and to prove
that this particular building company has
a rather dark record.

Mr Grayden: That Is not so; you are
not prepared to make statements outside
this House.

Mr Sibson: When did the incident
occur?

Mr Grayden: May I ask, Mr Speaker,
that the paper be tabled?

Mr BRYCE: For the Minister's benefit
I Intend to table every statutory declara-
tion which I have collected. After that
particular incident had blown over and the
family had obtained some degree of
accommodation I received numerous other
complaints by telephone and letter from
people living all over the metropolitan
area, and this Is one of the reasons that I
cannot accept any suggestion that this sort
of complaint Is entirely without foundation.

During the term of the last Parliament
I made It my business to call at Adelaide
while on a trip to the Eastern States to
make specific Inquiries about this type of
migration scheme in South Australia. I
came back with a list of that State's con-
ditions and some suggestions which I put
to the then Minister to tighten up the
conditions applying at that time. Thank-
fully the conditions were tightened up

In addition, some months ago now, In
September of last year, I took the trouble
to co-ordinate the information which con-
tinued to dribble In to me in the form of
complaints. I Presented this to the task
force which was set up by the Federal Min-
ister for Immigration to look into migra-
tion problems of all types throughogut the
country. I believe now, as I believed then,
that this particular scheme has been abus-
ed In the Interests of building companies to
a sufficient extent to warrant its discon-
tinuance.

At the time the task force resolved to
allow the system to continue with a sug-
gestion of much tighter controls. It was
also stated that the matter would be re-
viewed in 12 months. I am delighted to
say that that period has now passed.

In addition to some of the more funda-
mental complaints which I propose to
illustrate to the House by way of statutory
declarations, I have attempted to summa-
rise a whole host of minor complaints into
specific categories.

Firstly, it has become fairly obvious that
the pursuit of Profit has overridden service
and compassion on the part of the building
companies. Migrants are brought to this
country under the auspices of a building
company so that the company may profit.

Mr Grayden: Do you realise they have
brought In over 1 000 migrants with only
a handful of complaints? The record of
this company is as good as that of any
other company.

Mr BRYCE: Possibly because the
migrants are enticed to take part in the
scheme and they are too frightened to
complain about It.

Mr Orayden: Just wait until you hear
the explanation.

Mr BRYCE: Nominees have arrived in
this State with less than the prescribed
amount of capital. At the recruiting end,
the migrants are enticed to join these
schemes and the Government scheme in
regard to accommodation and employment
in this country is soundly derided by the
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representatives of these companies. Com-
plaints regarding undertakings for pay-
ment come to me quite frequently. Mi-
grants complain that they have been sent
on meaningless job interviews, often for
menial jobs, Frequently migrants have
been given employment opportunities
which last just long enough to allow them
to sign the contract documents. They are
then expected to move out to make way
for subsequent migrants. This seems to
occur particularly where the migrant's
occupation Is related to the building in-
dustry, and employment Is found with sub-
sidiary companies.

One of the more serious complaints
about the operation of the scheme in
Britain is that at official Government
evenings put on to attract migrants to
this country the representatives of the
building companies appear to have the Im-
primatur of the State and Common-
wealth Governments. Consequently, when
promises and undertakings are given by
these representatives, migrants have every
reason to place a great deal of confidence
in them. Frequently, when company nom-
inees arrive here under the auspices of
this scheme, and then fail to Purchase a
home or are a little tardy about signing
the necessary documents, they are given
notice to quit the accommodation which
the company is expected to Provide for
them.

One of the other rather notable com-
plaints is that migrants arriving at the
airport are met by salesmen operating on
a commission basis. Of course, Pressure is
put on them from the outset. There is no
question about this fact-I have plenty of
evidence to support my statements. The
Minister will do well, rather than rearing
up to Protect the interests of a Particular
building company, to accept the fact that
he has a fundamental responsibility to
these migrants. He should make it his
business to find out how much evidence
has been stacked away, and he should in-
vestigate every complaint that has been
lodged.

Mr Orayden: I will have an opportunity
to tell you about it later.

Mr BRYCE: Another serious Problem is
that of selling methods and mortgage fin-
ance. It is time we looked into these
matters because the companies have en-
couraged migrants to hoodwink the mort-
gagees.

There are three different factors In-
volved in this. I have already spoken about
the problem of the purchaser having in-
sufficient deposit. To overcome this short-
fall. the migrants are encouraged to fals-
ify their bank balances. They are also en-
couraged to falsify information about
their salaries and their ages in order to
deceive the building societies. I read a
statutory declaration relating to this
specific Practice to the House two years
ago and I do not intend to repeat it to-
night.

Mr Grayden: That complaint was in-
vestigated and found to be unfounded.

Mr Hartrey: By whom? Who white-
washed them?

Mr BRYCE: I have here two or three
other statutory declarations which I would
like to read to the House. These declara-
tions contain precisely the same allega-
tions in regard to the bank balance trick.
I have here also a letter received by a
migrant family and it is typed on fam-
iliar stationery. This family lives in Cal-
ista and I do not intend to reveal the
name. The husband has written to me and
said that as he is employed in the build-
ing industry he is fearful for his employ-
ment if his name is given. He relies on
subcontracts within the industry, and he
has asked me not to reveal his name uin-
less it is absolutely necessary. I propose to
keep that confidence, but I would like to
read out this letter to illustrate the bank
balance trick whereby migrants are asked
to deceive building societies. The letter
reads as follows--

Dear Mr. & Mrs.
Further to our recent discussion, I

wish to advise that I have spoken to
the Perth Building Society regarding
you providing the deficit of deposit
over a specified period. Unfortunately,
the Society are unable to agree to this
basis and therefore, I would ask that
you contact your parents, as discussed,
requesting them to provide you with a
letter stating that they will be for-
warding to you, an amount of $500.00
to assist with the deposit for your
home.

Please bear in mind that this is
purely fabrication, as we will be
arranging the said monies from the
Custom Credit Corporation.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Whitewash that one!
Mr Harirey: Come in sucker!
Mr BRYCE: The final paragraph reads

as follows--
We enclose herewith a Custom Cre-

dit application form and would ask
that you complete same and return to
me at your earliest convenience, in
the stamped addressed envelope pro-
vided. You realise of course, that Perth
Building Society must not know of this
personal loan.

Mr Rushton: Whose bidding are you
doing?

Mr BRYCE: So far as this particular
aspect of the question is concerned, quite
apart from the fact that these people are
being encouraged to commit fraud, there
is the question of overconimitment. This
is a very serious factor because any over-
commitment of his responsibilities will stay
with the migrant for many years after the
signing of the original documents.

Mr O'Connor: This applies to everyone.
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Mr BRYCE: I agree, but the private
building companies are bolstering their
sales figures by bringing out migrants in
this way. I believe that is wrong.

Mr Rushton: You want to look at some
of the transactions of the Trades and Labor
Council and a few others.

Mr BRYCE: Most of these migrants have
not owned a house previously and for many
of them it is a new experience. They are
completely unfamiliar with contractual ar-
rangements to obtain a loan, and they are
totally unaware of the problems involved
with second and third mortgages.

I draw the attention of members to the
fact that some of these migrants have been
involved in third mortgages on the under-
standing that it is quite normal procedure.

Mr Coyne: Surely they would get advice
from someone in a situation like this.

Mr BRYCE: The honourable member
would be surprised at how naive some of
these people can be. They have travelled
half way around the world to settle In a
new country.

Mr Rushton: You have only to sit here
for a while to know how naive people can
be.

Mr A. R. Tonkin:, That is your ideology.
Mr Rushton: It would be Interesting to

know whose bidding the member for Ascot
is doing.

Mr Grayden: The honourable member
has read the files and he knows that half
the information given to him is completely
false.

Mr Taylor: You said that all of it was
false.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: The second great trick is

to try to suggest to the migrants-
Mr Rushton: You are a great trick I
Mr B3RYCE: What the Minister means

is that I have him tricked.
Mr Rushton: You are always on the

same theme-nothing else.
Mr A. It. Tonkin: It is a pity you don't

try It sometimes.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: The second method used to

deceive building societies in order to im-
prove the chance of a loan is for the mi-
grant to falsify his wages. Members will
realise the obvious consequence of such
action to a family which undertakes a
mortgage commitment on the basis of a
false salary. I propose to read to the House
a statutory declaration from an individual
who was asked to falsify his wages before
approaching a building society to improve
his chances of obtaining a loan.

Mr Orayden: When did this incident
occur?

Mr BR.YCE: On the 1st April, 1972.

Mr Grayden: That was one complaint
which was investigated and found to have
no foundation.

Mr BRYCE: Migrants coming to this
country under the auspices of building
companies deserve to be protected from
the pitfalls that exist. History has proved
the pitfalls, and the department is aware
of them. However, the Minister has chosen
to delete a condition which protected the
migrants.

Mr Grayden: This was investigated
during the terma of your Government.

Mr O'Connor: In 1972.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: This statutory declaration

was signed by Mr Antonios Markoutsls of
41 Old Church Road, Whitchurcb, Cardiff,
South Wales.

Mr Young: Did you ask your own Gov-
ernment to investigate this?

Mr BRYCE: Yes, and the Government
did investigate It.

Mr O'Connor: What was the result?
Mr BRYCE: Mr Markoutsis left to re-

turn to Britain very disgruntled with our
system. Whilst in Perth, he resided at
fiat 20, Crystal Court, Corner street, Come
-not far from where the Minister lives.

The statutory declaration reads-
I arrived in Australia on '7th De-

cember 1971, with my family. I had
been sponsored over by LandaUl Hous-
ing & Employment Co. who had ar-
ranged accommodation for me and
had promised me employment on ar-
rival. I was taken by a representative
of Landalls to their flats at Waverley
Court, Dianella, staying in Flat 11 at
a rental of $22 per week, with a bond
of $20. I was told that no employ-
ment was available for the moment
as with the Christmas holidays ap-
proaching things were quiet. In the
first week of January I was sent by
Landalls to Bunnings who were sup-
posed to have a Job for me as a car-
penter. However, there was nothing
available and I was told to return
the following week. Tis same pro-
cedure came about approximately 6
more times with still no job at the end
of it. During this period I also looked
for work in other firms but none was
available. While all this was taking
place Landalls were pushing us to buy
one of their homes and showed us
their display homes in Becklnghain
stating that this was the place to buy
if I was to work for Bannings. I then
put a deposit of $358 on a block. In
due course I heard from Landalls that
an appointment had been made for
me at Perth Building Society and
would I furnish them with a letter
stating what wage I was on. I was
not working and could not give them
this letter whereupon they handed me
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a draft letter to be taken to Bunflings.
This letter stated that I worked as a
carpenter f or this firm and was re-
ceiving a wage of $75 per week, where-
as in fact Bunnings could only offer
me a Job as a labourer at $55 a week.
I would not do this. About this time
Landails. moved us from the Dianella.
fiats to Flat 13 Grant Place, Bentley.
I was getting more and more discour-
aged with the work situation and
made a decision to return to the
United Kingdom and started to make
arrangements accordingly. It was
necessary to inform Landalls as I
wished to make an attempt to retrieve
the deposit on the block. I informed
them of our decision to return to U.K.
on a Tuesday and was told that I and
my family were to be out of their fiat
by the following Friday, even though
two weeks' rent was paid in advance,
as we were not buying one of their
homes and the flat would be needed
for migrants coming in soon. They
arranged for us to go to the Coma
address at a rental of $42 per week.
I agreed to this as I did not think I
could find another flat in the short
time. Up until this date that fiat is
still unoccupied. (Bentley). I have
bad continuous communication 'with
Landalls but they agreed to refund
only $8 of my deposit. A stipulation
Is given by Landalls that all migrants
may occupy their fiats for only six
weeks and if at the end of this time
they have not made up their minds
to buy a Landall home they must
move out.

The significance of this statutory declara-
tion is that a migrant brought to this
country under the sponsorship of the build-
ing company nomination scheme was pres-
sured while out of work to sign a contract
and buy a home. The man was very
.sensible. He would not undertake to sign
a contract because he had no Job or
income. When the man was interviewed-
I have already described these interviews
as meaningless--he told them that he was
a carpenter and they said, "Go to Bun-
nings and you will get a job as a labourer."
They asked him to state falsely on a
document to be signed with the Perth
Building Society that his wage was $75
a week when In fact he was offered a job
at only $55 a week. Members will readily
appreciate, even if some rather naive
migrants do not, what sort of hot water a
family could finish up in if it undertook
mortgage commitments based upon a sal-
ary of $75 a week when in fact its income
was only $55 a week. Once again, this is
financial overcommitment. This has hap-
pened before. A number of these migrants
bare lost the deposits they Placed on blocks
of land. They found that after a abort
period, they could not continue their mort-
gage payments and, consequently, they
have had to write the money off.

The final situation relating to these mat-
ters which I wish to draw to the attention
of members is that bona fide evidence
exists that representatives of this company
have suggested to people that their chances
of securing a mortgage would improve if
they falsified their age. I should like to
read from a statutory declaration made
out by a Bayswater constituent named Mr
George Brambam, of 72 Railway Parade,
Bayswater.

Mr Grayden: when did this incident
occur?

Mr Skidmore,. What does that matter?
Mr O'Connor:, It is important to know.
Mr Orayden: Is this another 1972 issue?
Mr BRYCE: The incident has not been

investigated before today.
Mr Grayden: Did It occur in 1972?
Wr BRYCE: I have looked for the date

but it is not shown on the declaration.
However, I think it probably occurred in
1970-71.

Mr Grayden: This would be one of the
ones that was not worthy of investigation.

The SPEAKER: Order £ Does the hon-
ourable member propose to read the statu-
tory declaration?

Mr BRYCE: Yes, Mr Speaker, I propose
to read the statutory declaration to pro-
vide the evidence for the Minister's bene-
fit and to show how he has not been pre-
pared to see these people and to investi-
gate their allegations.

Mr Grayden: I will read 15 cases shortly
that were investigated.

Mr BRYCE: The statutory declaration
reads-

During negotiations to buy our home
from Landall's, I was told they would
get mec an $11 700 loan from the Perth
Building Society and as I only had
$3 000 they would give mec a personal
loan of $800 to complete the $15 000
price of the house.

To obtain the $800 loan (and to
hoodwink the inortgagees) I would
hand over my bank book together with
a signed withdrawal form for $800 to
show I had had $3 800 in my account
and this had been in fact paid to
LandaU's.

I was also told I would be briefed
by them before going to an interview
with the Mortgagees and it was sug-
gested that I make my age younger
than it was. At the time, I was 50
years of age and it was suggested that
I state my age as 40 or 42 years to
improve my chances of getting the
mortgage. Due to Building Societies
tightening up at this time, I was told
I would have to wait about six months
for a mortgage to come through but
I would be expected to commence re-
paying the loan of $800 immediately
together with bridging finance of
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$18.50 per week (rent). I refused, tell-
ing Landall's I could possibly save
$800 in six months, therefore, only
having the one debt.

Two weeks later, they informed me
they could only get me $10 200 mort-
gage and as I would have the $800
they could lend me the additional
$1 500. it was obvious to me they were
alter extra profit on a personal loan
so I wrote to the Housing Minister,
Mr O'Ncil whose influence helped me
to finalise negotiations to my satis-
faction.

The wording of the declaration indicates
approximately when the incident may
have occurred. I was concerned at the
statements of the Minister which appeared
in the Press claiming that there was no
evidence to suggest that my allegations
in relation to the Landall building com-
pany were based on sound evidence.

Mr Orayden: You are going back years
in your allegations. We Investigated them
at the time and found that they were
without foundation.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: These were not in-
vestigated.

Mr Grayden: They were probably not
worthy of Investigation.

Mr BRYCE: I have quoted the statutory
declarations In the House tonight to prove
that this building company-

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not want
members to conduct a cross-coniversation
across the Chamber. The member for
Ascot is speaking. I do not mind the oc-
casional interjection on a member speak-
Ing. but please, let us have no cross-con-
versations.

Mr BRYCE: My Intention this after-
noon has been to point out that bona fie
evidence exists to indicate that the sales
representatives of this company indulged
In practices which, to say the least, were
not very fair.

Mr Grayden: Why do you not make the
allegations outside the House if you believe
them?

Mr BRYCE: I have presented the stat-
utory declarations to the Parliament.

Mr J1. T. Tonkin: That would be a pretty
unequal struggle, would It not?

Mr Grayden: But why does he not make
his allegations outside the Parliament?

Mr BRYCE: I have presented the statu-
tory declarations to show that migrants
have been asked to falsify ages, wages,
and bank balances. Members of this House
may well say that If they are fool enough
to do that, let the wrath be on their own
heads.

Mr Clarko: Why should you believe the
statutory declarations when they have al-
ready been proved to be lars?

Mr BRYCE: What I am saying-this is
my sole concern-is that this company
has indulged in unfair practices. The Min-
ister for Immigration has Changed the
policy relating to the manner In which
migrants are brought to Western Australia.

Mr Grayden: I have greatly Improved
the situation.

Mr BRYCE: The Minister cannot claim
the credit for this. He knows that It was In
the pipeline and that his action resulted
from a recommendation of the task force.
He knows that proposals to include the
Commissioner of Consumer Protection
were started a long time before he became
Minister.

Mr Orayden: That is rubbish.
Mr BRYCE: The Minister cannot take

credit for these actions: he cannot stand
In this House and say that these proposals
were implemented on his Initiative.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish!
Mr BRYCE: This Government has

changed the conditions which previously
applied which required companies to take
sponsored migrants to the office of the
State Department of Immigration for a
briefing about these types of pitfalls. That
was the sole reason for my presenting this
case tonight.

Mr Grayden: So that you could brain-
wash them; that is all!

Mr BRYCE: Brainwash them! The
Minister is suggesting that Government
officers in his own department have brain-
washed migrants. The officers have ex-
pressed concern for the welfare of mig-
rants. It never ceases to amaze me that
this Minister has not once spoken In de-
fence of the migrants who come to this
country as a result of the building com-
pany nomination scheme. All he has done
has been to stand and spout on behalf
of the building company. I think It must
be plain to this Parliament and to the
People of Australia exactly where his
priorities lie. It is high time the minister
accepted that he has a real responsibility
for the welfare of these people Instead of.
at the behest of a building company, pull-
Ing out a condition that was written Into
agreements to provide protection for
migrants. Instead of doing that, the Min-
ister should be looking at ways and means
of Protecting the migrants.

Mr Grayden: They are well Protected
by this Government.

Mr BRYCE: The evidence is there: the
track record of this Government is dis-
graceful.

Mr Grayden: The migrants are com-
pletely protected.

Mr BRYCE: I wish to conclude by
stressing four aspects relating to this
matter. Firstly, I am not thc slightest bit
concerned with the financial status of this
company. The Minister was totally wrong



508 ASSEMBLY.]

in an answer he gave last week to a ques-
tion asked by the member for Rocking-
ham. It seems that the Minister takes
strong exception to the fact that the
people of Rockingham now have a member
who is prepared to stand and speak out
in their interests on this issue. As I men-
tioned. I am not the slightest bit concerned
with the financial status of this company,
how many houses it sells or where it sells
them.

Mr Grayden: Innuendo!
Mr BRYCE: However, what I am con-

cerned about-as any responsible Minister
f or immigration should be concerned-is
the attempt which has been made by a
building company to use migrants to bol-
ster its sales. I believe there is ample
evidence to prove that the building com-
pany nomination scheme has been abused
to such an extent that it should be dis-
continued.

Mr Grayden: That is not the opinion of
the department.

Mr BRYCE: It might not be. I stated
this opinion in a recent letter to the Fed-
era) Minister for Immigration and I sin-
cerely believe that the review recom-
mended by the task force will find that
this scheme has been abused and should
be discontinued. As a result of my direct
Involvement in this matter over two years,
1 have discovered that migrants arriving
in this country need a fair and reason-
able degree of Protection during their in-
itial period of orientation.

Mr Grayden: And that is what they are
getting.

Mr BRYCE: Any attempt by the West-
ern Australian Minister for Immigration
or any other Minister to change the policy
of the Previous Government and to delete
the condition to which I have referred at
the behest of a building company-the
Minister denied this to the House-in order
to boost the turnover of that company
should be revealed to the people of this
State. In the light of answers given by
the Minister in this House to questions I
have put to him in recent weeks, I believe
he can scarcely he -said to have an ounce
of credibility left. He has no respect for
tis institution.

Mr Grayden: We will see how much
respect you have left, shortly.

Mr BRYCE: He should be prepared to
resign.

Point of Order
Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Speaker, I raise a

Point of order. Will the member table the
Papers we have requested?

The SPEAKER: The member cannot
table Papers per se but may Place them
on the table. There is a difference be-
tween tabling papers as a Minister and
Placing Papers on the table. The member
already has promised to place the papers

involved on the table for the information
of members, but not for public consump-
tion or for labelling, and I expect the
member to keep his word and place on the
table those papers which are desired.
Sitting suspended from 6.1S to 7.30 p.m.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
for Immigration) (7.30 p.m.]: Prior to the
the tea suspension the member for Ascot
moved the following censure motion-

but we regret having to inform your
Excellency that the Government,
instead of treating seriously the ques-
tions asked in Parliament concerning
the operations of Landalls Pty. Ltd.
and the attempt by that Company to
prevail upon the Government to vary
the conditions applying to the build-
ing companies nomination scheme,
preferred to allow the Minister for
Labour to misuse the situation for the
purpose of unjustifiably attacking and
vilifying Members of the Opposition
and presenting false information to
Parliament.

I will have an opportunity to speak at
length on what the member for Ascot has
said, but I would first like to emphasise
and point out that during the course of his
speech, as he was quoting from docu-
ments, I asked him if he would, in accord-
ance with our Standing Orders, lay those
papers on the Table of the House. At the
conclusion of the honourable member's
address, and when he sat down, I again
asked him whether he would do this; and
I also asked the Clerks of the House if
they would obtain these papers for me,
because it was terribly important that I
should be given an opportunity to reply to
the documents from which the member
for Ascot had read. The honourable mem-
ber took these documents away at that
stage saying he wanted to photostat them,
and it was not until 7.00 p.m. that I was
Presented with one paper only.

Mr Rushton: Shame!
Point of order

Mr BRYCE: On a point of order I would
indicate, Sir, that all those documents have
been Photocopied and If the minister does
not have all the papers in his possession,
and has not had them in his possession
since a few minutes after 7.00 p.m., it is
no fault of mine.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Ragumed

Mr GRAYDEN: If that is the situation
I will accept the honourable member's as-
sertion that all the papers are here. We
get back to the situation, however, that I
cannot find in these papers a statement
that was made by the member for Ascot.

Mr Bryce,. You cannot understand be-
cause you have not read them.
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Mr GRAYDEN: When a member of this
House asks that papers be laid on the
Table of the House, the normal thing Is
that they are laid on the Table of the
House at the conclusion of the speech of
the member concerned, in order to give
the person replying some sort of oppor-
tunity to deal with the matter.

Mr Bryce: You have all night.
Mr 0 HAYDEN: This was not done in

this particular instance, and I certainly
have not had time to check that all the
papers are here.

Mr Bryce: I do not think you want to
check.

Mr GRAYDEN: The statements the
honourable member made are not in the
papers and this is what I am taking ex-
ception to.

Mr Skidmnore: What a contradiction
that is.

Mr O'Neil: It is not. Why is It a contra-
diction?

Mr Skidmnore: He said he could not
understand them, and that he had not read
them.

Mr GRAYDEN: The statements the
member for Ascot made are not contained
in the papers I have.

Mr Bryce: They were all photocopied.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister
mentioned photostat copies. Are they all
photocopies?

Mr ORAYDEN: These are photostat
copies; I want the original documents
which should be made available in accord-
ance with the rules of this House. It is
the original documents that should be laid
on the Table of the House.

Mr Bryce: What a ruse!

Points of Order
Mr O'NEIL: On a point of order. Mr

Speaker, I would like to seek your guid-
ance. it is my understanding that one of
the documents quoted from was in fact
one of the documents from a departmental
file, and I want to know why that docu-
ment, rather than the photostat copy, was
not laid on the Table of the House. Why
does the honourable member photostat a
photostat copy?

The SPEAKER: As I understand the
situation now certain papers have been
tabled by the member for Ascot as he
promised to do.

Mr May: That Is right.
The SPEAKER: I discover, however,

that they are copies of the papers from
which the honourable member read.

Mr Bryce: They are Photocopies of the
documents I read.

Mr B. T. Burke: They are copies.

The SPEAKER: I do not want the mem-
ber for Balga or the member for Ascot to
interrupt me when I am speaking. I am
subject to correction if I am wrong and,
If I am, I will take a Point of explanation
on it; but I understand from what has
been said that the Papers that have been
placed on the Table of the House are
photostat copies of papers from which the
member for Ascot quoted. If this is so
it is highly desirable that the papers which
are laid on the Table of the House are
those from which the honorable member
quoted; whether they be the original
papers that came from any file or from
any other place does not really matter.
So I do request the member for Ascot to
place on the Table of the House the docu-
ments f rom which he quoted.

Mr BRYCE: I shall be happy to do that.
The tabling of the Papers from which I
read and the photostating of them was
done to get copies for the Minister for
Immigration. I do not have copies myself;
I simply took photostat copies to give them
to the Minister. I am perfectly happy to
put those Papers on the Table of the
House so long as they remain on the Table
of the House while I am here.

The SPEAKER: I think the member for
Ascot understands my situation. As the
Speaker of the House I am compelled to
ask him to place these papers on the table
for the Information of members. That Is
all that Is asked of the honourable mem-
ber. I see nothing wrong in his having
made copies of those papers, but the
papers from which he quoted must be the
papers which are laid on the Table of the
House. All sorts of developments can en-
sue If the original Papers from which the
honorable member quoted are not Placed
on the table, and If this matter can be
rectified It would be appreciated.

Mr B3RYCE: If I table the documents
now I do not want them taken away by
anybody else, because I do not have copies
of those documents.

The SPEAKER: As I have already said.
those papers arc for the information of
members; they are not public documents
and are not listed as Papers tabled. This
is not required by Standing Orders as the
Minister for Immigration has mentioned;
It Is something that happens as a result of
ancient practice in other Houses, and the
custom has been followed in this House.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: On a point of order.
Mr Speaker, I think we need to be clear
on this. For how long do the papers which
are tabled in response to your request re-
main on the Table of the House?

The SPEAKER: In answer to the Leader
of the Opposition. I would say that they
would remain there for a reasonable time
In order to give those members who wish
to peruse them a reasonable opportunity
to do so. I would not expect them to be
tabled for any great length of time.
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Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: I hope the member for
Ascot will table the Papers; they should
be tabled for a very good reason.

Mr Bryce: What are you carrying on
about? What an insult to the Intelligence
of the House.

Mr GRAYDEN: I say this, because the
honourable member used a phrase which
apparently does not appear in any of the
files of my department. He used the
phrase when he was quoting from one of
the documents, and that is why I ask
that the paper be laid on the Table of the
House, because if he has that document It
wvas stolen from our department.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: I thought you said it
was never received by the department.

Mr GRAYDEN: We have searched the
files minutely to see if there Is any evi-
dence along the lines suggested by the
honourable member in order that we
might reply to his question of the other
day, and we find there is nothing of that
nature on the files. If the honourable
member has the letter in question I want
the original laid on the Table of the
House. because I will certainly have the
matter Investigated, as I want to make
some rather serious allegations later on.
The member for Ascot apparently had a
copy of a letter of which we in the De-
partment of Labour do not have a copy.

Mr Bryce: Rubbish.
Mr B. T1. Burke: The letter referred to

a phone call; did you get a phone call?
Mr GRAYDEN: If this is the letter-the

letter given to me-it does not contain
the phrase the member for Ascot used.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: What phrase?
Mr GRAYDEN: It is something to the

effect that LandaUl had asked that a par-
ticular provision in respect of the Inter-
viewing of migrants be discontinued. It
was a phrase along those lines, and it
certainly does not appear in this letter.
The only representations of which I am
aware that LandaUl has made to me as
Minister for immigration have been along
the lines that if migrants are to be taken
to the Department of Immigration and
interviewed by a departmental officer-
and they accuse individuals of adopting
tactics that are not in conformity with
what is considered to be reasonable-the
company would like to be given the op-
portunity to have one of its own officers
Present. As far as I am concerned that
is the only request we have received along
these lines.

Mr May: By letter or by telephone?
Mr ORAYDEN: That is in the letter; it

is on our files. The member for Ascot has
used another phrase, and U1 he has a letter
containing that phrase he has something
that the Department of Labour does not
have.

Mr Bryce: You are completely wrong.
Mr GRAYDEN: I regard this extremely

seriously for the reason that I have had
all sorts of allegations made to me which
concern the member for Ascot and the
Department of Immigration, and they are
along the lines that at various times in
the past the officers of the Department of
Immigration have been taking what I
would regard as confidential information
-information contained in departmental
files--out to the home of that honourable
member.

Mr Laurance: Shame!

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE: On a point of order. Mr

Speaker, I demand that the Minister with-
draw that direct implication which he has
made. It is completely and utterly untrue
to suggest that a member of the depart-
ment has taken any files to my home.

The SPEAKER: What does the honour-
able member want withdrawn?

Mr BRYCE: I want the Minister to
withdraw the words that a member of the
Department of immigration took inform-
ation to my home. It is rubbish and non-
sense.

The SPEAKER: The Minister has been
asked by the member for Ascot to with-
draw these words as they are objectionable
to him. I would ask the Minister to with-
draw them.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: If the words are offens-
ive to the honourable, member I will with-
draw them; but I Propose to ask the Min-
ister for Police to have a police Investiga-
tion made into this Particular allegation.
because the statement that has been made
to me is that It has happened on numerous
occasions, and if this is the case It in-
dicates there is corruption of our Govern-
ment departments by a member of this
Parliament.

Mr May: What about the member In
the Legislative Council?

Mr ORAYDEN: I will ask the Minister
for Police to conduct an Investigation
along these lines. In those circumstances
I think we can leave the matter at this
particular point, because we will see what
happens as a consequence of the police
Investigation. We will see how correct are
the allegations that have been made to
me. The police investigation will not take
very long and I hope this will satisfy the
honourable member.

Mr Bryce: The only thing that con-
cerns me Is that you are putting It up as
a complete sham. You have no intention
of doing it.

Mr Rushton: You cannot take It.
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Mr GR.AYDEN: Perhaps we will have
another Watergate In Western Australia.

Mr Bryce. And you would be the Nixon.
Mr O'Neil: The member for Ascot Is

very sensitive.
Mr Bryce: You are the Nixon In any

Watergate In this State!
Mir GRAYDEEN: We will see what hap-

pens. Y can understand why the honour-
able member wants me to get on with the
subject, but I have plenty of opportunity
to do that and I propose to do so.

May I say at the outset that for many
years the member for Ascot has been
carrying on a vendetta against one build-
Ing firm In Western Australia-that Is,
Landaul-for an obscure political reason.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: What Is It?
Mr GRAYDEN: I will give an Indica-

dion of what sort of people we have in this
Parliament. Before I give an indication of
the practices In which the member for
Ascot is indulging, may 1 say that today
we have an Individual being taken off to
Russia, apparently against his will. We are
all familiar with the sorts of techniques
and brainwashing adopted by the people
concerned.

Point of Order
Mr BATEMAN: On a point of order, I

do not think 'we are talking about the
amendment when we talk about this kind
of subiect.

The SPEAKER: That is not a point of
order.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr GRAYDEN: We are familiar with
those techniques and I am suggesting that
the member for Ascot has been employing
them. let us see where the situation start-
ed virtually, and every member in the
House will be able to judge for himself
the sort of person the member for Ascot
is. In an article some years ago Landall
made this little statement-

Mr B. T. Burke: What date?
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot

knows It only too well. He has written
numerous letters In respect of It.

Mr Bryce: It was not some years ago;
It was 1974.

Mr GRAYDEN: Okay; it was 1974.
Mr Bryce: Don't mislead the House.
Mr GRAYDEN: Here we have a little

statement at the bottom as follows-
Our representatives are all hand-

picked men and experienced In their
job of work. They put in long hours
and will do everything to see that a
famil is happily settled. This does
not mean that they will "molly-coddle"
anyone or do their decision-making for
them. This would only do the family

concerned a grave Was-service, because
sooner or later ties must be cut and
they must stand on their own two feet.

Our representatives instead, keep in
close touch with each family and act
more in an advisory capacity. People
are pumped full of Ill advice on arrival
--and much of this ill advice comes
from official sources.

Mr May: Sounds like "No. 98"-
Mr GRAYDEN: That is what Landall

said, and what happened as a consequence?
Let me now read the evidence which in-
dicates beyond all question that the mem-
ber for Ascot is simply carrying out this
vendetta against the company. He im-
mediately wrote to Mr J. J. Harman, i'-
ister for Immigration, as follows--

During the past 18 months I have
attempted to bring to the notice of
your Department, for rectification,
some of the less desirable features of
the mnodus operandi of certain build-
Ing companies operating through the
group nomination scheme.

The previous Under Secretary, Mr.
Byfield, seemed unable to accept fault
on the part of the companies.

I forward the enclosed article ap-
pearing in "'LandaUl's Australia-
December/January 1973-74, No. 24" as
an illustration of the attitude of the
Landall Company.

In this instance the Company ap-
pears to be publicly flaunting its dis-
respect for the Immigration Depart-
ment, by reference to 'sill-advice" fromn
official sources.

Mr Bryce: And so it was.
Mr GRAYDEN: That was the 7th Febru-

ary, 1974. When the Government changed
the honourable member wrote to me be-
cause he did not get any satisfaction from
his own Minister for Immigration.

Mr Bryce: Be a little fair for the first
time In your life. He wrote back indicating
he was looking into it; and he had only
four weeks in which to do so.

Mr GRAYDEN: He says-
On the 7th February, I wrote the

enclosed letter to your predecessor con-
cerning disrespect for the Immnigration
Department by the Landall Company
revealed in the contents of the en-
closed clipping.

The Minister's letter of acknowledge-
mnent of February 12th indicated that
the matter was under consideration.
In view of the serious contempt for
the Immigration Department which
this company is representing in various
ways, I am sure that you as Minister,
and many others who may have read
the article, are interested to hear an
explanation from the Landall Com-
pany.
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In the past, on a number of occa-
sions, the Departmental file relating
to this subject has appeared to dis-
appear from time to time-

Mr Bryce: That is right.
Mr ORAYflEN: To continue-

-and in view of the time elapse since
February '7th. I am naturally begin-
ning to wonder if this has happened
again.

Mr Bryce: Three months! Just make the
point! Three months and no reply!

Mr ORAYDEN: on the 21st May, carry-
ing on the vendetta against Landall, and
talking about missing files, notwithstand-
ing the statemnents I made earlier-

Mr Bryce: The Minister of the Crown
could not find those files when he wanted
them and you know damn well because I
asked You to have a look at them.

Mr ORAYDEN: I had written one letter
to the member for Ascot and given him an
answer in respect of his allegations and
asked him for further information on his
allegation of missing flies, which was a
serious reflection on the officer of the De-
partment of immigration: and certainly,
in addition-

Mr Bryce: And You did not answer my
question.

Mr ORAYDEN: -the allegations I re-
ceived about couriers taking out files to
one member of this House had a bearing
on this question.

Point of Order
Mr ERYCE: On a point of order, I would

like to have the Mansard reporter inform
me whether the Minister repeated a claim
that a member of the department took
files to me.

The SPEAKER: That is not a point of
order.

Mr BRYCE: I want him to withdraw
those words, if, in fact, he said them
again.

The SPEAKER: What words?
Mr O'Neil: Sit down little boy!
Mr BRYCE: If in fact he stated that a

member of his department took files to
my home, it is a reflection on me and I
would like Mansard to tell me whether he
said that.

The SPEAKER: Did the Minister make
that allegation?

Mr GRAYDEN: I did not mention any
individual or the member for Ascot.

The SPEAKER: The Minister will re-
sume his seat for a moment. I am afraid
I was not able to Pick up the Point of
order myself and that Is why I asked the
Minister whether or not he did utter the
words referred to by the member for
Ascot. it was mry understanding that he
had not, but that he had spoken in gen-
eral terms.

I would ask members to watch the points
of order they raise. It is quite legitimate
If an honourable member feels a point
of order should be raised, for him to do
so, but I ask members to watch the points
of order they raise. The Minister for Im-
migration.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr ORAYDEN: I wrote to the honour-
able member, because he had made alle-
gations about missing files, and I asked
him to provide me with evidence so I
could Pursue the inquiry. I did not get an
answer, so on the 2nd August I wrote
again.

Mr Bryce: Because You did not answer
my question.

Mr O'Neil: Pipe down.
Mr ORAYDEN: I said-

You will recall that on June 12 I
wrote and advised you of my concern
regarding a matter raised in the final
paragraph of your letter of May 21,
1914 viz.:-

"In the Past, on a number of
occasions, the Departmental fie
relating to this subject has
appeared to disappear from time
to time, and in view of the time
lapse since Nebruary 7, I am nat-
urally beginning to wonder if this
has happened again".

I wish to remind you that to date I
have not received any further advice
from you as to pertinent dates and
any other relevant details regarding
the alleged disappearance of a De-
partmental file.
As such information is considered to
be necessary to me in my enquiries, It
would be appreciated if you could
forward same as soon as possible.

Mr Bryce: What about the last letter?
Mr GRAYDEr4: Because I have had to

follow immediately the honourable mem-
ber who has made this allegation, I have
not had the opportunity to get fies
or anything else and so I am not able to
read the latest letter. He has refused to
give me the information because of some
sort of allegation about the original state-
ment or document by Landall. Nothwlth-
standing the fact that I have written twice
to him-and it is a serious allegation be-
cause it reflects on the department-he is
not prepared to give me the Information
and he has asked instead that I give him
Information about that microscopic com-
ment by Landall. Here he Is persecuting
Landall and carrying on this vendetta
after a two-line statement. How incredible!
In the course of the vendetta he makes
his allegation about missing files.

I am Interested in missing files and that
is why I have asked for a police investiga-
tion. As far as I am concerned the files
did disappear. They disappeared for several
months.
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MAr Bryce: That is right.
Mr CRAYDEN: As it happens they dis-

appeared at a time when, as I say, couriers
were taking fles from the department to
the home of a certain member, or those
are the allegations. We will see, alter the
police inquiry, what happens as a conse-
quence of the allegations.

I am mentioning this to indicate and
to emphasise that all along the line the
member for Ascot has been carrying on
this vendetta. Before I go into the other
aspects I wish to discuss I want to em-
phasise one point. At the outset of his
speech, the member for Ascot said that
I had misled the House in respect of a
particular question. I want to make the
point that in response to an earlier ques-
tion, I told the honourable member that
he could come to my office and examine
the files to which he was referring. If I
was prepared to let the member for Ascot
look at the files, for what reason-

Mr Bryce: So you could shut me up.
Mr GRAYDEN: -would I misrepresent

anything on those fles? So the allegation
he made that I had answered the question
in a certain way and that the answer was
not in conformity with what appeared on
the files is, of course, patently false and I
say now that there Is nothing on those
files-we have gone right through them-

-Mr Bryce'. I bet you have.
Mr GRAYDEN: -to make absolutely

certain-along the lines about which the
member for Ascot is talking. If there is
such a letter in existence, it Is a letter
we do not have and it is a letter I say has
been stolen.

Mr Bryce: I would like to have a look
at your signature to compare the notations
on the paragraphs.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot
mentioned the document he had given me
and he mentioned notes scrawled on the
bottom. It certainly has notes on the
bottom, but anyone who looks at them
will realise they have nothing to do with
me because they are not in my handwrit-
ing. There is no question about that, yet
the member for Ascot made a special point
of mentioning it.

The SPEAKER: I would point out at
this juncture, also, that it is a copy.

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes. I want the original
document so that I can see for myself
what the document is.

Mr Bryce: The original document was
a COPY.

Mr O'Neil: You would not have a clue.
Mr GRAYDEI': It will be very interest-

ing to get the original document. I find
it passing strange that when an honour-
able member is asked to place a document
on the table-and it Is a simple request
in conformity with Standing Orders-he

does not do so, but instead has to rush
away and have it photographed and then
presents to the House the photographed
copy of the document from which he has
allegedly read.

Mr Rushton: Shonky old deal!
Mr O'Neil: Shame!1
Mr GRAYDEN: During his remarks the

honourable member talked in terms of a
Mr Smith and he spoke as though this
individual had been appointed by a Min-
ister and that it was a special ministerial
appointment.

Mr Bryce: Correction. I said it was aL
ministerial appointment.

Mr GRAYDEN: No. In his question
the other day the member for Ascot made
it absolutely clear-

Mr Bryce: You were not in the House
tonight when I explained that point so
you have no right to misrepresent the
situation.

Mr GRAYDEN: it is in Hansard.
Mr Bryce. Ministerial appointment.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot

talked in terms of a special ministerial ap-
pointment. Let us look at those which exist
at Noalimba, which comes within the
jurisdiction of the Department of Immi-
ration. These are ministerial appoint-
ments-not special ones-under the pow-
ers delegated by the Minister. Eventually
he has to approve of them, but the great
majority of the appointments are obvi-
ously made by the department.

Let us look at them. First of vjll there
is the manager; that is a ministerial ap-
pointment. Then there are the caterer.
the welfare officer, the salaries clerk, the
clerk, the typist, the day-care supervisor,
the assistant day-care supervisor, the
night supervisor, and the housekeeper.
These are all classed as ministerial ap-
pointments and these people are at No&-
limba at this particular time. Yet the
member for Ascot has chosen to try to
give the House the impression, not on one
occasion, but on numerous occasions, that
this was some special appointment by the
Minister of the then Government.
Nothing could be further from the truth.
Those appointments are being made at
this time under powers delegated by the
Minister, but they are called ministerial
appointments.

At Noalimba only two appointments
have been made under the Public Service
Act; that is all. One is a Welfare officer
0-11-2 and the other is a Welfare Officer
G-11-1. All the rest were ministerial ap-
pointments. Yet the honourable member
has chosen to denigrate Mr Smith and
libel him under the privileges which are
accorded members in this House. Mr.
Smith came to see me and he was very
perturbed about the situation. He wanted
to take some legal action against the
member for Ascot, but he cannot do so
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because the member for Ascot makes the
statements under the protection of parlia-
mentary privilege.

Who is Mr. Smith? He is a middle-
aged to elderly British migrant. He came
out to Australia. He worked for a car
firm, then for Landaul. He left Landall
and went to another company. Then he
learnt through an advertisement or some
other means that the Department of Im-
migration had a couple of vacancies. Be-
cause of his knowledge of housing, having
worked for two housing companies, he
applied for the position. The head of the
Department of Immigration made the ap-
pointment; it was not recommended by
Landall, Certainly he had a couple of
references-at least one of which was
from the LandaUl company, because he
had worked there. He also had references
from the other ftims for which he had
worked.

Because of that, the member for Ascot
has chosen to try to mislead the House
and give the people of Western Australia
the impression that there is something
wrong with this individual. Nothing could
be further from the truth. He was an
excellent public servant and he left of his
own accord:, he retired fraon the depart-
ment. I repeat, the member for Ascot would
not libel an individual in this way outside
the House. Hie does It under the protec-
tion of Parliamentary privilege.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: That is the whole
purpose of Parliamentary privilege.

Mr O'Neil: So you can libel people?
Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: That is not true.
Mr GRAYDEN: I will not waste my time

on the Interjections. I am waiting for
the day when the member for Ascot will
make his allegations outside this House.

Mr O'Neil: You will be waiting a long
time.

Mr GRAYDEN: The other day the mem-
ber for Rockingham asked In this House a
question which was designed to undermine
confidence in the Landall company because
It spoke in terms of the company being
close to collapse. It was a nice old ques-_
tion. I do not think It should have been
Permitted because it was asked without
notice and no-one had the opportunity
to examine the question.

Mr B. T. Burke: You had it for two
hours.

The SPEAKER: Order!I I must ask the
Minister not to reflect on the Speaker.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am sorry, Mr Spea'ker.
I bad no Intention of reflecting on the
Speaker. I have the greatest admiration
for you.

In view of the fact that the question
asked by the member for Rockingham im-
Plied that the company was close to col-
lapse, let us see how Landall Is financed. We
find, first of all, It Is a public company.
Landall complies with the Companies Act

and the Stock Exchange requirements In
April the company increased Its paid-up
capital by $1.27 million, issued at par, at
60c, and shareholders' funds are now $3
million. We find that Hanover Holdings
Ltd., a large Australian company with
shareholders' funds of $20 million, owns
49 per cent of Landalfas issued shares. Yet
the member for Rockingham can get up
in this House and attempt to give members
the impression that the company is close
to collapse. This, I repeat, is a continu-
ation of the vendetta which has been
waged against the company by the member
for Ascot.

Mr Young: On that basis, BHP' is broke,
too.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am sorry to Jump
around from point to point but some mem-
bers have made allegations and I want to
answer them. I have not had time to put
them into sequence.

The member for Ascot made a statement
in connection with building societies which
Implied that Landaul and the building
societies were in some way defrauding-

Mr Bryce: Get your story straight.
Mr GRAYDEN: What was the allega-

tion?
Mr Bryce: I simply said Landall's rep-

resentatives were inducing their clients.
the migrants, to tell fibs to the building
societies.

Mr ORAYDEN: And the building
societies accepted them. Simillar alle-
gations were made a couple of years ago
when the Opposition was in Government.
All of the allegations of which I am aware
related to events which took place In 1972,
with the exception of one allegation which
was made on the 12th August, and that
possibly related to an event in 1972. The
allegations were thoroughly investigated by
the Department of Immigration at that
particular time.

Mr Bryce: They were not.
Mr GRAYDEN: An investigation was

made and the State Migration Officer (Mr
Fletcher) submitted a report in which he
said-

The allegations made against the
Company concerning deception of
Building Societies were not pursued.
It is understood that the Company's
performance in relation to Building
Society applications has been rated
as being on all tours with that of
other companies.

Mr Bryce: That does not say much for
other companies, does it?

Mr GRAYDEN: The report continues--
Frthermore, the President of the

Building Societies Association Is on
record as saying-

1. "Building Societies are ex-
perienced lenders".

514



[Tuesday. 13 August, 1974151

The State Migration Officer goes on to
say-

These few words have significant
connotations, including an implied
safeguard for those whose income and
capital are not sufficient to allow
reasonably safe purchase of a house.

He then said-
2. "1 don't want to blow Land-

all's trumpet for them, but
we have not had any com-
plaints about Landalls in the
past and we don't have prob-
lems with them". This test-
imonial Is even more effective
when It is considered that
Landalls are described else-
where as being W.A.'s largest
home building company.

He goes on-
It was therefore considered point-

less to take this matter further, as
co-operation of the Building Societies
would be an essential factor in any
condemnation of companies operat-
Ing in that area. it is a fair state-
mnent, in any case, that if any decep-
tion of Building Societies had in fact
taken place then the applicants them-
selves were required to distinguish
between the right and wrong of the
matter, a fairly basic decision the
consequences of which could reason-
ably be expected to be borne by them-
selves.

Yet the member for Ascot, notwithstanding
that kind of infonmation on the fles, has
chosen to criticise building societies. A
perusal of his statements in Hanard will
indicate Precisely what he said.

While I am speaking in that vein, may
I say that since Landall commenced oper-
ating In 1965 It has brought out to West-
ern Australia about 1 400 migrant families:
not indlvduals but families.

Mr T. J. Burke: The figure is 1700.
Mr GRAYDEN: I am grateful for the

correction. In the course of Its dealings
with migrants It receives a handful of
complaints but no more than any other
company does. Yet the member for Ascot
seeks to carry out a vendetta against the
company. Let me read what the State
Migration Officer has said in respect of
that matter-

In conclusion. I feel that discussions
which have taken place with Com-
pany officials and controls instituted
over recent weeks will minimise areas
of complaints If the scheme Is to
continue. It must be borne In mind
however that no activity In the field
of migrant recruitment can be 100%
successful and complaint free.

I repeat the last observation of the State
Migration Officer-

It must be borne In mind however
that no activity in the field of migrant

recruitment can be 100% successful
and complaint free.

The company has brought out 1'700
families to Western Australia. Because a
few complaints were made two years ago,
all of which were investigated, the member
for Ascot has continued his vendetta
against the company and, I allege, has
used Government departments and officers
of the departments in carrying out that
vendetta.

Mr T. J. Burke: That same public serv-
ant favoured the Insertion of clauses which
you removed.

Mr Young: On what date was that state-
ment made?

Mr GRAYDEN: At the same time.
Mr Young: In 1972, under the previous

Government?
Mr GRAYDEN: Yes.
Mr Young: Who was the Minister then?
Mr GRAYDEN: Mention was made of

conditions of acceptance. I took a clause
out of the conditions of acceptance.

Mr Bryce: For whose benefit?
Mr GRAYDEN: For the benefit of the

People of Western Australia.
Mr Bryce: The building company.
Mr J. T. Tonkin: On whose representa-

tion?
Mr ORAYDEN: I approved of some

new conditions. I will read them before
the night is out but not at this particular
juncture. It is Important that they go into
Mansard so that members of the House
will see what this Government has done
to protect the migrant.

Mr Bryce: Absolute rubbish!
Mr Young: Why do you not give him a

chance?
Mr GRAYDEN: I will read the particu-

lar clause which was Put In with my
approval. When companies engage in
bringing migrants to Western Australia
they must conform with certain conditions
which are laid down by the State. The
condition we have Put In-not the previous
Government-relates to disputes. It Is an
overriding clause which says-

The Commissioner of Consumer Pro-
tection Will act as arbitrator between
company and nominee in cases of con-
tention.

Mr Bryce: That idea was put up in
January, 1974.

Mr GRAYDEN: It was submitted from
a dozen different sources but I, as the
Minister, had to come up with these new
conditions. They contain that particular
clause which means that from the moment
the migrant arrives here and for as long
as he stays in that Particular house he
has protection. The Commissioner for
Consumer Protection will act as arbitrator
to resolve any disputes between an individ-
ual and LandaUl or any other company
engaged In this scheme.
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This Is an overriding protection, It is
something that has never existed pre-
viously, but it has been brought Into effect
by the present Government. How in those
circumstances can the member for Ascot
get up and make a statement that as a
consequence of what we have done the
migrants have no protection; because this
Is an overriding form of protection?
Whilst dealing with these conditions, the
member for Ascot also made the state-
ment-because I told him the other day
that I had taken this action-That I had
dispensed with the requirement that the
company should pick up the migrants
when they arrived In Western Australia
and take them to the Department of
Immigration-

Mr Bryce: Within three days.
Mr GRAYDEN: -within three days so

that they may be interviewed by a depart-
mental officer. The company only wanted
rue to ensure that It could have one of
its representatives at these conferences.

Mr J. T, Tonkin: Did the company
make that request by letter?

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, and the letter is
on the file. I have told the member for
Ascot that he may look at the fie. The
point is that the company did not do what
the member for Ascot alleged it had done,
He said the company had asked the Gov-
ernment to discontinue the practice of
Interviewing migrants. However, I made
that decision and I made it for one good
reason: First of all the individual migrants,
depending on whom they were being Inter-
viewed by, could in my opinion have been
brainwashed because there was no check
at all on what they were being told.

Mr Bryce: Who was brainwashing them?
Mr GRAYDEN: In my opinion they

could have been brainwashed by any per-
son in the department. All the company
asked for was the right to be present when
the people are Interviewed. I said that
was not good enough for this reason:
From the point of view of economics why
should we have departmental officers wast-
Ing their time in this fashion-

Mr Bryce: Yes, wasting their time.
Mr GRAYDEN: -when we could do the

job infinitely more effectively by present-
Ing migrants with a pamphlet setting out
precisely what they should look out for in
this country with respect to hire pur-
chase, purchasing motorcars, and any
other deals they might wish to enter into?
I said that if this were done it would be
a form of economy; and Instead of wast-
ing the time of departmental officers the
job would be done far more effectively.
We have two pamphlets of this nature at
the moment, and I have asked for others
which will go far beyond these. The docu-
ment I have In my hand states that it is
a guide for new arrivals, and it contains
articles under headings such as, "Musts for
the new arrival"; "Advantages for the

new Arrival"; "Where to get Advice";
and another beading is "Take Care When"
and it goes on to state areas in which a
new arrival should take care, such as
when buying a house.

Mr B. T. Burke: Such as when crossing
the road?

Mr Bertram: They are in good hands
when buying a house!

Mr GRAYDEN: The other pamphlet I
have in my hand is entitled "What Mi-
grants Need to Know about Western Aus-
tralia". It contains chapters dealing with
such topics as, "It's Up To You", "This Is
Western Australia", and "Currency".
Other chapters deal with the cost of liv-
ing, housing, furnishing a home, wages and
working conditions, arbitration, appren-
ticeships-

Mr B. T. Burke: How to vote.
Mr GRAYDEN: -education, health,

taxation, banking, assurance, hire pur-
chase, social services, buying or selling
property, a guide for motorists, voting at
elections, recreation, points worth noting,
baggage, and how to migrate. They get
these documents at the moment, and they
will get a lot more.

Mr B. T. Burke: When are these docu-
ments handed to them?

Mr GIZAYDEN: They will receive them
in lieu of being interviewed by a depart-
mental officer. The interviews are not of
much use because probably migrants for-
get what they have been told the moment
they walk out of the interview. It Is infin-
itely better to present them with some-
thing like these pamphlets and to save the
public of Western Australia the useless ex-
penditure of sending people along to be
interviewed by a departmental officer who
might be thinking of knocking off or who
might have all sorts of problems on his
mind.

incidentally, migrants at the Noalimba
Centre are counselled, That is what we
are cutting out, and that Is what the
member for Ascot Is complaining about.
We have heard even whilst I have been
speaking complaints from members of the
Opposition that this does not go far
enough. That is the purport of the In-
terjections.

The document I have in my hand is
the only Information midgrants receive
from the Commonwealth Department-
at least I am not aware that they
receive anything else, although I might be
mistaken. It comprises only one page.
The significant point here is that recently
the Federal Minister for Labour and Im-
migration (Mr Cameron) issued a news
release which was received by our State
Department as recently as the 22nd July,
1974. Just listen to this Press release, Ur
Speaker, because you will hear what the
Commonwealth does in respect of the
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matter about which the member for
Ascot is complaining. The relevant portion
of the Press release is as follows-

The Minister for Labor and Immi-
gration, Mr. Cameron, has ordered
his Department to reinforce warnings
to migrants against over-committing
themselves on hire purchase.

His action follows allegations that
newly-arrived migrants were victims
of hard -sell tactics.

Now just listen to this-
Mr Cameron said his Department

was about to publish a booklet for
Australia-wide distribution, drawing
attention to the pitfalls of hire pur-
chase contracts.

The booklet would be an expanded
version of an article which had been
made widely available through Good
Neighbour Councils and regional
offices and which had been published
by most of the major ethnic news-
papers.

That Is what the Commonwealth Govern-
ment intends to do about the matter-

Mr Bryce: Are you saying that at pre-
sent the migrants are not briefed?

Mr GRAYDEN: -and I have already
illustrated the sort of literature the State
department has been giving to migrants.
I repeat that my instructions given to the
department weeks ago are that the pam-
phlets are to go much further than those
I have outlined. The Landall company
provides its own Information along the
same lines.

Mr Bryce: In addition to briefing?
Mr GRAYDEN: Why then is it necessary

to have the migrant taken to the Depart-
ment of Immigration and, as I say, brain-
washed? The Commonwealth does not
see the necessity for this, but the member
for Ascot apparently feels It is necessary
for his own purposes.

At this stage, in view of the allegations
of the member for Ascot, I feel I should
read all the conditions which appertain
to migrants who come to Western Aus-
tralia under the sponsorship of a building
company. I do this for the reason that even
though these conditions have Just come into
force, very similar conditions were In force
for a long time. The member for Ascot
is speaking about incidents which oc-
curred two years ago-in fact, some of
the complaints go back to 1985. How-
ever, that situation has altered.

Ms Bryce: We clamped down on It.
Mr GRAYDEN: The conditions protect

the migrant completely.
Mr T. J. Burke: Rubbish!l
Mr GRAYDEN: Let us look at the con-

ditions.
Mr Bryce: These have already been

tabled.

Mr GRAYDEN: The first conditions
read as follows-

1. Each application submitted
will be a personal nomina-
tion throught the State Im-
migration Office and must
Indicate the capital avail-
able for transfer.

2. The minimal capital require-
ment, currently $5 000 will be
subject to periodical review
by the State Migration Office.

Let me say here that the member for
Ascot said some migrants had signed up
for third mortgages.

Mr Bryce: Some of them have.
Mr GRAYDEN: The honourable mem-

ber said that most of the migrants were
not in good financial situations. However,
they must have $5 000 and most of them
have far more.

Mr Bryce: Some have far less.
Mr QRAYDEN: This gives the lie to the

allegations made by the member for
Ascot-

Mr Bryce: Some have far less.
Mr GRAYDEN: -unless the migrants

do not tell the truth. Nobody can protect
a building company from a migrant who
is prepared to lie to cover up his true
financial situation. Migrants are not per-
mitted to come here unless they have
$8 000.

Mr Bryce: You ought to check with the
London office.

Mr GRAYDEN: The amount may be in-
creased very shortly. These migrants be-
long to a privileged section of the com-
munity. Not many of the people buying
homes in this State can boast of a
minimum capital of $5 000. Many of our
young people purchase homes on a deposit
of $1 500 and even less if the home is
purchased through the State Housing
Commission.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: The Minister keeps on
referring to $5 000. is It not E6 000 sterling?

Mr GRAYDEN: Of course, the Leader
of the Opposition is quite right. What am
I talking about?

Mr Bryce: No-one knows!I
Mr ORAYDEN: The minimum amount

is £6 000 sterling. The honourable mem-
ber has attempted to convey the impression
that these People are being inveigled into
all sorts of transactions with insufficient
money to sustain them.

Mr Bryce: If the Minister will give me
his phone number, I will refer all these
complaints to him in future-he can sort
them out.

Mr GRAYDEN: The next condition re-
fers to the capital available for transfer
from England to here. It reads-

3. The capital available for
transfer must be sufficient to
pay a deposit on a home, meet
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all settling-In costs, furnish
the home, and purchase a
motor vehicle without over-
commitment.

Mr Bryce: That condition has been there
for years.

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, and it makes a-
mockery of the allegations made by the
honourable member. The next condition
reads as follows--

4. Verification of the capital
available for transfer must be
supplied to the Chief Mligra-
tion Officer, London, before
final approval of the nomina-
tion.

Mr Bryce: When did it go up to £6 000?
Mr May: A couple of minutes ago.
Mr GRAYDEN: And yet we have com-

plaints of the type referred to by the
member for Ascot. I am establishing that
his allegations are absolutely groundless.
In my opinion, what he has had to say
is nothing more than a tissue of false-
hoods. The honourable member is now
complaining because I amr able to produce
evidence to show this.

Mr Bryce: A lot of rubbish-that isn't
evidence.

Mr B. T. Burke: The regulations were
tabled two weeks ago.

Mr Bryce. The minister is taking up the
time of the House with a lot of rubbish.

Mr GRAYDEN: To continue-
5. in determining sufficient ca-

pital, such factors as age, oc-
cupation, and earning capa-
city, number, and age of de-
pendants, must be taken into
consideration irrespective of
the provisions of paragraph
(2).

6. Each applicant and family
must be of good character and
recommended as suitable for
inclusion In the scheme. The
applicant must be readily em-
ployable and meet the require-
ments of national need. It Is
the responsibility of the no-
minating company to place
each nominee in employment
commensurate with his quali-
fications, age and ability.

The nominating company
should also satisfy Itself that
other working members of the
family are unlikely to ex-
perience employment difficulty
on arrival In Western Austra-
ia.

7. The nominating company is
required to write to each ap-
plication in respect of his em-
ployment prospects and po-
tential earning capacity In
Western Australia. A copy of

that letter, together with any
other documentary evidence
of past employment history
and or future employment
prospects must be attached to
each nomination lodged at the
State Migration Office.

8. Agreements, commitments, or
deposits concerning home pur-
chase prior to applicants leav-
ing the United Kingdom are
prohibited.

9. Furnished fiats of an accept-
able standard will be main-
tained by participating comp-
anies as reception accommo-
dation for nominees. Guaran-
teed occupancy for a mini-
mum period of six weeks at
a reasonable rental must be
Provided. The rent on such
fiats is subject to the agree-
ment of the State Immigra-
tion Office.

10. On arrival in Western Aus-
tralia nominees will be met
by a company representative
and conveyed to their ac-
commodation.

11. All contracts (which include
offer and acceptance) for
home purchase by new ar-
rivals must contain a clause
stating that the sale is sub-
ject to satisfactory employ-
ment being obtained by the
migrant. Failing the gaining
of satisfactory employment
within a reasonable time all
deposit money will be re-
funded by the Company.

Then we come to the overriding clause
which gives complete Protection and safe-
guards the migrant from the moment he
steps ashore. The clause was put in by
this Government and makes mockery of
the allegations of the member for Ascot.
It states-

12. The Commissioner of Con-
sumer Protection will act as
arbitrator between company
and nominee in cases of con-
tention.

Rescindmcnt of Offer and
Acceptance and Agreements
or Contracts will be the pre-
rogative of the Commissioner
of Consumer Protection
should there be unethical
practice, or malpractice on
the part of Company Per-
sonnel.

Mr Speaker, could anything be more all-
embracing?

Mr Bryce: Do you claim entire respon-
sibility for that?

Mr GRAYDEN: Goodness gracious me.
the honourable member asks me whether
I claim responsibility for that clause.
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Mr Bryce: You have been behaving as
though you claim responsibility for it.

Mr GRAYDEN: This suggestion came
from numerous sources but it was at my
instigation that the clause was inserted.
I had to approve these conditions and
redraft the agreement. I had this new
clause included. In the circumstances, all
members would realise how baseless are
the statements of the member for Ascot.

Mr B. T. Burke: They do not.
Mr GRAYflEN: If any dispute arises

between the company and the migrant,
the Commissioner for Consumer Protection
will act as arbitrator. He will not toler-
ate any unfair Practice or malpractice
anywhere along the line and, as a result,
such things have disappeared from the
Western Australian scene.

Mr Fletcher: Do you want to bet?
Mr GRAYDEN: The individual con-

cerned has only to get in touch with the
Commissioner for Consumer Protection
and the matter will be rectified.

Mr Davies: Do you want to bet?
Mr GRAYDEN: The last condition

state--
13. On completion of construc-

tion of a home, a Mainten-
ance Guarantee covering a
period of three months must
be issued to the nominee.
This document will indicate
clearly that all structural
faults will be remedied with-
out cost to the nominee.

That is the sort of safeguard set out In
this agreement and the housing companies
sponsoring migrants must operate under
those conditions. Therefore, there can be
no abuse anywhere along the line and that
is why the member for Ascot has to rely
on happenings of two years ago and earlier.
They do not happen now. The abuses to
which he referred occurred under his own
Government.

Mr Bryce: They did not.
Mr GRAYDEN: The honourable member

says. "They did not." They occurred in
1972 and every member of this House
knows what Government was In office then.

Mr Bryce: The declarations were signed
then.

Mr GRAYDEN: It was the Labor Goy-
erment and the Incidents about which
the honourable member is talking occurred
under a Labor Government.

Mr Bryce: The declarations were signed
then.

Mr O'Neil: Most of the statutory dec-
larations you Put on the table were signed
yesterday.

Mr Bryce: But the Incidents did not
occur Yesterday; they occurred back in
1969 and 1970, if only you would care to
examine the documents.

Mr ONeil: But you did not know when
they occurred; you could not tell us.

Mr Bryce: Let the Minister follow It up
and find out for himself.

Mr GRAYDEN: Two years ago, under
the previous Government, the worst cases
which were put forward at that time were
Investigated. There were only 16 cases
involved. I repeat, Landalls is a, company
which has brought 1 700 migrant families
to Western Australia.

Mr B. T. Burke: You have said that half
a dozen times.

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, and I sin going to
repeat it. The State migration Officer has
said that In this field complaints always
occur. The Landall company had some
complaints made to it as did all other
building companies.

Mr Bryce: Which ones? Which were
the other companies involved?

Mr GRAYDEN: Two years ago, 16 cases
were singled out for Investigation because
even at that time the honourable member
was making all sorts of allega~tions under
the Labor Government. I shall briefly
outline the 16 cases because there Is a
departmental report on them. Let us look
at the cases and judge for ourselves the
nature of the allegations made by the
member for Ascot because these are the
cases to which the member has referred.

Mr Bryce: Your Government has a bad
track record.

Mr GRAYDEN: Case number one in-
volves Mr C. W. Ball, who complained
about unemployment-not about housing
or anything like that. He was wontied
that because he had signed an offer and
acceptance form he would be manoeuvred
into an untenable position.

The report states-
1. He admits that he was warned

In England concerning employment. It
was his second time out from England
and he had his own hopes of employ-
ment.

2. He did not attend a job inter-
view arranged by Landalls several
weeks ago. The State Migration
Officer confirmed by telephone con-
versation with the firm concerned that
Ball had good prospects of getting the
job. An examination of Ball's work
history, as contained in Liandall's re-
cords, supported the view that he was
qualed despite his subsequent pro-
testations. It is interesting to note
that another migrant with lesser quali-
fications got the Job.

3. The offer and acceptance form
signed by Ball protected him in the
case of his not having obtained em-
ployment.

4. Full refund of deposit will be
made as migrant has sought release.

5. He now has a job at Metalux but
It Is obvious that he was unemployed
for a Period in excess of 2 months.
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That was the nature of the first complaint.
Case number two involved a Mr 0. Black-
burn, whose complaint related to a car
transaction with Attwood Motors Pty. Ltd.
and a request for refund of band deposit.
It had nothing to do with Landau. This
is the nature of the complaint which was
investigated-

Landalls discaim any responsibility
for the car transaction. They re-
iterated their policy concerning "spot-
ters' fees". The car deal is a matter
which should be taken up with the
car firm. Landalls themselves intend
to do this (they took photocopies of
relevant documents in our possession)
and it could also be taken up with
Consumer Protection Office. Obviously
Landalls cannot be held responsible as
they were not privy to the contract.

There was a delay in processing of
Mr Blackburn's housing contract be-
cause he left his employment to take
over a milk round, an undertaking on
which the lending authority would re-
quire some evidence of Profitability.
There was also an admitted slip up in
follow up in Landall's office-caused
by termination Of services of one of
their officers.

Landalls stated that despite the fact
that Blackburn signed a Lump Sum
Contract (this was sighted) they are
making a full refund of deposit. They
also stated that they are now aware
that Blackburn has bought a house
from another company.

Case number three involved Mr T. Boden
who complained about misrepresentation
of employment prospects and the lack of
assistance in obtaining employment. The
report states--

Complaints are -

(1) Misrepresentation of employ-
ment prospects and lack of
assistance in obtaining em-
ployment.

(2) Company's attitude when he
made "reasonable requests to
safeguard himself".

(3) Company not specific on site
costs.

We were satisfied that the Company
did assist in obtaining employment.
Mr. Boden is in employment anyway.

His very wording concerning the
Company's attitude hints at something
less than exemplary behaviour on his
own part.

Mr. Boden himself was not specific
on the subject of site costs. We have
commented elsewhere concerning site
costs. Company stated that it has
given an assessment of costs to Mr.
Boden and that these costs are in
accordance with estimate, there are no
Problems and he had been concerned
unnecessarily. The Company further

stated Mr. Boden has verbally with-
drawn his request for Department to
act as go between.

I interpolate here to say that as a con-
sequence of a lot of these complaints,
many of them brought forward by the
member for Ascot, the migrants did not
go ahead with the purchase of the homes
at that time.

All those who were deterred in this way
lost thousands of dollars. Every one of
those 1 700 migrants, who bought a home
from Landall, has now, as a consequence
of such approaches, suffered a loss of
thousands of dollars. The homes are now
worth that much more, but all those who
were deterred as a consequence of these
malicious allegations; deterred as a conse-
quence of believing some of the propaganda
that was put out In the execution of the
vendetta of which we have been speaking,
are the losers. Each of them has lost
several thousand dollars.

Let me now turn to some of the other
complaints. There is the case of Mr P. J.
Brown. Before I proceed with his case, I
repeat that these were the worst of the
cases that were Investigated during the
period about which the member for Ascot
is speaking. Mr Brown's case Is No. 4 and
I quote-

In this case Mr. Brown has made no
written approach to the Department
and no Previous mention has been
made to Landalls concerning It. Land-
alls~appeared to be taken aback when
we mentioned Mr. Brown.

The case against Landalls consisted
of-
1. Mr. Brown signed a "type of con-

tract" to purchase a home from
Landgills when he had no pros-
pects of suitable employment.

2. Mr. Brown had stated at an Inter-
view that he had no real assist-
ance In securing employment.

3. Landalls are not completing docu-
ments correctly.

Those are the allegations, and the follow-
ing are the replies to them-

We examined the contract which
was actually an "offer and accept-
ance", the safeguard of this type of
contract being commented on else-
where.

Mr. Brown received Information
from several sources In England re
employment situation here. He chose
to come and the Information given by
Land aIls is not constructed as real en-
couragement.

Mr. Brown has in fact been assisted
by Landalls In obtaining employment
-he has the job which Mr Ball (Case
No. 1) cast aside. Also Mrs. Brown is
employed at Landalls-we spoke to
Mrs. Brown during contact on other
matters but did not deem it necessary
to take up the Company's invitation
to speak on this particular matter.
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The Incorrect date on the offer and
acceptance form was an obvious error
and we attached no significance to it.

I now come to case No. 5. which Is as
follows,-

Case No. 5-S. J. Donarski
Mr. Donarski has not really made

any complaint against Landalls but
did state that he feels that the Com-
pany is more Interested in selling him
a house than finding him a job. Mat-
ter of site costs has been raised but
not In form of a complaint. Mr. Don-
arskl arrived In April 1972 under Com-
monwealth nomination but under the
effective sponsorship of Landalls with
regard to employment and accommo-
dation.

He was found a job, but only on apart time basis of, we understand,
three nights a week. There have been
employment problems for him be-
cause although described as a good
worker he Is apparently a slow one and
has found difficulties In coping with
some aspects. Landalls stated Mr.
Donarski is now employed on a full
time basis.

The matter of site costs was exam-
ined and a loading of $126 occasioned
by a Local Authority directive was
found to have been withdrawn follow-
ing Company representations to that
Authority.

Mr. Donarski has not had any real
financial diffiulties. It was estab-
lished that he came here with a mini-
mum of E6,500 (but possibly £10,000)
and he is paying cash for his home.

I now Pass on to another of these 16 worst
cases about which the member is speaking.
I Quote as follows--

This was, indeed, a very sad case.
Mrs. Freeman died of cancer some six
months after arrival in Australia and
Mr Freeman then returned to England
with his two young daughters.

During their stay in Australia the
Freemans obtained a spec house
from Landalls alter signing an offer
and acceptance form. They occupied
the house (in August 1971) in accord-
ance with Clause 8 of the offer and
acceptance form which provided for
a weekly payment until the vendors
received payment of mortgage moneys.
This clause was described as a device
for fixing the contract price in event
of delays and as being a facet of bridg-
ing finance. Although P.B.S. approved
of finance (there were some delays
during a period described as being
one of funds being tight) and mort-
gage was drawn up, the mortgage was
never signed. Landall's file records
that on 11/1/72 they wrote to Mvr
Freeman asking him to expedite the
matter but there is no recorded rei-

sponse--presumably he must have
been preoccupied by this time with
his wife's terminal illness.

On Mr. Freeman's request for can-
cellation of the deal Lamdalls made a
prompt refund of $2 000, something
more than 50% of the effective deposit
and advised him that if the house was
sold for a good price there would be
more.

Mr. Freeman and daughters returned
to England in April, 1972 and he still
has not received any further refund.

Landalls; resold the house last June.
Delay in further payment was caused
by doubts of his correct address. It
was shown that they had written to
him on several occasions concerning
disposal of furniture left in the house
but had received no reply (incidentally
the refrigerator and T.V. were repos-
sessed by a finance company). Follow-
ing a recent response, action has been
taken to forward a further $914.50, and
stamp duty of $194 will be sent on re-
ceipt of refund from State.

In effect Mr. Freeman will receive a
refund of $3 108.50 out of an effective
deposit of $3 '730.50. In addition $351
was taken out of the deposit for occu-
pancy August 1971 to April 1972, leav-
ing a net amount of $271 not refunded.
Landalls have detailed the mainten-
ance items making up this sum.

It is evident that Landalls have act-
ed within their contractual rights and
have indeed made some concessions
and acted with compassion.

The matter of the extent of the ori-
ginal deposit in relation to his capacity
to pay has come under criticism (not
from Mr. Freeman). We did not'pur-
sue this matter as presumably the
P.B.S. made an assessment of ability
to pay and In any case there Is no
point in taking this matter up.

It has also been stated that the
Company did not give full credit for
the sale Price received but examination
of the final offer and acceptance form
indicated that this was not so.

I now come to case No. '7 relating to B.
Herlihy, which reads as follows-

This complaint concerns a second
band car deal.

Landalls were not a party to the
deal which, in any case, fell through
because of lack of finance, and repre-
sentations by Immigration Department
resulted in refund of deposit.

There is comment elsewhere con-
cerning Landall's attitude to their own
salesmen.

We have already dealt with that, so I now
wish to deal with case No. 8 concerning
F. Hoare. I quote as follows-

This case concerns site costs. Gen-
eral comments on site costs are con-
tamned elsewhere In this report.
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Although this case was brought up
during the visit to Landalls it was not
gone Into in detail as the fie was still
in Your possession and the case was, in
effect, being dealt with separately.

It was put to the Company that in
view of their earlier experience in
building in the same street (see Case
No. 13 G. Smith) they could have been
expected to have made a better initial
appraisal of site difficulties (which is
not to say that purchaser would have
made any ultimate saving).

Company is adamant concerning
their handling of the issues and
the fairness of their claims, and has,
as You are aware, given notice of their
intentions to Invoke the arbitration
clause In the Contract. They expressed
the view that the difficulties could have
been resolved with Mr. Hoare if he had
not adopted an attitude which pre-
vented or stifled discussion.

Company stated that Building Soc-
iety would have been agreeable to ex-
tend their loan so finance would not
have been a bar.

I Will now deal with the next case, details
of which are-

Case No. 9-J. J. Jones.
Mr Jones, complaints--

1. Initial employment offer did
not come to pass.

2. Frontsed luxury transit ac-
commodation was not up to
that standard.

3. He had specified to salesman
that he didn't want to build
in a Landall estate but was
led to choose such a block un-
knowingly.

4. Was not paid while working
for Landalls as a bricklayer.

5. Lost his deposit when he
backed out of the house pur-
chase deal.

The answers to those complaints are-
1. Landalls state that arrange-

ments were definitely in hand
to finalise the Proposed em-
ployment but Mr Jones took P
Job elsewhere. In any case
he had no difficulty with
initial employment.

2. Landalls brochure re transit
accommodation makes no r .e-
ference to luxury accomanodri -
tion.

3. Mr Jones admits to choosing
the block and-his subsequent
statements Indicated accept-
ance.

4. We examined records at Lan-
deails and these indicate that
Mr Jones was paid (as a con-
tractor) but that he was not

paid in full because of uan-
satisfactory work which had
to be done again.

5. Landalls refunded $640 out of
a deposit of $1 510 but Mr
Jones also owed $75 in rent.
making an effective refund
of $714.

Landalls state now that they have
reviewed the refund matter and will
pay another $400 to Mr. Jones this
brings refund to $1114. The deal had
gone as far as the Lump Sum Contract
and the obtaining of Building Society
approval when Mr. Jones sought to
withdraw.

Mr. Jones himself admits that he
resorted to subterfuge to get P.B.S.
to cancel loan approval and that he
later misled Landalls by stating In-
tentions of returning to England.

A Point which was not entirely
cleared up was that the P.B.S. were
advised by Landalls on 11/1/72 that
Mr. Jones was employed on contract,
yet at this time It was apparent that
his work was not good. Shortly after
this his services were terninated.
However Mr. Jones has not wade any
reference his standards of work, and
the costs incurred by Landalls in re-
constructing Mr. Jones' sub standard
work would have made this an ex-
Pensive undertaking on their part.

Taken overall it appears that
Landalls lost more than Mr. Jones
In the total transactions.

I repeat that these are the 16 worst cases:
and that Landall brought out 1 700 migrant
families. Each home that has been sold
by LandaUl Is now worth many hundreds
of dollars more than it was worth when
purchased. So, the winners were the mig-
rants who had been brought out by Land-
all, and the losers were the migrants who
were deterred from buying Landaul and
other company homes as a consequence of
the type of comment we heard from the
member for Ascot.

r now turn to case No. 10 concerning
Mr A. G1. Kerley. It Is as follows--

This migrant returned to England.
He wrote complaining of misleading
employment information given in
England and mentions considerable
financial losses.

Landalls think that he returned to
England because his wife was un-
settled. He was never involved In a
contract with Landalls.

It was noted that, although Mr.
Kerley stated that he lost £3,000 cash,
records show that he had only E2.000
to bring to Australia (he was not
actually nominated). Certainly he has
not been specific concerning losses
and It Is obvious that by returning to
England he could not expect to do
so without some losses.
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There were employment difficulties
stated by Landalls to have been caused
by some competition In Mr. Kerley's
field at the time. However, It Is In
Landalls favour that they provided
employment of a sort (at $75 p.w.).
They stated that they considered It
as a permanent one and that had
Mr. Kerley perservered a job In keep-
ing with his qualifications would have
eventuated, this being borne out by
current demand.

Commonwealth Is investigating at
London end.

Case No. 11 concerns Mr G. Medland. The
particulars are as follows--

This man's complaints were-
1. He was shown a block of land

which subsequently turned
out not to have been owned
by Landalls and when he
backed out the deal lost part
of is deposit.

2. There were employment diff-
iculties, the original offer of
employment did not event-
uate.

3. Asked to tell lies.
4. Extra site costs.
5. on backing out of a second

deal was told that he would
be credited with only 50% of
his deposit.

This is the case which the member for
Ascot was referring to. The comments of
the department are as follows-

1. Landalls described initial deal
as an agency transaction.
Such deals are established
practice In the building in-
dustry and estate agencies.
Landalla described the decis-
ion to retain part of the
deposit as a clumsy one on
the part of their represent-
ative and said they reversed
the decision by crediting In
full to second deal.

2. The wording of correspond-
ence sighted by us could
easily be construed as an
assurance of employment
(see attachment) but Land-
ails maintain that this was
not Intended and that It Is
reasonable to expect an in-
terview before an employer
can actually confirm employ-
ment. The employment diffic.-
ulty was resolved elsewhere
with some assistance from
Landalls (Mr. Mredland's
letter confirms this).

3. There was no point In our
taking this Up with Landalls.

Mr T. D. Evans: I wonder why?

Mr GRAYQEN: The honourable mem-
ber should have asked his own Minister
f or Immigration, because this happened
In the term of office of his Government.
It wOs a member of his own party who
was the then Minister for immigration,
Why did not the honourable member ask
the questions then, instead of now almost
two years after things have been
rectified by the new Government under
the all-embracing clause I have ment-
ioned?

Prom now on all the problems will dis-
appear, because If migrants have problems
they can refer them to the Consumer Pro-
tection Bureau; the commissioner is the
arbitrator and he will be able to resolve
these problems. So. I say advisedly that
the problems have disappeared, or that if
they occur they will be rectified easily.
However, the cases I have been referring
to are the ones mentioned by the member
for Ascot, and they arose In 1972 in the
term of office of his own Government.

Mr T. D. Evans: Not all of them occurred
In 1972.

Mr GRAYDEN: To continue with the
comments of the department in respect of
the case of Ur 0. Medland-

(4) Site costs never cam8 to the
point of payment. They re-
lated to Local Authority re-
quirements concerning Storm
water and leach drainis.

(5) Mr. Medland resorted to an
admitted subterfuge to obtain
a refund in respect to the
second deal. He admits that
dealings had gone as far as
obtaining P.B.S. finance ap-
proval (on 1/5/72)-this, in
effect, validated the transac-
tion. Landalls had gone
through Procedures of plan
and specifications preparation.
which included site survey,
submissions to Local Author-
ity etc., Preparation of con-
tract. Because of this they
made the following deductions
from the deposit of $540.

Building Licences P.H.D.
Fees-34.00

68 hours @) $3 (a reduced
rate)-$204,00

and refunded the balance of
$301.-50.

I now refer to case No. 12 concerning Mr
E. M. Smith. The particulars are as fol-
lows-

Points raised by this migrant were-
(1) Immediate high pressure

salesmanship.
(2) Unable to obtain regular em-

ployment.
I regret that the member for Ascot is not
in his seat, because I want to Put a couple
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of questions to him, although It may be
unparliamentary to do so. To continue
with the particulars of the case-

Actually, apart from the first Point
there was no direct accusation against
Landalls. These matters were raised in
a letter in which Mr. Smith sought re-
laxation of the two years period In
Australia. He states he lost his house
through inability to pay rent and to
add to his misfortunes a newly born
child had died.

On the point of the rapid sign up for
purchase of a house 1,andalls. maintain
this was at Mr. Smith's own insistence.
He had a brother-in-law at Joondalup
with wham he had had previous con-
tact and who took bin there a day or
so after arrival in W.A. Mr. Smith
selected a block (not a Landall block)
and returned to Landalls and asked
them to make the necessary Purchase
arrangements.

As to employment the records show
that Landalls fulfilled their obligations
and it Is significant that the Common-
wealth Bank took out the first mort-
gage. Landalls obviously have no re-
sponsibility for the subsequent periods
of unemployment nor did they have
anything to do with the mortgagee's
foreclosure. All the factors which led
to that foreclosure are not known.

Case No. 13 concerns Mr 0. Smith. The
particulars are as follows-

Complaints relate to-
(1) Site costs.
(2) Browbeating tactics at an In-

terview.
(3) Leach drain less than contract

size.
They are the complaints. The comments
were-

Landalls. stated that this house was
constructed In an area then new to
them and to the Local Shire (build-
ingwise). They further stated that
despite advice given to the contrary
Mr. Smith had set his heart on this
block and was anxious to get on with
the job.

Extra work was necessitated by the
building permit conditions (the var-
iable factor). Landalls served notice
accordingly on Mr. Smith on
17/11/71 but Mr. Smith is stated to
have acknowledged only by a phone
call.

As the contract authorised Land-
ails to proceed with building they did
so (in the interests of maintaining
continuity of sub contracts). The
charge against the Smiths was actual
cost even though the contract auth-
orised a 10%, surcharge.

Landalls stated that at the hand-
over interview It became apparent
that Mr. Smith would not pay for the
extra site costs if allowed occupancy.

He was therefore required to make
suitable arrangements for payment
and was asked to sign a loan applica-
tion so that Landalls would be cov-
ered until he made alternative
arrangements. The application was
cancelled soon afterwards because of
those alternative arrangements. It is
obvious that the interview must have
taxed all parties.

Authority for reduction of length of
leach drain is contained in a "Varia.-
tion Request' which was signed by the
Smiths. A saving of $30 was used as
an offset against cost of subsoil
drains not charged for.

Landalls stated that as a result of
their experience with Mr. Smith they
changed their policy concerning site
costs insofar as they will no longer
proceed with building until financial
arrangements are made concerning
extras. However, it is felt that the ex-
perience gained by the Company in
the matter of site difficulties on this
block should have resulted in a better
appraisemnent of site difficulties in the
case of F, Hoare (Case No. 8) be-
cause of the proximity of the two
lots.

The next case is-
Case No. 14-Maintenance

Some criticism has been made
of Landalls' practice of offering pur-
chasers $50 cash to forego mainten-
ance work.

Landall's reply is that-
1. They are confident of the

standard of their building.
2. The offer is not restricted to

migrants.
3. Average payment to sub con-

tractors who do maintenance
is about $30.

4. The cash payment is often
welcomed by purchasers.

5. They still retain responsibil-
ity for structural defects.

6. The purchaser is not compel-
led to accept the offer.

The Department's enquiries from
several builders have shown that this
system has not been exclusive to
Landalls-the one other builder pre-
viously making this offer has now
abandoned the practice. In any case
the standard of maintenance of other
builders has not been established.

We now come to case No. 15, the second
last of the worst cases which occurred In
1972 and about which the honourable
member has spoken so vehemently. It is as
follows--

Case No. 15-A. Hills and D. Bronton
A. Hills In the case of A. Hills there

was a criticism concerning an
employment matter. The evidence
Is that Landalls made a frank

524



[Tuesday, 13 August, 1974152

approach to the Department In-
viting an enquiry to the prospec-
tive employer before nomination
proceeded but the wording of the
letter indicated that a position
had been aranged whereas an
enquiry to the prospective em-
ployer revealed that a position
could be available but no
guarantee could be given.

D, Bronton In this case, the appli-
cants capital was £2 000. On the
nomination form it is stated as
£s2,400 +.

At that particular time I think £2 400 was
the requirement. It has now been in-
creased to $6 000. To continue-

The Company explanation of the
difference was to the effect that
Bronton was now proceeding as a full
fare paying passenger and it was
assumed that he would be arriving
with his Es2 000 intact after payment
of fares. This is not entirely con-
vincing.

We now come to the last of the cases,
which is as follows-

Case No. 16
This concerned a publication in the

Daily News 21/9/72 and made no ref-
erence to Landalls. The matter was
therefore not taken up with Land-
ails.

Those are the 16 cases which were Investi-
gated by the State Migration Offcer as a
consequence of the complaints received.

Mr Bryce: Not one of the ones I men-
tioned tonight did you include in that list
of 16--not one. You have Just wasted an
hour of the time of the House.

Mr GRAYDEN: They are the 16 cases
that warranted departmental inquiry and
there are 16 lumped together. The inquiry
was carried out at one particular time.

Mr Bryce: How many lots of 16 were
there?

Mr GRAYDEN: The inquiry was carried
out in respect of the 16 worst cases. If
the honourable member has other cases,
he did not come forward in 1972 and put
them before the department, but he now
comes along two years later, after the
event. If he did put them forward,
they were obviously regarded as minor
because I repeat that the department In-
vestigated in detail the 16 worst cases.

Mr Bryce: As a matter of fact they
were investigated and sent to the Com-
monwealth when the Commonwealth asked
for the information; and you have de-
liberately not read from that letter tonight
because the ones I referred to were In-
vestigated and referred to the Common-
wealth. You made no reference to them.

Mr CIRAYDEN: The member for Ascot
can chatter on for as long as he likes.
These are the cases the department felt
should be investigated.

Mr B. T. Burke: YOU are saying the de-
partment did not investigate other oases?

Mr ORAYDEN: I am not saying that.
Mr B3. T. Burke: So there were other

cases the department thought should be
investigated?

Mr GRAYDEN: These are the ones the
department investigated. The company
has brought 1 700 migrant families to
Western Australia. It has been admitted
that this field is not 100 per cent free of
complaints.

Mr B. T. Burke: How many cases have
they investigated?

Mr GRAYDEN: When dealing with
migrants we must expect complaints. The
departmental files contain statements that
this is not peculiar to LandaU, but applies
to all other companies involved in bring-
ing migrants to Western Australia under
the scheme. I repeat again that the memn-
ber for Ascot, in singling out LandaU,. is
carrying out this vendetta. So far he has
carried it on through the previous Gov-
ernment and now be is attempting to carry
it out through me. I ask the honourable
member: Has he had a look at the i~nfor-
rmation which exists on any of the files I
have before me? Has he had a look at
them?

Mr Bryce: During the time of the pre-
vious Government I requested, in the
presence of the under-secretary and the
Minister, to have a look at certain infor-
mation on certain files. That is the in-
formation I have had a look at.

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes;, certain files--the
Landall files! The honourable member
had a look at the Information on the
LandaUl files. He admits that. I know he
did. The other day, in reply to aL question,
I told the honourable member that he
may again have a look at the flies in my
office. I made the point for that particular
reason because he has been through the
files and he used the files of the depart-
ment and the knowledge he gained from
them to carry on this vendetta against the
company. I ask the honourable member
another question: Will he flatly deny that
individuals from the department have ever
taken documents from the files to his
home? Will he deny that?

Mr Bryce: I deny it completely and
utterly as the worst example of a filthy
lie I have ever heard.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: That is the most unparlia-

mentary language I have ever heard.
The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-

ber must not, In a personal way, use the
word "lie",

Mr GRAYDEN: I will accept the hon-
ourable member's statement because we
will have a police investigation ite the
allegations made.
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Mr H. D. Evans: As a result of the
investigations, were restrictions placed on
LandaUl?

Mr GRAYDEN: Yet-
Mr H. D. Evans: Why not answer that?
Mr GRAYDEN: What?
Mr H. D. Evans: As a result of these

investigations, did the Department of
Immigration suggest impositions or re-
strictions on Landall?

Mr GRAYDEN: Certainly not that I am
aware of.

Mr H. D2. Evans: They did, you know.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Warren

was the Minister at one particular stage.
Mr. H. D. Evans: Correct.
Mr GRAYDEN: If the department did

so. what did the then Minister do about
it? Perhaps I could ask him that.

Mr H. D. Evans: Brought the imposi-
tions in.

Mr GRAYDEN: What Impositions?
Mr H. D2. Evans: Including the clause

tbat required the discussion and briefing
of migrants with officers of the Depart-
ment of Immigration-the one you men-
tioned.

Mr GRAYDEN: I think what happened
is that the then Minister for Immigration
lent himself, too, to the type of action
being carried on by the member for
Ascot-

Mr H. D2. Evans: On the recommenda-
tion of the department after those
investigations.

Mr GRAYDEN:-so he could get that
confidential Information and use It against
the company with the sanction of the then
Minister for Immigration; because the
then Minister was listening to the repre-
sentations made by the member for Ascot.

Mr Bryce: What information did I use?
Mr ORAYDEN: The member for Ascot

did everything he could against this com-
pany notwithstanding the fact that on
those files were statements by the State
Migration Officer, I think, to the effect
that this situation was not peculiar to
Landall. The statements were to the effect
virtually that we should expect complaints
from migrants.

It seems rather significant that, not-
withstanding 1700O families have been
brought here by Landall, the department
Investigated only 16 cases. They were
judged to be the 16 worst cases. I ask
the member who has Just interjected what
he did as Minister for Immigration about
the cases I have just referred to?
Did he consider any additional adtion
should have been taken, and, if he did,
why did he Dot take it? I would ask him
further whether he goes along with the

allegations now made by the member for
Ascot In pursuing this vendetta against
the company?

It annoys me to think that any member
of this House should have access to Gov-
ernment files for the Purpose of pursuing
a vendetta against a private housing com-
pany. That Is what has been going on.
It is a disgraceful thing and it frightens
mue to think what a Government could do.
with access to confidential files, if it set
out to persecute individuals in our corn-
mnity.

We have been fearful of what a Federal
Labor Government would do in certain
circumstances but here, in Western Aus-
tralia, we have an actual instance of min-
isters going along with requests of this
kind when the requests are so obviously
biased.

Just imagine that there should be an
individual in our midst who will take one
sentence out of an article and pursue it
day after day, month after month, and
year after year if necessary. He wants the
company reprimanded and action taken
against the company because somewhere
along the line one or two sentences ap-
peared in an article. He wanted action
taken against the company and he wrote
to the previous Minister for Labour in an
effort to get him to do something about the
matter. Immediately I came into office he
wrote to me.

Mr O'Neil: He will write to the next
one too.

Mr GRAYDEN: He has been pursuing
a vendetta because the company made a
relatively innocent statement. However,
the statements made by the member for
Ascot were infinitely worse than anything
the company had done; they were vicious
statements, vicious in the extreme and un-
palatable.

Mr Bryce: Is the Minister to spend the
taxpayers' money?

Mr O'Neil: We will be very carefui in
allowing the member to see files in Minis-
ters' offices.

Mr GRAYDEN: It is quite obvious that
in the future we will have to be very care-
ful of what happens to departmental files
if confidential Information Is to be used
and if departmental officers are to be
used to obtain information, and that in-
formation is to be recorded and made
available to members such as the member
for Ascot for the one specific purpose of
using it to persecute a particular firm.

Mr Bryce: Used to protect citizens.
Mr GRAYDEN: If that is to happen

we will have to watch the position very
carefully indeed. I think we will have to
amend our legislation to increase penal-
ties for this sort of misuse of Government
information.

Mr Bryce: What about lying to the
House?
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Mr GRAYDEN: This was done with the
connivance of his own Minister and the
Government of the day and I regard it
as reprehensible.

Mr Bryce: We have straightened things
out.

Mr GRAYDEN: I have never experi-
eed or heard about a situation quite

like this Inl all the years I have been in
Parliament. I1 have never observed a pri-
vate company being set upon in this par-
ticular way. It fills me with disgust that
the member for Ascot could make alle-
gations such as he made the other day,
and that the member for Rockingham
should get up and impute a situation such
as he suggested-that the company was
virtually on the verge of collapse when,
of course, the situation was nothing like
that. Nothing could have been further
from the truth; indeed, the situation is
in accordance with the statement I have
read to the House.

I do not know that I should pursue this
any further at this stage. I have dealt
with most of the points made by the
member for Ascot. if I have not I wish
he would remind me of any I have missed.
I say again that migrants in Western
Australia at present, as a consequence of
action taken by this Government, have
complete protection. If there are any un-
ethical practices or malpractices occur-
ring anywhere-and I ask every member
to bear this in mind-I want any member
who receives a complaint to take it to the
Cormnissioner for Consumer Protection.
We have inserted a clause in the condi-
tions governing entry into Australia by
migrants and the new clause gives them
complete protection. This Government
has taken that action. As I have said.
all that a member has to do is to take a
complaint to the Commissioner for Con-
sumner Protection and he will act as arbi-
trator. We in this House know wJbo will
get the best end of the stick if that hap-
pens. The Commissioner for Consumer
Protection is there to help the consumers.

Mr Bertram: On evidence.
Mr GRAYDEN: He will review the

cases without exception so migrants have
complete protection. I challenge mem-
bers of the Opposition, after going to the
Commissioner for Consumer Protection,
to come along and show that the case of
a migrant has not been fairly dealt with.

Mr Bertram: That is not the test.

Mr GRAYDEN: I suggest to members
that if they receive a complaint In the
future they should first of all tell the per-
son concerned to take it to the Commis-
sioner for Consumer Protection and, hav-
ing done that, I challenge them to come
forward with one case, during the life of
this Government, where the migrant has
not been given a fair deal. We will see
what happens in the next three years.

Mr Bryce: It will wind the scheme UP
in a few months.

Mr GRAYDEN: Notwithstanding that
we are given the Impression all these
things are happening at the present time.
in actual fact they go back to 1965 when
the Landall company first started its
operations.

Mr Bertram: We could not go back any
further.

Mr GRAYDEN: Of course, there have
been some complaints since 1965, but I
repeat: The company has brought 1 700
families Into Western Australia and I dare-
say that every migrant today would get
down on his hands and knees and thank
God for the decision he made.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: You find one.
Mr GRAYDEN: If any one of the mig-

rants who was supposedly inveigled Into
coming to this country bought a Landall
home, that house would now be worth
hundreds of dollars more than It cost at
that time. In some cases It would be worth
up to $5 000 more.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Only if he wants to
sell It.

Mr GRAYDEN: What about those who
were talked out of buying homes? If
they wanted to buy the same house now
it would probably cost $6 000 more. That
is the sort of thing the member for Ascot
has been doing over the years.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: The Minister should
come to Morley.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot
has been waging a vendetta against a
private firm and in the process has griev-
ously affected the economic situation of
numerous migrants.

Mr Bryce: Who did?
Mr ORAYDEN: Every single Individual

whom the member for Ascot has deterred
from buying a Landall home would, Indeed,
regret the decision.

Mr Bryce: How many?
Mr A. R. Tonkin: Are these commercials

free?
Mr GRAYDEN: They are not commer-

cials. members opposite made the allega-
tions and asked questions, all of which
have been completely answered.

Mr Bryce: Not tonight.
Mr ORAYDEN: How would the member

for Ascot know?
Mr O'Neil: He has not been here halt

the time.
Mr GRAYDEN: He hastened to get out

of the Chamber.
Mr Bryce: I was absent for three minutes

and r imagine even the Minister would not
object to the reason for my being absent.

Mr O'Neil: It seemed he was away for
33 minutes.
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Mr GRAYDEN:, The member for Ascot
eventually came back and resumed his seat.

Mr Bryce: You drove me out of the
Chamber.

Mr GRAYDEN: And he accuses me of
not having covered the various points.

With those remarks I will conclude. I
express regret that we did not have some
intimation that this would come up as a
censure motion, because I could have had
the opportunity to go through the files
and prepare an even mare damaging case
against the member for Ascot, debunking
once and for all the statements he made
tonight, the statements he has made In
the past, and the statements he has made
to the Press over the past few years. We
could have debunked them completely. I
think I have done that tonight but I could
go much further than this should the
occasion warrant.

Government members:* Hear, hear!
Mr Bryce: You did not make one single

declaration.

MR B. T. BURKE (Balga) [9.21 p.m.]:-
1 rise to make one or two points and I
hope to be dispassionate and objective, if
that is possible in this situation.

The Minister for Immigration used
language in the way he has used it in
previous debates in this House, with little
regard for the rules of grammar or what
the words actually mean. We were con-
stantly harangued by his use of the
word "vendetta". According to the Concise
Oxford Dictionary, a vendetta is-

Blood-feud in which family of in-
jured or murdered man seeks venge-
ance on offender or his family; this
practice as prevalent in Corsica etc.

Before outlining the situation as I see it,
I make one comment. It il behoves
the Minister to use language like that
in a situation as serious as the one in
which we now find ourselves.

I would like to pay tribute to the mem-
ber for Ascot because I believe his speech
earlier this evening displayed an orderly
mind and a great deal of inquiry.

Mr O'Neil: "Snooping" is a better word.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I think he was res-

ponsible for bringing to the attention of
the House a very serious matter, I think
it is also a matter that has so far gone
unanswered.

The Minister has used the unlimited
time available to him in an effort to throw
a smokescreen around the real facts. Let
us see just what they are.

Certain Questions which came from
this side of the House in the few weeks
since we were called together indicated
an attitude about one aspect of the
State's migration policy as it has developed
under the present Minister, Those ques-
tions certainly indicated we were not happy
with the way that policy seemed to be

developing, and the answers to those ques-
tions, far from showing that the Min-
ister was unhappy, indicate that he was
very happy with his performance. in fact,
he went further than that to indicate to
the House that aL difference bad arisen.

In his answer to a question f rom the
member for Rockingham the Minister took
the issue beyond that conflict. The minister
used the language we are accustomed to
bearing from him. He said things like
this--

It is another manifestation of the
industrial sabotage we have in West-
ern Australia, put into practice by
members of the Opposition.

That is what he said, and in using that
kind of language he lifted the conflict above
the proportions it had assumed from the
questions we were asking and the answers
he was giving. He indicated and implied-
not only implied but stated-that our ac-
tions were the result of ulterior motives;
motives which I do not acknowledge or
accept.

In the meantime, another issue de-
veloped. In answer to one question the
Minister has certainly, in my opinion,
supplied information which bears very
little resemblance to the facts. Let us
judge it f or ourselves; let us stop and see.
The question was--

(1) Has he or his department re-
ceived representations either
verbal or in writing from any
building company urging the
State Immigration Department
to drop the following condition
previously applying under the
building company nomination
scheme-

The regulation to which the question re-
ferred is the one which said that within
three days of arrival the mnigrant will be
conveyed to the State Department of Im-
migration, and it is the regulation which
was read out by the member for Ascot.
The answer given by the Minister was,-

(1) No.
If he had not received representations
from any building company, he certainly
could not name the company, so the
answer to the second part of the question
was-

(2) Not applicable.
That was the Minister's answer to a Ques-
tion asked in this House; and here, under
the Landall company's letterhead, is a let-
ter written to the Minister. Not only is It
written to the Minister but it Is accom-
panied by annotations on the side which
no civil servant in his right mind would
deign to make. Would any civil servant
instruct the Minister how he should act
upon a letter addressed to the Minister?

Mr Grayden: What is the date of the
letter?
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Mr B. T. BURKE: The 29th May. It Is the
letter the Minister says he does not have.

Mr (hayden: I have that here. What is
the point?

Mr 0ONeil: He is trying to imply it is
your writing.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am not. I am saying
that for us to believe the Minister has not
seen that letter-

Mr Grayden: I have seen this particular
letter.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister told us
it was missing from his files.

Mr Grayden: I have seen that particular
letter.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister now says
the letter which had mysteriously disap-
peared has now returned. This is the situ-
ation. The Minister admits he has this
letter on file. He has just done so. We were
previously under the impression he did not
have the letter. This is what the letter
said-

Mr O'Neil: That Is because you cannot
understand what he said, You took that
because you cannot understand.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Frequently I cannot
understand what the Minister who is inter-
jecting says or does, either, but I make
excuses for him.

The Minister for Immigration now says
he has the letter on his file. We will see a
new religion developing out of this mys-
tery and miracle. The letter says--

You will recall that during our dis-
cussion I mentioned that problems had
arisen due to the practice of Depart-
ment Officers interviewing our clients
whilst we were not represented. We
have now received a letter from the
Department, setting out revised con-
ditions governing the acceptance of
nominations and which continue to in-
clude this particular condition. In fact,
additional conditions have been in-
cluded which I consider unnecessary
and in some instances onerous.

There is another paragraph which the
member for Ascot read out. It says-

Following our meeting some weeks
ago, we have looked at some of the
areas where difficulties have been ex-
Perienced in the past and I would
like to make the following suggestions
in the hope of avoiding such problems
in future:-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Have you got this
letter?

Mr Grayden: There is nothing in the
letter which contradicts the question.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I can see the point
the Minister is making. The letter goes on
to ask that these conditions, especially the
one which requires the transportation of a
mIgrant within three days to the Depart-
ment of Immigration, be eased. That Is

(Is)

what the letter says. Does the Minister
want to come in here and seriously ask us
to believe he can honestly answer the ques-
tion put to him by saying "No" when he
has on file a letter which asks that the
conditions be eased? His defence is that it
was asked that they be eased and not abo-
lished. Is that the Minister's defence?

Mr Orayden: They asked that they have
one of our officers present when the mi-
grant is being interviewed.

Mr B. T. BURKE: That is a representa-
tion made to the Minister, is it not?

Mr Grayden: Yes.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister would

answer without paying us the courtesy of
saying, "I have had representations; they
do not want it abolished, they want their
officer to be present." All the Minister
says is "No". He says he is not misleading
the House. He does not even pay this
House the courtesy of saying, "They want
the regulation eased, not abolished."
That is one aspect which has arisen and
one aspect which the Minister is unable to
answer.

Mr Rushton: That is only Your opinion.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I will say just one

thing to the Minister for Local Govern-
ment, and it is not an original thought. In
the ultimate decadence of Rome the people
elected a horse to the senate; but at least
it was a whole horse. That Is all I will say
to the Minister for Local Government.

Mr Rushton: Is that supposed to be
clever?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The issues for each
of us to consider are these: The company
asked for the conditions to be eased.

Mr Grayden: It did not want this abol-
ished, that is the whole point.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister's point
is well taken. We will accommodate him
in Just one moment, The company asked
that the regulations be eased, and
went on to point out the difficulties they
were creating. The company went on to
criticise the Government's lack of co-
operation in supplying literature, etc. in
response to a question about representa-
tions. about this very thing, the Minister
replied with a fiat "No".

Mr Grayden: Read the question first.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I know what the

question was.
Mr (hayden: That is the correct answer

-"No".
Mr B. T. BURKE: That is, in relation to

verbal or written representations about the
dropping of this regulation. I see the
Minister's point, and I accept it. However,
he does not have the common decency to
reply properly to the member for Ascot
when he asks a question.

Mr Young: Read the answers given by
the Leader of the Opposition to our
questiotis when he was the Premier in the
last Parliament.
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Mr B. T. BURKE: The honourable mern- that they will be forwarding to you.
ber is too far away for me to hear, and
that is very convenient.

Mr Young: Very convenient for you.
Mr B. T. BURKE: So that is the situ-

ation.
To my mind, and to the mind of each of

us here-the answer must constitute a
deliberate misrepresentation of the posi-
tion. Quite clearly it does this.

Mr Young: A very low blow!
Mr Grayden: Read the question and

then read the answer.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I read the question.

and I read the answer-the Minister should
read it.

Mr Young: Is the answer factual or not
factual?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister now
admits that he has this letter on file.

Mr Grayden: The honourable member
placed a paper on the table. Certainly
that one is on file.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Does the Minister
also admit that the writing is his?

Mr Grayden: Certainly it Is not mine.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Does the Minister

know who wrote these comments?
Mr Grayden: I do not have the faintest

idea.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Does the Minister ask

the House to believe that a civil servant
working under a new Minister will know
how that new Minister wishes to answer
a question? I suggest that the officers of
the department will not know how the
Minister wants It answered.

A member: The Police inquiry will dis-
cover who wrote on the letter.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We are to have a
Police inquiry into the question of missing
files. However, the Pollee cannot even close
a brothel in Moore Street, East Perth!

Let us look at the company which the
Minister rises to defend.

Mr O'Connor: I am glad you know where
the brothels are.

Mr Sibson: Obviously you know the ad-
dress.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Broderick Craw-
ford of the Legislative Assembly is suffer-
ing, Mr Speaker, because the Premier has
taken away his two-way radio. Let me say
to the member for Bunbury that perhaps
this company has dealt with someone in
his electorate. Let us look at the company
that the Minister rises to defend so volubly.
I have here a letter from one of the com-
pany's representatives-the member for
Ascot referred to this previously. The
letter was written by a woman on behalf
of the company and it sas

..I would ask that you contact your
Parents, as discussed, requesting them
to provide you with a letter stating

an amount of
the deposit for

$500.00 to assist with
Your home.

That is reasonable; people often write
home to their mothers and fathers to ask
for financial help. It continues--

Please bear in mind that this is
Purely fabrication, as we will be ar-
ranging the said monies from the Cus-
tom Credit Corporation.

The company is damned out of its own
mouth. Does the Minister deny that?

Mr Grayden: What is the date cf the
letter?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The 28th June, 1968.
The Liberal-Country Party Government
was in Power at that time.

Mr Grayden: Good God!
Mr B. T. BURKE: The company was

prepared to do that-a representative of
the company was prepared to Put Pen to
paper to say that.

Mr Grayden: Was that investigated by
the Government?

Mr B. T. BURKE: According to the
Minister, all the complaints investigated
were found to have no substance.

Mr Sibson: Did the company substan-
tiate that?

Mr B. T. BURKE: It is written on com-
pany paper. Surely the member for Bun-
bury knows that if a member of the Minis-
ter's staff does something in the course of
his duty, the Minister will be responsible
for that action. Is it unreasonable to
expect the company to be responsible for
the action of its employees?

We have reached the stage where we
have seen the Minister for Immigration
Provide this House with information which
is definitely not In accord with the facts
that have been established.

Point of Order
Mr GRAYDEN: I ask the honourable

member to withdraw that statement. It
is completely untrue to suggest that I pro-
vided the House with statements which
were not in accord with the facts. I find
his remarks offensive.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I ask the
member for Balga to withdraw the state-
ment.

Mr Taylor: Why?
Mr B. T. BURKE: I am quite happy to

withdraw the statement. The Minister is
having a fairly rough passage anyway.

Mr Grayden: In your opinion.
Mr Sibson: He is very good at the rough

stuff.,
Mr Jamieson: He puts it over.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister is look-

ing rather like a ship-wrecked sailor, so
I suppose we could say that.
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Dlebate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

Mr B, T. BURKE: We have the two
letters. The Minister has created the situ-
ation, and he has definitely!-that which I
had to withdraw from saying. Now we
have the other situation, the crystallisa-
tion of the issue of contention-the Min-
ister is the champion of Landaul.

Mr Orayden: No I am not.
Mr B. T. BURKE: This company, which

has brought more people to Western Aus-
tralia than Moses brought Jews out of
Egypt. is the greatest boon to migration
we have ever seen! What does he use to
defend them?~

Mr Young: The Minister Is only defend-
ing himself against attack.

Mr B. T. BURKE: All right.
Mr Young: He is defending himself

against unsubstantiated attacks from that
side of the House.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The point is well
taken.

Mr Young: He is not defending the
company, he is defending himself and In
the course of that defence it Is incum-
bent upon him to make certain statements
about Landall.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Is that true?
Mr Young: It is a substantial part of

the allegation made by the member for
Ascot-Landall is involved. It is neces-
sary for the Minister to speak at length
about Landall.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am very happy that
the honourable member has admitted
that. He has admitted that the Minister,
in defending himself, was forced to refer
to Landall. In other words, If he did not
defend Landall, the Minister condemned
the company. Where has the member for
Scarborough been? In the Legislative
Council?

One of the ways used to defend Land-
all was to refer to a State Migration
Officer-a Mr Fletcher. This gentleman is
said to be a man of substance, a man to
be believed and relied upon. Apparently
Mr Fletcher told the Minister that the
department often gets complaints and
that it is a natural thing. That is as I
understand the statement made by the
Minister.

Mr Orayden: I did not say anything of
the kind. A statement is on the file.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Certainly. It is
through my inadequacy that I am unable
to remember the statement word for word.
Mr Fletcher made a statement to the
effect that the department would expect
to receive complaints about a company in
a situation such as this.

On the 12th October, 1972, this same
officer-a man on whom the Minister re-
lied to defend Landall-said this-

Mr Young: Under your Minister at that
time.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes, certainly. But Mr
Fletcher was being used a moment ago to
defend Landall, affd this is what he had
to say-

In view of the increasing evidence.
I would now suggest that the fran-
chise to submit nominations by Land-
ails be withdrawn...

Mr Bryce: The Minister did not read
that page.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Why did the Min-
ister not read it?

Mr Young: What did the Minister do
about it?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I am very aware of
the comments of the member for Scar-
borough, and I will answer him in a min-
ute. However, if the honourable member
keeps repeating it, he will just distract
me.

Mr Young: I am sorry to upset you.
Mr Orayden: What date is that?
Mr B. T. BURKE: It is dated the 12th

October, 1972. I will finish the quote
because we on this side do not quote things
out of context. We prefer to refer to the
whole passage, unlike some members who
Would rather leave parts out.

Mr Orayden: What is the part you say
that was not quoted? Where did you get
the file?

Mr B. T. BURKE: This file came Into
my possession through one of my col-
leagues-that is where I got It. Now let
us just stop to see-

Point of Order
Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Deputy Speaker, I

ask that this file be tabled at the con-
clusion of the honourable member's
speech. I ask for it to be laid on the
Table of the House.

Mr Jamieson: What a witch hunt! You
would be worse than McCarthy ever knew
how to be.

Mr Orayden: We are looking for missing
files-that Is what the inquiry is about.

Mr Jamieson: Witch hunt!
Mr Orayden: The inquiry will be con-

ducted because files are missing.
Mr Jamieson: Western Australia's Joe

McCarthy!
Mr Bateman: You were laughing about

dates a moment ago.
Mr ORAYDEN: Mr Deputy Speaker,

have we a direction that the file will be
tabled?

Mr May: No, past Speakers have said
"No".

The DEPUTY SPEAflR: Order! I ask
the member for Balga to continue l
remarks and at the end of his speech
make a decision as to whether or not
that Particular file should be tabled.
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Debate (an amendment to motJin)
Resumed

Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank You, Mr
Deputy Speaker. Of course, the House will
understand that the decision to table the
file Is not mine to make as it is not my
file.

Mr Rushton: You are quoting it.
Mr Bateman: The Deputy Speaker has

given his decision.
Mr Rushton: That is rough.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister for
Local Government Is the roughest thing I
have ever seen.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
member for Balga will address the Chair.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Thank you, Sir. As
I was trying to explain, this is not my file
but I am sure the member for Ascot who
is a reasonable man will accommodate
the Minister.

Mr Grayden: We want that file. We are
looking for missing files.

Mr Jamieson: Yes, Mr McCarthy.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Mr Deputy Speaker.

people have been looking for the missing
link for many years; If they sought the
same in this Chamber the Minister might
disappear. May I please finish this quote,
because I wish to be fair to the Minister.
Mr Fletcher, the St George defending
Landall, according to the Minister, says-

In view of the increasing evidence,
I would now suggest that the franch-
Ise to submit nominations by Landalls
be withdrawn but may be re-instated
on application subject to acceptance
of more rigid controls to be Instituted
by the Department.

I would further suggest that this
type of scheme has been of real value
to the State and could continue to be
so if rigidly controlled.

Mr Grayden: Now we are getting down
to tin tacks.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We are going to get
further down to tin tacks, and the Minis-
ter will find he is uncomfortably sitting
on many of them. We have now reached
the stage where we find that many refer-
ences quoted by the Minister are either
contradictory or cannot be relied upon.
We have reached the stage where the
Minister has said that the company con-
cerned is a boon and is perhaps one of
the greatest assets to the immigration
programme. Yet the company fabricates
things like the 1--tter from which I have
quoted and the Minister does not seem to
mind because it was written In 1968.

Mr Orayden: Who was the author of
the report?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The letter I am now
talking about was written by Mrs M.
Ritchie.

Mr Grayden: I am sorry, who wrote the
letter referring to LandalU's franchise?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister is
testing my patience. It was State migra-
tion Officer J. L. P. Fletcher. Please let
me continue as my time is limited, unlike
the Minister's time. The minister effec-
tively created a smokescreen.

Mr Rushton: Rubbish.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I can hear the Min-

ister for Local Government again going on
like an empty jug. What the Minister did
not realise is that his source of support
was feeble and flexible, because it was sup-
porting him five minutes ago and now it
is supporting us. But let us get back to
seeking the facts, The point that the
Minister seems so happy about and which
he wants us to answer is the question
about what action was taken by our Mini-
ster at the time, and the member for Wem-
bley will be happy to hear that this is also
to be answered.

Mr Young: Would you believe Scar-
borough?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes, I am sorry.
Anyway, let us see what action was taken
-remembering that we were being vilified
because we were then the Government.
The action taken was that a regulation
was Placed in the controls forcing the buil-
ding companies to take their migrants into
the Department of Immigration to be
briefed. When we were in Government that
is the action that was taken following com-
plaints, and we accept full credit for it.
That is why there are no cases referring to
the last two years; because our prompt
action in amending the regulations remo-
ved the cause of the complaints.

The Minister has now removed the regu-
lation and we are returning to the situation
which Provoked all those complaints: the
situation which resulted in a statutory
declaration by Mrs Pat Kemp who lives
in my electorate in Findon Crescent, Balga.
This is what Mrs Kemp has to say about
the company which the minister is so
keen about-

About five and a half years ago-

Mr Laurance: When was that taken?

Mr B. T. BURKE: The statutory decla-
ration, for the benefit of the member for
Karrinyup, was filled out tonight: but let
us get on with it because my time is not
unlimited.

Mr Clarko: You are wrong again.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Mrs Kemp says--

About five and a half years ago my
husband and I approached the office
of Landalis Limited in London to in-
quire about migrating to Western Aus-
tralia. At that office I received general
information and during a subsequent
interview with a representative from
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the same company in Southhampton,
Miss Rosemary Pearsinan, I was told
that the basic wage at that time in
Western Australia was 80 dollars per
week. I was further told that any
average unskilled worker (the category
my husband would fit into if we de-
cided to migrate) could easily take
home between 100 and 120 dollars a
week.

The couple migrated to Australia. I will
not read the whole of the declaration be-
cause it is fairly lengthy; but on the Satur-
day after their arrival here they were
shown some houses by the company, and
those houses were not suitable to them.
Some time later they were shown a house
which had been built by the company and
it was one they desired to buy. Landall
then set about arranging the mortgage.
The statutory declaration continues-

And my husband was earning 42
dollars per week. Landalls told me
that the house would be financed in
the following manner. A first mort-
gage of 10 thousand dollars would be
arranged with the Perth Building
Society. A second mortgage of two
thousand dollars would be arranged
through the State Housing Commis-
sion and a Personal loan, constituting
a third mortgage, would be made by
Landalis itself.

Remembering that at this time we
did not have money to make up this
shortfall of about 8 hundred dollars
I was surprised to see the company
represent this third loan only as
balance due on correspondence.

Remember that the mortgage payments
for this couple amounted to $32 a week,
and at that time the husband-the bread-
winner-was earning $42 a week. So these
People were left with the magnificent sum
of $9 a week with which to feed and clothe
two or three children. But, never fear; the
Minister's pets-randall-were able to
come up with a solution. They told the
husband to go north and work. Here is
another interesting point-

Repeated efforts to obtain our de-
posit were rejected until six months
later when we received two thousand
627 dollars from the company. Land-
all's still had not arranged any finance
for us and it was obvious that, taking
my husbands income Into account,
they would not be able to do so. I
would mention that during these ef-
forts to obtain finance, Landalls had
told us that they would take our
savings passbook and have the Comn-
monwealth Bank enter an amount of
812 dollars as a deposit. We were told
that when this was done. Perth Build-
ing Society would not realise we were
entering into what was really a third
mortgage and they would grant us
the 10 thousand dollar loan.

once the loan was granted by PBS
Landalls said the bankbook would be
returned to the Commonwealth Bank
and the previously entered deposit
would be erased.

That is a statutory declaration from a
woman I have known for 2* years; from
a woman that I worked with for over
two years. I believe her. The member for
Karrinyup previously made a point while
the member for Ascot was speaking about
not believing people who sign statutory
declarations.

Mr Clarko: I did
moment ago, because
Interjection; It was
else.

not believe you a
I did not make the
made by somebody

Mr B. T. BURKE: The reason for my
mistake-if I have made a mistake-is
that the member for Karrinyup, having
made his maiden speech, has not shut up
since. But let us get on and not fiddle-
f addle around.

Mr Clarko: I think you have fixed up
Wanneroo Road all right.

Mr B. TI. BURKE: Wanneroo Road!
Someone on this side recently said that the
honourable member should be given a bait.
I think he should be given a boat to keep
him occupied.

Mr May: As long as it has a hole in it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let us talk about the
points the Minister raised in defence of
himself, such as the correspondence
between the former Minister-the present
member for Maylands-and the member
for Ascot seeking that certain action be
taken. The Minister made great play of
the fact that the former Minister did
nothing and that the member for Ascot
then wrote to him, the present Minister.
What he did not mention was that the
former Minister had four weeks in which
to take action prior to the Government
losing office. If the Minister expects any
Minister to take action within four weeks
in respect of any matter sent to him, then
I say: "Please live up to your expectations,
because requests I have sent to you have
been delayed an interminably long time
before they have elicited a reply.'

Mr Grayden: That is not so.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister also said
that the member for Ascot tried to de-
nigrate Mr Smith of the department. That
is a reasonable point to make because no
man should denigrate another without
adequate evidence to support his claim.
However, the member for Ascot is not the
Minister for Immigration. What did the
Minister for Immigration say? He said his
officers brainwashed migrants. Mr Deputy
Speaker, have you ever heard a greater
denigration?

Mr Grayden: One in Particular.
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Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister did not
refer to one officer in particular; be said
the migrants were taken into the depart-
ment to be brainwashed. What greater
denigration could we have, especially com-
ing from a man charged with the respon-
sibility of defending those who work for
him, and from a man who should be
taking the responsibility for the actions
of those under his control? Is that man
fit to be a Miister of the Crown? Of
course he is not. He has proved ade-
quately and aptly that he should resign
from office: and if he refuses to resign
he should be removed. On the charge of
not defending his civil servants, the Minis-
ter stands guilty.

Let us move on to the Commissioner for
Consumer protection. The Minister made
great play of the fact that his Government
put into the regulations the clause pro-
viding that Issues In contention shall
be taken to the commissioner. I heard
him and every other member in this Cham-
ber heard him say that. However, the Min-
Ister missed out two points. The recom-
mendation which resulted in that regula-
tion being framed was a result of the in-
quiries of the task force on Immigration,
established by the Commonwealth Gov-
ernment, and the recommendations of
that body were made well before the Mini-
ister assumed office. However, we will give
him some credit and say that he acted on
a recommendation of the task force which
was a very good recommendation; I am
pleased that he did.

Mr Grayden: The recommendation was
made when I was in office and I acted
on it.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We are running out
of time. The Minister spoke for an hour
and a half and was thoroughly boring;
he should let me finish. Certainly, that
recommendation handles in an admirable
fashion disputes such as the ones we are
discussing. But what about the hundreds
and, Perhaps, thousands of other cases
involving People who are lost and be-wildered, not knowing who to turn to , not
willing to buck the company, not knowing
what a third mortgage is, and not know-
Ing even where to find the Commissioner
for Consumer Protection?

Mr Grayden: It is your Job as a member
of Parliament to acquaint them with these
things.

Mr B, T. BURKE: The Minister says
that It is my job. Now the Minister abro-
gates his responsibility to tell migrants
the conditions that govern their arrival.

The Minister also said that migrants had
misrepresented their financial position at
the time they decided to come to Western
Australia and he further said that If a
migrant misrepresented his position, it
most certainly should be on his head. I
agree.

Mr Bateman: It is culpable.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Yes, it is culpable
but perhaps It is excusable and perhaps
the Minister should bear more blame. I
have referred to the case of Mr and Airs
A. J. Kemp. When they wanted to migrate
to this country they were told that the
minimum amount they should have was
£2 000 sterling, which was reasonable. But
by the time they had made up their minds,
that limit had been raised to £2 500 sterl-
Ing. Do members know what this family
wrote in a letter requesting the Australian
Governent to waive the outward Passage
restriction on them? They wanted to go
home after dealing with Landall. This is
what the Kemps said-

But Landalls contacted us and said
that because they had already offered
to sponsor us we could still come
through them.

Was that not big-hearted of Landall?
Landall. knowing that these people did not
have the required minimum amount of
money said, "We had arranged to sponsor
you earlier, so go ahead." Yet the Min-
ister would say "No, there is misrepresent-
ation on the part of the Kemps."

Mr Grayden: I did not say anything of
the sort.

Mr B. T. BURKE: That is what I1 under-
stood the Minister to have said.

Mr Grayden: Read the Hansard report
and you will see what I said.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I was surprised be-
cause I would not have expected that sort
of statement, even from the Minister.
But that is what I understood him to
have said.

Mr Orayden: Read Hansard and you
will see what I Maid.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Let us talk about
providing booklets. The Minister cannot
have it both ways. He cannot say that
his system of bringing migrants to this
country is better than the system that
operated previously because he is provid-
ing migrants with a booklet which sets
out the full conditions and details of
everything they need to know.

I would expect that if his department
continued the briefing Interviews and
provided booklets as well, the Minister may
well be right and I would support his con-
tention that he is providing more adequate
information. But no, the briefings are sub-
stituted by the booklet. Who can believe
that providing migrants with a booklet is
a more adequate form of protection? It
would be funny if it were not so serious
and if people like Mrs Kemp did not say
this after explaining their position-

This whole experience soured our
efforts to settle in to a new country.
We believed we were mislead from
start to finish in a way most unfair
to any new migrant. It was not until
we threatened to bring bad publicity
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onto the company's operations
through the English press that we
were released from the contract.

Mr Orayden: What was the date of that
letter?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Mrs Kemp con-
tinues--

our difficulties were such that had
we had the money we would many
times have returned home on the first
available plane.

Mr Grayden: What was the date of the
letter?

Mr B. T, BURKE: It is a statutory
declaration.

Mr Grayden: Then why do you not lay
it on the table?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I will not table it
but the Minister can have it, if he likes.
I will give him the address of Mr and Mrs
Kemp and he can go and see them. Mrs
Kemp will stone the Minister, but he can
go and see them.

Let us talk about individual complaints.
There are not many individual cases but
those which have been raised-there are
16 in all-have been raised not surpris-
ingly by members on this side of the
House. A letter from which I have pre-
viously quoted was not a complaint but
was a letter praising Landall. In fact,
their love for L~ndall was so great that
these people requested the Australian
Government to release them from the
compulsion to stay here for a minimum of
two years so they could return immedi-
ately to England. Once they returned to
England, no.- doubt they would go to
Landall's office there and go through the
same procedures again.

Two points have been raised in this
debate. Firstly, to any impartial mind
there must seem to be a good deal of
evidence to suggest that perhaps things
are not all right with the building com-
pany sponsorship scheme. The fact that
during the last two Years there have been
no complaints indicates that the clause
requiring building companies to take mig-
rants to the Department of immigration
for briefing has had an effect. But the
Minister has been responsible for remnov-
Ing that clause and for aiding Landall in
the business it carries on. If the Minister's
action occasions complaints, we will be
returning to the times which existed be-
fore 1972 because that valuable regulation
has been removed. However, I do not
consider that to be the major point at
issue. The major point that should be
exercising our minds is the undoubted
and blatent way in which this Minister
has used the privileges of this House. In
the short time I have been here, I have
learnt that this House provides its mem-
bers with very great privileges but that
those privileges are protected by equally

great sanctions and it is time those sanc-
tions came into operation, because the
Minister for Immigration has quite 'wil-
fully misrepresented a position which in-
volves the welfare of people and from
which great suffering has eventuated.

Mr Grayden: The member for Ascot did
that.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister fur-
ther denigrated his own department In
an effort to escape the accusations which
were being made against him,

Mr Grayden: You have denigrated Mr
Smith and Landall.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister has
denigrated his department in a blatent
effort to avoid responsibility. He came
into this House tonight and said that a
letter was not on file, yet two minutes
later he said that he had the letter.

Mr O'Connor: He did not.
Mr B. T. BURKE: Then the Minister

askced this House to believe that notes
on a letter to him, which should be
made only by the Minister or by someone
with the appropriate authority, were not
made by him, and that further, he does
not even know who made them'i If that
does not amount to misrepresenting the
position, it means that the Minister is
not competent to hold his office. Not only
is the Minister incompetent and not res-
ponsible enough to hold his office but he
has also misrepresented facts in this
House and that is what should be exer-
cising our minds now. I have no doubt
that members on this side will raise this
matter again in the future. The evidence
that has been brought forward is suffi-
cient to indicate that the Minister has
misled the Parliament. I notice that
Ministers and members on the Govern-
ment side are very quiet. No doubt, the
new members are reasonable people and
realise that there is some substance in
what I am saying.

Mr Young: We are waiting for you to
start saying something sensible.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The member for
Scarborough who very nearly was not
with us was one member we on this side
of the House presumed would be in a
Liberal Cabinet. But where is he now?
He is the Government Whip. The Gov-
ernment has a majority of seven and it
paid him the ultimate compliment of
making him Government Whip. And
where is their leader tonight? Members
opposite are shivering in their boots. The
Acting Premier is trying to finish the de-
bate so that when Prince Charles comes
home, it will be over.

Mr Grayden: That is despicable! What
a despicable thing to say! You are shel-
tering behind parliamentary privilege.

Mr B. T. BURKE: The Minister is not
only incompetent and irresponsible, but he
Is also extremely distracting. Let us take
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this step by step again to see what this
Minister has done. He Is responsible
for misleading the House. He has told
us there were no verbal or written repre-
sentations, but we have just been a step
ahead and produced a letter, under Lan-
dali's letterhead, and signed by Mr Clark,
the chairman of the board of Landaul.
Could the Minister deny that that letter
exists? He admitted its disappearance and
it is assumed that he read It again.

I now say quite seriously, and without
any levity whatsoever-

The SPEAKER: The member has five
minutes.

Mr B. T1. BURKE: I say In all serious-
ness that each member in this House must
decide whether that letter from Landall
constitutes a verbal or written representa-
tion. If it does, our duty, Mr Speaker, Is
clear, and I am prepared to make available
copies of that letter to each member. I do
not say that with any levity at all. That
is the decision that you, Sir, must make.

The second matter we must consider is
whether the situation that has developed.
now aggravated by the Minister's refusal
to put back into the regulations a
very valuable clause, sufficiently war-
rants our attention and inquiry. I believe
we need a Royal Commission to be appoin-
ted to inquire into Landall's operations.
We need the removal from office of this
Minister and the removal of this building
sponsorship scheme from the dark pages
of our immigration policy.

It is time to shed some light in those
dark and dirty corners where the profit
motive drives People like Landall to com-
mit acts such as those that were commit-
ted against people like Mrs Kemp: where
it drives the Minister for Immigration to
mislead the members of this House and
puts on us the onerous decision of decid-
ing whether that Minister is fit to remain
in office.

Mr Grayden: Sheltering behind paria-
mentary privilege!

Tabling of File

The SPEAKER: Order!I I understand that
in my temporary absence the Deputy
Speaker asked for a file to be tabled. Will
the member for Balga table the file as
requested?

Mr B. T. BURKE: As explained in your
absence, Sir, the file does not belong to me.
I would refer your question to its owner.

Mr O'Neil: It does not matter who owns
it; you quoted from it.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member will
resume his seat. Irrespective of to whom
the file belongs, the fact remains that the
member for Balga has quoted from this
file and I ask him again to place the file
on the table for the information of mem-
bers.

Mr B. T. BURKE: As I have read from
one page-and I will do this In complete
sincerity-I am willing to place that page
on the table, but I have no knowledge of
the contents of the fie which might be
the Personal property of the member for
Ascot.

Point of Order
Mr J7. T. TONKIN: On a point of order.

Mr Speaker, I respectfully ask you if you
would give the House the basis for the
request that a file which contains a paper
from which a member has quoted must be
Placed on the table and, before you give
your reply, may I say that there Is a well-
known saying that what is sauce for the
goose is sauce for the gander.

The Minister quoted from a fie. If you
insist that the member must place his file
on the table, then our request is that the
Minister must Place his file on the table.

Mr Orayden: it must be done at the
time of the quotation.

Mr O'Connor: Of course! I wonder how
many pages of that mie have been quoted.

The SPEAKER: I have listened with in-
terest to the Leader of the Opposition and
there is no comparison between what I
am asking the member for Balga to do and
the instance concerning the Minister. The
fact remains that under Standing Order
1, reference Is made to the fact that where
no Standing Order applies regarding a
matter, we look to ancient practice used
in the Mother of Parliaments and prac-
tised over the years. That practice has
been that when asked and requested by
the Speaker a member must table a file
or Paper as requested. The determination
of whether a paper only has been read
from the M~e does not matter one jot;
it Is the file that must be tabled.

Debate (an tabling of file) Resumed
The SPEAKER: I ask once again for

the member to table the mie and I do
not want to have to reach the situation
where I might have to take further action.

Members are always able to disagree
with the Speaker's ruling, and this is well
known in this Chamber by members who
have been here any length of time, but
it is a course of action that must be
watched by those who take it. I have
on a number of occasions, asked the mem-
ber for Balga to do this, and I ask him
again to table this file.

Mr B. T. BURfKE: I have already pointed
out to you, Sir, that the file is not mine
to table. I can make no decision and I
do not table the fie.

The SPEAKER: Order! Before I take
any further action I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to speak.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Ilam sure you agree,
Mr Speaker, that with regard to the rules
and procedure of the House, we should
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adopt the correct procedure. I have been
here quite a while, as you realise, and I
cannot recall a single instance where the
whole file has ever been demanded when
a member has quoted from a paper. I
point this out to you: If a Minister pr~o-
duces a file, the papers on that file
would be relevant to the subject mattet
of the file; but it is quite probable and
quite likely that a private member could
build up a file relevant to many subjects--
a private file in his office-which would be
an entirely different matter altogether. To
require the tabling of papers which have
no relevance whatsoever to the matter
under discussion is, within my recollection,
beyond anything which has ever been re-
quired, and I can see no justification for
it.

So I suggest to you, Mr Speaker, thy
the only matters which other members are
entitled to peruse are those papers from
which a member actually quotes. If
is to apply to a private member that lv
must table a whole sheaf of papers, I sub-
mit that it applies equally to a Minister
and, in departmental offices, there could
be five or six files all relevant to the same
subject matter, and this would require
that all of those files must be brought
here and put upon the table. I say there
is no justification for that at all and th'
most that can be required in this instance
Is the particular matter or papers from
which a quotation has been made.

The SPEARER: Order! At this junc-
ture I want to say that I do not agree
completely with the Leader of the Opposi-
tion. Over many Years practice has been
that the full file on a subject must be
tabled. There are many precedents for
this.

However, It is possible that In this file
there may be personal Information; and
it may be a file containing multifarious
matters. So, In order to try to resolve
the situation, and in order to avoid my
taking any action which I do not want
to take I shall leave the Chair until the
ringing of the bells. I would ask the
Leader of the Opposition, the member for
Balga, and the Acting Premier to see me
In my office.
Sitting suspended from 10.11 to 10.42 p.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: With the Acting

Premier, the Leader of the Opposition, and
the member for Balga, I have discussed
this matter of the tabling of files and I
have determined that as the file in ques-
tion Is a private one and contains matters
of a confidential nature, I will on this
occasion require only the Papers quoted
from it to be tabled. It should be clearly
understood that this action is not to be
construed as a breaking down of the prac-
tice of this House In regard to quoting from
tabled documents.

The only reason I have taken this action
is that the file Is a confidential one. I
just refer briefly to May's Parliamentaryj
Practice, page 458, chapter 19, in a para-
graph beaded "Citing documents not be-
fore the House", as follows_

The rule for the laying of cited
documents cannot be held to apply to
private letters or memoranda.

In conclusion, I warn Ministers and mem-
bers not to quote from documents or files
they are not Prepared to table.

Mr May: Hear, hear!
Mr Bateman: Fair enough.

Debate (on amendment to motion)
Resumed

MRS CRAIG (Wellington) [10.44 p.m.]:
The member for Ascot displayed an abys-
mal ignorance of migrants and the prob-
lems which confront then,, and made it
very clear to everyone in thie House that
he may in fact have had a few letters of
complaint from his electors, but that he
had no idea of the reception that was
afforded migrants when they arrived in
Australia. Because I was aware of this
I thought It would be a good idea to tell
the H-ouse some of the courtesies offered
to these people; but before I embark on
these few remarks I would like to make
it clear that of course I know ad-
vantage Is taken of some migrants on
occasions, but equally advantage is taken
of Australians' I think we would all do
well to remember that.

Mr T. J. Burke: It should all be stopped.
Mrs CRAIG: If the honourable member

could work out a way to stop it, I suggest
lie should do so.

Mr T. J. Burke: We have.
Mrs CRAIG: When migrants arrive by

ship, they are met.
Mr May: We know this.
Mrs CRAIG: When they arrive they arehanded a good Pile of documents which

acquaint them in a very simple manner
with all the things they need to know.

Mr Jamieson: That shows how naive
the honourable member is.

Mrs CRAIG: The naive member hasp-
pened to spend a lot of time at Fremantle
wharf meeting the migrants one by one.

Mr Jamieson: I could not care whether
You met them one by a thousand. That Is
where they get confused.

The SPEAKER; Order!
Mrs CRAIG: Also the naive member

made It her business to visit newly-arrived
migrants. we went to see them and ask
them Whether they had any Problems.
Very often they did not have any and in-dicated that everything was fine. if a
migrant did have a Problem we gave the
Person our names in order that we might
be contacted If this were desired. We also
gave the migrant the name and telephone
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number of the Good Neighbour Council.
If the migrant expressed a desire to con-
tact other organisations, we supplied the
names of the appropriate ones.

Mr Mclver: We are talking about Land-
all.

Mrs CRAIG: There is no misrepresenta-
tion at all and before I have finished I
wvill indicate my experience of Landall.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs CRAIG: I would not have spoken if

I could not add something to the debate.
Plenty of facilities in the community

are available to migrants who need help.
I am extraordinarily surprised that Oppo-
sition members have not taken advantage
of those facilities because they are avail-
able and it Is a pity that members oppo-
site did not refer those migrants who may
be in trouble to the correct Places in town.

Over a period of three years I handled
complaints from migrants, and T will ad-
mit that during that time I did have a
couple of complaints about Landall.

Mr Davies: You are on the wrong side.
You should be over here.

Mr Nanovitch: Let the lady talk.
Mrs CRAIG: The complaints about

Landall were no more serious than num-
erous other complaints received about
housing problems. Certainly in my exper-
ience I did not find that the Landall com-
pany was the terrible company that mem-
bers opposite suggest it is. In fact on
numerous occasions I interviewed people
who had come out under the Landall
scheme and they were very happy indeed.

I mean to make my remarks short and
I spoke only because someone on the other
side-I think the member for Ascot.-
threw the little bit across the House-
"You care!" Well, we do care and some of
us like to display the fact.

Tabling of Paper
The SPEAKER: May I ask the member

for Balga whether he has tabled the paper
involved?

Mr B. T. BURKE: No. I was waiting for
a request from you, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: I would like It placed
crn the table.

The pa0per was tabled.

Debate (on amendment to
motion) Resumed

MR A. R. TONKIN (Morley) [10.49
p.m.]: I consider it to be an astounding
and disgraceful fact that the Minister for
Immigration did not resign after what has
been revealed tonight. A letter has ap-
peared and reappeared with monotonous
regularity during the night.

Mr Clarko: You said You would resign
when you did not get a position.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Yes; and I am say-
ig that not only should the Minister think

about resigning, but that if we had the
kind of ethics which are in operation in
the British Parliament, as was indicated
in the case of Profumo, the Minister would
resign because he, Profumo, only lied to
Parliament and only misled Parliament.

Point of Order
Mr ORAYDEN: I ask the member to

withdraw that statement.
The SPEAKER: Which statement?
Mr GRAYDEN: That Profumno lied only

to Parliament. It is a reflection on me and
I ask that it be withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: The Minister finds the
statement offensive and I ask the member
for Morley to withdraw it.

Mr J. T. TONKCIN: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER:

to say that if any
for a statement to
know, as nearly as
fensive statement
somnething of the
why I frequently

Order! I want simply
member rises and asks
be withdrawn I like to
possible, what the oi-
is and also to know
connotation. That is

ask the member con-
cerned to let me know what was said and
then I usually ask the person who made
the statement if he will withdraw because
it is offensive. I, myself, have been asked,
in a highly disorderly fashion, for my view.
My view is that I find the comparison is
somewhat odious and I would expect the
member for Morley to withdraw the com-
parison.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: All he has to do is read
the House of Commons Hansard.

Debate (on amendment to
motion) Resumed

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Mr Speaker, I with-
draw. I would like a point of clarification
as to whether a member can ask for a
withdrawal of anything to which he takes
exception.

The SPEAKER: I did not say that.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: Because, if this is

the case-
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will

continue his speech.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: This certainly was

the case on many occasions when members
objected to certain remarks.

The SPEAKER: Order!I The member will
either resume his speech or he will be sat
down. The member for Morley will con-
tinue with his speech.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: So we see that in
the United Kingdom there is a very high
standard of ethics in this matter. We
remember the case of Profumo who, quite
clearly, misled the House of Commons.
That higher standard In the House of
Commons caused Profumo to resign. I
would hope that In this Parliament we
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would try to emulate the very high stand-
ard set in the House of Commons. The
dubious answers which are given to ques-
tions asked in this House at the Present
time certainly do not set anywhere near
the high standard of the House of Com-
mons.

Mr Grayden: You are doing your share
of muck raking.

Mr A. a. TONKIN: I believe we should
endeavour to match the level of the House
of Commons and I would remind members
on both sides of the House of the Profumo
case and draw obvious parallels from it.
The letter to the Minister states--

You will recall that during our dis-
cussion I mentioned that problems had
arisen due to the practice of Depart-
ment Officers interviewing our clients
whilst we were not represented.

Now, who on earth could object to civil
servants, who are employed by the people,
speaking to migrants while the represent-
atives of the company, whose only loyalty
Is to maidmise profits, were not present?
I cannot see that It is In any way reason-
able for a Minister, whose responsibility
should be to the people and to the newly-
arrived migrants, to accede to this request.
Of course, the really serious part of this
is that the Minister denied having received
representations either verbally or In writ-
ing.

Mr Orayden: I denied having received
the request to drop the practice.

Mr A. fl. TONKIN: That was not so.
The company said it wanted to send Its
own representatives.

Mr Grayden: That is not dropping the
practice. The practice was that the
migrants were seen without represent-
atives of Landall being present.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: That was the pur-
pose of the question: Had the Minister
received representation, either verbally or
in writing, urging him to change the pro-
cedure previously applying?

Mr Grayden: There was no suggestion of
dropping the interview. That Is what I am
talking about. All they wanted Was to have
an officer present.

Mr A. fl. TONKIN: The Minister ac-
ceded to the request that an officer be
present.

Mr Grayden: Everything you say is
nonsense.

Mr A. fl. TONKIN: It is not nonsense.
The Minister areed that a Landall officer
should be present at the time. That was
a radical departure from what had been
done Previously. That Is clearly misleading
the House. At one stage this letter had not
been received by the department, or It bad
been stolen: then the Minister said the
letter had appeared again after all. So I
think the Minister was caught with his
pants down.

Mr Grayden: That was not so.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Minister said

one thing to the House and an hour or
two later he said something else. The
Minister for Police Is being asked to in-
vestigate certain missing files.

Mr Grayden: Allegations about the files.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I suggest the Min-

ister for Police should get a good hand-
writing expert to see whose handwriting
is on the file because the Minister for
Immigration would have us believe it Is
not his handwriting.

Mr Orayden: It will belong to an officer
of the department.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: So we have a situa-
tion where officers are instructing the
Minister.

Mr Grayden: That is the handwriting of
an officer from the department.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Minister seems
to be very confident of that now.

Mr Grayden: It is not just a case of
being confident; it is the situation.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Earlier, the Minister
did not know.

Mr Grayden: Well, I bad not seen it.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: The way in which

the Minister has vilified civil servants, and
the way he has talked about brainwashing
migrants, means he has been using the
Civil Service as a barrier to protect his
own credibility. I believe it Is a very grave
case; civil servants should be in a neutral
position.

Mr Grayden: Wait until you see the
result of the investigation.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: In this instance the
Minister has used the Civil Service to
protect himself. That is the most Import-
ant matter before the Howse at the present
time: The question of the credibility of
the Minister and the way in which he
answered the question which, I believe,
quite clearly amounts to misleading the
House.

Another very important matter arises
and shows why this Government has
talked about the need for a big migration
inflow-and this was mentioned in the
Governor's Speech. Of course, migrants
are easy marks. They are not people who
understand the society In which we live.
Hire purchase and methods of financing
homes are not developed to the same ex-
tent in the United Kingdom as they are
here. Many migrants have come from
council houses and have never entered
into a mortgage before. So it is very con-
venient for the Government to be band
in glove with commercial Interests, as the
liberal Party has been on many occasions.
We can see this from the flow of funds
Into the party coffers, which funds are
used for electioneering.
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We have seen this by way of the various
Liberal Governments refusing to discipline
business by the introduction of restrictive
trade practices legislation. In fact, one
Minister In the Menzies Government (Sir
Garfield Barwick) was sacked because he
wanted to introduce restrictive trade prac-
tices legislation. So we see this is the
philosophy of the Government which Is in
office: To fill the pockets of the private
investors.

Mr Grayden: Nothing could be further
from the truth.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: That Is your opinion.

Mr Grayden: It Is not only my opinion;
It is a fact.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The sooner we have
control over the funds which political
panties receive from various commercial
Interests, and the sooner we have a revela-
tion of the source of funds, the better be-
cause migrants are being lured to this
country by misleading advertising by the
Governent. This has been largely
stopped by the Whitlam Government
which has tightened up on advertising In
Britain.

The earlier advertising by the Common-
wealth Government was very misleading.
So people were lured here by the Common-
wealth and by various commercial interests
working hand in glove with Governments.
When people realise that a company like
LandaUl has the backing of a Government
or seems to be working close to a Govern-
ment, they can be excused for assuming
that It is a bona tide company which can
be trusted.

If people doubt the number of migrants
who have been badly affected, they should
come to Morley. and I am sure the mem-
ber for Toodyay and other members would
know of thousands of such migrants. They
are lured here and given a job with wages
which are below the Poverty level and do
not meet their commitments for housing
and a car, and when they are helpless they
are raped. It Is a clear case of economic
rape. Members opposite, with their Ideol-
ogy of the jungle, say such people are
naive and fair game. That is the imputa-
tion: "How naive these people must be to
get sucked In in this way. It serves them
right."

I suggest it is Quite wrong that people
who are helpless or weak financially should
be preyed upon any more than should
people who are Physically weak, We do
not accept it In our society. We will not
allow the physical bully of 16 stone to
attack a 7-stone Person. We have intro-
duced laws to protect the physical weak-
ling; but members opposite say if people
are naive and suckers they are fair game.
We on this side of the House reject that.
We say economic rape is Just as bad as
physical rape, and we will have nothing
to do with it.

At various times the parties opposite, In
order to gain political kudos, talk about
law and order; but the law and order they
talk about has no relation to economic
law and order. They represent interests
which prey upon people who are financially
weak, people who have no-one to turn to,
people who are separated from their
families and who are not experienced in
financial matters. They are fair game;
they have been raped and preyed upon.

Would the Minister like to go through
street after street in Morley where the
Landall company has built houses, and
knock on the doors telling people what a
wonderful company it is, to see what kind
of response he gets? It is said the Landall
company has satisfied a large number of
people but I can take the Minister out to
Morley at any time, and if he pushes
Landall's barrow as he has pushed it in
this House he will see where he gets.

Migrants are particularly vulnerable, and
I believe that is the reason the parties op-
posite want a large migration programme.
Migrants are not used to the situation in
this country. When they come out here
they are told to falsify their wages, their
ages, and their bank balances, and when
it is pointed out to them that that is
dishonest they say, "This is the way things
are done in this country." They have to
argue with a slick talker who is giving
them a "hard sell". They are in a new
country and they are bewildered.

Mr Grayden: When did you last hear
of such a case?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: As a member of Par-
liament, I have not had any cases put to
me for some months, and I would say it
is because of the tightening up which took
place under the Tonkin Government. The
member for Ascot raised this matter two
years ago and took it up very vigorously
with the State and Commonwealth Depart-
ments of Immigration. We introduced con-
ditions which would protect the migrant-
the very conditions which the Minister has
now whipped out. As soon as the Liberal
Government comes Into power, it whips
out the conditions.

Mr Grayden: Nonsense!t We have gone
far beyond them.

Mr Blalkie: Do you imply that cases
should not be referred to the Commissioner
for Consumer Affairs?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: We have here an
astounding letter from Landall. There
would be no Commissioner for Consumer
Affairs had it not been for us.

Mr Blailde: That was not the question.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I know, but that is
the way I answer it. The Government uses
provisions we introduced but had it not
been for the Tonkin Government there
would be no consumer protection laws in
this State.
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Mr O'Neil: I beg to deny that. It was
part of the Policy speech.

Mr Mensaros: In 1971.
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: The Liberal-Country

Party Government was in power for 12
years. Why was It necessary to put that
matter in a policy speech? Why was it not
done before?

Mr O'Neil: It was in the policy speech.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Brand Govern-
ment had 12 years in which to do it but it
refused to do it. In 1968, 1969, and 1970
the Government Parties had control in
both Houses, unlike the Tonkin Govern-
ment, and it did not introduce consumer
protection legislation. It was put on a bit
of paper which is as worthless as the bits
of paper before us at the present time re-
lating to education, about which the Gov-
ernment cannot answer simple questions.
That Is what Its policy is worth. The Gov-
ernment does not understand education
or consumer Protection. The Government
parties had 12 years to introduce consumer
protection legislation, and It talks about
promises.

Mr O'leil: You made a statement that
we refused to introduce consumer protec-
tion legislation.

Mr A. R. TONKIN': The Government
parties had 12 years to introduce it In
Parliament and they would not introduce
it.

This letter from the LandaUl company
Is remarkable. It says-

I would ask that you contact
your parents, as discussed, requesting
them to provide you with a letter stat-
ing that they will be forwarding to you,
an amount of $500.00 to assist with
the deposit for your home.

Please bear In mind that this is
purely fabrication, as we will be ar-
ranging the said monies from the
Custom Credit Corporation.

Mr Grayden: In what year was that?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The member for
Balga quoted the letter and the date. The
year is not relevant. The letter shows the
kind of company it is. We on this side of
the House are not surprised at this im-
morality in business. We have the state-
ment of McNeill of BHP that it is no busi-
ness of the company to have any responsi-
bility towards society. This is the kind of
company we have in this country, and this
is why we bring in large numbers of people
who do not understand the system.

Mr Grayden: Are you going to shelter
under parliamentary Privilege?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: This is the purpose
of parliamentary privilege. The Minister
does not understand the parliamentary
system. It enables representatives of the
people to raise matters on behalf of their
constituents. That is the whole purpose
of it.

We have the situation where this person
Smith was obviously appointed as a
double agent-yes, a double agent. He was
being paid by the State. 01 course, mem-
bers on the other side are being paid by
the State and are also receiving private
income. We wonder where their true
loyalties lie. This man Smith was being
paid by the State and he was able to say,
"The Manager of Landall is a personal
friend of mine." I bet he was! When he
was found out, back he went to the Landall
company. This Is a nice scandal!

Mr Young: You would like to think so.
This has been going on for four or five
years. I am sure you will bring it up next
year as well.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: I have reiterated
some of the points made by the member
for Ascot and the member for Balga. I
believe it is about time this House showed
it has very high standards.

Mr O'Connor: It was not shown tonight.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: It certainly does not

have high standards, in my opinion, when
it can accept an answer like that from the
Minister, deliberately misleading the
House; and when we have the situation
where the Government talks about the
running down of the immigration pro-
gramme and has Ideas of stepping it up.
The people are brought out here and pre-
vented from finding out the truth from
migration officers. The Landali company
has long-term agreements with them be-
fore they reach this country, and when
they arrive the company pays money into
their bank accounts and lets It out at 14
Per cent. That was In the days when inter-
est rates were much lower than they are
now.

I do not know what interest is being
charged. All these matters are well docu-
mented.

Mr Grayden: You are trying to sabotage
the country.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: This is not a ven-
detta against Landall as has been sug-
gested. One complaint I received was
in reference to another company alto-
gether, but certainly the greatest number
of cases concerned Landaul.

Mr Orayden: That Is not so.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: If the Minister

believes this a fabrication, I suggest that
he visit the Morley area and speak to the
migrants there. Some of these people
brought out here by Landall were kicked
out of their fiats and lost their life sav-
ings. It is absolutely shocking that they
could be treated in this way. Members
in this House should remember-

Mr Grayden: You cannot tell me of a
case that has occurred in the last two
years.

Mr A. R. TONKINq: I believe that the
loyalty of members of our Parliament Is
to the people of Western Australia, and
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that includes the migrants. Their loyalty
is certainly not to the shareholders of
LandaUl or any other company.

Mr Grayden: H-ave you had a case of
this in the last 12 months?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: This is what is hap-
pening with politics in this country. Many
members have a double loyalty, and they
forget where their first loyalty should lie.
Some politicians have large shareholdings
and are directors of companies. Some
political parties would not exist if it 'were
not for the large sums of money which
come in from commercial interests. W~hy
do members opposite think 'we are the only
ones to expose this? I know the Minister
has received representations--people call
on him but he is not at home when they
call.

Mr Orayden: Absolute rubbish.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: Thie Minister cannot

bear to oppose the people who are putting
money into his party in this 'way.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough) [11.'12
p.m.,]: The motion before the Chair con-
cludes with the words--

,preferred to allow the Minister
for Labour to misuse the situation for
the purpose of unjustifiably attacking
and vilifying Members of the opposi-
tion and Presenting false information
to Parliament.

That is what this House is supposed to be
debating. A man who has represented the
people of this State for over 25 years has
been chosen for attack by members of the
Opposition in what I can only describe -as

a state of paranoia because he happens
to be Minister for Immigration at this
particular time, and therefore the Opposi-
tion consider him to be fair game. What
prompted the words to be added to the
end of the motion? It was the forthright,
stunning, and very accurate comments
made by the Minister a few days ago in
reply to the member for Rockingham who
asked a question in regard to Landall.

It is unfortunate that so early in his
career the member for Rockingham has
been suckod in by members on the other
side *of the House who, for some years,
have had nothing in their heads but
Landau, Landall, Landall.

Mr Jlamieson: It might be of interest to
you to know that during the election
campaign the member for Rocklngham
spoke to me about Landall and its activi-
ties--before he ever got to the House.

Mr YOUNG: Members opposite have
had a fixation about this company
ever since the day that Hendry, Rae and
Court, Chartered Accountants of this
parish, became the promoters of that
company. Various members-

Mr Bertram: And the shareholders too!

Mr YOUNG: I do not know, I
have not been so paranoically interested in
Hendry, Rae and Court.

Mr Bertram: I am simply seeking
information.

Mr YOUNG: I have not reached
the stage where it is consuming my whole
being as has happened with members on
the other side of the House.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: You couldn't cart less.

Mr YOUNG: Because the Premier of
this State happens to be an ex-meniber
of that firm, we have a running sore--

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Do you think the
member for Ascot went out and said to
people, "I want to hear about Landall"?

Mr YOUNG: I have a lot of time
-keep going.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: That is what you are
suggesting.

Mr Bryce: If you would like to have a
look at the list of telephone calls and
letters of complaint I have received from
people all over the metropolitan area in
the last two years, I shall be only too
Pleased to show them to you.

Mr YOUNG: Has the member for Ascot
flihbed? Does he mind if I continue?

Mr Bryce: No, but the point has to be
made.

Mr YOUNG: The two members on
the other side of the House have made
quite a healthy point. I do not suggest
that these members have not had com-
plaints about LandaU. What I do suggest
is that probably they have had complaints
about dozens of other companies, and that
these complaints may or may not have
been justified.

Let me continue for a moment. What
have we listened to tonight? We have
listened to an attack on a company, but
I have not risen to my feet to justify
that company. I am not here to justify
Landall-I probably would not agree with
all the things that Landalu has done. I
probably would not agree with the things
that most used car companies do. I prob-
ably would not agree with many of the
things that many other companies do; and
I probably would not agree with most of
the things trade union leaders do.

Mr Jamieson: Do not get too high up
on your pillar.

Mr YOUNG: I would not agree pro-
bably with the sort of coercion and In-
fluence that is used by people who are
supposed to represent the workers of this
community. These people are keeping
workers out of employment day after day
and hour after hour. They are robbing
the workers of their wages. I would not
agree probably with them either.

Mr May: Talk about the motion.
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Mr YOUNG: I am talking about the
motion. I am speaking about the words
of the motion-

... preferred to allow the Minister for
Labour to misuse the situation for the
purpose of unjustifiably attacking and
vilifying members of the Opposition-

Those poor little chaps! To continue-
-and presenting false information to
Parliament.

This has not been proved.
Mr May: And it has not been disputed.
Mr YOUNG: incidentally, I am talk-

ing also about the words being used
in the context they are used, to suggest
that the Minister did not have the right
to attack the member for Rockingham on
the statements that he made in putting
forward something that has been festering
in the minds of Opposition members for
one reason and one reason only. Many
people in our community are rotten, and
I do not suggest Landall or anyone else
is rotten; however, Opposition members
have singled out one individual company
and they have wasted the time of this
House for something like four or five hours
venting their spleen-

Mr May: You have a short memory.
Mr YOUNG: -when this Government

has plenty of good legislation to go on
with.

Mr May: What about last year?
Mr YOUNG: Let us talk about last year.
Mr May: Procrastination all the time.
Mr YOUNG: Last year I was the

only member of this House to get up to
suggest that time was being wasted by
members sitting on my side of the H-ouse.

Mr May: That is why you are not a
Minister now, I suppose.

Mr YOUNG: Therefore, I believe I
can at least claim the right to speak
equally about the present Opposition when
it Is wasting time. Let us look at what we
have spoken about all night. All that has
been said here tonight is what a rotten
company Landall is, and what a terrible
bunch of people it employs.

I am not here to defend Landall. I be-
lieve the member for Clontarf is being
particularly obtuse. I am speaking about
the motion and the rights and obligations
of members of this House not to waste Its
time. 1 am speaking from this particular
chair, although I do not think the Gov-
ermnent Whip ought to buy into a debate
such as this. However, last year, from the
chair in which the member for Mt. Haw-
thorn now sits, I spoke about the same
sort of wastage of time.

Let us look behind the imputations and
innuendos which have come out of this
particular exercise tonight. The Minister,
In a very lengthy, reasonable, and de-

liberate debate took the member for Ascot
to pieces and that should have been the
end of it.

Mr Davies: Shades of bias!
Mr YOUNG: I admit that I would

not be on this side of the House if I
were not biased, and the honourable mem-
ber would not be on his side, refuting most
of the arguments put forward by Govern-
ment members If he were not equally
biased.

Nor do I think that the Minister for Im-
mijgration got up this evening to justify
LandaU, or rLnyrnody else for that matter.
I think ho roes2 to give this House a clear,
concise, and probably lengthy explanation
about the actions he has taken in respect
of matters raised by the member for Ascot.

Let us wet a little below the surface and
start looking at who is culpable. Let us
not simply assume that every single per-
son who has bought a house from Landall
is a disgruntled buyer-and I do not think
any member on the other aide of the
H-ouse would claim that; so that takes
care of that one. Let us look at the few
who are in fact disgruntled buyers. Let
us assume there are some circumstances
under which those people, had they per-
haps given longer thought to the matter,
may not have bought the houses they did.
Let us consider the aggrieved ones, and the
ones who entered into arrangements be-
tween themselves and Landall, building
societies, and other institutions to get
themselves a house In this country,

Let us consider some of the things the
member for Morley stated about people
coming out here after being Inveigled to
come to this country. I think the words
he used were that they were lured here
and when they arrived they were raped-
economically speaking-and that we on
this side of the House consider that be-
cause they were supposedly lured here
and economically raped they were fair
game. Has any member opposite stopped
to think that these People originally had
to make application to come to Australia
and so at least they had to be interested
enough in coming here to do that? If
having arrived here they decided to buy a
house, then they were interested in some
sort of accommodation. Accommodation
was offered to them by Landall, perhaps
in some instances under circumstances
which neither I nor other members of this
House would think to be acceptable.

Perhaps these migrants were taken ad-
vantage of; and perhaps it Is also possible
they desperately wanted to get into a
house and were Prepared to enter Into
the arrangements offered to them at the
time. Perhaps they were prepared to take
on one, two, and three mortgages; and
perhaps they got out of their depth in
doing so. Possibly the fellows who sold
them their houses-and I am not talking
only about Landall now, but about many
companies-may have misled them. it
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could be that the migrants were quite
happy to be misled, and maybe they were
quite happy to be the misleaders when It
came to finding finance.

Mr Hartrey: What about defending the
Minister?

Mr YOUNG: Allow me for a moment to
indulge in talking about what we have
been talking about now for many hours,
and to do a little sifting through what
this debate has been about all night. Surely
I am entitled to do that.

Mr Hartrey: You can if you want to.
Mr YOUNG: Let us find out who profited

from this situation. Possibly there may
be a number of people who are in finanglal
difficulties as a result of buying houses
from Landall. There might also be a
number of people who are in the same cir-
cumstances as a result of buying houses
from other companies. But many of them
have got themselves into houses and into
situations where, as the Minister said,
they might now find themselves worth
hundreds of dollars more than they were
worth originally. I suggest they might
even find themselves In situations where
they are worth thousands of dollars mdre
as a result of their buying houses. I also
suggest they might even have known that
at the time.

I would go further and say that even
though they may have had two and three
mortgages-and I am not ashamed to say
that I have had three mortgages in my
lifetime-they were not exactly being
raped economically as much then In 1968
-one of the dates mentioned by members
of the Opposition-as they are being raped
now under the interest system operated
purely at the behest of the Commonwealth
Government. So the question is: Who is
the raper, and who is the "rapee'?

All night long we have had accusations
levelled from one side of the House to the
other; we have had members calling for
resignations, and asking whether files and
letters actually existed. We have even had
the situation of the Speaker having to
leave the Chair because documents were
requested to be tabled; and possibly the
decision made was the best that could be
made under the circumstances.

Mr May: What do you mean "possibly"?
Mr YOUNG: But let us now settle down

and stop wasting the time of the Parlia-
ment. The Opposition has had Its fun.
It had its fun for three years when it was
in Government simply because the present
Premier at one stage was supposed by the
member for Ascot to be connected with
Landall.

Mr Bryce: When did I make that state-
ment?

Mr YOUNG: I said "supposed".
Mr Bryce: When?
Mr YOUNG: May I ask the member for

Ascot through you, Mr Speaker, whether
or not he Jumped to his feet one day and

by the merest of coincidences got the call
ahead of the then Leader of the Opposi-
tion when questions without notice were
called on, and asked immediately follow-
ing a debate on the Landall situation a
question about the financial affairs of the
then Leader of the Opposition and his
connections with various companies?

Mr Bryce: That had nothing to do with
Landall; it was as a result of an article
which appeared in a financial newspaper.

Mr YOUNG: With all due respect, if
that offends the member for Ascot I with-
draw it. However, there is not a member
in this Chamber who is not aware of the
paranoiac desire of the member for Ascot,
and Perhaps the member for Balga, who
has been drawn into this In recent times-

Mr B. T. Burke: I volunteered.
Mr YOUNG: That is good; I am gla to

see the spirit of volunteering has not died.
As I was saying, there is not a member
in this House who is not aware of the
paranoiac desire of the member for Ascot,
perhaps the member for Balga, and most
certainly the member for Morley, to em-
barrass Landall.

If one were to come to Australia from
another country and suddenly to Visit this
place one would receive the impression
from the debate tonight and the wasted
hour-

Mr Hartrey: How much time are you
wasting?

Mr B. T. Burke: You know that is just
not true.

Mr YOUNG: -that there is only one
company in Western Australia which has
caused misery across the board for mi-
grants coming to this State in the last
nine years.

Mr B. T. Burke: That is just not true.
Mr YOUNG: It may not be true, but I

am merely talking about the impression
someone might receive; he might receive
the impression that members opposite
have a fixation about Landoll.

Mr Bryce: There are only two companies
concerned in this, and RDC would be
lucky if they brought in one-twentieth of
the migrants concerned. Hence the com-
plaints about Landall, because they bring
in the great volume of the migrants.

Mr O'Neil: The more they bring in the
more complaints there would be.

Mr YOUNG: The member for Ascot
nodded in assent when I said at the be-
ginning of my speech that it is quite
possible the great majority of People
helped by Landall have no complaints at
all; and I understand from various com-
ments made tonight that Landall has
brought in 1 700 families-that seems to
be the agreed figure of people brought to
this country by Landall.

So far we have had read to us a few
Statutory declarations by people who have
obviously fostered the thinking and the
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fixations of members of the Opposition in
regard to this company. However, I think
this Chamber has got to the stage-and I
think perhaps I must say this-where an
awful lot of the taxpayers' time has been
wasted tonight.

Mr Bertram: Tedious repetition.
Mr Skidmore: Why are you so con-

cerned to be speaking?
Mr YOUNG: Through you, Mr Speaker,

I will tell the honourable member why.
I earned the right in the last Parliament
on a number of occasions when I took on
both sides of the House in regard to the
time they wasted. So I think I have the
right to continue. In a couple of years'
time when the member for Swan has been
here long enough and after he has criti-
cised members on his own side and per-
haps voted against them, he may have the
right to challenge the reason for my being
on my feet. In the meantime I suggest
to him that he sit and listen for a while.

I am suggesting that we have wasted
the whole night simply to justify the fixa-
tions of certain members of the Opposi-_
tion in respect of a particular company.
If that is the best we can do in this place
all I can say is that it is time we got
down to doing our job. This sort of thing
did not work when the Present Opposition
was in Government and we were in Oppo-
sition: and it is not going to work now
that we are in Government and members
opposite are in Opposition. These attacks
on the Government are simply wasting the
time of the House. This is a useless exercise
filled with innuendos, garbage, and accu-
sations against a Minister who has served
this State well, and who has been a man
of political independence and strength for
25 years. The best that the Opposition can
do is to waste the time of the Parliament
tonight; and I suggest it is about time we
got on with our job and reminded mem-
bers opposite that there Is a great deal of
work to be done.

There Is a lot of legislation that memn-
bers opposite will have to examine during
this Parliament. There is a lot of good
legislation that they can really get their
teeth into and on which they can take
us on. We will be happy to get stuck into
the Opposition on the legislation and the
programme we have decided to present to
the people of this State over the next
three years. If this Is the best the Opposi-
tion can do, all I can say is, "Heaven
help this Parliament" because I would
hate to see members opposite do any
worse.

MR J. T. TONKIN (Melville-Leader
of the Opposition) [11.31 p.m.]: Prior to
the 29th May there was a condition ap-
plying to the nomination of migrants by
building companies that within three days
after the arrival of migrants the company
responsible for bringing them out had to

take them to the Department of Immigra-
tion for interview. Subsequent to the 29th
May, the Minister for Immigration on his
own admission altered that condition and
left only that part which states that the
representatives of the company were to
meet the migrants and take them to ac-
commodation. He removed that part which
said it was necessary for these miAgrants
to be taken for Interview.

Mr Grayden: Because It was a waste of
Public money.

Mr Bryce: How much?
Mr Grayden: We give them booklets

Instead.
Mr B. T. Burke: Have You ever costed It

to find out how much money was spent on
conducting Interviews?

Mr Grayden: We give them booklets
now; it is a far more efficient system.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: A letter from Mr
Clark, Chairman of Landau, written on
the 29th May, has been quoted previously
In this House. I have only a photocopy of
the letter In which the following statement
appears--

Following our meeting some weeks
ago, we have looked at some of the
areas where difficulties have been ex-
perienced In the past and I would like
to make the following suggestions..

SO, it is obvious that Mr Clark had a
meeting and a telephone conversation
with the Minister. one Immediately asks,
"What was the Purpose of Mr Clark's
Interview?' Some light is thrown on this
by further reading Mr Clark's letter to
the Minister. It states--

You will recall that during our
discussion I mentioned that problems
had arisen due to the Practice of de-
partment officers interviewing our
clients whilst we were not represented.

So it is clear from this letter that in the
interview Mr Clark had with the Minister,
this question of the company being obliged
to take migrants to the Department of Im-
migration for interview was discussed.

Mr Grayden: Definitely, and the com-
pany wanted to have a representative
present at the interview.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: NOW we have got
to that stage; it was discussed.

Mr Grayden: There is no question about
that: it is in the letter.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: We will go a little
further. The letter continues-

We have now received a letter from
the department setting out revised
conditions governing the acceptance of
nominations and-

This is the important phrase-
-which continue to Include this par-
ticular condition.
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That suggests to mae that during the dis-
cussion a good deal of emphasis was placed
upon this requirement that migrants had
to be taken to be interviewed, and when
Mr Clark subsequently received the re-
vised conditions he was surprised to find
that the one to which he had expressed
objection was still there.

Mr Grayden: He wanted to have an
officer present at the interview. It is as
simple and as cut and dried as that.

Mr J. T, TONKIN: Oh no, it is not!
The Minister might want to make it
appear to be simple and cut and dried.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish! Keep
on going.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I will keep on going.
Mr Grayden: If you get enough rope

you will hang yourself.
Mr Taylor: He will hang you.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The letter states--

We have now received a letter from
the department setting out revised
conditions governing the acceptance
of nominations and which continue to
include this particular condition.

That suggests to me that Mr Clark came
to the conclusion after his discussion with
the Minister that he had impressed upon
the Minister the desirability of removing
this requirement.

Mr Grayden: That is not so; there
is no truth in that assertion.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I do not think Mr
Clark discussed the tremendous amount of
rain we have been having in recent times.
I do not think he went to the Minister for
that purpose. Being a man in business and
finding this provision irksome, he would
be a bit lax if, having obtained an Inter-
view with the Minister, he did not make
any reference to the matter.

Mr Grayden: As I said, he simply
wanted to have an officer present at the
interview-nothing more, nothing less. But
that was not satisfactory to me. I1 thought
it was a waste of public money.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I should like to
Inform the honourable member of the
consideration which I put on this matter
and which I believe any reasonable person
would put on this series of events of tele-
phone calls to the Minister and interviews
with the Minister. The company, being
very concerned about this provision-

Mr Grayden: A company director was
going overseas and wanted to streamline
the procedures relating to migrants coming
into Western Australia and his proposals
fitted in with our policy.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Prior to the writing
of this letter--obviously, the letter was
motivated by the fact that this condition
was still in force-

Mr Grayden; He referred to a number
of conditions.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: He might have done
but I feel that this was the one that
worried him because subsequently, the
Minister got rid of it. Why did he nxot
mention it? He did not mention it at any
stage and the Minister got rid of it. It
seems to me that Mr Clark was very sur-
prised that this requirement was still there
and he let the Minister know.

Mr Grayden: He was not at all sur-
prised.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: But he let the Mini-
ister know and by a strange coincidence,
within a few days the Minister got rid
of it.

Mr May:' A very strange coincidence.
Mr Grayden: It is all conjecture. I got

rid of the interview requirement to save
money and for no other reason. It was
absolutely useless, In lieu of the interview
we now give them documents, which is a
much more effective way of handling the
problem.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Now we will have a
look at a question which was asked of the
Minister and at his reply, In the light of
what I have just read.

Mr Grayden: Now read the question.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Minister need

not worry about that; I will read it all
right.

Mr Grayden: Read It slowly.
Mr Young: Sometimes you do not, so

read it now.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: The member for

Scarborough ought to talk! He wanted to
get on television and prove that the
Treasury was an empty barrel and talk
about the inquiry that his Government was
going to conduct as soon as it returned to
the Treasury bench.

Mr Young: Why did you not come on
television with me?

The SPEAKER: Order! I think we
might return to the main subject of the
discussion.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I agree, Mr Speaker.
I did not think you would mind my re-
minding the member for Scarborough, as
I propose to do from time to time lest he
forgets about it.

Mr Young: Tell me why you did not
appear on television with me. Do not be
mean; tell the public.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I refer now to the
question and answer which the member for
Scarborough thought I might not read.

Mr Grayden: Read the question.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: It is as follows--

Has he or his department received
representations either verbal or in
writing, from any building company
urging the State Immigration Depart-
ment to drop the following condition
previously applying under the build-
Ing company nomination scheme?
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Then it sets out the condition which
reads-

On arrival in Western Australia
nominees will be met by a company
representative and conveyed to their
accommodation.

Mr Grayden: Keep going.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: That is still a condi-
tion.

Mr Orayden: Keep going.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The Minister is the
one that is keeping going; why does he
not shut up?

Mr May: He will be going soon.
Mr Grayden: Read the question. You

will be hard-pressed to justify what you
say subsequently. Keep to the question.
This is going to be interesting.

Mr J, T, TONKIN: Following on what
I have read of this provision, I do not want
to take up the time of the House in read-
ing all the wording, but what follows is
the requirement that within three days of
arrival it is incumbent upon the company
to take migrants to the Department of Im-
migration for interview. The Minister's
reply is as follows-

No.
Mr Grayden: Which was absolutely cor-

rect.
Mr J. T. TONKIN: That is, neither he

nor his department received representa-
tions, either verbally or in writing, to drop
the condition. Representations could be
suggestions, proposals, or-

Mr Grayden: Taking them all into con-
sideration that answer is absolutely cor-
rect.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: At this interview
where Mr Clark was greatly concerned
about this requirement, I say it is reason-
able to suggest to the Minister that this
was fairly Irksome.

Mr Grayden: Pure conjecture, but com-
pletely false. There was no suggestion by
the company at any stage that we should
discontinue that contract. It simply
wanted to have an officer present at the
interview. I discontinued it because it was
a waste of Public money, so your case, and
the case of the member for Ascot, is based
on surmise and completely without foun-
dation.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Is the Minister pr--
pared to say on what date he be!came
aware of the fact that it was a waste of
public money?

Mr Grayden: As soon as it was brought
to my attention I realised-

M, T. TONKIN: Brou-h tL to the
Mir -' attentin'1 Did not M-rlO-nc
bri- to the iint-r's att~ention on V e
290h v when I-o -rte that 1 tr

Mr Grayden: I do not know when he
brought it to my attention, but it was ap-
parent that it was a shocking waste of
public money and that it was being done
in pursuance of this vendetta which is
being carried out by the member for Ascot.
It was for no other reason.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: How was it a waste
of public money? I think it would be
wise if the Minister were to heed the
advice of the Minister for Police.

Mr Grayden: It would be preferable to
listening to you at the moment.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: I am going to exam-
ine the Minister's statement that this was
a waste of public money, because from my
reading of these papers my understanding
is that it was incumbent upon the com-
pany to take the migrants to the Depart-
ment of Immigration, and so that would
not cost the Government any money. The
officers of the Department of Immigration
were not increased in number for the pur-
pose of conducting these interviews.

Mr Grayden: Preoccupied with inter-
viewing migrants!

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Where was the extra
cost involved?

Mr Grayden: Because they can be
spared for other more important duties.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: Do they not perform
other duties?

Mr Orayden: Obviously not; they were
interviewing migrants.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: The possibility is
that they may have to delay having their
morning tea, but I do not think that
would involve any great cost to the Gov-
ernment. I say very deliberately that this
tale of the Minister's that he discontinued
this requirement for the purpose of saving
public money is a myth-

Mr Orayden: You are absolutely wrong.
Mr J, T. TONKIN: -and a little inves-

tigation into this matter would, in my
opinion, establish that it did not make
any difference in the expenditure of the
Department of Immigration when the
Minister discontinued this requirement.

Mr Grayden: The officers were spared
for other duties.

Mr 3. T. TONKIN: The Minister keeps
asserting that the situation was not as I
have appeared to make it. He has not
convinced me that the way I have ex-
plained the situation was not the way it
.ccunred. I cannot imagine the chairman
f a company, who was greatly concerned

,bout this interviewing, not placing great
nnphasis on this when he went to see
he Minis en and making it plain to him
,at he felt it was undesirable, irksome,

ndunnee-ssary.
Mr Gny':Why did he not say so In

is letter'
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Mr J. T. TONKN, He expressed suar-
prise that he still found the requirement
there after talking about it.

Mr Grayden: Because he requested that
an officer should be present.

Mr J. T. TONKIN: That is what the
Minister says. All I can say is that the
Minister does not convince me that Is
what transpired.

MR O'NEIL (East Melville-Acting
Premier) (11.48 p~m.]: I am sure members
will be pleased when I indicate that I will
be extremely brief. I will not touch very
greatly upon the detail contained In the
amendment, but I will refer to some of the
matters that have been raised during the
debate.

I think this evening we have seen the
Leader of the Opposition at his suppositi-
tious best and I can only just pronounce
that word for reasons known to the Leader
of the opposition. I think that you, Sir, too,
ought to be congratulated on the way you
avoided what could have been a rather
difficult situation in the House tonight.
For the first time in my experience I saw a
Speaker taking the opportunity to leave
the Chair when a difficult matter was
before him and inviting both the Leader
of the Opposition and someone from the
Government side to accompany him to his
room where we discussed the matter and
where we came to what I think to be an
amicable solution.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: I endorse that.
Mr O'NEIL: This is the first time that

such an offer has been made to the Minis-
ter leading the House at the time and to
the Leader of the Opposition, and I think
you earned the respect of the House in the
action you took.

I think, too, some lessons have been
learnt. Firstly, a lesson has been learnt
in regard to the risks members subject
themselves to when they quote from files,
and I endorse the remarks you made, Sir,
to members in the Chamber as to what
might be expected of them. I feel sure
that in the future a member will not quote
directly from the file unless he Is in fact
prepared to have It tabled, or laid upon
the table.

I think, too-and Probably this is where
the problem really arose-that members
will have learnt that there is some danger
in misinterpreting an answer or misform-
ing a question. I believe that the. question
which generated this amendment to the
Address-In-Reply was correctly answered.
Perhaps the question was not correctly
put. 1 was going to raise the very same
points the Leader of the Opposition raised,
because the minister answered the ques-
tion correctly when one had regard to
what the question inquired about.

Had the member for Ascot phrased his
question In a different way the answer
might have been quite different. So once

again I believe that despite the statement
from the Government Whip that we have
wasted the time of the House, at least
certain things have been of value to mem-
bers-I think particularly to new members
-and to Ministers.

On those counts, and relying virtually
upon the argument of the Leader of the
Opposition, I Indicate quite clearly that
we reject the amendment to the Address-
in-Reply.

MR1 T. J. BURKE (Perth) [11.50 p.m.]:
I shall not burden the House for too long.
However, I take this opportunity to parti-
cipate in the debate on the amendment, be-
cause I am Deputy chairman of the Mi-
grant Task Force. When Mr Al Grasshy be-
came the Federal Minister for Immigra-
tion, after 23 years of comparative Inaction
in this area, he decided that some authority
should be set up to enable migrants to
bring forward their problems and have
them considered at the State level for the
Minister. He established this task force in
western Australia in May, 1973. It was said
at the time that the role of the task force
was to identify the most urgent problems
of settlement, and to recommend action in
the short and long term.

The letter went on at great length to
outline the role of the task force. In its
short life, many problems have been
brought to Its notice, and members are
aware of some of them. These include
Interpreter services, underpayment of mi-
grants, pyramid selling, and probably 20
to 30 other problems which the task force
has considered in Its period of existence.

In view of some comments, particularly
those by the member for Wellington, I shall
apprise members of the composition of this
task force. The chairman is Mr Joe Berin-
son, a Federal member of Parliament; Mr
John Goodwin, the Commonwealth Direc-
tor of Migration for Western Australia re-
presented the Commonwealth Department
of Immigration. I might mention that one
of the early appointments in the career of
this gentleman was as private secretary
to Mr Downer who was at the time the
Federal Minister for Immigration.

Other members of the Migrant Task
Force Committee included Dr. Jayasurlya
of the University of Western Australia,
and a member of the Commonwealth
Immigration Advisory Council and of the
council's newly-established Community
Relations Committee. Another member is
Professor APPleyard1 who had been ap-
pointed a research fellow in the Depart-
ment of Demrography at the Australian
National University, Canberra. His main
research interest there was British Im-
migration to Australia, a subject on which
he has written one book and he is in the
course of writing a second. Other mem-
bers included Mr John Fletcher an of-
ficer of the State immigration Depart-
ment; and Mr Edwin White the State
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Secretary of the Good Neighbour Council
of Western Australia. Mr White was
English-born and arrived In Perth in
August 1948 to become a minister of the
Claremont Congregational Church. His
work as a minister involved a great deal
of activity in the migration field, and he
was a migrant selection officer for a year
in England for the Western Australian
Government.

Also on the committee are Mr Les
Beech, a trade union organiser; Mr Robert
Mahar, a senior social worker In the Com-
monwealth Department of Immigration;
Miss Box representing the YWCA; and
Dr Mine, a migrant doctor.

It can hardly be said that the task force
was representative of this side of the
House, although two members from this
side served on the committee. I believe
this was a fairly representative group of
people who played a role in deciding how
the problems of migrants could best be
solved, and how future problems could be
anticipated.

A letter from the Federal Minister for
Immigration was brought to the attention
of the task force quite early In the piece;
and the Minister, in fact, was reported as
having made reference to it In the Sunday
Independent of the 25th February. 1973.
The Minister is reported as saying that the
task force In Western Australia would in-
vestigate this problem; and he is further
reported as having said-

If building companies could not
guarantee employment for migrants
they sponsored they would not be
allowed to continue their participation
In the scheme.

That was one of the stipulations.
We were confronted with the question

relating to building company sponsorship
of migrants, and as a result of complaints
received from the member for Ascot and
other sources we went into the matter in
great detail over many months. We
attempted to treat these complaints as
fairly as any representative group could.
We asked the State Immigration Depart-
ment to give us an outline of the scheme.
The department advised us of its objective,
method, and Procedure. Finally, I refer to
the following which appeared in the ad-
vice forwarded by the Immigration De-
partment-

As the companies operating under
the scheme are motivated principally
by profit, there are some reservations
as to the desirability of the continu-
ance of the scheme in the immediate
present.

That was in 1973.
We called on the State and the Com-

monwealth Immigration Departments, as
well as the companies which at that time
were involved in the scheme, to give
reasons as to whether or not the scheme
should be continued. In this regard we

received a submission from the member for
Ascot, because he had raised the matter
in this Parliament and seemed to have
something to contribute.

In fact, in Its Interim report the Mi-
grant Task Force Committee came to this
conclusion-

In view of these criticisms the Task
Force also called for comment from
the State and Federal Immigration
Departments, the State Minister for
Immigration and the two Private
companies involved in sponsoring mi-
grants. It Is stressed however, that
the Task Force recommendation was
eventually based on matters entirely
separate from any alleged improp-
rieties and the committee has not felt
it necessary to express any opinion on
them.

The Interim report went on to say-
The reason for this is that the Task

Force sees the continuation of this
scheme as unnecessary and indeed in-
compatible with current criteria for
migrant selection. This follows almost
automatically from the remoteness of
the development companies from any
obligation to provide employment, and
the absence of any element of family
or personal relationship In the spon-
sorship arrangement.

At that stage the task force recommended
that this type of scheme be discontinued.

However, when we were considering the
Interim report it was brought to the notice
of the task force by one of its members
that a company in Western Australia was
tying up deals in the United Kingdom,
and migrants found that Two Rocks
was not as close to the industrial area
of Perth as they had been led to be-
lieve. So, we went back to the State Im-
migration Department. We received cor-
respondence from the Minister who indi-
cated in a letter dated the 13th Septem-
ber, 1973, that although he acknowledged
that the schemes had been subjected to
criticism and inquiry in recent times, it
had been shown that overall the advan-
tages of the schemes tended to outweigh
the disadvantages.

The Minister went on to say in his
letter that he would introduce further
controls on the companies involved in this
form of sponsorship. The letter further
stated-

It is not intended that the Govern-
ment of Western Australia will, for
the time being, take any action to
suspend the Schemes. However, I
have authorised a review of the con-
ditions applied by Western Australia,
so that these conditions will be sim-
ilar to the South Australian condi-
tions.

The members of the task force were asked
to go further into the matter, and we re-
ceived submissions from the representative
of the YWCA. She concluded by saying that
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the committee should agree to allow this
scheme to continue for a period, subject
to further restrictions, at the end of which
time we could review it,

We received a submission from The
Good Neighbour Council of Western Auis-
tralia, to which the member for Wellington
has referred. One point Put forward by
that body was--

The committee considered that the
schemes had potentially undesirable
features but it accepted that they had
brought some excellent migrants to
Australia who might otherwise not
have come and that this might be
expected to continue so long as the
schemes operated.

We received quite lengthy correspondence
from the Chairman of Landall. In the
final paragraph he stated-

Might I also suggest that the Lan-
dali Community Association which Is
representative of many hundreds of
sponsored families, be requested to
give its views on the benefit or other-
wise of the Company's migrant
scheme.

That letter was dated the 5th July, 1973.
in a letter dated the 4th July we re-

ceived correspondence from the Landall
Community Association, singing the praises
of the Landall scheme. Of course that let-
ter became suspect immediately. However,
it was decided that the scheme should be
allowed to continue. I shall read the final
part of the report which is as follows--

While niot unanimous that the
reasons for the existence of the
scheme remain valid, the W.A. Task
Force recommends:-

(A) That the scheme should be
allowed to continue to operate
for the present under revised
conditions and under close
scrutiny.

(B) That the declared intention
of the State Minister for
Immigration to review the
Western Australi an conditions
so as to bring them in line
with the South Australian
rules be supported, and that
particular attention be drawn
to the desirability of adopting
rules 7, 8 and 13.

(C) That a review and reassess-
ment of the scheme should be
conducted by your Depart-
ment in a year's time.

New rules were prepared on the basis of
rule 13 from the South Australian condi-
tions which I think Is worth reading as
it is much more effective than the one
adopted in Western Australia. It reads-

Rule 13
The Chief State Immigration Officer

acts as arbitrator between the migrant
and the housing firms and there is

an understanding between ............
that irrespective of the signing of a
contract and the making of a deposit,
the Chief State Immigration Officer is
empowered to cancel the contract and
for the migrant to be reimbursed the
deposit paid irrespective of the validity
of the contract if the Chief State
Immigration Officer feels there is doubt
or any malpractice on the part of the
companies' representatives.

That has been tossed aside.
We received copies of the rules pre-

pared by the Migrant Task Force, which
comprises the people whose names I
have given;, and we concluded that we
were satisfied then that the building com-
pany's nomination of people from the
United Kingdom could proceed for a period
of one year. As indicated it was aL subject
which received a lot of attention by the
people mentioned.

The next letter I received under date
the 25th July, following correspondence
referred to by other members, was one
from the Secretary of the Migrant Task
Force as follows--

Attached is a copy of conditions
governing acceptance of nominations
under the assisted passage scheme
submitted by the housing companies.
This has been forwarded with advice
from the State Under-Secretary of
Migration that the previous list for-
warded to YOU on 24th May 1974 was
In fact a draft list for consideration
only.

Two months later! In the interim of
course the Minister had a call from Mr
Clark. The letter continues-

The only difference between the
draft and final copy approved by the
State Minister of Immigration is the
deletion of the following:-

Within three days of arrival it is
incumbent on the company to convey
Its nominees to the State Migration
Office so that they may be given an
advisory talk on subjects such as home
purchase, over-commitment, etc. It
is reiterated at this talk that there is
no compulsion to purchase a home and
that they are free agents. They are
also offered Departmental assistance
if required.

In my opinion there was no good reason
to remove that conldition-absolutely none.
It is perfectly obvious to me that there
is a direct connection between the re-
moval of that condition and the corres-
pondence and phone conversations be-
tween the Minister and the representative
of Landall.

Mr Grayden: That is not so.
Mr T. J. BURKE: That is my opinion

and I will take a lot of convincing before
I believe it is not a fact. The Minister has
had scant regard for the opinions of a
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number of officers from his own depart-
ment and a committee comprising people
who have had long experience at both the
theoretical and the practical level with
problems confronting migrants. They were
sincerely attempting to protect migrants.

Mr Grayden: What about other people
-Australian people?

Mr T. J. BURKE. Our role was to try
to remove difficulties confronting migrants
In this particular situation.

Mr Grayden: Carrying out a vendetta
against Landall.

Mr T1. J. BURKE: I amn not concerned
with any vendetta, nor were the people
In the Migrant Task Force. We had the
facts before us and we had to make de-
cisions.

Mr Grayden: That was the object.
Mr T. J. BURKE: There was no ven-

detta. I am of two minds whether the
Minister was responsible. I do not thintk
he knew anything about It. I think At was
dictated from above, with respect to those
not present.

Mr Grayden: It Is In the Interests of
economy.

Mr T. J. BURKE: Not at all. The
Minister has not looked at the economics
of the matter. The situation is that the
Minister has had scant regard for officers
of his own department. Reference was
made to Mr Fletcher's comments. The
Minister has had scant regard for people
who have had long experience, more than
he or I will ever have. They have tried
to tie up the situation so that no further
problem 'will arise. This is all we sought
to do.

Mr Grayden: There are no problems now
without it.

Mr T. J.- BURKE: We suggested that
the programme be allowed to continue for
a year when it would come up for further
review.

Mr Grayden: At the public's expense.
Mr T. J. BURKE: The committee does

not get paid. It is quite obvious that there
are rounds for review because further In-
formation has come forward this evening.
It is no goad the Minister saying there
have been no eases since he became Minis-
ter. I am afraid he will have to think
seriously, as further problems arise, as to
whether or not he is responsible for them.

We spent many months-this problem
has been with us since at least 1965-try-
Ing to draft rules to protect migrants.

Mr Grayden: And the problem has now
been overcome.

Mr T. J. BURKE: That is the Minister's
opinion. In a moment I will quote from a
letter to indicate that quite obviously It
has not been overcome. The Minister has
had no regard at all for the recommenda-
tions of the task force concerning the
problems of many people. They have been

brought to the Minister's notice since his
period as a Minister, albeit recently. The
Minister has had no regard for senior de-
partmental officers. He has proceeded to
withdraw probably the most important
control that he, as Minister, and his de-
partment had to safeguard the interests
of people being encouraged to come to
Australia.

Mr Grayden: It is a control of no con-
sequence whatever.

Mr T. J. B3URKE: I am afraid the Min-
ister is wrong; and I only hope that he will
not require too many more cases to be
brought to his notice to make him realise
that what he has done by removing
the condition and allowing control to
slip from his hands and the experienced
hands of members of his department will
cause an awful lot of trouble and heart-
ache. It is a tremendous responsibility,
and one I would rather not have on my
shoulders.

Mr Grayden: Why does not the Com-
monwealth Government do it?

Mr T. J. BURKE: Probably the Minis-
ter's leader has forced him into this situ-
ation. If the Minister for Police were to
investigate that aspect he would probably
come up with the facts.

A great deal has been said to the effect
that this problem has been spread over aL
number of years and that no recent prob-
lems have been encountered. Several mem-
bers have said this, so I feel it is incum-
bent on rme to bring a recent ease to the
notice of the House.

Mr Grayden: I hope you will refer it to
the Minister for Consumer Affairs.

Mr T. J. BURKE: The Minister for Con-
sumer Affairs has quite enough to do with-
out being lumbered with that situation.

Mr Grayden: That is his tak.

Mr T. J. BURKE: He has quite enough
to do without having to attempt to catch
the horse after it has bolted.

Mr Grayden: That is his problem.

Mr T. J. BURKE: We would all agree
that prevention is better than cure.

Mr Grayden: That is a weak old argu-
ment.

Mr T. J. BURKE: Not at all. If we have
the opportunity to try to prevent the sort
of Problems that arise from day to day
in the office of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs it is our responsibility to take it.
The Minister and his department had that
responsibility and in my opinion they
could have solved the Problem. Because
of representations made by the manager of
one of the two organisations involved the
Minister took unilateral action to overrule
the opinions of many People who have no
axe to grind, or any desire or intention to
attack Landaul or anyone else. They have
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regard only for the needs and aspirations
of people who come to this strange land
and hope to make a new life for them-
selves. Too many of these people have
advantage taken of them by people whom
the Minister represents.

We were asked for a recent case. There
was a suggestion that no recent case existed
so I felt I should bring this one to the
notice of members. It is set out under
date the 9th May, 1974, and concerns the
Realty Development Corporation Pty.
Limited. The member for Scarborough
will be glad to know that not only the
Landall company was involved. The letter
commences-

Please accept my apologies for the
delay in replying to your application
for sponsorship...

However, I'm afraid we've just re-
ceived advice from the State Immigra-
tion Department that your nomina-
tion for assisted passage has been re-
jected, on the grounds of insufficient
employment Prospects.

Personally, we feel your employment
prospects would be quite reasonable..

That was in May, 1974. How someone
could honestly say that, with unemploy-
ment trends as they were developing, I
cannot understand. I asked the People
concerned with this case to give mue an
outline of what had occurred and it is
set out as I am now stating the position
They went to EDC in reply to an adver-
tisement, had an interview, and it was
suggested by the interviewer that in his
opinion they would not get an assisted
passage and, if they did, they would b-
bound by capital requirements. The in-
terviewer said that a certain sum of money
would get them into an RDC home.

in fact, I should note here, af ter they
had accepted the proposal and Paid their
fares they received advice from the Immi-
gration Office in London to call at the
department because they had been ac-
cepted for an assisted passage. These
people had paid their fares after being
advised by RDC that there was plenty of
employment, and because they were anxious
to start a new life in a new home.

When they arrived in Australia they
were put into a holiday flat, and shown a
house in Rockinghamn. They were told
that nothing else could be offered in their
price range. The EDO employment officer
suggested one position for which they had
already applied having seen it advertised
in the paper.

Some argument arose with EDO as to
whether they had applied to buy a home
other than in Rockingham. They were
then informed that they could not be Put
into a flat and that they would soon have
to pay full rent for accommodation which
was to be $55 per week. They were told
to look for alternative accommodation.

That Prompted the people concerned to
look for help because they were still un-
employed, and they approached the State
Immigration Department which gave thenm
the new start which they needed.

Amendment put and a division taken
with the following result-

Mr Bateman
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J Burke
Mr cart
Mr Davies
Mr H.' D.' Evans
Mr T. D. Evans
Mr flartrey

Mr Blalkie
Sir David Brand
Mr Clarko
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyno
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr cirayden
Mr Grewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr IAurance
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Barnett
M~r Pletcher
Mr Herman

AyCs-19
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr Moier

(
T

eller)

Noes-25
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr 81115cm
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr watt
Mr Young

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Sir Charles Court
Mr McPharlin
Mr Ridge

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by

Moiler.
Mr

House adjourned at 12.19 am.
(Wednesday).

?Gegieiattnc Cumurl
Wednesday, the 14th August, 1974

The PRESIDlENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE
ERMOLENKO, MR GEORGI

Political Asylum
The Hon. 1. 0. MEDCAILF to the
Minister for Justice;
(1) Will the Premier give an assur-

ance that the State Police will
enforce the lawful process of the
State Supreme Court In the event
of any warrant or other Proceed-
ings being issued which require
State police intervention to pre-
vent the young Russian violinist
Georgi Ermolenko being removed
from the jurisdiction of the
court?
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