
so that the scope of the Health Education
Council can be expanded and we can try
to open up additional centres in this Way.

Although we have had to close a couple
of centres over the last 12 months,
we are trying to push ahead as quickly as
possible. As the Hon. Grace Vaughan
said, the recomposition of the council and
the withdrawal from that body of some
people and the addition of others will add
strength to the council and it will move
ahead in the future to the benefit of the
health of the people.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

in committee, etc.
Bill Passed through Committee without

debate, reported without amendment, and
the report adopted.

House adjourned at 11.05 p.m.

Wednesday, the 8th October, 1975

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

QUESTIONS (52): ON NOTICE

1. LANCELIN-CLIPHEAD ROAD
Environmental Review

Mr A. R,. TONTKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation and the Environ-
ment:

Further to question on notice 32
asked on 8/5/75, and questions
on notice 29 and 32 asked on
9/9/75, does the EPA or Depart-
ment of Conservation and the
Environment intend initiating an
environmental review of pro-
posals to develop a coastal high-
way between Lanceli and Cliff-
head, including the preferred
alignment south of Leeman
which may pass through several
conservation reserves including
the Nambung National Park?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
A decision will be made if a pro-
posal is confirmed.

Mr
for
(I.)

MINERAL SANDS
Western Mining Project

A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
Industrial Development:
Has the State yet signified ac-
ceptance of any of the proposals
submitted to it since execution
of the Allied Eneabba agree-
ment?

(2) Is WMC Mineral Sands a sub-
sidiary company of Western Min-
ing Corporation?

(3) Are negotiations for execution
of an agreement also proceeding
with WMC Mineral Sands?

(4) Has the Government discussed
with any subsidiary or associate
company of Western Mining
Corporation, the possibility of
establishing a synthetic rutile or
titanium dioxide plant at either
Perth or Geraldton?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) No.
(2) and (3) Yes.
(4) Yes, but only in very preliminary

and general terms as part of
agreement negotiations regarding
processing commitments.

3. MINERAL SANDS
Allied Eneabba and Western Titanium:

Draft Pro posals
Mr A. RL. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) Has either Allied Eneabba or

Western Titanium ever referred
draft development and opera-
tional proposals to the Govern-
ment Prior to the execution of
their agreements, and, if so, on
what dates?

(2) To which departments and in-
strumnental ities were these refer-
red, and on what dates?

(3) Were they referred to the EPA
for comment and, if not, why
not?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Excerpts of the draft development

and operational proposals in the
form of the "Approved Project"
were received from time to time
prior to the execution of the Min-
eral Sands (Allied Eneabba)
Agreement and with the co-opera-
tion of relevant departments and
instrumentalities a formal docu-
ment was agreed for acceptance
contemporaneously with execution
of the agreement.
Proposals have not been received
from Western Titaniumn to date.

(2) In respect of Allied Eneabba a
complete copy of the "Approved
Project" was referred to the fol-
lowing departments and instru-
mentalities on 7th July, 1975-

Public Works Department,
Lands and Surveys Department,
Education Department,
Conservation and Environment

Department,
Main Roads Department,
Railways Commission,
State Housing Commission,
State Energy Commission and
Mines Department.



In respect of Western Titanium,
answered by (1).

(3) See (1) and (2).

MINERAL SANDS
Allied Eneabba Project: Environmental

Review
Mr
for
(1)

A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister
Industrial Development:
Further to questions on notice 35,
36 and 40 asked on 9/9/75, on
what date were Allied Eneabba's
development and operating pro-
posals pursuant to its agreement
received?

(2) Apart from those described at
part (2) of question on notice 40,
have full details been referred to
the EPA for examination and
comment and, if not, why not?

(3) To which other departments and
instrumentalities have generally
full details of Allied Eneabba's
proposed development and opera-
tions been referred, and on what
dates?

(4) Has the EPA or Department of
Conservation and the Environ-
ment requested more adequate
details of proposals additional to
those described at part (2) of
question on notice 40?

Mr MENSAHOS replied:
(1) Excerpts of Proposals In the form

of the "Approved Project" were
received from time to time prior
to execution of the Mineral Sands
(Allied Eneabba) Agreement and
collated into a complete document
shortly prior to execution of the
agreement on the 27th June, 1975.

(2) Operational proposals in the form
of the "Approved Project" and en-
vironmental proposals have been
referred to the Department of
Conservation and Environment.

(3) Public Works Department,
Lands and Surveys Department,
Education Department,
Main Roads Department,
Railways Commission,
State Housing Commission,
State Energy Commission, and
Mines Department;
on the 7th July, 1975.

(4) No.

5. ILMENITE AND TrITANIUM
DIOXIE PLANTS

Environmental Recommendations
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation and the Environ-
ment:
(1) Further to question on notice 36,

asked on 9/9/75. has the EPA
been made aware of discussions
the Government has had With

6.

several companies proposing the
establishment of Ilmenite, up-
grading plants producing syn-
thetic rutile or titanium dioxide?

(2) Has the EPA commented or made
any recommendations concerning
the possibility of a Laporte-type
ilmenite processing plant being
located in the Geraldton area?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The Department of Conservation

and Environment has been in-
volved in discussion.

(2) No.

MINERAL SANDS
Allied Eneabba and Western Titanium:

Environmental Review
Mr A. R. TON=I. to the Minister
for Industrial Development:
(1) Fuirther to questions on notice 28

part (3) (a), 34 Part (1) (a),
38 part (5), and 39 part (2) (b).
has the environmental review
undertaken by W. D. Scott & Co.
been completed?

(2) (a) If so, on what date was it
completed:

(b) on what date did the De-
partment of Environmental
Protection receive a copy;

(c) on what dates were draft or
interim reports of the review
received by the department?

(3) When is it likely that a copy of
the environmental review will be
submitted to the EPA for as-
sessment?

(4) Why were the Allied Eneabba
and Western Titanium agree-
ments executed before the EPA
was provided with an opportunity
to assess the environmental re-
view?

(5) (a) Further to Question on notice
35 asked on 9/9/75, do the
proposals for development
and operations which have
been received from Allied
Eneabbas relate to any sug-
gested or recommended Pro-
cedure In the environmental
review by W. D. Scott & Co.,
or any draft or interim re-
view;

(b) did any draft proposals for
development and operations
received from Allied Eneabba,
before its agreement was
executed, relate to any sug-
gested or recommended pro-
cedure in the environment
review by W. D. Scott & Co.
or any draft or interim re-
view?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1> Yes.
(2) (a) June, 1975.

(b) A copy was forwarded to the
Environmental Protection
Authority on 10th September,
1975.

(c) I am advised that the Depart-
ment of Conservation and En-
vironment did not receive
draft or interim reports.
To my knowledge there was
no interim report received
from W. D. Scott & Co.

(3) Answered by (2) (b) above.
(4) It is the executed and ratified

agreement which obligated Allied
Eneabba, and Western Titanium to
submit proposals for the protec-
tion and management of the en-
vironment. Without executing
such agreement there are no
statutory requirements for the
company to submit such proposals.
The environmental review has
been undertaken by the companies
so that these proposals can be
formulated.

(5) (a) Allied Eneabba's proposals for
the protection and manage-
ment of the environment are
based upon the W. D. Scott &
Co. environmental review.

(b) No.

7. SCHOOL OF NURSING
Cost and Staff

Dr DADOUR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) What is the estimated operating

cost for the new WA School of
Nursing for the year 1975-76?

(2) What is the total staff?
(3) Would the Minister please list

the staff in each of the various
categories?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) $1 934000.
(2) 70.
(3) Principal

Deputy Principal ..
Assistant Principal ..
Senior Nurse Educators
Nurse Educators ..
Clinical Instructors
Nursing Assistant
Registrar ..
Senior Clerk ..
Clerk/Typists
Librarian .. ..
Library Assistants ..

1
14
1
1
1

.7
1
2

'70

8. PUBLIC HEALTH LABORATORIES
Cost and Staff

Dr DADOUR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) What is the estimated staff in-

crease for the Public Health
Laboratories for the year 1975-
1976?

(2) What categories are involved in
this increase?

(3) What Is the total estimated
cost of running the Public Health
Laboratories for 1975-1976?

Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) The estimated essential staff in-

crease is 30.
(2) Medical technologists, laboratory

assistants, laboratory attendants.
mortuary assistant, courier drivers.

(3) Total estimated running
cost 1975-76 .... .... 5264000

Less Recoups of expendi-
ture ... .. .. 3849000

Net cost to CEF .. 1415 000

9. STANDARD GAUGE RAILWAY
Pilbara-Perth

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Transport:
(1) Has the WAGE calculated a

rough order of costs involved in
establishing a standard gauge
railway to the Pilbara from the
metropolitan area?

(2) If so, what Is the order of cost
involved?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
pled:
(1) Yes.
(2) The cost has been estimated in the

order of $140 million for track and
structures and $20 million for
rolling stock, a total of $160 mil-
lion.

10. JUMBO STEELWORKS
Freeway Extensions

Mr
for
(1)

A. R. TONKCIN, to the Minister
Transport:
Further to the MRPA proposal
that extension of the Mitchell
Freeway northward and exten-
sion of the Swinana Freeway
southward, will Provide the
rapid transport spine of the
north-west and south-west cor-
ridors, has the Main Roads De-
partment calculated a rough
order of costs to extend these
freeways to serve a Possible jumbo
steel plant development In either
the Kwinana-Mandurah or Yan.
chep-Gulderton areas?
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(2) If so, what Is the order of casts
involved?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:
(1) and (2) The Member is referred

to the answer given to question
No. 4 in Votes and Proceedings No.
37 of Tuesday, 30th September,
1975.

11. MINlING IN STATE FORESTS
Impact on Water Sup-plies

Mr A. R. TONKCIN. to the Minister
for Conservation and the Environ-
mnent:
(1) Considering that land reserved

as State forest and timber re-
serves under the Forests Act, bas,
in the past been located outside
of the south-west region, and
there is no reason to suppose
that this will not occur in the
future; that alienation of State
forest from forestry purposes re-
quires Parliament's consent; and
the EPA has stated that it be-
lieves fresh water to be one of
the most precious natural re-
sources available to West Aus-
tralians; what consideration has
been given, and what recommen-
dations have been made concern-
ing the proposal at clause 24
(6) of the Mining Bill at pres-
ent before the House that-
(a) mining within State forest

does not require the concur-
rence of the Minister for
Water Supplies;

(b) mining within State forest
does not require the approval
of Parliament?

(2) Considering that the EPA "be-
lieves that among the most pre-
cious natural resources avail-
able to the people of Western
Australia are fresh water and
access to the beach in its natural
state"; and that clause 25 (2)
of the new Mining Bill refers to
consultation involving the Min-
ister for Conservation and En-
vironment in regard to mining
on beaches; what consideration
and recommendations have been
made to the omission of similar
referral in regard to water sup-
Ply at clause 24 (7) of the Bill?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Recommendations from

departments to the Minister on
matters relating to a Cabinet
decision are and will continue to
be confidential.

12. AQUATIC RESERVES
Plans

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) Further to questions on notice

20 and 21, asked on the 21st
April, is it intended that aquatic
reserves be delineated on public
plans and, for public convenience.
these be the same public plans
normally available to the pub-
lic at the Lands Department?

(2) (a) Can aquatic reserves de-
clared pursuant to section
30 of the Fisheries Act in-
clude land already reserved
under the provisions of sec-
tion 29 of the Land Act,
e.g.-
(i) Lakes Clifton and Pres-

tont (reserve A11710, na-
tional park):

(11) Lake Googrup (reserves
25360, 21351, recrea-
tion);

(iii) Feel Inlet (reserve 28087,
flora and fauna);

Qiv) Murchison River (re-
serve 12996, water fauna
pisciculture) ?

(b) Can land already leased
under provisions of the Land
Act, in particular sections
116 and 118, be included in
aquatic reserves declared
under section 30 of the Fish-
eries Act?

(3) (a) Has opinion been sought as
to whether the concept of
aquatic reserves could effect-
ively be achieved through
amendment of the Land Act,
particularly section 3 (1)
which defines "Crown
Lands";

(b) If so, what was the opinion
obtained?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) Legal opinions have not

been obtained on the questions
asked but the Member may discuss
matters relevant with the Decpart-
ment of Fisheries and Wildlife.

13. MINING
Reserves and Abariginal Sites:

Recommendations
Mr A. U. TONKIN, to the Minister
for Conservation and the Environ-
ment:
(1) What consideration has been

given and what recommendations
have been made concerning the
omission of specific reference in
the Mining Bill at clause 24 of-
(a) aquatic reserves, covered by

sections 30 and 31 of the
Fisheries Act;
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(b) Aboriginal sites and pro-
tected areas referred to in
the Aboriginal Heritage Act?

(2) Considering that the Governor
has proclaimed some conserva-
tion reserves outside of the
south-west region to be Class "A".
and thus important enough to
require Parliament's approval to
alienate them for pastoral or
Borne other activity; that exist-
ing mining legislation requires
that the Governor approve of
mining in such reserves outside
of the south-west; and the bio-
logical uniqueness and import-
ance attached to areas outside
the south-west by the CTRC
(e.g., Shark Bay and associated
islands, the Ningaloc reef tract,
Millstream, Barrow Island);
what consideration and what re-
commendations have been made
concerning the proposal at clause
24 (5) that merely the Minister
for Mines could be able to ap-
prove of mining in such areas?

(3) What were the recommendations
made in regard to mining by the
expert committee which made a
special examination of the con-
servation needs of Hamelin Pool
at Shark Bay?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) Recommendations from de-

partments to the Minister on mat-
ters relating to a Cabinet decision
are and will continue to be confi-
dential.

14. LOCAL GOVERNIMT
Rates: Inquiryj

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:

In view of the answers given to
my question 10 on 3rd October,
1974, when he advised a commit-
tee had been set up to inquire
into the rates and rating prob-
lems which are affecting urban
farmers and others-
(a) has the committee he men-

tioned in his reply yret sat
as a body to discuss the rat-
ing problems;

(b) if so, what were their find-
ings and why have witnesses
not been called to give evi-
dence of their particular
case history;

(c) if the committee has not met
then why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(a) Yea.

(b) Report will be released
shortly. Evidence was invited
in the Press and witnesses did
tender evidence to the com-
mittee.

(c) Answered by (a).

15. This question was postponed.

16. KANGAROOS
Management Programme: Quotas
Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) What quota of animals is to be

set for the 1976-77 year under
the euro and red kangaroo man-
agement programme?

(2) How does this figure compare
with quotas set In other Austra-
lian mainland States?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) The 1976-77 quota has not yet

been set.
(2) It will probably be higher than

that of South Australia and Tas-
mania but less than Queensland
and New South Wales. Victoria
does not have a comparable man-
agement programme.

17. KANGAROOS
Chillers and Processors

Mr LAURANCE. to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) How many chillers are currently

licensed for the handling of kan-
garoo carcases?

(2) How many chillers' licenses
have been issued in each year
since 1971?

(3) How many kangaroo processors
are currently licensed?

()How many processors' licenses
have been issued in each year
since 1971?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (4) Chillers are not licensed

but registered. The Information
sought can be obtained if the
member cares to contact the
Chief Warden of Fauna at the
Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife.

18. RED KANGAROO ADVISORY
COMMITTrEE

Mr 1?. 1. T. Prince: Qualifications
and Experience

Mr LATURANCE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1) What qualifications are held by

Mr R. 1. T. Prince, convenor of
the red kangaroo advisory com-
mittee's biological working
group?
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(2) What has been his work experi-
ence since joining the Depart-
ment of Fisheries and Wildlife?

(3) Has he had any previous work
experience in a related field prior
to joining the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Mr R. 1. T. Prince has the de-

gree B.Sc. (Agric.) with honours
and is writing a thesis for a Doc-
torate of Philosophy in the ecology
and physiology of the Macropod
Marsupials.

(2) He has been employed princi-
pally as a research scientist In
the department's kangaroo man-
agement programme but has also
been involved In marsupial studies
on islands (Barrow, Dampier
Archipelago and Bernier and
Dorre).

(3) Yes. He worked with the Agri-
culture Protection Board's re-
search team on kangaroos.
Mr Prince is a highly competent
scientist and the Member may
obtain further details of his work
from the Director of Fisheries
and Wildlife or the Chief Warden
of Fauna.

10. KANGAROOS
Shooters

Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

of the 51 professional kangaroo
shooters currently licensed how
many rely on income from other
sources to supplement their
earnings from kangaroo shoot-
ing, L~e., how many are not solely
dependent on kangaroo shooting
to earn their living?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
The Department of Fisheries and
Wildlife does not seek or record
details of the incomes of profes-
sional kangaroo shooters.

20. RED KANGAROO ADVISORY
COMMTTEE

Minutes of Meeting

Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:
(1.) When is it anticipated that

copies of minutes of the latest
meeting of the red kangaroo ad-
visory committee, held on 26th
August, 1975, will be distributed
to members of that committee?

(2) How many shooters' licenses were
revoked at this committee meet-
Ing?

Mr P, V. JONES replied:
(2) The minutes of the meeting of

the Red Kangaroo Advisory Com-
mittee held on the 26th August,
1975, were posted to Members
on the 7th October.

(2) None. The committee is an ad-
visory body and the Member may
obtain further information on
relevant matters from the De-
partment of Fisheries and Wild-
life.

21. MINING
DaY Dawn IlL, Newrmont Pty. Ltd., and

Narla: Reports
Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Justice:
(1) Would the Minister please table

copies of the statutory reports
filed by the company Day Dawn
NL for the 10 years concluding
with 1970-71?

(2) Would he please table copies of
similar reports filed by Newniont
Proprietary Limited for each of
the years 1971 to and including
1974?

(3) Would he also please table copies
of such statutory reports filed by
a mining company known as Narla
for the period referred to in (2)
above?

Mr O'NEIL. replied:
Section 135 of the Companies Act
obliges a public company to lodge
only one statutory report. It is
therefore assumed that the Mem-
ber wants particulars of annual
returns filed by the companies
concerned.
(1) The Commissioner for Cor-

porate Affairs advises that
there is no current registered
company named Day Dawn
IL.
A company named Day Dawn
Minerals NT. was incorpor-
ated in this State on the 10th
November, 1969.
Certified copies of the annual
returns of that company for
the years 1970 and 1971 filed
under Section 158 of the Com-
panies Act 1961-1975 are
tabled-the company did not
have an obligation to lodge an
annual return during the year
1969.

(2) Newinont Proprietary Limited,
a company Incorporated in
the State of Delaware, U.S.A..
was registered as a foreign
company in Western Australia
in 1965. Certified copies of the
balance sheets of that com-
pany for each of the years
31/12/70), 31/12/71, 31/12/72.
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31/12/73 and 31/12/74 filed
pursuant to Section 348 of
the Companies Act. 1961-1975
are tabled.

(3) No record can be found in the
Corporate Affairs Office of a
mining company known as
"Narla".

The documents were tabled (see paper
No. 448).

22. SCHOOL OF MINES
Closure

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the news

item in the DailV News dated 25th
September, 1975, under the head-
Ing of "Closure threat to mine
school"?

(2) Would he make a clarifying state-
ment please?;

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Every effort has been made by

the W.A, Institute of Technology
to maintain and develop the W.A.
School of Mines, including a, sub-
mission to the Commission on
Advanced Education for a special
allocation of some $3.5 million
from the Commonwealth Govern-
ment for the enhancement of the
school in the triennium of 1976-
78. Such an allocation was sup-
ported in part by that commission
but the Commonwealth Govern-
ment has deterred the triennlumn
to 1977-79. There are to be no
developments throughout Aus-
tralia in universities or colleges of
advanced education In 1976.
For the triennium 1977-79 all pro-
posals for developments are to be
reviewed by the Commission on
Advanced Education (or the Com-
monwealth Government's proposed
new Tertiary Education Comnis-
sion). It is expected that the
National Commission will take
into account the advice of the
Advisory Committee on Post-
Secondary Education which has
been appointed by the Western
Australian Government.
The future of the W.A. School of
Mines must depend a great deal
on the decisions of the Common-
wealth Government with regard
to the finance to be made avail-
able in the 1977-79 triennium.
These decisions are due to be made
in conjunction with the 1977-78
Commonwealth Budget to be pre-
sented next August.
Student numbers In mining
courses at the School of Mines un-
fortunately have not risen in the
last two or three years despite

publicity efforts by the Chamber
of Mines and the institute and
the Improvement in facilities
through the provision of Agricola
College and of new and substan-
tially renovated and inproved
buildings within the school itself
Future trends will no doubt de-
pend on the number of job oppor-
tunities which the industry is able
to Provide and the impressions
which prospective students form
of these.

23. MAIN ROADlS DEPARTMENT
Bush/Ire Control Costs

Mr T. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Has the Commissioner for Main

Roads received a letter from the
goldfields ward of the Country
Shire Councils' Association pro-
testing at his department's claim
to recover costs from local auth-
orities for fire control in 1974-75?

(2) When was such a claim commnum-
cated to goldfields based local
authorities for the first time?

(3) In the light of and for the reasons
given in the said letter of protest
will the charges be withdrawn?

Mr 0'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:
(l) Yes, on the 29th September, 1975.
(2) The Dundas Shire on 18th August

and Boulder Shire on the 16th
September, 1975.

(3) It is a long standing arrangement
for shires to meet the cost of Main
Roads Department facilities called
on by shires for fire fighting pu-
poses. The expenditure so incur-
red by the shires will be eligible
for a 2/3 subsidy by the State
T'reasury under the arrangements
made during the buslifire emer-
gency.

24. WATER SUPPLIES
State Forests: Effect of Overcutting
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:

Further to question on notice 50
asked on 20th March, 1975. what is
the nature of the monitoring pro-
gramme in Progress in regard to
salinity/siltation which might re-
sult from the overcutting of our
hardwood forests?

Mr O'NEIIJ replied:
A comprehensive network or
gauging stations has been estab-
lished throughout the hardwood
forest area as part of the overall
programme to measure the quan-
tity and quality of water resources
in Western Australia.
Within the areas affected by the
bauxite mining and woodchip
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Industries. an additional pro-
gramme of more detailed
measurements is being under-
taken.
As was described by the Minister
for Conservation and the Environ-
ment in reply to question 19 In the
Legislative Assembly on the 22nd
April, 1975, this work is being car-
ried out under their terms of
reference by the supervisory
panels of the two steering com-
mittees.

25. CONSERVATION THROUGH
RESERVES COMMITTEE REPORT
Sir James Mitchell National Park

Mr A. , TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) As the Conservation Through Re-

serves Committee's 1974 report
makes no reference to the Sir
James Mitchell National Park,
which appears to straddle the
South Western Highway for about
30 miles through the Manjirnup
woodchip license area, Is this
omission an oversight?

(2) If not, what Is the reason for the
omission?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:-
(I) and (2) I refer the member to the

answer given to question 18 of the
7th October, 1975.

26. CONSERVATION THROUGH
RESERVES COMMITTEE REPORT

Scott River National Park

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:

As figure 2-1 of the Conservation
Through Reserves Committee's
1974 report indicates the existence
of reserve 25856-yet at page 2-7
of the report, it is only recom-
mended that the vacant Crown
land to the South be added to the
Scott River National Park, was
this merely an oversight by the
committee, or did the committee
have a specific reason for the
omission?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
I refer the member to the answer
given to question 18 of the 7th
October, 1975.

27. CONSERVATION THROUGH
RESERVES COMMIT1TEE REPORT

Blackwood River and WepchiTnitlp River
Areas

Mr A. H.. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:
(1) As the Blackwood River estuary

obviously falls within system 2 of
the Conservation Through Re-
serves Committee's 1974 report-
yet there is no specific reference to

this area, or general reference at
page 2-38 In regard to the Augusta
wetland complex; was this merely
an oversight by the committee or
did the committee have a definite
reason for its omission?

(2) In the report, only a glancing
mention is made of the Mt. Many-
peaks-Weychinicup River area,
and none of adjacent Bald Island.
The three principal reserves con-
cerned, 25865, 25869 anid 29883 are
not apparently referred to In the
report-even in regard to the re-
commendation at pages 2-43 to
2-44 concerning miscellaneous
south coast reserves. In view of the
Weychinicup River area being re-
garded by zoologists as one of the
most important mammal habitat
areas in the south-west, and the
general area was where the rare
Dibbler was rediscovered, is omis-
sion of any specific recommenda-
tion by the committee merely an
oversight or is there another rea-
son?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) I refer the member to the

answer given to question 18 of the
7th October, 1975.

28. BUSSELL HIGHWAY
Truncation: Use

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Lands:
(1) What proposals for the use of the

truncated section of Bussell High-
way, south of Margaret River and
adjoining reserve 23207 to the
east, have come to the attention of
the Lands Department?

(2) What consideration has been given
to its future use?

Mr
(1)

RIDGE replied:
and (2) The only proposals re-
corded in the Lands Department
were made In 1910 by the surveyor,
viz. "I have left the strip between
the original road survey and the
deviation as a reserve and road
combined-This will serve as a
camping ground and leave the
telegraph line easily accessible'.

29. INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT
Steel Production: Use of Slagl

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Min ister for
Industrial Development:

Further to question ofl notice 31
asked on 11th September, 1975.
what quantity of blast furnace
slag produced from the MIS Kwin-
ana blast furnace has been used
as concrete aggregate, for road

06.10L tnAjun>aI a .8
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construction, rail ballast and
other construction purposes--
(a) in each of the Years from 1966

to 1974; and
(b) in total?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Figures are not readily available
from Government sources.

30. AUSTRALIAN IRON AND STEEL
Kwinana: Dumping of Slag

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:
(1) Further to question on notice 25

asked on 27th November, 1974, has
site disposal capacity on AIS land
at Swinana been estimated?

(2) If so, what volume of blast fur-
nace slag could satisfactorily be
permanently dumped?

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

31. AIR POLLUTION STUDIES
Pin jarra, and Warsiet, Alumina Refinery

Mr A. R. TONKIN, to the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment:.
(1) Further to question on notice '79

asked on 27th March, 1975. has
the Pinjarra air Pollution itudy
yet been completed?

(2) (a) Is it intended that a similar
evaluation be made of the
Worsley alumina refinery site;

(b) if not, why not?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) No.
(2) Specific experimentation will be

undertaken at Worsley if consid-
ered necessary.

32. SECONDARY TEACHERS'
COLLEGE

Diploma Course in Recreation
Mr T. D). EVANS, to the Minister re-
presenting the Minister f or Education:
(1) Was it originally intended to in-

troduce at the Secondary Teachers
College in 1976 a three-year dip-
loma course in recreation?

(2) Will such a course commence in
1976?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) Yes, by providing a third year of

study additional to the present
two year associate diploma in
recreation course.

(2) No.
(3) The Commission on Advanced

Education has not approved the
third Year of study for introduc-
tion in 1976.

33. SOUTH WESTERN HIGHWAY
Greenbushes: Diversion

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Trans-
port:
(1) When is it anticipated that work

will commence on the diverting of
the South Western Highway near
Greenbushes?

(2) What is the anticipated cost of the
diversion?

(3) Who will be responsible for the
cost of the diversion?

(4) On completion of the diversion
wha~t is the anticipated life of the
mining operations at Green-
bushes?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:
(1) The date has not yet been estab-

lished firmly but subject to com-
pletion of resumption procedures
work is anticipated to commence
during November.

(2) $580 000.
(3) Greenbushes Tin N.L.
(4) It is understood that the com-

pany's programme prov~des for six
years of mining, with the expecta-
tion of an increased period as fur-
ther ores are proved.

34.
Hardy

MINING
Inlet and Blackwood River Area

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Has the Environmental Protec-

tion Authority's Hardy Inlet
study been completed?

(2) If not, when is it anticipated the
final report will be received?

(3) Have all applications for min-
ing in the Blackwood River
estuary area near Augusta been
deferred awaiting the outcome
of the study?

(4) Who will make the final deci-
Sion as to whether mining will
be permitted in this area?

Mr MENBAROS replied:
(1) No.
(2) The report from Estuarine and

Marine Advisory Committee to
the Environmental Protection
Authority is expected in Decem-
ber, 1975.

(3) Yes.
(4) Minister for Mines or Governor-

in-Executive-Council dependent
on the type of tenement and
status of ground affected.
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VEALERS
Delivery to Branding Depots

Mr BARNETT', to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Health:

Further to the survey conducted
on the presentation of farm killed
vealers to Government branding
depots, and the Minister's
statement that the results were
being evaluated, can the Minis-
ter advise when the results will
be made public, when he expects
them to be made public and
when he expects to make an an-
nouncement on whether the
scheme will be reintroduced?

Mr RIDGE replied:
The report on the survey is con-
fidential. to the Minister and the
results are not Intended for pub-
lication.
Because of the potential health
hazard associated with the present
method of slaughtering of farm
killed vealers, the practice can-
not be allowed to continue.
The purpose of the survey was
to allow the Minister's depart-
ment to examine and suggest ac-
ceptable methods for preparation
of vealers far human consump-
tion, and this Is currently being
done.

RENTAL HOMES
Appjioations: Right of

Transfer
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) Should an applicant for a State

rental house leave the family, is
the original application transfer-
red without loss of order, to the
name of the person who has legal
custody of the children, with re-
newed rights of an area of pref-
erence?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) Will he implement this scheme?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) I note the matters refer-

red to but owing to their Import
and implications invite the Mem-
ber to meet officers of my de-
partment to discuss the matters
raised in the question,

RENTAL HOMES
Applications: Deferment

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Housing:.
(1) Is It the policy of the SHC to

take off the list or defer a per-
son's name who applied for a
rental house if that person re-
jects an offer of a flat or town
house?

(2) If so, why?
(3) Is he prepared to introduce a

system whereby any family allo-
cated a flat or town house (wiien
they applied for a rental house)
shall be entitled after one year
of occupancy to the option of an
SHC rental house reasonably
within the area of the tenant's
choice?

Mr
(1)

38.

39.

P. V. JONES replied:
to (3) I note the matters refer-
red to but owing to their import
and implications invite the Mem-
ber to meet officers of my de-
partment to discuss the matters
raised in the question.

RENTAL HOMES
Applications: Loss of

Preference
Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) If an applicant for a State rental

house is allocated a fiat or town
house by virtue of his "needs",
does the application remain on
the housing list without loss of
preference?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) Will he Implement this scheme?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) I note the matters refer-

red to but owing to their import
and implications invite the Mem-
ber to meet officers of my de-
partment to discuss the matters
raised in the question.

PENSIONERS
Concessions: Income Eligibility

Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for
Traffic:
(1) In view of his answer to my ques-

tion 27 of Thursday. 2nd October,
has any survey been conducted
to show how much the depart-
ment would lose if a relaxation
In the field of concession li-
censes, such as that sugg-,sted
was implemented?

(2) Would he please provide me with
the information revealed in the
survey, if it was in fact con-
ducted?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:
(1) and (2) No, but Commonwealth

statistics show there were 10 919
civilian Invalid pensioners in
Western Australia at 30th June,
1975 of which it is estimated
5 500 could be eligible for a 100%
concession vehicle license under
the suggested formula. Based
on the license fee for a medium
sized car this would result in a
loss of approximately $200 000
per anum.

3258



[Wednesday, 8 October. 1975] zo

40. MtJLLEWA RECREATION
CENTRE

cost

Mr CARR, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Recreation:

(1) What was the cost of the Mullewa
recreation centre?

(2) How much of this was provided
by-
(a) the Australian Government;
(b) the Western Australian Gov-

ernment;
(c) the local authority?

Mr

(1)

ORAYDEN replied:

Pavilion-Contract, price
consultant fees, earth-
works, etc. .. ... ..
Tennis/basketball/net-
ball courts-construction,
fencing and lighting ..

Not included in above is
uncosted work done by
the Shire of Mullewa
estimated at approxi-
mately $11 500.

(2) (a) Federal Government
(b) Western Australian

Government -

(c) Local authority ..

2696820

78 857

348 477

112 444

9 500
221 533

(d) Lotteries commission 5 000

348 477

41. INDUSTRIAL SAFETY
Boards

Mr SKIDMORE, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:
(1) Would he provide the following

information insofar as it applies
to the Machinery Safety Act,
Construction Safety Act and
Shops and Factories Act.-
(a) any boards set up under the

aforementioned Acts that
deal with the question of in-
dustrial safety or in any way
with the welfare of workers:

(b) the names, addresses and oc-
cupations of members ap,-
pointed to those boards;

(e) the number of times that
each board has met during
the past two years?

(2) Dloes the Government intend to
alter or in any way update
either the personnel of such
boards or any of their functions
insofar as industrial safety Is
concerned?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) (a) Construction Safety Act, 1972:

Construction Safety Advi-
sory Board.

Factories and Shops Act.
1963-1973: Factory Welfare
Board.

Machinery Safety Act, 1974:
Machinery Safety Advisory
Board.

(b) Members of the Construction
Safety Advisory Board, ap-
Pointed 18th June, 1974:
Chairman: Humphrey Allen

Jones, Under Secretary for
Labour and 1ndustry.

Joint nomination of the WA
Employers Federation, WA
Chamber of Manufactures
and Master Builders Associ-
ation of the WA Branch of
the Federation of Construc-
tion Contractors:
John Alfred Davis, of 25

Farrant Street, Goose-
berry Hill; Assistant
Manager Forwood Down
WA Pty. Ltd.; for a
term of 5 years.

Nomination of the Trades and
Labor Council:
Harry Wheeler, of 73 Bel-

gravia Street, Belmont,
c/o AMWU Room 57,
Trades Hall, Perth; for a
term of 5 years.

Deputies:
Robert Murray Torrance, of

13 Crawford Avenue, Mt.
Pleasant; Managing Dir-
ector of Torrance Con-
structions.

Joseph Peter Flanagan, of
25 Barker Avenue, Nolla-
rnara; SWIll, 102 Beau-
fort Street, Perth.

Members of the Factory Wel-
fare Hoard:
Chairman: Humphrey Allen

Jones, Under Secretary
for Labour and Industry;
Appointed 18th June,
1974.

Joint nomination of the WA
Employers Federation and
the WA Chamber of Manu-
factures:
Francis Joseph Malone, Dir-

ector of Manufacturings
Confederation of WA In-
dustry; 188 Adelaide Ter-
race. Perth; Appointed
18th June, 1974, for a
term of 5 years.
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Nomination of Trades and
Labor Council:-
Norman James Millar, of 1

Alvan Street, Mt. Lawley;
Secretary, Food Pre-
servers Union of WA; Ap-
Pointed 9th April, 1975.
f or a term to lath June,
1979.

Deputies:
William John Brown; Dir-

ector of Labour Relations
Division, Confederation of
WA Industry, 188 Ade-
laide Terrace, Perth; Ap-
pointed 18th June, 1974.

John Christopher Beedham,
of 158 Adelaide Terrace,
Perth; Secretary of As-
sociation of Architects,
Engineers, Surveyors and
Draftsmen; Appointed
16th July, 1975.

Members of Machinery Safety
Ho0ard-to be appointed
when the Act is pro-
claimed.
Chairman: Under Secretary,

Department of Labour
and Industry.

One member to be the joint
nomination of the WA
Employers Federation
and the WA Chamber of
Manufactures.

One member to be nomin-
ated by the Trades and
Labor Council.

Members will be appointed
for a term of 5 years-
deputies will also be ap-
pointed.

(c) Construction Safety Advisory
Board-inaugural meeting
held 1st July, 1974. Up to 9th
October, 1975, ten meetings
will have been held. Also two
site Inspections have been
held-
(1) Allendale Square and AMP

Society projects on 9th
August, 1974;

0iI) Breathing Apparatus
Section of WA Fire Bri-
gades Board on 16th Sep-
tember, 1975.

Factory Welfare Board-from
20th December, 1973. to 12th
May, 1975, four meetings.

(2) The three safety Acts are specific
in the terms of appointments and
from whom nomination of mem-
bers is made and could not be
altered without amendments to
these Acts.

The functions of the boards are
Prescribed in the particular Acts
and are sufficiently hroad to meet
the situation.

42. SAWYERS VALLEY SCHOOL
Closure

Mr MOILER, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Education:
(1) Is there any proposal or inten-

tion on the Government's part
to close the Sawyers Valley Prim-
ary School next year?

(2) If not, will the Minister ensure
that steps are taken immediately
to advise the parents of children
at present attending the school so
that fear of the school's closure
may be allayed?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) There are no proposals to close

the school in the immediate fut-
ure.

(2) Yes.

43. MANJIhfUP-DOWNELLY RIVER
MILL ROAD

Sealing
Mr H. D. EVANS. to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the remaining two-mile uin-

scaled section of road between
Manj imup and Donnelly River
Mill ready for sealing?

(2) Will sealing be undertaken in the
1975-76 financial year, and if so.
when is it expected to be car-
ried out?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:
(1) Yes, subject to minor gravelling.
(2) The Main Roads Department has

not allocated any funds this fin-
ancial year for this work. I do not
know whether the Nannup Shire
Council, which is responsible for
the road, has any plans to seal the
two mile section.

44. BUSES
Cancellation Fee

Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is he aware that the MTT is now

charging a cancellation fee for
buses hired and subsequently
cancelled by schools?

(2) As very often the cause of can-
celling buses by school authori-
ties is the advent of Inclement
weather, would he request the
MTT to forgo this fee when the
reason for cancellation is caused
by weather conditions on the
day?
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Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
pied:
(1) Yes.
(2)No. Full wages have to be paid to

drivers and many cancellations
involve overtime penalties.

45. VICTORIA PARK TRAFFIC
OFFICE

Relocation

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Traffic:

What progress has been made in
relocating the Victoria Park
traffic office?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:

It is anticipated that the Victoria
Park traffic office will be relocated
towards the end of the year.

46. HOSPITALS
Metropyolitan Area: Review

Mr DAVIES, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Health:
(1) Who were the persons who car-

ried out the detailed review of
metropolitan hospital require-
ments over the next 15 years?

(2) Who were the expert consultants
used?

(3) What were the terms of their
brief ?

(4) What was the cost of the study?
(5) Will he table the findings?
Mr RIDGE replied:
(1) Senior medical and nonmedical

departmental officers (including
Health Statistics Branch) and
the Principal Architect.

(2) Iiewelyn-Davies Kinbill Pty.
Ltd.

(3) Stage A:
1. Review provision of major

costly supporting facilities
proposed at Princess Mar-
garet Hospital, King Edward
Memorial Hospital, Perth
Medical Centre, Royal Perth
Hospital, and Fremantle
Hospital, in the context of
the amended development
programme for each hospital
proposed by the Minister.
Such facilities will Include-
number of operating theatres
number of obstetric delivery

rooms
number of outpatient con-

sulting and examination
rooms

number of X-ray rooms
number of intensive therapy

and coronary care beds.
The review will be based on
case load estimates supplied
to Llewelyn-Davies Sinhill
Pty. Ltd. by the hospitals.
Estimates of required provi-
sion of these facilities will
be approximate and desirned
to expose gross discrepancies
between planned provision
and requirements In the
light of the amended pro-
gramme.

2. Review proposed overall pro-
vision of beds in the north
and east sectors, as shown by
the Medical Department's
most recent schedule supplied
to Uewelyn-Davies Kinhill
Pty. Ltd. on the 12th August,
1975, in the light of the ana-
lysis of overall requirements
f or beds described in the
"Lakes Hospital-Assessment
of Requirements" study and
following review of further
analyses Prepared by the
Medical Department.

Stage B:
1.Review development brief

documentation and Plans for
Princess Margaret Hospital,
King Edward Memorial Hos-
pital, Perth Medical Centre,
Royal Perth Hospital and
Fremantle Hospital in the
context of the amended
development progranmne for
each hospital proposed by the
Minister,

2. Review estimated service
caseloads and functional
units for all major service
departments of the five hos-
pitals in the context of the
amended development for
each hospital proposed by the
Minister.

3. Prepare revised departmental
space schedules for each of
the five hospitals, consistent
with the amended develop-
ment programme for each
hospital proposed by the Min-
ister.

4. Draw attention to apparent
avoidable duplication of
highly specialised, and costly,
services between the five hos-
pitals.

(4) The total cost will be $85 000.
(5) A decision will be made when the

final report is available and it
Is not expected before November,
1975.
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47. CIOLDFIELDS WATER SUPPLY
Reticulation oj Sports Grounds

Mr COWAN, to the Minister for
Water Supplies:
(1) How many towns situated along

the route of the Goldfieids Water
Supply reticulate recreational
grounds with water from the
pipeline?

(2) Will he name them?
(3) What are the criteria used when

assessing a town's eligibility to
use water from this source
for reticulating grassed sports
grounds?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) Six towns situated along the

route of the goldfields water
supply reticulate recreational
grounds from the pipeline. Ap-
proval for these was given prior to
the implementation of the present
policy in 1956.

(2) Northam, Cunderdin, Tammin,
Kellerberrin, Kalgoorlie, and
Boulder.

(3) The present policy is that scheme
water Is not permitted to be used
for the watering of grassed ovals
and recreation grounds. However
special consideration is given
under certain conditions, where it
has been established to the satis-
faction of the Public Works De-
partment that all available alter-
native sources of supply, i.e. sew-
erage effluent, underground water
or surface catchment supplies,
have been fully utilised.

48. EXPLOSIVES
Storage

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Mines:

What proportion of explosives
presently passing through the
Woodman Point area, might be
considered sufficiently benign as
to allow their storage in alter-
native facilities?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
The proportion considered suffi-
ciently benign as to be stored in
alternate facilities (i.e. other than
magazine facilities) is 25.2%,
viz:

Explosives Tonnes
Safety fuse ... .... 11.4

(class 6 division 1)
Fireworks 0.. ... .. .2

(class 7 division 2)
Ammonium nitrate ... 1069.6

1 081.2

49. TOWN PLANNING
Bedlordate AUTO! Zone: Applications

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Plan-
ning:

With respect to the Bedfordaie
special rural sane-
(a) on what dates have any or

all of the three lots compris-
ing the present zone been
submitted to his department
requesting rezoning;

(b) what was the outcome of
such applications in each
and every case and, if re-
jected, upon what general
grounds:

(c) who were the owners of
such lots at the time of lodg-
ing each such application;

(d) on which of the occasions
above had the Armadale-
Kelmscott Shire indicated
its--
(I) approval;
(ii) opposition;

Ce) is it known whether any of
the lots in question changed
hands during the past five
years and if "Yes" on what
dates?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(a) Amendment No. 25 to the

Shire of Armadale-Kelinscott
(District) Town Planning
Scheme No. 1 was submitted
for preliminary approval on
the 4th December, 1974, and
included three lots-lots 471,
510 and 514.

(b) Preliminary approval was
granted.

(c) This information was not in-
cluded in the amendment
submission.

(d) Rezoning proposals can only
be Initiated by the local
authority and it must be as-
sumed that It approved the
proposal In question.

Ce) No.

50. RAILWAYS
Brunswick Junction Signal Box

Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is the 100-frame mechanical sig-

nal box at Brunswick Junction to
be phased out and ieplaced by a
remote controlled Power signalled
system?

(2) If so, during which financial year?
(3) in such event, is it proposed that

the present signal box be either-
(a) stripped of the present equip-

ment;
(b) demolished?
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(4) Has any thought been given to re-
taining the signal box and associ-
ated equipment as an annexe of a
railways museum?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
Plied:
(1) The phasing out of the signal box

at Brunswick Junction is depend-
ant on the extension of Australind
Train Control from Coolup to
Picton Junction which is In
course of planning but not yet
fInalised.

(2) Planning has not proceeded to a
stage where this work has been
programmed.

(3) (a) and (b) No decision has been
made in regard to the future of
the equipment and the building.

(4) Not as far as the Railways De-
partment is concerned.

51. SWINANA FREEWAY
Footbridge and Interchange

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Tranis-
port:

In view of the close proximity of
the new footbridge to the Judd
Street Interchange and having re-
gard to the cost of the new foot-
bridge being estimated at $200 000,
why was it not possible to Provide
a suitable pedestrian footpath In
conjunction with the proposed
Judd Street interchange?

Mr O'Neil (for Mr O'CONNOR) re-
plied:

It was estimated to cost more
to provide a suitable footpath in
conjunction with the Judd Street
interchange than to construct a
new footbridge.

52. MADDINOTON SCHOOL
Dust Nuisance

Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Education:
(1) With reference to his answer to

my question 2 on Tuesday, 7th
October, that in point of fact
nothing will be done to relieve the
dust problem being experienced by
residents whose homes adjoin the
school grounds of the Maddington
Primary School, will he agree to
pay compensation to those people
whose homes and gardens, etc.,
have been affected by the dust
nuisance which has and still is
aggravating them?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) Any claim would be con-

sidered on its merits.

QUESTIONS (3): WITHOUT NOTICE
1.

2.

MINING BILL
Country Party Submissions

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Agricul-
ture:
(1) Has he read the article in today's

issue of The West Australian sub-
mitted by Mr S. A. J. Fletcher,
General President, National
Country Party of Australia (WA)
wherein it is stated that he has
appointed a top level committee
to confer with his parliamentary
members to determine whether the
Mining Bill can be amended to
make it acceptable to the mining
industry generally?

(2) Have the NCP members of Par-
liament met with the top level
committee appointed by Mr
Fletcher?

(3) If so, when is it expected that
submissions will be forwarded to
the Mines Department?

(4) If not, when is it anticipated that
the proposed meeting will take
place?

(5) Has he received an assurance
from the Minister for Mines that
consideration of the Bill will be
deferred pending the receipt of
submissions from the NCP?

(6) Has the NCP previously forwarded
submissions te the Mines Depart-
ment regarding- the present pro-
posed Mining Bill?

('7)

Mr
(1)

If so, what was the date of the
submission?
OLD replied:
to (7) I request that the question
be put on the notice paper.

MINING BILL
Country Party Submissions

Mr MAY, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Has he read the article in today's

issue of The West Australian sub-
mitted by Mr S. A. J. Fletcher,
General President, National
Country Party of Australia (WA)
wherein it is stated that he has
appointed a top level committee
to confer with his parliamentary
members to determine whether the
Mining Bill can be amended to
make it acceptable to the mining
industry generally?

(2) Following his request to the public
generally to forward submissions
early to the Mines Department re-
garding the proposed Bill, were
any submissions received from
the NOP (WA)?

(3) Was the Proposed Mining Bil
approved by a joint meeting of
Liberal-Country Party parliament-
ary members?
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(4) Is it correct as stated by Mr
Fletcher that the Minister for
Mines has deferred consideration
of the Bill to enable further
representation to be made to him?

(5) In view of the considerable period
of time afforded the public gener-
ally, to. forward submissions to
the Mines Department, Is it his
intention to grant a special dis-
pensation to the NOP having
regard for their gross ineptitude
in failing to consider the pro-
posed legislation previously?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I received some notice of the
question for which I thank the
honourable member. The reply is
as follows-
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) This question relates to a

parliamentary party meeting's
decision. Such decisions are
on both sides of the House
traditionally confidential.

(4) I refer the honourable mem-
ber to my Previous answers
given on this subject.

(5) This question expresses a
hypothetical opinion of a
political party and consistent
with Past Practice in this
Parliament I consider it as if
Mr Speaker would have dis-
allowed it.

MINING
Ludlow Tuart Forest

Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Is it a fact that the tuart forest

reserve at Ludlow has been pegged
for mining purposes?

(2) If the answer to (1) is "Yes" -
(a) what type of mining tene-

ment has been approved, if
any;

(b) if mining tenements have
been approved were they so
approved after consultation
between the Departments of
Mines, Forests, and Environ-
mental Protection;

We when was the area concerned
actually pegged;

(d) what are the names of the
companies concerned In the
pegging of the area;

(e) what is the extent of each
respective mining tenement
which involves the tuart for-
est reserve?

(3) Is it the Government's policy to
allow mining Interests to enter
and take areas of gazetted State
forest, national parks, and flora
and fauna reserves?

(4) Has the Government approved
any mining tenements in areas
of gazetted State forest, national
parks, or flora and fauna reserves
since March, 1974? If so, will the
Minister provide details?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I thank the honourable member
for having given some notice of
the question. The answver is az
follows-
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Two mineral claims.

(b) The two mineral claims
were approved after con-
sultation with the Forests
Department.

I point out that the Department
of Environmental Protection was
not in existence at the .tlme. To
continue-

(c) The approved claims were
pegged on the 30th
August, 1963. and the
5th March, 1984, respec-
tively.

(d) Both the approved claims
are In the name of
Ilmenite Pty. Ltd.

(e) The area of each of the
approved claims is 121.4
hectares.

(3) At present there is a minister-
ial reserve over State forests
which prevents further peg-
ging on the State forests. As
to national parks and flora
and fauna reserves, the
Minister for Mines and his
department are implement-
ing the Provisions of the Min-
Ing Act.

(4) The answer to this question
would necessitate an inord-
inate amount of research:
hence I directed the depart-
ment to refrain from ruch ex-
orbitant expenditure and men-
opolising of manpower which
could result in neglecting
proper service to the public.

HOUSING
Increase in Rents: Grievance

MR MoWIER (Avon) (5.01 p.m.]: I will
utilise the time afforded to me In this
grievance debate to protest very strongly
to the Minister for Housing about the
savage increase In rent imposed by the
Government on the tenants in Housing
Commission homes.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Mr MeIVER: I wish specifically to refer

to the situation in the electorate of Avon.
Many of the houses In Northam, York, and
Beverley were constructed in the 1950s
and over the period of time since then the
capital outlay has been repaid to the Gov-
ernment or it will be repaid very shortly.
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The tenants are now being asked to
pay a greatly increased rental, but the
homes are lacking -in many facilities. I
concede the necessity to increase rents
because of the inflationary trend, and all
members of the House will agree with
that statement. However, we must rem-
ember that the concept behind the estab-
lishment of the State Housing Commission
was to Provide housing for people on low
incomes. The 334 per cent increase Im-
Posed by the Government digresses sharply
from that concept.

Let us consider the case of a man who
has a take-home pay of $10? a week, and
I suggest many workers are In this cate-
gory. Before the latest increase, this man
paid $18 per week rent. He will now have
to pay $24 per week which will leave him
with a net weekly amount of $83. Many
of these workers have two or three child-
ren, no doubt at least one hire-purchase
commitment, and the $83 has to go a long
way. I oppose very strongly the across-the-
board payment.

I believe It is not too late to review the
situation and to consider each case in-
dividually.

Mr P. V. Jones: What do you mean by
"across-the-board payment"?

Mr MeIVER:, In some cases the income
of Housing Commission tenants has In-
creased over the years, perhaps 'with pro-
motions, and such people can afford to
pay the Increase. However, the example I
have given-a worker with a net pay of
$83 after paying his rent--shows how un-
fair and unjust the Increase is in some
cases.

it is quite apparent from its attitude
that the Government has no regard what-
ever for the workers of Western Australia.
I remind members that one of the main
issues leading to the defeat of the Liberal
Party in 1971 was its failure to tackle the
problem of housing. The same thing will
happen in 1977 If the Government again
refuses to look at this problem realistic-
ally.

Many of these homes in my electorate
have only old chip heaters to provide hot
water, and no extra facilities at all. Many
of them have not had a coat of paint since
they were constructed in the 1950s. So
where is the justification for this savage
Increase in rent? There is none what-
ever.

I admit that the situation in the metro-
politan area is quite different, and I have
no -argument about it. However, in the
regional centres, such as Northam and
York, the workers cannot afford the In-
crease. The whole situation must be re-
examined. It is of no use the Minister
saying that the other facilities will be in-
stalled because we have been endeavouring
to achieve this result ever since the Court
Government took office. Also, I do not
want to hear the hogwash that the situa-
tion has been brought about through lack
of funds from the Australian Government.

I4100)

Our State Government cannot provide even
hot water systems or proper maintenance
for these houses.

I am sure members of Parliament from
both sides of the House have been
approached by their constituents in regard
to the installation of hot water services
in SHC houses, and they have discovered
that this facility is provided only where a
medical certificate can be produced to sup-
port it. The other day an 83-year-old
pensioner sought my advice about this very
problem, and I discovered I had to supply
information that he could not chop wood
for the chip heater. Have members heard
of anything more ludicrous? I am
ashamed to be a legislator in a Parlia-
ment and have to raise such issues.

The Government has completely Ignored
the regional country centres of Western
Australia because it is more concerned
with consolidating its Position in the
metropolitan region. I1 assure Government
members that there are as many Liberal
voters as there are Labor voters in these
Housing Commission homes, and the ten-
ants are becoming very irate about the
increased rentals.

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has three minutes.

Mr McIVER: On behalf of the Hous-
ing Commission tenants in Northam,
]3everely, and York, I appeal to the Min-
ister to review these rent increases and to
consider a restructuring of the whole sit-
itation. The increases should be imposed
only on those people with the ability to
pay. If the Minister does not do this, we
will certainly see a change of Government
in 1977, because In 1971 the housing issue
was a major contributing factor to the
defeat of the Brand Government and his-
tory looks like repeating itself.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister
for Housing) 15.38 pm.]: it is of no conse-
quence whatever for the member for Avon
to suggest that the housing situation will
be a matter of great importance when It
comes to the next election.

Mr Harman: What does that mean?
Mr P. V. JONES: The honourabie mem-

ber said that I should in no way suggest
that the Australian Government to which
he referred-

Mr Jamieson: Here it comes!

Mr P. V. JONES: -was to blame for
the increased rents. He must have regard
for the fact that the Commonwealth and
State housing agreements Provide us with
capital. However, we are talking purely
about a rental situation at the present
time. Up till the last increase, there had
been one increase in rent for State Hous-
Ing Commission homes since 1965-

Mr J. T. Tonkin: You are referring to
a general Increase only, because there
have been many separate in creases.
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Mr P. V. JONES: -and that particular
increase was In 1914.

Mr Bryce: How many have there been
since your Government came to office?

Mr P. V. JONES: The member for Avon
failed to take note of the announcement
-and it went into considerable detail-
regarding the reasons for the investigation
of the whole rental structure.

Mr Mclver: You tell that to a family
which has to live on $80 per week.

Mr P. V. JONES: In the financial year
just ended, the commission lost a sum
In excess of $5 million on its rental opera-
tions.

Mr Mclver: There is the profit motive
again.

Mr P. V. JONES: Had the rental struc-
ture not been changed and the rents in-
creased, the loss In the current financial
year would have been in excess of $9
million.

The Commonwealth and State housing
agreements provide capital for new home
construction, but without increased rents
it would have been necessary to use these
funds to meet the loss, as the commission's
capital resources were utilised to meet
losses on rental operations. In the last
seven to eight years, those rental losses
have been In excess of $12 million. The
result is that that amount of money has
not been available for the purpose for
which it was intended. In other words.
it was not available for new home con-
struction because it was propping up the
rental section of the operations of the
commission.

Mr Mclver: So It should he!
Mr P. V. JONES: It is Impossible to

have it both ways. We cannot upgrade
existing dwellings, erect new ones, and
subsidise rents from capital resources.

Mr Jamieson: But you have not been
using all your capital resources.

Mr P. V. JONES: The member for Avon
referred to a worker who earned $107 per
week. The rental of any State Housing
Commission unit Is based upon an assess-
ment of the dwelling. Income is considered
only when It falls below a certain level
and then rebates will apply. However,
rebates do not apply in the ease ofa
man earning $107 per week.

Mr Mclver: Of course they do not apply.
Mr P. V. JONES: The rental figure

quoted by the honourable member has no
relationship whatever to the man's salary
of $107. but it does relate to the age, size,
and construction of a dwelling. These are
the factors to be considered, and not a
man's average weekly earnings. Also we
must consider this matter on a national
basis. Even with the Increases, the State
Housing Commission operates with the

lowest rental scale of any public housing
authority in Australia.

Mr Mclver: Many of these houses have
been paid for because they were built
years ago. The Government has received
back its original capital expenditure.

Mr P. V. JONES: That is not the point.
One cannot finish paying for the upgrad-
Ing, the maintenance, and the care of a
house. simply because the original expen-
diture sum has been recouped.

The average rent for a newly constructed
three-bedroomed house will be $20.70 per
week In the metropolitan area. In the
area to which the member referred, a
similar unit will attract a rental of $24.20
per week, which is 29.3 per cent of the
adult minimum wage and 15.7 per cent of
the average weekly earnings.

Mr Mclver: Too much!
Mr P. V. JONES: That is the lowest

rental structure in the Commonwealth,
even allowing for the recent increase.

I am only too happy to make available
to the honourable member the details
which influenced the increase and the pur-
poses for which the increased funds will be
committed. The reasons for the increase
have been published, and I do not wish to
go over them again now.

In the last minute or two remaining to
me, I wish to comment on the upgrading
to which the member for Avon referred.

Mr Mclver: Where is it happening?
Mr P. V. JONES: We have announced

publicly that the priorities of the State
Housing Commission construction pro-
gramme will be nonmetropolitan in the
current year.

Mr Mclver: These houses were built in
the 1950s. They have chip heaters and
cement troughs.

Mr P. V. JONES: It is because of the
need to use capital funds to subsidise the
rental operations that the upgrading, the
cyclical maintenance, and the installation
of hot water services is not proceeding as
fast as we would like it to proceed.

Mr Jamieson: You have not been using
Your capital funds for years.

Mr P. V. JONES: The situation we in-
herited over 18 months ago was that
in the nonmetropolitan area, upgrading,
cyclic-al maintenance, and the instal-
lation of hot water services had fallen
so far behind that we are only now begin-
ning to catch up.

Mr Taylor: Was it more than three years
behind?

Mr P. V. JONES: There will be a com-
mitment to upgrading which will not de-
cline, even though new construction in the
metropolitan area will decline because of
the lack of availability of capital funds. I
have already indicated how much capital
funding will be behind because the amount
of money made available this year is $4
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million less than the amount made avail-
able in the previous year. In the previous
financial year the amount made available
was $37.4 million, and this year it is $33.4
million. Despite that lower capital fund-
ing, the upgrading, cyclical maintenance.
and installation of hot water services will
not fall behind. In addition, the main
commitment to capital works is for work
outside the metropolitan area.

There is absolutely no justification what-
soever to suggest that the new rental scales
are in any way excessive in relation to the
total funding structure of the State Hous-
ing Commission, and more especially the
rental scales which are applicable to any
public housing authority. If we are-and
this is really the correct description-a
public welfare housing authority utilising
funds for welfare purposes, I1 am not in
any way able to accept the fact that even
the new rental scales when they are fully
applicable after the 1st April next year,
are excessive in the nonmetropolitan area.
when we consider that the rent for a
new three-bedroomed home is only 15.7
per cent of the average weekly earnings.
I cannot consider that is an unjustifiably
high rent.

QUESTIONS
Excessive Cost: Grievance

MR YOUNG (Scarborough) [5.18 p.m.]:
In December, 1973, when the members of
the Government occupied the Opposition
benches I was moved tn suggest during the
debate on the Estimates that we as an
Opposition, and members generally, had
to a great extent abused the privilege of
asking questions In this House. I did so
for a very good reason, because I believe
the cost of answering some of the questions
asked during that twenty-seventh Parli-
ament, while I was in my first term as
a member, was excessive and exorbitant,
compared with the value members received
from the answers.

I was moved to do that because In the
first 88 days of that Parliament 2 738
questions were asked, and I thought that
was bad enough; yet in the first 88 days
of this Parliament 3 562 questions have
been asked, and I am referring only to
questions on notice.

Mr Bryce: It is called parliamentary
supervision of the bureaucracy; haven't
you heard of that?

Mr YOUNG: The members Interjecting
from the other side of the House were
equally vociferous when the questions were
being asked by us; and they were equally
critical.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr YOUNG: "By their screams ye shall
know them." There has been an increase

in the first 88 days of the present Parlia-
ment over the first 88 days of the twenty-
seventh Parliament of 30 per cent in the
total number of questions asked.

Mr Bertram: There is a very great need
for It, too.

Mr YOUNG: During that period costs
have been incurred which In my estimate-
and I think it would be fairly reasonable-
are in the vicinity of $100 000. It is costing
the taxpayers of this State somewhere In
the vicinity of $1 200 a day to have ans-
wered the questions which are asked by
the Opposition.

Mr May: They are not being answered.
Mr YOUNG: I want to make it quite

clear-and I am sure all members on the
other side of the House will recognise the
reason that I raised this point when we
were In Opposition-that I do not wish
to stifle the right of a member to ask
questions in this place. The reason for
which I raised it is that so often we see
tears of blood from members opposite In
respect of the expenditure of public money.
We have the recent example of the Elec-
toral Districts Act Amendment Hill in
respect of which a great deal of time was
spent on the matter of the additional cost
of having extra members of Parliament;
members opposite raised that matter well
knowing that questions are being asked
which cost the Public about $1 200 a day.

I am simply suggesting that the quality
of the Questions asked is the matter that is
in dispute.

Mr May: What about the quality of the
answers?

Mr YOUNG: Obviously the quantity also
has to be disputed because the number of
questions asked in the last two Parliaments
is so far over and above the number of
questions asked previously that the differ-
ence Is almost ridiculous.

I will give three examples which I
plucked out of the air today in respect of
two questions on the notice paper and a
question without notice. Answers had on
another occasion been given to the two
questions on notice, and that is not unus-
ual: and the question without notice
referred to matters that were somewhere
in the vicinity of 10 Years old, and the
cost of obtaining the answer was so exor-
bitant in respect of one part of the question
that it simply could not be answered.

There Is another aspect, and this con-
cerns not only questions on notice but also
questions without notice. A habit is creep-
ing in in respect of questions without
notice of asking lengthy questions which
no doubt take a great deal of the time of
departmental officers who must work in a
great hurry to provide answers, and the
questions asked have no urgency whatso-
ever. This can only cause disruption to
the officers of the departments.
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many members on the Opposition ben-
ches occupied ministerial positions in the
last Parliament and they know what I
am saying is true. They are aware of
the time spent and work done by the
officers, and they know the efficient run-
ning of the departments was greatly in-
terrupted and interfered with as a result
of an excessive number of questions being
asked, the answers to which could have
been obtained simply if the members con-
cerned contacted the departments when
the officers were not under pressure and
being forced to work overtime to obtain
the information. The answers to many
of the questions asked were already
known; and the answers to many others
could have been obtained easily by the
members who asked them.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Most are not even
answered; what are you talking about?

Mr YOUNG: Another technique being
used in regard to questions on notice is that
the same question is being asked, some-
times in exactly the same shape and form,
of every Minister in the Cabinet; and
others are being asked in a different man-
ner of a number of Ministers with different
portfolios.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: A lot of the answers
take two seconds to prepare: "No com-
ment ... no comment".

MVr YOUNG: If the questions asked are
of great moment the total cost of answer-
ing- them is of no consequence; but if
the questions are being asked simply to
bolster up the question book and to get
one's name in Hansard as many times as
is possible so that one is looked upon as
a person of quantity instead of quality,
I think a grave situation is developing in
our parliamentary system. I said so when
we were in Opposition because I believed-

Mr A. R. Tonkin: HOW many have you
asked?

Mr YOUNG: I have not asked any this
year and when I was in Opposition I asked
only those question to which I wanted an
answer and which I thought were suffi-
ciently important.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Because you cannot
see the reason for questions does not mean
there is no reason.

Mr YOUNG: I am not questioning the
right of the member for Morley or any
other member to ask Questions, but I am
questioning their right to bombard tlie
notice paper with questions the answers
to which, in the main, could be obtained
easily personally from the departments
concerned. But this is being done purely
for the sake of building up the largest
number of questions that can possibly be
asked by one member. It is obviously
to break records, for reasons which are
welt beyond my ken. All I know is that
the cost amounting to $1 200 a day or
thereabouts, and over $300 000 in a ses-
sion of Parliament, is excessive.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: Shut the place up.
Mr YOUNG: It is not a case of shutting

the place up.
The SPEAKER: The member has three

minutes.
Mr YOUNG: Thank you, Sir. It is not

a question of shutting the place up: it is
really a question of what we will do about
the people who would want the Place shut
up by removing the oil from the cogs and
pouring in sand.

The job of the Government is a very im-
portant one, whether or not some mem-
bers of the Opposition believe it; and if
the officers who help the Ministers to ad-
minister their departments are called
upon to do the sort of work necessary to
answer some of the questions being asked
in this place-and, of course, thereby are
caused to be taken away from the job of
running the State-and the cost involved
is excessive, then the members of Parlia-
ment who ask the questions and cause
that to happen are not serving the people
of this State well at all.

Air Nanovich: Hear, hear!
Mr YOUNG: Mr Speaker, I suggest it

is time the Government put a request to
you to refer the matter to the Standing
Orders Committee to see whether some-
thing can be done to overcome what in
my opinion is becoming quite a ridiculous
situation.

Mr May: That is a reflection on the
Chair.

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands--
Premier) [5.26 p.m.]: In part the honour-
able member's-

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: The Premier is lack-
ing.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -grievance
was directed as a matter for attention by
you, Mr Speaker, and in part it was
directed as a matter for consideration by
the House. I will deal with the latter part.

The member for Scarborough is in a
unique situation because he did in fact ex-
press the same view when he was in Op-
Position regarding the number of ques-
tions being asked by the Opposition of the
day of which I was a member and of which
he also was a member. He now finds him-
self in Government; so he is in a situation
different from that of most of us because
he is being quite consistent in making
the allegations and suggestions that he
makes.

Mr Hartrey: That is an unusual virtue
in a politician.

Sir CHARLES COURT: We in this Par-
liament are in a unique situation compared
with any other Parliament I know of. We
have a great amount of liberty and pri-
vilege to ask questions with and without
notice, to move motions, to introduce Bills
on private members' days, and to discuss
anything under the sun during the debates
on the Address-in-Reply and the Estimates.
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Mr A. R. Tonkin: That is still parlia-
mentary practice.

Sir CHARLES COURT; I know of no
other Parliament which allows such gen-
erosity as to time as this Parliament al-
lows. I do not want to see that situation
altered.

Mr Jamieson: What on?
Sir CHARLES COURT: We are rather

proud of this because most Parliaments I
know of have some very severe limitations
on the number of questions that can be
asked and answered, and in respect of the
general matter of debate.

Mr Jamieson: Many of them have about
one hour; we rarely take that much time.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: If the questions were
answered properly the first time they
would not have to be asked a second time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I believe we
all have a responsibility to protect our
system and the privileges given to mem-
bers, regardless of whether they are in
Opposition or in Government. Therefore,
the honourable member's grievance is per-
tinent.

I believe it is time this whole question
was reviewed by the Standing Orders Com-
mittee so that views can be expressed
with both Opposition and Government
members present as to whether the time
has come to have a look at our Standing
Orders in respect of questions. Let me
hasten to say I have no desire to hamper
members in their genuine search for in-
formation in respect of matters of public
interest; but I want to remind them that
it was never intended that question time
should be the basis for obtaining all sorts
of technical and professional detail for
someone to prepare a thesis and saving an
awful lot of research which that person
should be doing for himself if he wants
to get a Ph.D. or to get into some sort of
consulting work.

Mr A. R. Tonkin; Who is doing that?
Sir CHARLES COURT: Question time

is intended to be used for matters of
genuine public interest.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Who Is doing that?

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is an old,
established practice In this House, and in
other Parliaments, that the Government
of the day does not have to give legal
opinions; and there is good reason for
this. Many members have tried in this
place to ask questions on matters of law
in the hope that the Minister concerned
will be naive and inexperienced enough-
and in some cases downright silly enough-
to give Government legal advice for free;
of course, in a way that could be used
against the Government of the day, which
is looking after the interests of the people
of the State, if it comes under challenge
in one way or another.

Mr Hartrey: On one occasion the Minis-
ter told me that the law made no provision

for a certain offence, and when I asked
questions making it quite clear he was
wrong, he refused to answer on the
grounds that they were questions of law.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I make the point:
It is accepted practice that ministers
normally do not give an answer where
a question of law or an interpretation of
the law Is involved, because there are no
reasons that that should be done, and
this position applies In most Parliaments,
I should imagine.

I believe the time has come when the
Standing Orders Committee should under-
take a review of the types of questions that
are being asked-and possibly the number
of questions being asked-on matters of
a highly technical nature which, normally,
are not of concern to the public generally.

I also believe the situation has arrived
when the Standing Orders Committee
should look at the matter, because I be-
lieve that the right to ask questions is
being abused and that questions are being
asked on matters in regard to which ques-
tions were never intended. I do not care
which party is in Government;, I think we
have to look at this matter of parlia-
mentary Questions in its proper perspec-
tive,

Therefore I hope the Standing Orders
Committee will take a good look at the
question, not in terms of one Govern-
ment or of one party being in Opposition,
but in terms of the principle of trying to
protect the rights of all members-not
just one or two-and quite independently,
I suggest, of the question of cost, although
that is a vital question at the present time.

ELECTRICITY SUPPLIES
Power Stations: Grievance

MR T. H. JONES (Collie) [5.33 p.m.J:
I want to devote my time to the power
production scene in Western Australia.
The member for Scarborough has referred
to the waste of taxpayers' money in
answering questions that have been asked
by members in this House. I wonder
whether he has taken the trouble to as-
certain the amount of public money that
has been wasted as a result of the policy
that has been followed by the Liberal
Party Governments of Western Australia
on power generation; because, if he has,
I think he will have found that the
money wasted was much greater than
the cost of answering questions in this
House.

Members will recall that the Labor Party
opposed the building of a power station
at Kwinana that was to house oil-burning
units. The Minister for Electricity at
that time said that the life of the coal
deposits at Collie was only 30 years. This
statement, of course, was disputed by
the Labor Opposition and the Collie
Miners' Union. When the Tonkin Labor
Government had a survey made of the Col-
lie coalfields, it was found that there were
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millions of tons of additional coal reserves
at Colle.

Last month I asked a series of questions
of the Minister for Fuel and Energy, one
of which was inquiring where the produc-
tion from each station was to be reduced
during oft-peak periods and whether the
Minister would list the order in which
the reductions were to be made. I also
asked him which powerhouse was used as
the base station. The Minister replied
that the Muja. power station was the base
station and that load reductions 'were
made first at Kwinana, followed by East
Perth, South Fremnantle, and Bunbury. I
would like to point out that the Kwinana
power station was built In 1970 and is still
being extended. The East Perth power
station 'was built in 1916, and the South
Fremantle station in 1951. The power
station in Bunbury was built In 1957. and
the base station in Mula. was built in
1965.

The point I wish to make is that
Kwinana is the first to be selected when
a load reduction is made. As I have said,
the commencement on its construction
was made in 1970 and it is still being ex-
tended. Of course, a reference to the
production costs clearly shows the true
situation and highlights the warning given
by the Labor Party in the past which the
idberal Party failed to heed. From figures
given it is now found that the cost of pro-
ducing a unit of electricity at the Muja
power station is .755c, and at Kwinana
power station it Is 1.555c. That is exactly
double the cost of producing Power by
coal at the MuJa power station. If we
compare the other production costs of
these power stations the true situation
can soon be realised.

From these comparisons it can be seen
that when we opposed the construction
of the Kwinana. power station, and the
doubling of its capacity in 1965, our op-
position was completely justified.

What is of greater concern to me is the
inefficiency of the Government in trying
to rectify the situation. For months the
Government has been looking at the ques-
tion of converting to coal the oil-fired
units at Kwlnana. it has also been con-
sidering the question of not Increasing the
number of units already installed at that
station, or, if they are to be increased, that
they shall be fuelled by both oil and coal.

Whilst this has been going on the price
of oil has been soaring. Today the
State Energy Commission is paying $58 a
ton for oil, and we all know that an in-
crease of 10 per cent in the price of oil
is expected very shortly. Despite this,
Collie coal is available at an average of
$8 a ton. On the basis that it takes 2.2
tons of Collie coal to Produce the same
number of Btu as are produced by one
ton of oil, Collie coal Is available at $18
a ton, compared to oil at $58 a ton. This,

of course, destroys the shockingly weak
argument put up in 1965 when the then
Government wanted to double the capacity
of oil-burning units at Ewinana, The
then Minister for Electricity-at that time
Mr Crawford Nalder-had the audacity to
tell the House that the Collie coalfields in
Western Australia had a life of only 30
years.

Someone should face up to this situation.
Who was wrong? Was it the Liberal Gov-
ernment of the day, or the State Electricity
Commission of Western Australia? How-
ever what is concerning me even more is
the time the Government is taking to con-
sider what the future policy in relation
to power generation In Western Australia
is to be.

On the 4th September, 1975, the Min-
ister for Fuel and Energy, in answer to a
question I asked, indicated that already
four units have been installed at Ewinana.
Another two generators are now being in-
stalled at that station and consideration is
being given to where these additional units
are to be placed. Another aspect that
worries me is that the Government knew
in 1973 that the crisis in regard to the
supply of oil was around the corner. That
information was known throughout the
world in 1973. In 1974, because of addi-
tional costs, the State Electricity Commis-
sion had no alternative but to convert the
South Fremantle and the East Perth oil-
burning stations back to coal at a cost of
thousands of dollars which, of course, was
borne by the taxpayers of Western
Australia.

of course, whilst all this is going on in
this State other countries throughout the
world are changing their policies and are
returning to the use of coal as a fuel.
Therefore I advise the present Government
to refer to Hansard of 1970 when I moved
for the appointment of a Royal Commis-
sion and opposed the extension of the
Kwinana power station, because, If it
does, this will clearly show that the
policy being followed by the Government
at that time was completely wrong.

in reply to a question I asked on the
4th September, the Minister replied that
since the State Energy Commission came
into being on the 1st July, 1975, it has
been engaged in a comprehensive review
of the costs and technical problems associ-
ated with conversion of these units to dual
firing-coal and oil. 1 asked a similar
question three months ago with a view to
obtaining some firm and positive decision
in viaw of the soaring oil prices. The
figures that have been given clearly in-
dicate a situation where the consumers of
electricity in Western Australia are being
obliged to pay unnecessarily high prices
for power.

The comparison I made in the cost of
producing a unit of electricity-.755c at
Muja and 1.555c at Ewinana-clearly
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proves that the Capacity at Kwinana
power station should not have been
doubled in 1965. Of course, the Govern-
ment at that time, headed by the Minis-
ter for Electricity, Put forward all sorts of
specious arguments that not enough coal
was available at Collie. These theories
were completely disproved by the Tonkin
Government after It came into office and
when, after a survey had been made, re-
sults showed that millions of additional
tons of coal still remained in the Collie
coalfields and, also, that there was the
prospect of still further millions of tons
being discovered should another compre-
hensive search be made.

I repeat that it has now been found
that we are completely right in regard
to the arguments we put forward for
the use of coal, and that the extension
of the Kwlnana power station with the
installation of oil-fired units should never
have been undertaken. I can only ask if
it is the fault of the Present Minister for
Fuel and Energy, but I am sure it cannot
be his fault. 1 go on to ask: Was it the
fault of the Minister for Electricity at the
time the decision was made or that of the
State Electricity Commission of Western
Australia?

In conclusion, I wish to point out that I
protested to the Government concerning
the delay of 12 months in its proposal to
extend the Muja coal-fired station. In
answer to a question asked by me the Min-
ister for Fuel and Energy said that the
extensions at Muja were to commence in
December this Year, and that 40 men are
to be employed. Unfortunately this pro-
ject has been put bauk 12 months by the
Liberal Government, here again creating
further problems as far as average pro-
duction costs are concerned. These prob-
lems. of course, will have to be faced by
the State Energy Commission.

So it can be seen there is good cause
for my being on my feet this afternoon
indicating to the Government that the
policies followed by it are completely
wrong. This is now proved by the fact
that the people of Western Australia are
faced with the payment of excessive prices
for electricity.

I ask the Minister to give urgent con-
sideration to the question of bringing down
some firm policy on the extension to the
Kwinana power station and to bring back
coal-fired power units which, in the long
term, will prove to be much cheaper than
oil as a fuel and, further. will bring greater
benefits to Western Australia.

Mr B. T. Burke: Let the Minister answer
that if he can.

MR MENSABOS (Floreat-Minister for
Fuel and Energy) [5.41 P.m.]: If the mem-
ber for Balga keeps quiet, I will. I appre-
ciate the approach to this question by the
member for Collie. It appears to me that
his electors do not mind repetition, as

every two months or so he gets publicity
for making a speech on the same subject,

Mr T. H. Jones: Answer the question.
I am not worried about the Publicity. I
am worried about the situation that has
been created in this State.

Mr MENSAROS: I do not mind inter-
jections, but if members continue to
interject I will stop speaking.

Mr Jamieson: You poor old dear! Tut!
Tut!

Mr MENSAROS: Despite the fact that
the subject is old, the honourable member
is not quite right in comparing the situa-
tions that occurred some 10 years ago with
situations of the Present day. He is not
even quite right in trying to assess the pre-
sent circumstances, because it is irrefutable
that the energy crisis In 1973 resulted in
the price of oil being increased three and
fourfold. The fact still remains that the
existing generating plants have different
levels of efficiency.

Even today, despite the undoubted fact
that, even according to Btu values, the
coal available In Western Australia is
cheaper for fuel or energy resources than
imported crude oil, the East Perth Power
station, based on the total cost of pro-
duction-not just the cost of fuel, which
is only part of the total production cost-
is still more expensive to operate than is
the Kwinana Power station.

Mr T. H. Jones: It was built in 1916,
don't forget! What about that one?

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr MENSAEOS: The South Fremantle
power station is also much more expensive
to operate than is the Kwinana power sta-
tion when the total operating cost is taken
into consideration.

The member for Collie has heard me
and the Government announce several
times, partly by answer to his questions
and partly by public statements, that the
situation since the energy crisis has altered
considerably and that Is the reason, despite
the ongoing capital expenditure to con-
struct oil-fed plant, that studies are being
made for Possible alternatives. From these
studies the conclusion has been reached
that some alterations should be made to
certain generating plants and it was sug-
gested that generating plants advanced in
construction based on crude oil generation,
might be converted. Further studies have
shown that it might be possible and eco-
nomically feasible to effect such a con-
version In a way that, instead of trans-
ferring the units to Mvij, they should
remain at Kwinana, where they would be
available to be used, alternatively, with
coal and oil. As soon as these studies are
completed, of course, members will be ad-
vised of the result.

The member for Collie also said that we
have much dearer electricity than we
should have. In a way that is true, and
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one of the reasons for that-although I our supply if it peters out in one State.
would not use the word "much", because
I think the word to be used is "slightly"-
is that we, in Western Australia, have a
State utility which in serving virtually all
the cities and towns throughout the State,
has to Purchase imported crude oil.

There are many organisatlons in Aus-
tralia which, to my mind, and I hope to
the mind of the member for Collie, are
less important than is the State Energy
Commission in Western Australia. They
can use less expensive indigenous crude
from Australia. However, when the
Premier approached the Prime Minister
some three months ago-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MENSAROS: -to get some in-
digenous fuel for the SEC, he did not get
even a reply.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MENSAROS: That is what the Com-

monwealth Government thinks of the im-
portance of our State. The Premier did
not get even a reply. The ACTU-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr MENSAROS: -gets some considera-

tion. That is the difference in the treat-
ment by the Commonwealth Government
of the citizens of Western Australia and
the ACTU.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister

will resume his seat. I have repeatedly
called for order. I do not want to have to
do it again.

Mr Skidmore: This has proved one thing
to me. I can hear the Minister when he
speaks up.

Mr MENSAROS: There are various other
reasons why, unfortunately, electricity, by
nature, costs more to generate in Western
Australia than is the case in the Eastern
States. The main reason is that we have
an Immense area in comparison with the
area of Victoria or New South Wales, and
we have no Indigenous energy sources of
the quantity and quality available in the
Eastern States.

Mr May: We would have if you had
done the right thing.

Several members interjected.
Mr MENSAROS: Would members oppo-

site say that the quality of our coal is as
good as that of the Eastern States?

Mr T. H. Jones: Yallourn and Leigh
Creek are lower In quality. You know
that.

Mr MENSAROS: Because of the distance
we are not In a position to interchange

as are Victoria and New South Wales.
Several members interjected.
Mr MENSAROS:

are not Interested
they can continue
sit down.

If members Opposite
in hearing my reply,

to interject and I will

Mr T. H. Jones: You don't know!I
Mr MENSAROS: What the member for

Collie said everyone knew for six years.
Mr T. H. Jones: You don't want to hear

it again.
Mr May: Why don't you do your job?
Mr MENSAROS: There are other

reasons as well. In New South Wales par-
ticularly there is much more industry
using the electricity, and that State was
able to introduce easily a system which
gives the electricity authority there the
opportunity at short notice-even only
four or six hours-to cut off the power
from larger consumers and charge less
tariff for this contracted right. We do
not have these consumers and so we
m~ust plan ahead with more safety mar-
gin. Sometimes we have to plan for
too much safety in order to cater for the
peak consumption.

The member for Collie referred to the
actual plans In connection with the capital
expenditure being deferred. The reason
for the deferment is based on the fact
that the rate of increase has not been as
it has been in the past or as it was
originally calculated, and it would be
foolish for the Government not to con-
sider this because It would mean capital
would have to be expended in advance.
The Government would have to build up
a generating capacity In excess of the
demand and usage and therefore the ser-
vicing of the capital and the acquiring of
the loan would result in a still higher price
for electricity.

BUDGET
Assessment: Grievance

MR CLARKO (Karrlnyup) [5.49 pnm.]:
The State Budget is the chief fiscal mea-
sure of the State, and it is looked for-
ward to in anticipation by ali sections of
the community.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Have you a grievance
about the Budget?

Mr CLARKO: The way one assesses the
Budget depends on one's point of view,
self interest, and background. But it is
most important in our society that, as the
ordinary citizen receives very little op-
portunity to have the Budget Papers, any
newspaper story describing the Budget
and,' more importantly, Prominent political
figures who are regarded as being know-
ledgable, do not come forward with state-
ments which are totally distorted and in-
accurate.
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I regret I must say this but, to put the
record right, I must read a portion of an
article in the Sunday independent of the
5th October as follows-

An amount of $27.7 million voted
to the Premier and Treasurer in last
year's State Budget-and not
used-will be highlighted by the State
Opposition.

Opposition Leader, Mr Tonkin, said
last night that the State Government
would have had a huge deficit if the
money had been used for the purpose
stated.

Official documents show that Sir
Charles court, as Treasurer, voted
$27.7 million as provision to offset
excess expenditure by departments- on
salary and wage increases.

The Budget papers show that there
was no expenditure in this area and
that no allocation has been made in
this section In the 1975-76 estimates.

Mr Tonkin said the amount listed
and other Items made a "Phony" of
the State Budget.

The dictionary tells me that the word
"Phony" means "unreal". If that is so,
the criticism by the Leader of the Opposi-
tion of the Budget Is doubly phony. I
wonder whether perhaps he caught that
virus which began to inflict the commun-
ity of Australia on the 2nd December,
1972: that is, "economic myopia Laborus
Canberrus". Having looked at the Leader
of the Opposition, and knowing his age,
I would say he certainly does not suffer
from myopia. But I wonder whether his
elephantine memory is at long last begin-
ning to slip because twice he Introduced-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr CLARKO: He introduced two Bud-

gets which did exactly the same thing
he criticised and protested about in the
paper.

Mr Jamieson: This Is supposed to be a
grievance debate.

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, on a potit of

order, I would lie you to rule that you
believe that the carrying-on of the mem-
ber for Karrinyup clearly constitutes a
grievance In conformity with our Stand-
ing Orders. I would like to hear you rule
that it does constitute a grievance.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: I think the basis of
what is being spoken of can be considered
in a grievance debate. It depends on the
manner in which It Is said. If it reflects
on parliamentary practice and policies
generally, It can be debated.

Point o1 Order
Mr J. T. TONKIN: On a point of order,

for clarification, could you tell us whether
In this Instance the Leader of the Op-
Position has the right of reply or, if not,
a Minister; and, if so, which Minister?

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: In regard to the ex-

planation requested, the Leader of the
Opposition has no right of reply.

Mr May: No-
The SPEAKER; Order! The Leader of

the Opposition has no right of reply, but
the Premier, or someone deputised by
him, may reply. The member for Kar-
riflylp.

Debate Resumed

Mr CLARKO: Thank you, Mr Speaker.
I am happy with the attempt to quieten
me.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I am aggrieved because

we have one of the major Political in-
cidents of the year-that is, the State
Budget-and a newspaper story has ap-
peared based on a statement by the Leader
of the opposition who, I believe, not only
should know better, but does know better,
indicating that something is phony when
in actual fact he did precisely the same
thing two years running when he was
Treasurer. If that Is not enough to grieve
about., I do not know what is. A number
of people in this State would heed the
words of the Leader of the opposition
and believe he has something to say, be-
cause they are unable to look up the pre-
vious records.

If they were able to study these records,
they would find that in 1972-73 the Budget
introduced by Mr Tonkin shows the Pre-
mier's and Treasurer's Department as
having, under the Item concerning
salary and wages increases, a vote for
1971-72 of $9 411 000; and the expenditure
was nil. That is what he complained about
on Sunday of last week! He also voted
a sum of $6286000 for the Year 1972-73.

Perhaps it was that year that he sud-
denily realised It was something he should
never have done, but, If so, be did not
change his approach because In his next
Budget we see again a vote of $6 286 000,
with the expenditure being nil for salary
and wage increases.

Mr Jamieson-. Nothing like $27 million.
Mr CLARKO: So, twice he did this when

he was the Treasurer and then he protests
about it now, and also about the fact that
there is no similar allocation in the 1975-
1976 Budget.

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
has another 21 minutes.

Mr CLARKO:, Everyone in this House baa
had an opportunity both to listen to and
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read the Premier's Speech on the Budget
and he sets out clearly-

Point of Order

Mr BRYCE: I wish to take a point of
order related to Standing Orders 224 to
228 which refer specifically to the conduct
of grievances in this Chamber. It Is clear
to everyone who is forced to listen to this
garbage that this does not constitute a
grievance.

Mr CLARKO: I take exception to the
word "garbage".

The SPEAKER: As I have been re-
quested, as Speaker, I ask the member for
Ascot to withdraw the remark as it off ends
the member for Karlinyup.

Mr BRYCE: I withdraw the iemark.
The point of order I raise is that, quite

clearly, this effort on the part of the mem-
ber for Karrinyup does not constitute a
grievance. It is a deliberate attempt to
pervert the purpose of this section of our
parliamentary proceedings, and I ask you
to rule that the way he has conducted
himself is out of order.

Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: In reply to the point
of order, although I was working on an-
other matter, I was listening, and I was
hoping that the remarks would have been
directed more closely to parliamentary
affairs along the normal traditional griev-
ance lines. I think members should be
careful of what they say in this grievance
debate and use it in the proper and tradi-
tional fashion.

In any case, the honourable member's
time has expired.

Debate Resumed
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-

Treasurer) [5.58 p.m.]: The point raised
by the member for Karrinyup is pertinent.
and I must admit that when I saw tne
reported statements of the Leader of the
Opposition in the Sunday Independent I
was surprised, because he is a student of
these matters, and he has a fairly good
memory.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Before you go too
far, let me remind you that you have to
Prove that what was printed in the paper
'was actually said by me.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I was going to
come to this point. If the Leader of the
Opposition has been misreported, in his
own interests, as well as in the interests
of the Parliament and of the Estimates
which is a public document, he will take
Proper action with the Paper concerned
to have it corrected.

Mr J. T. Tonkin: Like you always do?
I don't think! What a lot of nonsense!

Sir CHARLES COURT: I want to make
the point, as the Leader of the Opposition
iAises this Issue-and obviously it is a sore

point with him-that many times we write
and Protest to the paper about what has
been printed and many times that protest
does not get printed, and if he takes proper
action and it is not printed, I will not
blame him. He will have done his duty.

I am wanting to make a point.
Mr Jamnieson: What about the $27 mil-

lion you did not use? That is what you
have to answer, nothing else.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition, of course, puts
his foot in it still further.

Mr Jamieson: No. I asked you whether
you have the money that you did not use
for the purpose for which it was allocated.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I invite the at-
tention of the honourable member to the
Budget speech, which explains in clear
terms, in fourth-standard language of al-
most one syllable, that the amount of $27
million was overspent by $11 million.

Mr Jamieson: But not for the purpose
for which it was allocated.

Point of Order

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, you were
slightly preoccupied and you have not had
an opportunity to listen to what we have
been subjected to since the Premier rose
to his feet. The point of order I take is
that if the ruling in respect of the state-
ments made by the member for Karrinyup
is to be upheld, the substance of his state-
ments was not In fact a grievance. It il
behoves the Premier to continue an attack
upon a member who has no right to de-
fend himself in this situation by following
up a matter which has already been ruled
to be out of order as a grievance.

The SPEAKER: It is true that I was
preoccupied. If members recall, I1 did not
actually rule in any Particular way when
this question was raised oreviously and
the member for Ascot asuea me to rule. I
tried to strike some kind of lesson so far
as the grievance debate is concerned. For
my part, as Speaker, I do not believe the
grievance debate was initiated for per-
sonal attacks or for personalities to be
drawn in. It is true the grievance debate
can be levelled against the work of Minis-
ters and the Government, and presumably
Government members can have a grievance
regarding actions taken by the Opposition.
I Propose to listen to the Premier more In-
tently to see whether I believe his remarks
contravene Standing Orders.

Debate Resumed
Sir CHARLES COURT: I was trying to

handle this matter in a very kindly way
and I did not intend to say very much.
Had there not been interjections from
the other side I would have been finished
long since. I started off by saying T was
surprised at the statement which was pur-
ported to be a statement by the Leader of
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the Opposition. I think by interjection
across the Chamber we have resolved that
matter by saying that if the Leader of the
Opposition was wrongly quoted he would
do something about it. In the meantime,
the difficulty has been compounded because
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
now joined in the argument and said I
have to explain how or where I spent the
money. All I want to say is-

Mr Jamieson: I said You did not use it
for the purpose for which it was allocated.

Sir CHARLES COURT: -if he reads
the Budget speech he will find It is set
out clearly not only how that money was
spent for the purpose for which it was
allocated in the Budget but also that an
additional $11 million was spent for the
same purpose.

Mr Jamleson. That Is not fight. Look
at the departmental Estimates as well.

Sir CHARLES COURT: If he reads the
Budget speech the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition will find that in proportion his
Government did exactly the same thing,
because the more inflation takes over the
greater will be the difference between the
amount In the Budget and the amount
which is overspent for this particular item.
I went to great pains to explain, In answer
to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
that the method of accounting had been
changed in the hope that indexatlon would
at least stick for the balance of this year
so as to make It easier to have the amounts
allocated department by department in-
stead of as a global sum, as has been the
practice of this Government since It came
into office and as was the Practice of the
Tonkin Government In the years it was in
office.

Mr Jamleson: You are a whizz. you are.
You did not even use the departmental
votes.

The SPEAKER: order!
Mr Jamieson: Have a look at them.
Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker,

what does one do to answer a member who
does not want to hear or understand? The
simple fact Is the amount was overspent
last year and was explained in the Budget
speech. A new system has been introduced
to make it easier for members to follow,
department by department, and it was
explained in great detail In my speech.

The SPEAKER: The grievances are
noted.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL

Report
MRt GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister

for Labour and Industry) [6.05 p.m.]: I
move-

That the report of the Committee
be adopted.

MR HARTREV (Boulder-Dundas) (6.06
p~m.]; Before the Committee's report is
adopted and the third reading is passed,
I would like to take the opportunity to
hurl one final malediction at this intoler-
able piece of legislation. in all good con-
science, I find it to be based not only upon
a false premise but also upon a false pre-
tence. I find it to be reactionary, indus-
trially provocative, and grossly unjust. I
say further it is not only diametrically
opposed to the fundamental principles of
the Labor Party but it also violates many
of the better principles which have been
espoused and even practised from time to
time by the Liberal Party.

I am not one who deliberately takes a
partisan or hostile attitude. I think I can
truthfully say I quite willingly pay a
tribute to the part the Liberal Party has
played in the recent past in promoting the
cause of workers' compensation, Between
1980 and 1970-which is not so very long
ago--the Deputy Leader of the Liberal
Party, as Minister for Labour, repeatedly
propounded reforms in the workers' com-
pensation legislation which were advan-
tageous and beneficial to the working
people of this State. I pay that tribute
quite genuinely.

In 1961, for example, he was responsible
for considerable improvements from the
working man's point of view, and par-
ticularly from the point of view of the
silocotic miner. The limit of three years
for contracting the disease after leaving
employment in the mines was wiped away
altogether, and one could still receive
workers' compensation If one contracted
the disease 10 or 15 Years later. Pre-
vious legislators had not recognised this.
Chronic bronchitis was recognised as a
concomitant of silicosis, whereas formerly
it was used to offset silicosis. When a man
had bronchitis and silicosis it was said
he was suffering from a non-compensable
disease. That was a step forward on the
part of the Liberal Party.

In 1966 an important advance was mnade
by the Liberal Party when It was decided
that if a worker who was not totally in-
capacitated for work physically was unable
to find employment chiefly because of his
injury, he was deemed to be totally in-
capacitated. That was a good advance.
In 1970 several quite Important improve-
ments were made to the Act. I admit that
several of those Improvements were made
by the Liberal Party In England in 1906,
but it is better to see them In Western Aus-
tralia In 1970 than not at all. So I pay a
tribute to the Liberal Party for some tm-
portant advances In the workers' compen-
sation legislation.

Now the Liberal Party is trying to put
the clock back before 1960 and uproot the
whole basis of workers' compensation, as
I have already pointed out in another
speech. I draw attention to the fact that
this Is not only a reaction against the
good record of the Liberal Party on this
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subject but it is also violating the Liberal
Party's principles because it abrogates the
function of the arbitration court inasmuch
as it deprives workers of portions of their
wages allowances which by arbitration
awards are made portions of their wages,
such as shift allowances, about which the
member for Collie spoke last night. The
regular shift allowance which was regarded
as part of the wages of a railway man will
not be so regarded any longer. It is com-
pletely reactionary and goes back to the
dark ages.

Mr Grayden: Nothing of the sort.

Mr HARTREY: The Minister will have
his chance, and this is the last chance I
will have to speak to this Bill, but I hope
it will not be an unworthy contribution.

The Bill is reactionary. I have explained
why I say it is based not only upon a
false premise but also upon a false pre-
tence: that is, that we have to bring in
this desperate legislation to resuce from
financial ruin the mighty insurance com-
panies which have been so blind as not
to be able to divide 208 into 26 229 and
get a quotient in excess of $91.40. That
is a manifest lie. At the present time we
have to divide 208 into 32 490, and we get
a higher quotient still, strangely enough.
I do not suppose the insurance companies
can appreciate that fact!

Let us proceed as quickly as possible to
see what the Bill does to the law. The ob-
ject of the law has been steadily to give
more and more compensation-up to 1(0
per cent-to a worker who is a victim of
his calling. Many workers are victims of
their callings because they are dangerous
callings. Why do these men receive
bonuses, higher incentives, and advantages
over the ordinary run of workers? It Is
because they run greater risks. That is
just and right, and the employer and the
worker recognise it; but the Government
will not recognise it. The Government
says, "When the greater risk eventuates
and he is crushed, damaged, and injured,
he shall then be treated as an ordinary
wage slave and be will not get bonuses,
benefits, or anything else."

Mr Orayden:. The Commonwealth Gov-
ernment recommends 85 per cent.

Mr HARTREY: I have heard that so
many times. The Commonwealth Govern-
ment might even do worse than that and
have a national insurance scheme which
will bring everybody down to the same
level. Let us deal with what we are talking
about, not what the Commonwealth is
doing. I have nothing to do with the
Commonwealth.

Mr Orayden: The Commonwealth re-
commends 85 per cent.

Mr HARTREY: That would immediately
persuade me. I am a silly ass to take any
notice of the Minister.

What effect would it have if we deprived
a man of his industry allowance? Why

should he be deprived of his industry al-
lowance? I can understand that when for
a short time a man is getting dirt money
for a particularly dirty job or danger
money for a particularly risky job, it
should not be included in a general award
of compensation.
Sitting suspended from 6.15 to 7.30 p.m.

Mr HARTUBY: Before the tea suspen-
sion I had said that this Bill is reactionary,
unjust, and industrially provocative. I said
that it runs counter not only to the best
principles of the Labor Party but also
against the whole trend of the policy of the
Liberal Party over the last 15 years.

I have proved, I think, verbally what
the deputy leader of the party himself in
this House has demonstrated practically
over those years, a policy which could
well be described in the words of Lord
Tennyson, and I quote-

Freedom broadening slowly down
from precedent to precedent.

Or in this case, perhaps, we could describe
it specifically as economic justice seeping
down slowly from above and refreshing
the cause of the emancipation of the wage-
earning class. After all is said and done
the wage earners are still the most numer-
ous element in this community: it is they
who in the long run have the largest say
on the hustings, every time there is an
election of members to Parliament.

The tide of progress on the part of the
Liberal Party itself has become so strong
as to sweep along on its surface the most
conservative elements of our House of
Lords, because I must remind the House
that every piece of legislation that has
been enacted so far, and which will
be enacted in the iorseeable future-
possibly in the next 30 years-will be
enacted by "the Queen's Most Excellent
Majesty by and with the advice and con-
sent of the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly".

So here we have the most conservative
elements in the community steadily Im-
proving the conditions of the working peo-
ple so far as workers' compensation is con-
cerned; and then, suddenly, at the crack
of a whip from a bunch of financial giants,
who wreak a tribute from every element
of the community and who build mighty
castles on every street corner to dominate
the scene, the whole trend of Liberal Party
policy Is put in reverse.

Mr Orayden: That is not so.
Mr HARTREY: The moment the crack

of the whip is heard in this House mem-
bers opposite spring to attention. The
people on ths- streets who supportedi the
Liberal PArty in its gradual improvement
of the cornditions of workers' compensation
In the last 15 years will now change their
minds-especially those wage-earning peo-
ple-and will say to the members who
represent them today, "You have betrayed
the whole trend of our thinking; the whole
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object which we devoted our attention to
achieve', and they will overthrow these
members.

That will be no great sorrow to me,
though I would miss some of the smiling
faces in this House if that occurred at the
next election. However I will not be here
so it will not worry me a great deal. Mem-
bers opposite cannot say that I did not
wvarn them, because I do warn them quite
sincerely that even before the next elec-
tion this Bill will cause a lot of trouble.

Before I make my next assertion I know
the Minister will say, "We are not depriv-
ing the workers; we are giving them
exactly what they had before": but I
would like to point out they will get no
bonus or incentive payment, except over-
award payment; they will get no shift
allowance, even if it is part of their wage
and Prescribed by the industrial award;
they will get no district allowance, even
though this is part of their wage and
prescribed by the Industrial award; they
will receive no Industrial allowance, even
though this also Is prescribed by the indus-
trial award. They will not get even a meal
allowance or a living allowance-and that
could be excused in certain circumstances,
but not In others.

I had intended to move an amendment
last night, but the opportunity did not
arise. My amendment would have read
as follows-

Page 3, paragraph (d) -Delete
all words after the word "any" In line
1 to the end of line 6 with a view to
substituting the following words-

"shift allowance, week-end or
holiday penalty allowance, and
any meal, living or other allow-
ance (excepting where such shift
allowance, meal, living or other
allowance is by the terms of the
relevant award a general feature
of a Particular industry or em-
ployment rather than an incident
of certain duties Peculiar to the
employment".

The SPEAKER: The honourable mem-
ber has four minutes,

Mr HARTREY: I am sure, however, that
even this would have been rejected. The
fact remains that the Government is de-
termined to tear away from the workers
the rights that they have won not only
from the Liberal Party Itself, not only
from the Legislative Council Itself, or from
the Industrial Commission itself, but from
the whole community. The Government is
determined to tear these rights away and
cast them to the winds for the sake of
these usurious, tyrannical, and despotic
Insurance companies: these mendacious
and twisting insurance companies. If a
bookmaker loses his bet he Pays, but in
the case of the Insurance companies we
are told to go to the assessors; we are then
told to go to the court, and later we are
told to go the devil.

We all know exactly how they treat us
and that is why the members of the
Liberal Party hate the Insurance com-
panics. I know they do, because they have
told me they do. I know these Insurance
companies are unpopular In the community
and for a very good reason. When they
see what the Government has done to the
workers for the sake of these usurious
People, the electors will be appalled.

Mr Grayden: You will be pleasantly sur-
prised. This Bill retains the situation that
operated In 1973.

Mr HARTREY: That is absolutely mar-
vellous! A short while ago, Sir, you told
me I had four minutes left. Probably now
I have only two minutes left, but one
minute will suffice. I say goodbye to this
legislation with hearty disgust. It is the
worst piece of legislation that has ever
been introduced; it Is even worse than the
fuel and energy Bill.

Mr Bertram: What about the Electoral
Districts Act?

Mr HARTREY: Rubbish!I That is nothing
at all; it deals only with the method of
voting; whereas this legislation deals with
the maintenance of widows and children;
It deals with what they should be paid. A
lot of People would not care a damn where
they voted, so there is no comparison be-
tween the two pieces of legislation.

The legislation with which we are now
dealing relates to wives who may be starv-
ing and who may have to go out and
join the girls to earn a living.

Mr Elaikic: What has that to do with
the Act?

Mr HARTREY: If they do not get their
compensation, they must still get a feed
somewhere.

I leave the matter there and I thank
You, Sir, for the forbearance you have
shown me.

Question Put and Passed.
Report adopted.

BILLS (4): RETURNED

1. Flauna Conservation Act Amendment
Bill.

Bill returned from the Council with
amendments.

2. Supreme Court Act Amendment Bill.

3. District Court of Western Australia
Act Amendment Bill.

Bills returned from the Council with-
out amendment.

4. Door to Door (Sales) Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bill returned from the Council with
an amendment.
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BILLS (2): THIRD READING
1. Local Government Act Amendment

Bill (No. 2).
Bill read a third time, on motion by

Mr Rushton (Minister for Local
Government), and transmitted to
the Council.

2. Government Railways Act Amend-
ment Bill.

Bill read a third time, on motion by
Mr O'Neil (Minister for Works),
and transmitted to the Council.

OFENLNG OF PARLIAMENT
Amendment of Standing Order No. 30:

Motion
MR A. R. TONKIN (Morley) [7.43

p-m.l: I move-
That Legislative Assembly Stand-

ing order No. 30 be amended by in-
serting after the word "House" in line
3 the passage "or with such Mem-
bers of the House as shall think fit
so to do".

The Standing Order mentioned refers to
a command from His Excellency the Gov-
ernor for members of this Chamber to go
to the Legislative Council on opening day.
I would observe at this stage, as members
of this 'House would be aware, that I re-
fused to go to the Legislative Council on
the last opening day.

Mr Laurance: Shame!
Mr A. R. TONKIN: The honourable

member may say. "shame" if he wishes,
but I ama proud of the fact that I decided
not to go, and I am prepared to debate
this Issue at any time in any place.

It is to be observed that the Legislative
Council is in session at the time the com-
mand Is given and a member of the Leg-
islative Council may retire from the chaml-
her at any time. Members of the Leg-
islative Council are not commanded to go
to hear His Excellency and, in fact, it is
quite in order for them to leave the Cham-
ber just as certain members are leaving
this Chamber now-

Mr Old: I wonder why?
Mr A. R. TONKIN: -and Will continue

to depart and return in the normal course
of their business. However, under the pre-
sent Standing Orders members of this
Chamber are commanded to go.

This motion deals with the question of
the conscience of members. I do not be-
lieve it is fitting that the members in
this place-the representatives of the
people-should be called upon to trudge
meekly up to what often is called "the
upper House" to pay their respects, as It
were. I believe this is a feudal outgrowth
and represented the Idea of the com-
moners going cap in hand to hear the
Sovereign or the Sovereign's represen-
tative.

Mr Blaikie: I can well imagine how you
are able to talk in that vein, then.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: We have outgrown
this colonial practice.

Mr Laurance: Who is "we"?
Mr Blaikie: Do not include me in that

context.
Mr Hartrey: I am not at all sure that

you can include me, either.
Mr A. R, TONKIN: I cannot recall the

member for Vasse speaking in this Chain-
bet', but if he did I do not think he would
include members of the Opposition when
he used the word "we", When I say "we"
I am speaking, of course, of the members
on this side of the House. This is the
view of the Opposition.

Mr Old: I wonder if it is.
Mr Laurance: You did not receive much

support for that remark.
Mr Blaikie: You think your colleagues

agree with you wholeheartedly, do you?
Mr A. R. TONKIN: That remains to be

seen. If other members on this side of the
House wish to rise and disagree with me,
as the member for Boulder-Dundas has
indicated he disagrees with me, that of
course is their parliamentary privilege.

The reason for this custom goes back
to the 17th century and perhaps even
further. Certainly in that century it was
Charles I who went Into the House of
Commons with soldiers to arrest five mem-
bers of Parliament; however, they had
been warned of his coming and had dis-
appeared conveniently. It was then that
Charles made the famous comment, "The
birds have flown". Thenceforth, the House
of Commons decided that the Sovereign
should not set foot in the House of Com-
mons.

As some members in this Chamber may
not have noticed it Is now 1975. In the
light of the basis for this custom, I wonder
whether we should follow the traditions
laid down centuries ago in another place,
in another country, or whether we should
not look at the possibility of opening the
Parliament in the premier House. Al-
though in certain ways the Legislative
Council is regarded as the premier House.
I regard the Assembly as the premier
House because it is the House of govern-
ment.

Mr Hartrey: I agree with you there.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: In the same way,

the House of Representatives should be re-
garded as the premier House. I notice
that it is mooted these days that the
Senate should usurp the role of the House
of Representatives with respect to the
Budget.

Mr Haxrtrey: This Is the Premier's House,
all right.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I certainly cannot
agree with the idea that there should be
such a usurpation of the role of the popu-
lar House. Although I am aware of the
tradition which has given rise to this
custom. I do not see why-if we are -to
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have this kind of ceremony every Year-
Parliament should not be opened in this
House.

Last year and, I am informed by my
colleagues, this year members of the Op-
Position-usu ally ref erred to quaintly as
-Her Majesty's OPPosition"-had to listen
to a diatribe delivered against the prin-
ciples we hold dear. An attack on the
Australian Government was made in the
Governor's Speech; of course, he was duty
bound to read the speech prepared for him
by the Premier; certainly he did not make
the remarks of his own volition.

An attack was made upon the principles
which we have been proud enough to hold
dear for many years. Indeed, it Is signi-
ficant that the Australian Labor Party has
never had to change its name because it
has become ashamed of it; our name goes
back to the last century.

Members of the Opposition had to sit
and listen to an attack upon their prin-
ciples, without having any form of redress
or the ability to disagree and to debate
the matter.

Mr Blaikie: You are getting plenty of
opportunity right now.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: We do not believe
we should be put in the position of having
to listen to an attack upon our principles
by the Queen's repr-sentative in a situa-
tion where we cannot respond. The
amendment of this Standing Order will
prevent a walk-out from the Legislative
Council; I believe this is a real possibility,
as many members on this side of the House
feel very strongly about the kind of attacks
continually made upon them.

If the member for Boulder-Dundas feels
so strongly about this issue, as
apparently he does, and wants to attend
the Legislativa Council he will not be pre-
vented from doing so. My amendment will
mean that any member of the House who
wishes to go to the Council to listen to
the Governor's Speech may do so; however,
it will not be incumbent upon any member
to attend.

I might add that this quaint tradition
of the Sovereign or the representative of
the Sovereign opening the Parliament was
laid down many years ago before there
was such a thing as a public address sys-
tem or a radio. In fact this year, I heard
the Governor's Speech sitting in my place
in this Chamber and I do not see why in a
modern age members of this House could
not with dignity sit and listen to the
speech In this Chamber, where we normally
have visitors sitting. Of course, members
could obtain a copy of the speech later.

I do not intend to labour the case; I be-
lieve it is quite simple. Members of this
House should have the freedom to go or
not to go to the Council as they think
fit. The question of opening the Parlia-
ment in this House and thereby breaking

with a very old tradition is something
which could be examined and debated at
another time. I do not believe that in
the 20th century, members of this House,
many of whom represent far more people
than the members they are commanded
to join in another place, should be com-
manded to go and listen to the Sovereign,
or the Sovereign's representative. The
whole idea of the members of the House
of Commons trudging up to the upper
House is anachronistic.

Mr Rushton: You do not seem to mind
where You trudge-even in the rain.

Mr Carr: That was a very intelligent
interjection, wasn't it?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I am not the most
subtle of men; I will get my friend, the
member for Balga, to explain that later.

Mr B. T. Burke: Do not ask me!
Mr A. R. TONKIN: Then it escapes

the member for Baige, too. But that does
not mean to say it was not a very cut-
ting interjection; it may be that I am
fairly dull on this point.

Mr Rushton: You must have been.
Mr B. T. Burke: That Minister per-

sistently defies explanation.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: As I was saying, I

do not believe we should have to go cap
in hand to the Legislative Council in this
way. Perhaps such a custom was very
satisfactory and proper when people were
Prepared to accept this kind of station.
and where the Parliament consisted only
of the Sovereign and the two Houses and
there was the very real situation where
the Sovereign was the overlord, and one
had to Pay due obeisance.

I believe in the principle of democracy
and in that case I would be quite happy
to see the trappings of democracy rather
than the trappings of feudalism. For this
reason, I do not believe members of this
House should be required to attend the
Council Chamber.

The amendment I have proposed is the
efficacious and dignified way out of the
problem. It would be preferable to a
mass walk-out which could easily occur
if such attacks upon our movement, to
which we cannot reply, are to continue.
The motion I have moved is a very simple
one, and I leave it to the House to decide.

Mr CARR: I formally second the motion.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr

O'NeiI (Minister for works).

INFRINGEMENT OF MEMBERS'
PRIVILEGES

Appointment of Committee: Motion
MR B. T. BURKE (Baige) [7.56 p.m.]:

I move-
That a committee of the House be

established to ascertain whether the
privileges of certain members had
been infringed upon by the action of
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the Speaker and the Chairman of
Committees on the evening of 9th
September, 1975.

Mr Nanovich: You are not seeking a
Royal Commission, are you?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I believe it is possible
to explain in a short time very precisely
why this motion deserves the support of
the House. I refer members firstly to the
Hansard record of debates of the 9th Sep-
tember and to the things which are re-
corded as having happened on that occa-
sion.

Members will recall that during a speech
of the member for Morley in which he
said that this Government was a corrupt
Government led by a corrupt ruler, a
point of order was taken by the Premier,
who asked for the withdrawal of those
words. The Chairman of Committees
asked the member for Morley to withdraw,'and the member for Morley refused.
Hansard records the following-

The CHAIRMAN: I rule that the
words are unparliamentary and I ask
you to withdraw.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: How can accur-
ate words be unparliamentary? This
line has been drawn so as to split
the-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! would
the honourable member resume his
seat? I rule that the words spoken
by the member for Morley are un-
parliamentary and I ask him to with-
draw.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: There is some-
thing more important than parliament
and that is democracy and the peoule.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It is clear
that the member for Morley is not
going to withdraw. In those circum-
stances I have no alternative but to
name the member for Morley and,
in accordance with Standing Orders,
I will report to the House.

It was at that stage that the member for
Morley (Mr A. R. Tonkin) Moved to dis-
agree with the Chairman's ruling, and
said-

The Chairman has turned his bac'k
on me.

I refer members to Standing Order 136,
which deals with points of order and how
and when they might be taken. Standing
Order 136 states-

All points of order and matters of
privilege at any time arising shall.
until decided, .suspend the considera-
tion of the Question under discussion.
But the Speaker may, with the con-
currence of the House, defer his de-
cision and, in such case, the Question
then under discussion shall be ad-
journed sine die.

Quite clearly, the action of the Chairman
of Committees on that occasion was not
in accordance with the Standing Orders

to which the debates in this Place must
adhere.

The matter under consideration was the
naming of the member for Morley, and the
report of the Chairman of Committees to
the Speaker. A Point of order was moved
by the member for Morley and, according
to Standing Order 136. quite clearly that
Point of order should have suspended the
question then being considered by the
House. But in fact it did not, and the
Chairman of Committees continued to
report to the House.

Mr Speaker, there were several inter-
jections at that Point until You yourself
resumed the Chair, at which time the
Chairman of Committees said-

Mr Speaker, during the course of
the debate in the Committee stage of
the Electoral Districts Act Amendment
Bill, the member for Morley used cer-
tain words which I ruled to be unpar-
liamentary, and I asked him to with-
draw. He refused on every occasion
to withdraw and I felt I had no other
course but to name the member for
Morley.

Then we saw another series of points of
order which members on this side of the
House attempted to take. Notwithstanding
Standing Order 136 wvhich clearly rules
that members on this side of the House, or
In fact any member at all, shall be entitled
to take a point of order, you, Mr Speaker,
failed to observe their request that their
points of order be considered. At page
2630 of the current Hansard, under the
subheading of Points of Order the following
appears-

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Chairman
gave a ruling and I Immediately moved
to dissent from the Chairman's ruling.
but the Chairman refused to give me
the call.

The SPEAKER: Will the member
resume his seat? There can be no
debate and that is the procedure the
member must follow.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: On a point of
order-

The SPEAKER: There is no point of
order.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: You have not
heard my point of order.

Several members interjected.
My Proposition Is that at that stage your
refusal to entertain a Point of order pro-
voked a situation which became more
tumultuous than it needed to be, and the
position resulted In the naming of an
additional member.

Mr Speaker, you then referred, without
stating the Standing Order, to a rule of
debate which you said ruled that the
Speaker shall put the question. Standing
Order '71, which was the Standing order



[Wednesday,$8 October, 19751 88

under which you were operating states--
If the offence has been committed

in the House, the Speaker shall forth-
with put the question, on a motion
being made, no amendment, adjourn-
ment, or debate being allowed, "That
such Member be suspended from the
service of the House"; and, If the
offence has been committed in Com-
mittee, the Chairman shall forthwith,
suspend the proceedings of the Com-
mittee and report the circumstances
to the House: and the Speaker shall
forthwith, on a motion being made,
Put the same question, without amend-
ment, adjournment, or debate, as if
the offence had been committed in the
House Itself.

The Standing Order you cited as giving
yourself the authority to ignore points of
order which members on this side of the
House attempted to take states specifically
that the procedure of naming a member
shall be carried out forthwith upon a
motion being moved.

Although the Standing Order does not
state this specifically, it is reasonable to
assume that the motion referred to as
being necessary to be moved is the motion
for suspension by the Leader of the House.
Standing Order 71 also states quite clearly
that there shall be no amendment, ad-
journment, or debate.

We see that this Standing Order does
not rely on the word "forthwith" alone to
gain its meaning. After citing that thle
procedure shall be implemented forthwith.
it sets out those things which shall not
be allowed to interrupt the passage or
the smooth implementation of that pro-
cedure. The Standing Order states that
there shall be no amendment, adjourn-
ment, or debate.

There is no mention of a prohibition of
points of order; and there is no mention
that the privileges which allow a member,
irrespective of the side of the House on
which he sits, to challenge the validity of
a certain decision or situation shall be
grasped from him. Quite clearly those
things which are prohibited specifically by
Standing Order 71 are not those things
which the members on this side of the
House tried to do on that occasion.

The situation In which no point of order
can be entertained Is truly ludicrous, be-
cause it means that a decision after being
given shall not be open to challenge, shall
not be open to debate, and shall not be
open to discussion.

The right to challenge, to debate, and
to discuss the validity or otherwise of
actions by yourself, by the Chairman of
Committees, or by any other member is
one of the fundamental rights and privi-
leges that we as members of this House
enjoy. Quite clearly It was not Proper for
members to be refused the right to move

points of order in objecting to the mem-
ber for Morley, and subsequently the
member for Ascot, being named and being
suspended from the service of the House,

Apart from saying this and repeating
that I believe the situation is crystal clear,
It Is necessary only to comment on one
or two aspects of what happened on that
night and on the sorts of things and the
developments which, if taken in the ab-
stract, could possibly be conjured up in
the operation of this Mouse or In the minds
of members.

Quite clearly the privileges that mm
bers enjoy are a very vital Part of the
democratic functioning of this House. if
that is true then those Privileges should
be protected as fiercely and as fairly as
possible. It seems elementary that the
deprivation of a member's right to object
and to have his objection voted upon by
his peers is definitely deprivation in the
most unfair manner of that member's
democratic privileges, as bestowed upon
him by this House.

It is also necessary to consider the con-
text in which these events occurred.
Opponents of capital punishment often
say that barbarity on the part of the
Legislature begets barbarity on the part
of the people. I think it Is equally true
to say in this House that legislation, such
as that which was being considered when
the furore occurred, was of a nature and
type which was likely to provoke amongst
members very heated reactions and very
strong opinions.

It Is Quite true to say in that context
that misdemesnours or transgressions
must be viewed much more leniently than
would be the case had the legislation not
been so repressive or barbarous.

I do not intend to say much more, be-
cause it seems to me that on reflection
each of us must agree that those mem-
bers whlo rose to raise points of order
during the debate had a perfect right to
do so. The process by which a member
might be named would not be stopped,
and might only be delayed while Parlia-
ment decided whether the point of order
raised was valid. To allow a point of
order is not to challenge the path through
which the process might well have passed
in the House; but to refuse the point of
order is to deny the democra tic right of
that process to members, which if not
safeguarded will result In the breakdown
of the procedures of this House.

I commend the motion to members.
Mr SKIDMORE: I formally second the

motion.

MR SHALDERS (Murray) [8.07 p.m.]:
The member for Ealga has suggested that
this motion will be the means of estab-
lishing a committee of the House to as-
certain whether the privileges of certain
members were infringed upon on the night
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of the 9th September. However, we on this
side of the House are unanimous in our
belief that this is an attack by certain
members of the Opposition on the integ-
rity of the Chairman of Committees and
yourself, as Speaker.

This is an attack on yourself, as Speaker,
after we have heard members in the Op-
position speak about the fairness and im-
partiality you have shown during the time
you have held your high office. We on
this side believe implicitly that you carried
out your duties in that manner.

I would like to go through the proce-
dures that were followed on the night in
question. When the member for Morley
was speaking in the debate he mktde cer-
tain remarks to which the Premier ob-
jected, as was his right under Standing
Order 128 which states-

No Member shall use offensive or
unbecoming words in reference to any
Member of the House.

The Chairman upheld the Premier's point
of order by ruling that the words used
by the member for Morley were unparlia-
mentary; and as was his right under Stan-
ding Order 144 he asked that member to
withdraw the words. Standing Order 144
states-

When any Member objects to words
used in debate by another Member,
the Speaker, or Chairman of Comit-
tees shall, if either considers the words
to be objectionable, or unparliamen-
tary, order them to be withdrawn;
and, if necessary, an apology made.

Mr A. R. Tonkin. There is no dispute
on that.

Mr SHALDERS: The Chairman of Com-
mittees considered the words to be un-
parliamentary, and he asked for them to
be withdrawn. It is quite clear that it
was at that point of time the member
for Morley made certain remarks, which
are recorded in the current Hansard. At
page 2829 of the current Mansard the
following appears-

The CHAIRMAN: The words used
by the member for Morley are un-
parliamentary and I ask him to with-
draw.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Mr Chairman,
you must be joking!

The CHAIRMAN: Will the member
withdraw?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: No.
The CHAIRMAN: I rule that the

words are unparliamentary and I ask
you to withdraw.

At that stage the Chairman officially ruled
that the words were unparliamentary and
he asked that they be withdrawn. To
continue with the quotes from Mlansard.-

Mr A. R. TONECIN: How can accur-
ate words be unparliamentary? This

line has been drawn so as to split
the-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Would the
honourable member resume his seat?
I rule that the words spoken by the
member for Morley are unparliamen-
tary and r ask him to withdraw.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: There is some-
thing more important than Parliament
and$ that is democracy and the people.

There were four occasions when the mem-
ber for Morley had the opportunity to
rise to his feet and take a point of order
that he disagreed with the Chairman's
ruling, but he did not. Instead, he argued
with the Chairman. He did not take a
point of order, which was his prerogative
at that time, or move a motion to disagree
with the Chairman's ruling. Had he done
so I am quite certain the procedures would
have been followed.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are telling me that
the member for Morley forfeited his right
to take a paoint of order?

Mr SHALDERS: He did not take the
opportunity to do so.

Mr B. T, Burke: You are saying he
forfeited his right to take a point of order?

Mr SHAtDERS: That is correct.
Mr B. T. Bourke: You should read

Standing Order 135.
Mr SHA.LDERS: X listened very care-

fully to what the member for Balga said,
and I would ask him to extend the same
courtesy to me by listening. If he does
not want to be courteous as I have been
then he has a right to adopt that course.

At that stage in the debate, because the
member for Morley would not obey his
ruling, the Chairman of Committees had
no recourse other than to name the mem-
ber under Standing Order 70, because un-
der paragraph (c) the following appears--

If any Member has-
(c) used objectional words, which he

has refused to withdraw;...
he may be named by the Speaker, or,
if any of the abovenamed offences has
been committed by a Member in Com-
mittee, by the Chairman.

The Chairman of Committees then took
the action of naming the member for
Morley. The only procedure then open to
the Chairman of Committees was quite
clear, as we can see from Standing Order
71. After a member has been named the
Procedure under Standing Order 71 Is fol-
lowed. It states--

if the offence has been committed
in the House, the Speaker shall forth-
with put the question, on a motion
being made.-

According to the dictionary the meaning
of "forthwith" Is "immediately".

Mr A. R. Tonkin: No motion was made
at that time.
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Mr SHALDERS: To continue with
Standing Order 71-

-no amendment, adjournment, or
debate being allowed, "That such
Member be suspended from the ser-
vice of the House"; and, If the of-
fence has been committed In Com-
mittee, the Chairman shall forthwith
suspend the proceedings of the Com-
mittee and report the circumstances
to the House, ...

So, after naming the member for Morley
it is quite clear that the Chairman shall
forthwith report the circumstances to the
House; and he did so. The Chairman im-
mediately left the Chair and reported to
the House.

Mr B. T. Burke: What is your defini-
tion of "forthwith"?

Mr SHALDERS: "Immediately".
Mr B. T. Burke: It does not mean "im-

mediately".
Mr SHALDERS: The honourable mem-

ber should look at at the dictionary deft-
ittion.

On your resuming the Chair, Mr Speaker.
it was perfectly obvious that the same pro-
cedure had to be followed by yourself:
that forthwith the question had to be put,
on a motion being made.

I can understand the desire of members
of the Opposition to use the loophole that
after you resumed the Chair some com-
ment was made, and some members Inter-
jected before the Premier moved his mo-
tion. However, we on this side of the
House are aware that you were endeavour-
ing to restore order in the House so that
the Premier could be heard in moving his
motion.

It was the actions of members of the
Opposition who were continually jumping
to their feet and being disorderly which
prevented you, Mr Speaker, from allowing
the Premier to move his motion of
suspension. It was quite clear that
immediately order was restored-and
during that time the member for Ascot
was also named which proves how
disorderly members were-the Premier
moved his motion, and it was put
straight away. It is quite clear to mem-
bers on this side of the House that Stand-
Ing Orders were followed to a logical con-
clusion and the procedure which was fol-
lowed by the Chairman of Committees was
correct. Also, the procedure followed by
yourself after resuming the Chair was
correct.

We, on this side of the H-ouse, will not
have a bar of this type of motion put for-
ward by certain members of the Opposi-
tion who are attempting to denigrate the
actions taken fairly, honestly, and properly
by the Chairman of Committees and by
yourself, Mr Speaker. We have observed
certain members of the Opposition-a
minority of members of the Opposition-
who would tear down and denigrate the
institution of Parliament.

Several members interjected.
Mr SHALDERS:, Those members oppo-

site, to whom I have referred, consider
that one way to tear down the institution
of Parliament is to denigrate the principal
officers in this House.

Mr B. T. Burke: Your lack of intelligence
does more to denigrate this House than
any actions taken by members on this
side.

Mr SHALDEES: Like a big jellyfish, the
member for Baiga has not a leg to stand
on with his argument.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SHIALDERS: As I said, the member

who introduced the motion does not have
a leg to stand on. The Motion fails totally
flat on its face and we reject it completely
and utterly.

We, on this side of the House believe
that you, Mr Speaker, and the Chairman
of Committees acted properly on the 9th
September and we oppose the motion.

MRt JAMIESON (Welshpool-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) 18.17 p.m.]: I
did not intend tonight to become embroiled
in an argument concerning Standing
Orders. However, having been somewhat
involved in the situation at the time, I feel
it to be my bounden duty to get up and
point out what I wanted to point out at
that time.

Whether or not he likes it, we have to
put some share of the blame on the Chair-
man of Committees. That is where the
whole situation got into a morass. I have
chaired meetings over many years but I
do not want to give a lecture on the ideals
of Standing Orders because they can be
interpreted in many different ways.

The fact of the matter is that only two
types of People find themselves in the posi-
tion of being named and suspended from
Parliament. One type Is suspended as
a result of bad chairmanship, and the
other Is the member who goes completely
berserk and whose actions are beyond the
realms and requirements of Standing
Orders.

Unfortunately, perhaps because of Inex-
perience, the Chairman of Committees
contributed to what occurred. I drew your
attention, Mr Speaker, to the fact that
very early in the debate on the 9th Sep-
tember the words, "This is a corrupt Bill
introduced by a corrupt Government" were
used. After a little mudslinging between
the Premier and the member for Morley
the words were used once again. They
appear at page 2629 of Hansard.

The point I now wish to make-and I
attempted to make it at that time-is that
a point of order was taken by the Premier
that the words were objectionable. The
Chairman of Committees did not find that
the words were objectionable; he said they
were unparliamentary. At a later stage,
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when members tried to intervene on the
ruling, he again said that the words were
unparliamentary.

If I were to use a ward in respect of
you, Mr Speaker, which was unparliament-
ary you would call me to order and make
me withdraw that word. However, that
course of action was not taken, whereas
it should have been taken. Had I1 been
in the Chair at the time I would have
taken such action against the member for
Morley because I would have considered
that the words he used were deemed to be
unparliamentary.

when the Chairman of Committees did
not take such action the stage was set
f or the scene which occurred. We can
regret all these things when we have time
to think about them. That is the point
I wanted to make at the time but when
I sought to take a point of order I, too,
was almost named.

We have to abide by some set of rules
or regulations when we move Into a field
such as debating matters in Parliament. If
a member uses unparliamentary language
it is the bounden duty of the Chairman to
call that member to order, not have the
Premier at some later stage, when it suits
him and when he gets hot under the collar,
draw the attention of the Chairman to the
fact that unparliamentary words have been
used. If action is not taken immediately
the argument gets to the tar barrel stage,
and that is the situation which developed
on the 9th September.

I consider there is justification for the
establishment of a committee of the House
to look into the position. I am sure such
a committee would come to the conclusion
that it was the bounden duty of the pre-
siding officer, whoever he may be, to keep
debate within the Standing Orders of the
Parliament, and to keep unparliamentary
language out of those debates. That was
not done on the occasion of the 9th Sep-
tember.

That is the reason I rose to my feet.' I
think the point I have raised has been
badly missed. The member for Murray
went off on all sorts of tangents in trying
to lecture us on his opinion of Standing
Orders. The fact is that a mistake was
made and the member for Morley was
named. As a result, a shemozzle occurred,
and it reflected to the discredit of the
House as a whole. The situation developed
and, of course, when cool is lost it takes
a lot of fresh air to sort out proceedings.
It was rcouired on that occasion so that
the debate could get back into order.

Mistakes were made and they deserve
to be inquired into by a committee of the
House. The result of such an inquiry
would help overcome the mistakes which
have occurred, and would obviate similar
mistakes in the future. The members
who were named must have had a right,
at some stage, to take a point of order.

My very quiet colleague, the member
for Warren, who does not usually become
involved with interjections was threatened
at one stage and told he Would be named,
which indicates to all of us that things
must have been bad for him to be placed
in that position. I admit that on some
occasion I might even be Provoked into
the situation where I could be named.

As I said earlier, only two types of
members are ever named: one is the per-
son who feels wronged because of some
mistake on the part of the Chairman, and
the other is the Person who goes com-
pletely berserk aind who has to be sus-
pended for the well-being of the Chamber,
and for good government. Those are the
only two types of members who can be
named. If a Chairman holds a tight rein
on proceedings the occasion should not
arise f or a member to be named.

If a committee of the House, as en-
visaged in the motion, is set up, I am
sure it would come up with very good
recommendations for the future.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne) (8.24 p.m.]:
I oppose the -motion. I believe my col-
league, the member for Murray, lucidly
put the argument for members on this
side of the House.

Mr Jamieson: Loosely!
Mr LAURANCE: The member for Mur-

ray lucidly put the argument to show that
the motion is completely out of order.

Mr Skidmore: Why?
Mr LAURANCE: The motion states that

a committee of the House should be estab-
lished to ascertain whether the privileges
of certain members had been infringed
upon by the action of the Speaker and
the Chairman of Committees.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: My colleague, the

member for Murray, lucidly explained why
the actions taken by the Chairman of
Committees, and by yourself. Mr Speaker,
were absolutely correct.

Point o/ Order
Mr A. R. TONKIN: On a point of clari-

fication, Mr Speaker, I would like to know
whether the member for Gascoyne has
risen on a point of order, or whether he
is speaking to the motion, because he did
say It was out of order.

The SPEAKER: I will endeavour to
clarify the position in so far as I can,
from the position of the Chair. On many
occasions one hears in this House, words,
terms, and terminology, not accurately de-
scriptive of the situation at the time. I
would say that at no time was the member
for Gascoyne referring to the fact that
there was a point of order concerned in
this debate. I now ask the member for
Gascoyne, when he again rises to his feet,
to give his views on the matter.
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Debate Resumed
Mr LAUIRANCE, I do not think that

what I said could be referred to as a point
of order. If the member for Morley would
be courteous enough to allow me to develop
my argument perhaps I will satisfy him
that I have not risen on a point of order.

If the argument put forward by the
member for Balga had any merit at all-
and I doubt that very much-the last ves-
tige of opportunity for it to stand up was
shot down in flames by the spurious argu-
ments. put forward by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition indicated, quite apart from
the detail and technicality of Standing
Orders, had he been in the position of
Chairman, and unparliamentary language
had been used, he would have called the
member to order and would have expected
him to withdraw. Obviously, that was the
thing to do.

Mr B. T. Burke: But the member does
not forfeit his right to move a point of
order to disagree with the Chiairman's
ruling.

Mr LAURANCE: Not if he takes action
at the appropriate time.

Mr Jamieson: If unparliamentary lan'-
guage is used it is the duty of the Chair-
man to stop It.

Mr LAURANCE: It was stopped at that
point.

Mr Jamieson: No it was not.
Mr LAURANCE: The words used were

objected to by the Premier who drew at-
tention to the fact at that point.

Mr Jamieson: You should go back fur-
ther; you have not gone back far enough.

Mr LAURANCE: It is unfortunate that
this motion is now before the House be-
cause I believe it is the second worst thing
that has happened to this Parliament for
many a long day.

Mr Jamieson: You are the worst.
Mr LAURANCE* The worst thing that

ever happened to this Parliament, of
course, was the event which took place on
the 9th September. I believe that was the
blackest day in the history of this Parlia-
ment.

Mr Jamieson: You should look back to
what occurred in 1985.

The SPEAKER: Order!I
Mr LAURANCE: Shocking enough as it

was for this House and this State, the best
thing that could have happened would
bhave been for us to erase it from our
memory.

Mvr Skidmore: You should be on the John
Wayne show as a comedian.

Mr LAURANCE: We regret what hap-
pened; the Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion regrets what happened; and I think
the best thing would have been to forget
all about it. But no. We have this motion

before us to heap further shame on the
dignity of this place.

Mr Bertram: Do not let us bring up
dignity.

Mr LAURANCE: This motion will revive
the whole incident.

Mr Bryce: It will shame the dignity of
the people you represent.

Mr LAURANCE: The motion is a vote
of no confidence in the Speaker and the
Chairman of Committees.

Mr Skidmore: It is not.
Mr LAURANCE: Members on this side

of the House consider it to be a vote of no
confidence.

Mr Skidmore: Well, I do not!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: We violently oppose the

motion, as such.
Mr Skidmore: What garbage.
Mr LAURANCE: Men of the highest in-

tegrity have gone to great lengths to up-
hold parliamentary traditions, and a
motion such as this will cut no ice at all
with the people. They have learnt, through
the media, that our present Speaker has
already established his credibility as a
Speaker of great standing because of the
way he carries out his duties. That is
established fact.

It was no surprise to members on this side
of the House to find that the events of
the 9th September were sparked off by
none other than the member for Morley.
I believe the member for Morley has em-
barked upon a deliberate and premeditated
attack upon our parliamentary traditions
and our parliamentary system in this
State. It is a system which has withstood
the test of time, and it has been with us
for a long time. Although there have been
some changes, it has not been replaced in
centuries.

Mr Bryce: Changes were needed.
Mr LAURANCE: I do not disagree, but

the member for Morley denigrates the
whole system at every opportunity he gets.
His attitude in flouting the dignity of this
H-ouse has disturbed me on previous oc-
casions.

We saw the disgraceful exhibition by
the member for Morley at the opening of
Parliament this year, and he now goes
further to the point of putting a motion
before the H-ouse.

Mr Skidmore: And I agree with him, so
you can put me In the same category.

Mr LAURANCE: At the first opportunity
I had to voice my disapproval of his at-
titude I did so. I said at the time of his
actions that I implored the honourable
member either to conform with the tradi-
tions of the House to which he was elected,
or resign. I told him at that time that
he should shape up or ship out.
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The SPEAKER: Order! The member
must not read from his own remarks.

Mr may: He would not be able to nake
a speech otherwise.

The SPEAKER: The member for Gas-
coyfle.

Mr LAURANCE: At the time I expressed
my opinion about the pitiful effort to
denigrate the electoral system of this
State.

Mr A. R, Tonkin: You have done that.
Mr LAURANCE: The Leader of the Op-

position Interjected on my speech then,
and at least I can quote his remarks. He
said. "At least he has been consistent on
this", and the honourable member cer-
tainly has been consistent because his
attacks on our whole parliamentary Sys-
tem have been very consistent. That Is
all the member for Morley has been con-
sistent about.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: You are consistent
about gerrymandering, all right.

Mr LAUIRANCE: He was taken to task-
Mr Skidmore: Get It all over and done

with.
Mr LAURANCE: -following that dis-

graceful exhibition on the 9th September.
The editorial in The West Austraian~

Mr Carr: What did the ABC say?
Mr LAURANCE: The West Australian

said-
Mr Carr: Did you see "Four Corners"?
Mr LAtURANCE: The editorial reads--

The behaviour of Labor MLAs A. R.
Tonkin and M. J. Bryce In the Legis-
lative Assembly on Tuesday night
reduced the proceedings to a shambles
and brought discredit to the most im-
portant forum In the State.

It went on to say-
If they deliberately set out to cause

chaos their behaviour has even graver
Implications.

And I believe it has.
Mr Bryce: We are really influenced by

the leader writer of The West Australian,
I can assure You.

Mr LAURANCE: The member for Morley
would like us to believe that that was the
only occasion on which he had shown dis-
respect to the House. But that Is not so.
as was pointed out In the editorial.

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

Mr Speaker. 1 understood we were discuss-
Ing a motion to decide whether a corn-
mittee should be established to discover
what happened on the 9th September.
Whether in fact I had been a bad boy In
Parliament months and months ago, as
ref erred to in the editorial of The West
Australian, is not germane to the argu-
ment.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER; I rule the matters be-

ing discussed are relevant.
Debate Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Sir. Just to
repeat this for the honourable member-

Mr Skidmore: Oh. please don't!
Mr LAtURANCE: -the editorial goes on

to state-
In the past both Mr Tonkin and Mr

Bryce have pushed Mr Hutchinson to
the limit with their lack of respect for
the chair. Tuesday night was the last
straw.

Mr Bryce,, Vicious untruths!
Mr LAURANCE: The member for Morley

saw fit to reply to the editorial, and his
letter the following day. read as follows--

I challenge you to substantiate that
remark by a study of Hansard or in
any other way.

I do not know whom the honourable
member hoped to fool by that display, but
unfortunately for him, in a footnote to his
letter to the editor, it was pointed out that
on at least four occasions he had been
called to order,

Mr A. R. Tonkin: Did you see my reply
to that?

Mr LAURANCE: I will go back through
those four occasions.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: You did not see my
reply to that, I suppose?

Mr Clarko: Was not the footnote longer
than the letter?

Mr A. R. Tonkin; It would be in The
West Australian.

Mr Clarke: They gave you a good run.
Mr LAURANCE: The West Australian

needed almost a lull page to list all the
times that the member for Morley had
been out of line in this House and had
flouted its traditions.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: And you would be a
good judge of that?

Mr LAURANCE: I believe so.
Mr May: Talk about questions wasting

the time of the House!
Mr LAURANCE: I will not read it all,

for I am sure members have taken the
point.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE:, On each occasion the

member for Morley took the opportunity
to push the Speaker to the point where
he should have been named. That evening
he consistently refused to withdraw and
he consistenly refused to respect the prin-
cipal officers of this House, and one can
say that this built up into a consistent
attack on our parliamentary system.
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Point of Order
Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: Mr Speaker, on a

point of order, I take exception to these
continual references to my having attacked
you, as Speaker. In actual fact, you will
remember that when I was in that Chair
-and you chose to dissent from my ruling
I upheld your right to call me arrogant,
which you did. I believe it was your right
to move to dissent. I have not shown a
consistent lack of respect to you, as I
pointed out in my letter to The West
Australian, but what this has to do with
the motion before the Chair-

The SPEAKER: The honourable member
*cannot make a speech.

Mr A. Rt. TONKIN: I claim my right,
as a member of the House, to ask for the
Clerk to read the motion to the House,
under Standing Orders, because I believe
'we are getting right away from it.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is no
-necessity to have the motion read by the
Clerk. The motion stands before the House
on the notice paper of today, and members
may consult it on their desks.

In so far as personal reflections on
members are concerned, it is true that
-there is In our Standing Orders-which I
am afraid are flouted on occasions, not by
one member but by many-a Standing
Order that Personal reflections shall not
be made. Unfortunately these are made
in debate and in certain ways which it is
difficult to proscribe. Everyone should
watch that. I read that little homily to
members. Whilst they all should have
proper regard for their rights, they must
hold steadfast to the responsibilities they
have to this institution also.

I ask the member for Gascoyne to avoid
reflecting on the member in so far as is
possible in connection with the debate on
which reflections are made on the conduct
of the Chairman and the Speaker. That
is why I am reasonably pleased so far that
to a large extent the debate has been in
low key. I trust it remains that way.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker.

The motion before us deals with the fact
that certain privileges of members have
been infringed upon by the action of the
Speaker and the Chairman of Committees,
and that is exactly what I have been deal-
Ing with.

Mr May: Very low key!
Mr LAURANCE: I find it very difficult

not to mention the actions of these mem-
bers when referring to this particular
motion. I mentioned earlier that this was
a sustained attack, and a continuous one,
on the traditions and dignity of this House.
I said earlier that I believed the events of
the 9th September represented the blackest
day in the history of this House. in going

back, I find that the last occasion on which
a member was suspended was in 1941; we
have to go back 34 years to find the last
time a member was removed from this
Chamber. Obviously it does not happen
very often, and that makes it all the more
reprehensible I believe.

Mr Jamieson: If your side had not called
off pairs, a member would have been re-
moved in 1972.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Two members are in-

terjecting at the same time-I do not mind
one.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: On the 22nd Novem-
ber, 1972, pairs were called off and a mem-
ber remained in this Chamber, The present
Speaker voted for that member to remain
here.

The SPEAKER: The member for Gas-
coyne.

Mr LAURANCE: So it took 34 years be-
fore that event was repeated. Then the
two members who are the subject of the
motion before us this evening, were ejected
from this House of Parliament.

Point of Order
Mr B. T'. BURKE: I rise on a point of

order to make the point that the motion
has nothing to do with the two members
who were removed from this House, and
so to a large extenit the matters being dis-
cussed by the member for Gascoyne are
not pertinent. If he reads the motion care-
fully, I am sure he will come to the con-
clusion that I was talking about the privi-
leges of members, and during my speech
I spoke repeatedly of those people who
tried to take Points of order. I do not be-
lieve we should refer to the members'
suspension from the House, or the reasons
for their so being suspended.

The SPEAKER: The point raised by the
member for Balga is one of no real value.
The incidents related initially by the mem-
ber for Balga in the explanation of his
motion now before us, cover a wide range
of incidents that occurred on that night.
I cannot rule the member for Gascoyne
out of order for dealing with incidents that
occurred on that night.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Thank you. Sir. I would

like to consider just what happened on
that occasion in 1941, as Perhaps it could
throw some light on the incident on the
9th September, so that we can judge
Just how black an occasion It was. I find
that Mrs Cardell-Oliver was the last per-
son to be ejected from the House before
the 9th September, 1975.

Mr A. ft. Tonkin: Bill Manning was the
last to be named, in 1972.

Mr LAURANCE: This happened on the
10th December, 1941. I believe it Is per-
tinent for those of us In this Chamber
who are concerned about maintaining the
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dignity and traditions of this place that before be had to be ejected from this
we should know Just what happened at
that time. I quote from page 2595 of
Mansard of the 10th December, 1941.

The SPEAKER: You will try to keep
this as brief as possible?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, Sir. It will be very
brief.

Mr Jamieson: If he did not have some-
thing to read from, it would have been
over long ago.

Mr LAURANCE: Mrs Cardell-Oliver
said-

Any man who can get up in this
Chamber and say what the honourable
member said tonight has made a
speech which is a disgrace to this
Assembly.

The member for Nelson asked-
What did I say that was a disgrace

to this Assembly? I hope I have not
disgraced myself.

The Speaker called order and said-
The member for Nelson has asked

for a withdrawal. The honourable
member must withdraw.

Mrs Cardell-Oliver would not withdraw.
and the Speaker said-

The honourable member must with-
draw when called upon; otherwise I
must ask the honourable member to
leave the Chamber.

Mrs Cardell-Oliver Said-
I shall not withdraw. The speech was

a horrible disgrace!
The Speaker then suspended the member
for Subiaco for the remainder of the sit-
ting. Thirty-four years ago that was
enough to have a member suspended.'

Ur May: What are you trying to prove?
Mr LAURANCE: To show how this House

has degenerated since that Point of time.
It has never happened since.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: No, because you
called off pairs!

Mr LAUIRANCE: The standard of debate
has certainly degenerated since then, and
it will continue to degenerate very rapidly
if we have a consistent and sustained
attack upon this place and the Parliament-
ary traditions that have existed for years.
This Is because of the way that particular
member has been carrying on.

Mr Jamieson: You want to read Mansard
of 1963 if you really want to see some-
thing!

Mr LAURANCE: On the 9th September,
the member was called upon nine times
either to withdraw the remark or to leave
the House, and this was pointed out in
the previous Press statement. He was
called upon four times by the Chairman
of Committees to withdraw and he refused.
After you resumed your seat, Mr Speaker,
he was called upon a further five times

House by the Sergeant-at-Arms.
Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: And very forcefully.

too.
Mr LAURANCE: What a disgraceful

exhibition that was.
Mr Barnett: Dame Cardell-Oliver was

thrown out for saying that-be careful.
Mr LAURANCE: Unfortunately we asoS

have to bear the shame because the whole
House suffers. Not only that member was
suspended, but also his little Sir Echo who
went with him.

Mr Barnett: You are unreal.
Mr LAURANCE: Up till 1968 I believe

the Speaker had the authority to suspend
a member for the remainder of the session.
it is very unfortunate that Provision has
been removed from our Standing Orders.
I believe, Mr Speaker, that you were cor-
rect in suspending the members for one
sitting day and I Presume that the people
who were involved in the attempt In 1968
to change the Standing Orders so that a
member cannot be suspended for the rest
of the session had no idea of the people
who would follow them into this Chamber.
Perhaps if they had had some foresight
and knowledge of the attacks we have had
on our parliamentary system, they would
have hung onto that Standing Order.

Mr Carr: Personal abuse; It Is the only
thing you talk about.

Mr LAURANCE: The most sinister
aspect about the whole sorry business is
this: What is the motive behind these
continued and sustained attacks?

Mr A. R. Tonkin: The Electoral Dis-
tricts Act Amendment Bill: that is the
motive.

Mr LAURANCE: I think the object of
the member for Morley seems to be to
tear down the system that has stood the
test of time.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: It is corrupt.
Mr LAURANCE: Even though only one

member on the other side of the House
has interjected tonight to say that he
does not in any way support the member
for Morley, I know other members oppo-
site do not support his attack upon our
system.

Mr Jamieson: What? On the Electoral
Districts Act Amendment Bill? Don't be
foolish.

The SPEAKER: Order!I The Electoral
Districts Act Amendment Bill is not under
discussion.

Mr Jamnieson: He introduced It.

Mr LAURANCE: The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition is wrong again: I did not
Introduce It.

Mr Jaieson: "You are wrong": here Is
the school master; bring out the cane!
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Mr LAURANCE: The member for Mor-
ley attempts to tear down the system, but
he does not offer us any alternative. I
suggest the reason he does not offer an
alternative is that It is too dreadful to
mention not only as far as members on
this side are concerned, but also as far
as members on his side are concerned.
Ile is attempting to destroy our parlia-
mentary system.

Mr Jamieson: The only thing you have
going for you Is your father-in-law.

Mr LAURANCE: That sticks in your
craw, doesn't it? I do not know why the
member for Morley does not call for an
environmental impact study on the chip
on the shoulder of the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition.

Something else that concerns me is that
not only does the member for Morley deny
the wishes of the members of this House
who want to see Its traditions continued-
the traditions he wants to tear down-but
he also denies the wishes of the people he
represents and who voted for him. I would
say that a majority of those who voted
for him know exactly the sort of tradi-
tion that prevails in this place. He also
represents those people who did not vote
for him to take his place in this Parlia-
ment; he has a duty to represent themn
and to uphold the traditions. He was
elected to represent all the people in his
electorate, and he has a moral obligation
to uphold the dignity of this place on their
behalf.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: It is corrupt.
The SPEAKER: Order! I order the

member for Morley not to make repetitive
interjections and not to use the word
"corruption" because it was about that
word, and its like, that the whole business
began. I know at the moment there is no
necessity for him to withdraw, but I do not
want to see a similar situation arise. I
remind him that repetitive lnterjecttons
are not permitted.

Mr LAURANCE: I think the actions of
the member for Morley only prove that
if he intends systematically to destroy our
parliamentary structure he should come
out and honestly expound the alternative
be proposes In Its place. I know If he
did that It would be more frightening to
members on both sides than the events of
the black Tuesday we are discussing.

Ad journmenf of Debate
MR A. R. TONTEUN (Morley) [8.47 p.m.]:

I move-
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion Put and negatived.

Debate Resumed
MVR A. R. TONKIN (Morley) 18.48 p.m.];

Mr Speaker-
Mr Jamieson: This is nice; it is Private

members' day.

The SPEAKER: Order!1 The member for
Morley.

Mr A. H. TONKIN: We talk about par-
liamentary-

Mr Jamieson: Everything goes out the
window. You have not got the principles
of a louse.

Mr A. R, TONKIN: I understand this
is a private member's motion and we have
the Government using its numbers to con-
tinue a debate that the Opposition clearly
wanted to adjourn.

Mr Laurance: A vote of no confidence
in the Speaker should be dealt with im-
mediately.

Mr Jamieson: It does not have to be.
You should know better than that, even
though you are stupid.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Morley.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: It is quite clear there
is a tradition in this place-

Mr Jamieson: it wouldn't have happened
if the Premier were here.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: -which is that
private members' business is in the con-
trol of the Opposition, just as the Gov-
ernment has control of business on Tues-
days and Thursdays, and it does the Gov-
ernment no credit to use its numbers in
this way.

The previous speaker made great play
about the fact that it was a disgrace that
members were suspended from this House
for the first time in same 30 or 40 years.
However, I remind the H-ouse that on the
23rd November. 1972, a member was named
in this chamber by the Chairman of Corn-
mittees.-who, like our present Chairman.
was a very fair Chairman-who asked
him time and time again to withdraw, but
he refused to do so. I might add here
that some mention has been made that
this is an attack upon your integrity, Sir,
and upon the integrity of the Chairman
of Committees. It is not an attack at
all. I believe mistakes were made, and
that an investigation should be held so
that in future when members rise properly
on a point of order their rights will be
protected.

Mr Speaker, there is no question that
neither your integrity nor the integrity of
my good friend, the Chainnain of Com-
mittees, is under attack. However, we do
believe that errors were made; and I anm
sure it is very easy to make an error in
the heat of the moment when one is in
the Chair.

To get back to the events of the 23rd
November, 1972, when a member was
named by the Chairman of Committees.
A division was held and pairs were called
off and you, Sir, voted in that division.
The member concerned-the then member
for Narrogin-remained in the Chamber
despite the fact that he had been named.
Therefore, although the remarks about this
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being the first time for many, many years
that a member has been suspended are
correct, aL member was named in 1912 but
remained in this place because pairs were
called off.

Mr Laurance: It doesn't make your
action any better.

Mr A. H. TONKIN: I am not saying it
makes my action any better or any worse.
I am quite prepared to accept the conse-
quences of my action.

Mr Speaker, You warned me about the
matter of corruption. However, when I
bear people stand and attack me for tear-
ing down a sacred tradition, and when I
realise that in my opinion and in the
opinion of other members on this side of
the House our whole principle of demo-
cracy is being perverted by an Act-

The SPEAKER: Order! I must remind
the member for Morley not to become in-
volved in describing the quality or non-
quality of legislation. He may refer to the
Bill, as I permitted the member for Balga
to refer to it briefly. But probably I
should have limited the member for Balga
in respect of his descriptions on one or two
occasions. As Speaker of this Assembly
I ask the member not to dwell on the
qualities of the Electoral Districts Act
Amendment Bill, otherwise I will have to
sit him down. The member for Morley.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I understood, Sir,
some latitude is allowed.

The SPEAKER: I will allow you a little
latitude.

Mr A. R. TONKIN : An attack has been
made by a member who apparently thinks
I am an iconoclast and that I am tearing
down traditions. However, I am pointing
out that I was not attacking the traditions
of this Parliament in any way; rather I
believe those traditions were being
attacked by a Bill and, therefore, I was
reacting violently to that. However, Sir,
I accept your ruling. That quite clearly
is not the subject under discussion; but I
do feel sick of these things which I believe
have another side to them.

To get back to the question under dis-
cussion, the motion calls for a committee
to be established. Such a committee could
possibly quite properly decide that your
action and that of the Chairman of Com-
mittees was quite correct. So it is not a
matter of this being a motion of no con-
fidence in you, Sir, or the Chairman of
committees; rather it is a matter of there
being grave doubt in my mind and in the
minds of other members on this side of
the H-ouse because we feel the privileges
of certain members were abrogated on the
night in question. I do not believe there
was any conspiratorial or vicious attack
by yourself or the Chairman of Commit-
tees; but I believe in the beat of the
moment it is very easy to make a mistake
in the Chair.

I would like to refer to Hansard, because-
what I wish to point out is very germane
to the whole matter. on page 2630 we
find that I rose on a point of order and
you, Sir, said-

There is no point of order.
How you could judge whether or not there
was a point of order when you had not
even heard me, I do not know. I then
said-

You have not heard my point of
order.

You, Sir, then said-
I do not want any interruption from

anyone else, otherwise there will be,
further naming. I will hear the point
of order.

The following is what then transpired-
Mr A. R. TONKIN: In the best par-

liamentary tradition I have moved to
dissent from the Chairman's ruling, as
did the "great" Robert Gordon
Menzies in the House of Representa-
tives some years ago.

The SPEAKER: The honourable
member will resume his seat. I have
checked on the position. This is the
first time this has happened in my
term as Speaker.

I would say it would be a traumatic experi-
ence for anyone. You, Sir, continued-

I see from the Standing Orders that
"the Speaker shall forthwith put the
question".

I presume that you had received excellent
advice from the Clerk that you had to put
the question forthwith. Perhaps it is not
fair that I should put words in the Clerk's
mouth because he is unable to answer in
this place. However, you said that "the
Speaker shall forthwith put the question".
That is correct as far as the appropriate
Standing Order is concerned, except there
was no question before the Chair.

There is a Standing Order which states
that a member can speak to anything pro-
vided there is no question before the Chair.
Certainly when there is a question before
the Chair, and when there is no question
before the Chair, points of order can be
taken. However, you said-

I see from the Standing Orders tha~t
"the Speaker shall forthwith put the
question".

I believe the question to which you were
referring was the question that the mem-
ber for Morley should be suspended from
the service of the House. However, no such
question had been moved: indeed it was
not until about two-thirds of a column
later-there is no way In which to tell
how much time had expired-that the
Premier moved that I be suspended from
the service of the House.

Mr Shalders: The Speaker was restoring
order so that the Premier could so move.



[Wednesday, 8 October, 1975)

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I ami trying to get
thi, debate onto a reasonable plane, and
I am quoting what the Speaker said. He
said-

I see from the Standing Orders that
"the Speaker shall forthwith put the
question".

So he was not saying "Order!" at that
time, although there was a certain amount
of uproar. I then said.

I wish to move to dissent from your
ruling, Mr Speaker.

It Is my right to dissent. Any assembly-
and all assemblies take their lead from
Parliament-must have the right to con-
trol its own business; Just as this place
has decided, by the majority opposite, that
we should continue the debate on this
motion. The Chamber itself makes the de-
cision, and even the Speaker is in the hands
of this Assembly. That Is why Standing
Orders make provision for a motion to
dissent from the Speaker's ruling.

Mr Shalders: What ruling had the
Speaker made which YOU wanted to dis-
sent from?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: The Speaker had
named me.

Mr Shalders: The Chairman of Com-
mittees named You.

Mr Skidmnore: The Speaker named the
member.

Mr A. R. TONKIN:, I tried to move to
dissent from the ruling of the Chairman
of Committees.

Mr Shalders: You didn't, and you had
four opportunities after you were told to
withdraw.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr A. R. TONKINI: With Your permis-
sion, Sir, I will go back, because what is
recorded in Hansard is being denied. On
Page 2629 it will be seen that I moved that
the Chairman's ruling be disagreed with.

Mr Shalders: That was after you had
been named.

Mr Young: Read the next line: "The
Chairman has turned his back on me."
The Chairman had left the Chair when
you moved that motion.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Then when you, Mr
Speaker, resumed the Chair I said-

The Chairman gave a ruling and I
immediately moved to dissent from the
Chairman's ruling, but the Chairman
refused to give me the call.

Mr Young: That was untrue. You didn't
immediately move to dissent from the nul-
ing the Chairman gave; you waited until
he left the Chair before you moved that
motion.

Mr Skidmore: You cannot educate idiots.
Mr Clarko: That is what is happening

now.

Mr Skidmore: The member far Karrin-
yup will learn that I am not an idiot and,
what is more, I believe that he is one.

Mr Clarko: You raised the question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Morley.
Mr Skidmore: If you want to have it

that way, I will give it.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I tried to move that

the Chairman's ruling be disagreed with.
I indicated my intention to do that, but
your ruling was that the Chairman was
correct in his ruling. I quote now from
Mansard to indicate what occurred-

The SPEAKER: Will the member
resume his seat?

Shortly after this the member for Ascot
tried to rise on a point of order, and you,
Sir, said-

The member will resume his seat.
There will be no debate.

Here I would point out that it was not a
debate that was being asked for, but a
point of order. There is quite a difference
between the two. I continue to quote-

The SPEAKER: The member will
resume his seat. There will be no
debate. If the member will not re-
sume his seat I will name him.

Mr Bryce: You say there is no point
of order-

The SPEAKER: I name the member
for Ascot. Will he resume his seat.

Mr Bryce: There is no member on
his f eet.

In other words, no motion had been moved.
Even if a motion had been moved, a
member, of course, can rise on a point of
order. I continue to quote from page 2830
of the current Mansard-

Mr Bryce: There is no member
on his feet. This place is becoming a
f arce.

The SPEAKER: Will the member
resume his seat?

Mr Bryce: You are denying me the
right to speak.

The SPEAKER: I am denying the
member the right to be on his feet.

Mr H. D. EVANS: On a Point of
order-

The SPEAKER: The member will
resume his seat or else I will name
him.

Mr Jamieson: There must be aL right,
surely.

Then followed two or three more remarks
which are not really germane. The
Premier then moved for my suspension.
I believe that during that time, Mr
Speaker, it was proper for you to hear the
points of order that members were trying
to make. I am not saying that you, Sir,
were to blame because it was a very tumul-
tuous situation and it was quite easy to
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make a mistake. Alter all, we all make
mistakes every day in driving a motorcar
or in spilling a cup of tea. I do not sug-
gest that because a person makes a mistake
it is an indication that he is incompetent
and, quite honestly, I believe that mis-
takes were made on this occasion, but I
will be quite happy to be proved wrong.

Mr Shalders: The Speaker proved him-
self right; you were named.

Mr Skidmore:, Words of wisdom from
the mouths of babes.

The SPEAKER; Order'

Mr A. R. TONKIN: So members were
denied the right to rise on a point of
order. That was really the substance for
the motion subsequently moved. Members
wvere trying to exercise their right to speak
on a point of order. There is a Standing
Order which provides that there shall be
no amendment or no adjournment of the
debate, but that does not mean that a
point of order cannot be taken. It does
not deny a member the right to raise a
point of order; that is, even if there were
a motion before the Chair. However,
there was no motion before the Chair, as
I have pointed out-and if I may I will
talk in terms of Mansard columns-for a
whole column or more. At that time the
Premier was probably caught napping,
because he did not expect to be called
upon to move a motion for the suspension
of a member. No doubt he had other
things on his mind. I point out again.
that there was no motion before the Chair
and, even if there had been, the Chairman
of Committees should have heard any
point of order raised. The relevant Stand-
ing Order reads as follows-

71. If the offence has been com-
mitted in the House, the Speaker shall
forthwith put the question, on a
motion being made, no amendment,
adjournment, or debate being allowed,
"That such Member be suspended
from the service of the House"; and,
if the offence has been committed in
Committee,-

In this case, the offence was committed in
Committee. Continuing-

-the Chairman shall forthwith sus-
pend the proceedings of the Commit-
tee and report the circumstances to the
House; and the Speaker shall forth-
with, on a motion being made,-

1 repeat those words-
-and the Speaker shall forthwith, on
a mnotion being made,-

Mr Shalders: How could a motion be
made with you putting a point of order?

Mr Skidmore: That is exactly what it
Is all about.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: If the Speaker had
heard me on a point of order the Premier
would have been denied the opportunity
to move his motion until my point of
order had been disposed of and, once that

occurred, no doubt the Speaker would
have given the Premier the call.

Mr Blaikie: No way.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: What does the bon-

ourable member mean by that?
Mr Skidmore: It is merely because the

member for Vasse does not like it.
Mr Elale: You are wrong.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: I do not understand

the point the member for Vasse is trying
to make.

Mr Blalkie: You are making the speech;
you had better continue.

The SPEAKER: And address your re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: I continue to quote
Standing Order '71 as follows-

-and the Speaker shall forthwith, on
a motion being made, put the same
question, without amendment, ad-
journmnent, or debate, as if the offence
bad been committed in the House
itself.

So once the motion has been moved there
shall be no debate, no adjournment, and
no amendment, but of course there shall
be points of order, as with any other
matter before the Chair.

Mr Blaikie: Where does it say that?
Mr A. R. TONKIN: A point of order

shall always be in order. one has only
to read the Standing Orders to find that
out. There must be a point of order
available to any honourable member.
There has to be a Standing Order for a
point of order: that has always been par-
liamentary practice.

Mr Blaikie: Where does it say you can
take a point of order?

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Standing order 135
reads as follows-

Any Member may rise to speak "To
order," or upon a matter of privilege
suddenly arising.

Again, Standing Order 138 contains the
following-

All points of order-
This probably answers the question asked
by the member Vasse. Continuing-

-and matters of privilege at any
time arising shall, until decided, sus-
pend the consideration of the Question
under discussion.

Mr Skidinore: That is right.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: Perhaps the mem-
ber for Vasse does not want to hear that.

Mr Shalders: The point under discussion
was clause 1 of the Bill.

Mr A. R. TONKIN: That is right, and
the Standing Order provides that any
question under discussion shall be sus-
pended until the point of order has been
decided.
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Mr Shalders: And it was suspended.
Mr A. R. TONKIN: At that stage we

were out of Committee and we were back
constituted as a whole House. I repeat
the words contained in Standing Order
136-

All points of order and matters of
privilege at any time arising shall,
until decided, suspend the considera-
tion of the Question under discussion.

I have already referred to the Standing
Order which states that if there is no
question before the House then, of course,
a member may rise. I continue to quote
from Standing Order 136-

But the Speaker may, with the con-
currence of the House, defer his de-
cision and, in such case, the Question
then under discussion shall be ad-
journed sine die.

Standing Order 136 does not operate In
this case. The member for Vasse is a
Deputy Chairman of Committees and he
should know that. I repeat again the
first part of Standing order 136-

All points of order and matters of
privilege at any time arising shall,
until decided, suspend the consider-
ation of the Que-stion under discus-
sion.

So even if the Premier had moved his mo-
tion at that time a point of order should
have been heard. As the Premier had not
moved his motion, then, of course, the
point of order should have been heard.

My~ Young: Do you agree that there has
to be a question before the Chair before a
point of order can be taken?

Mr A. R. TOINKIN: Yes, in taking Stand-
ing order 138 literally, I suppose there has
to be a question before the Chair. How-
ever, it also states that a member can rise
to speak when there is no question before
the House. So a member can rise on any
matter when there is no question before
the House. In that case a member can
speak on a point of order when there is
a question before the House, or If there
Is flo question before the House.

So I believe we have Indicated there Is
no malice on the part of the Opposition.
I would like to see a situation reached
where all members of this House-especi-
ally those who occupy the Chair-knew
their Standing orders thoroughly and If
there has been a breach of privilege, and
if members wish to rise an a point of
order, we should not sweep the considera-
tion of that privilege under the carpet.
We should not let the matter rest for a
few months only to find a similar situa-
tion arising and muddle through it again.
It is very Important that members should
not lose their right to speak on a point
of order.

As I think I indicated earlier this even-
ing. I have acted as Chairman of coin-
mittevs and as Speaker, and on one occa-
sion I had to face a motion of dissent that

was moved against me. I thought the
motion was wrongly based and, going back
40 years, I quoted precedents that had oc-
curred not only in this House but also In
other Houses of Parliament. The Point I
make Is that you, Sir, on that occasion,
as the miember for Cotteslee, referred to
my stand as being arrogant. If you care
to check Mansard for that period you Will
find that I did not object or state that you
were unparliamentary in adopting that
attitude, or were casting a reflection on
the Chair.

I adopted that attitude because I could
not agree that anyone could move a mo-
tion to disagree with the Speaker's ruling
without casting some reflection on the
Chair. it was on that occasion that re-
ports appeared In the Press where the
member for Vasse said that I was reflect-
Ing on the Chair, In spite of the fact that
I made It clear that at no time did I
reflect on the Chair. Yet it is shown that
statements appeared In the Press that I
was reflecting on the Chair. At that time
the member for Vasse was occupying the
Chair and, In my opinion, he used IT to
protect the Premier and to score a political
point. I do not believe this Is the proper
place for the Chairman of Committees to
score political points. Therefore it is im-
portant for every member of this House
to be recognised when he rises on a poit
of order, and that he shall be recognised
when he desires to move a motion of
dissent, It Is a safeguard for this House,
and this Is most important.

In the life of the previous Parliament, I
believe that, by my actions, I showed I was
prepared to be tolerant when members
thought I had done the wrong thing. It
Is my belief that If members do not have
the right to move a motion to disagree
with the Speaker's ruling we have lost
every semblance of proper parliamentary
practice that we should enjoy.

I emphasise once again that I am not
reflecting on the Integrity of the Chairman
of Committees or myself in regard to what
occurred on that occasion. I believe mis-
takes are made. I believe that if the
Standing Orders Committee were to ex-
amine this matter It might find that what
I have said is correct. on the other hand
it mitght arrive at an opposite decision,
but certainly we should know our Stand-
ing Orders thoroughly and members should
not have to move on a question of pri-
vilege which we are endeavouring to do
in this case or In any other case in the
future.

MRt YOUNG (Scarborough) [9.15 p.m.]:
Much has been made in this debate about
the point made by the member for Morley
in respect of whether or not a point of
order can be taken at any time.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: That is what it is
all about.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr YOUNG: I am glad I managed to get
one sentence out before I was interjected
upon.

I want members on the other side to
imagine the circumstances which could
arise If Standing Orders 70 and 71 were
not as they have been represented by
members on this side of the House.

I want members opposite to imagine the
situation, if in the heat of the moment,
when a member has been named and the
Speaker, having returned to the House, is
on his feet trying to carry out Standing
Orders 70 and 71, he is interjected upon
by a member in contradiction of Stand-
ing Order 132 and that member is allowed
to make points of order and his colleagues
are allowed to make them ad infinitum at
a moment when everybody's blood is up.

If we are to accept the terms of those on
the other side of the House, we must say
that notwithstanding Orders 70 and '71 a
member or a group of members would be
entitled to continue to raise points of order
until 7.00 am. next day, irespective of the
fact that the Speaker has a clear obliga-
tion under Standing Orders to attempt to
have the House regain order and have a
motion put for the suspension of the mem-
ber who has been named.

Mr A. Rt. Tonkin: Will you allow me
to interject for a moment? That is a
fair comment. This could happen, and I
believe the whole system could be des-
troyed in this way, but if members were
to take points of order, that would re-
bound very badly on those who did it. But,
theoretically, you are right.

Mr YOUNG: I know the member for
Morley believes what he says and is being
honest when he says it. I1 am putting the
point that that is exactly what was hap-
pening on that night and if something
were to occur tonight and someone were
to get his blood up and, as the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition suggested, turn
maniacal, it would happen again.

Let me refer to the situation when the
previous member for Narrogin was named.
Much play was made about the fact that
the Speaker and others on this side voted
as they did on that occasion. Surely mem-
bers realise that every member's right is
to defend his colleagues. The member
for Balga is doing that in the motion
before us. I want to make it very clear
that when the motions were put in respect
of whether or not the member for Morley
and the member for Ascot should be sus-
pended. the members voted according to
what they thought was right.

In the case of the former member for
Narrogin two People decided to break all
the traditions of the House and come in
and vote when they were paired. Surely
members opposite would not blame that on
members of Parliament who voted to sup-
port their colleagues, because we would
do that under any circumstances, anyway,
and so we do.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is not individual
members who enter into an arrangement
for pairs. The party does. Answer it
honestly. Your party enters into those
arrangements and you bear the respon-
sibility.

Mr YOUNG: The member for Balga. who
was not a member of the House at the
time this occurred, does not know the cir-
cumstances, but that is not what this
debate is all about. I do not care to go
into the circumstances.

Mr B. T. Burke: You raised it.
Mr YOUNG: If the member for Ealga

wants me to, I can do so. There were
three Whips on that occasion. The mem-
ber for Balga was not a member at that
time. Let him take the matter up with
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition and
get the facts, and I will continue the
speech I am making.

What I am saying is that under those
circumstances people get their blood up
and if a member were Permitted to raise
points of order ad infinitum while the
Speaker was on his feet, pandemonium
would occur. I want members opposite
to consider how on earth Standing Orders
Could be framed to cater-

Mr B. T. Burke: There is one to cover
that.

Mr YOUNG: I know there Is, but no-
one would say for one moment that the
situation had become so bad that the
alternative should have been taken of
simply ordering a man to be put out of
the Chamber and then name him later.
I do not think the honourable member
is suggesting that.

It is as crystal clear as it could possibly
be that the member for Morley had his
Opportunities to move to dissent from the
Speaker's ruling. There was only one
ruling; that, is, that the words were un-
parliamentary.

Something was said about the fact that
the Premier claimed that the words were
objectionable. The Standing Order states
that the Chairman can declare them to
be objectionable or unparliamentary and
he ruled them to be unparliamentary. That
was the ruling from which any member
on the other side had the right to move
to dissent. As the member for Murray
quite accurately and skilfully Pointed out,
that was the position on four occasions.
The member for Morley or any of his col-
leagues could have moved to dissent, but
no-one did. The Leader of the Opposi-
tion did not do so, because he knew that
the words were unparliamentary and every
member on the other side, including the
member for Morley, knew they were. The
member for Morley did not take the op-
portunity to withdraw them or to move
to dissent from the Speaker's ruling.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: I did when I was
named.

3294



[Wednesday, 8 October, 1975J

Mr YOUNG; So there was no question
before the Chair from which dissent could
be moved, because once the member for
Morley had been named-and he quoted
this from Mansard-the first thing he said
was, "The Chairman has turned his back
on me." The Chairman had quite cor-
rectly named him, stood up, and left the
Chamber to report to the House. That
Is when the member for Morley moved
to dissent from something which the
Chairman of Committees had to do. When
the Speaker came back into the Chamber
he was on his feet attempting to carry
out Standing Order 71i.

Mr A, R. Tonkin-, Which is?
Mr YOUNG: The member for Morley

does not want me to read It?
Mr A. R. Tonkin: Yes, because you are

missing out about four words.
Mr YOUNG: All right. Standing Order

71 reads-
II-if the offence has been com-

mitted in Committee, the Chairman
shall forthwith suspend the proceed-
ings of the Committee and report the
circumstances to the House;, and the
Speaker shall forthwith, on a motion
being made..

Mr A. R. Tonkin: "on a motion being
made"!

Mr YOUNG: Let us return to the situa-
tion on the 9th September. Mr Speaker,
you came in and were on your feet to bring
the House to order. You simply walked
to your Chair after the Chairman of Com-
mittees had reported to you, and the
member for Morley rose to his feet. From
then on, although it may not read like it
In Mansard, there was pandemonium, and
there was no opportunity for the five
words referred to by the member for
Morley to be heeded; in other words, there
was no opportunity for a motion to be
moved. There was no opportunity be-
cause you were on your feet and you
would not defy Standing order 132, not-
withstanding the fact that everyone on
the other side would.

Mr B. T. Burke:, The Speaker sat down
in order that the Premier might move
that motion, but he did not accept the
invitation.

Mr YOUNG: Quite clearly an attempt
was being made that night by certain
people to be suspended, and an attempt
was not made from the Chair-

Mr Bryce: But the Premier did not move
his motion.

Mr YOUNG: The person for whom I
feel the most sorrow is the member for
Ascot, because he deliberately and dia-
bolically set out from the first day of the
twenty-eighth Parliament to be named, and
the member for Morley beat him to it. He is
the man for whom I feel the most sorrow
because he had to share his publicity.
It is as simple as that. This debate is

not about Standing Orders. It Is about
whether the rules of this House-

Mr Bryce: So you really believe that I
am the haughtiest of all.

Mr YOUNG: I feel sorry the honourable
member had to share It. The debate is
about whether the Standing Orders of this
Assembly, made by this Assembly, are to
be taken note of. or whether it is the
Standing orders Ai ia the member for Mor-
icy, A la the member for Balga, 6, la the
member for Ascot, which are to be noted.

Mr Barnett: Can you explain why the
Speaker allowed one Point of order, and
no others?

Mr YOUNG: I would say that with the
way they were carrying, on at the time
someone would have jumped up and hit
the Speaker on the head with the Mace
If he bad not allowed one.

I want to refer to something the Leader
of the Opposition said which was totally
wrong. This is how this whole matter has
ground down to the stage where the people
on the other side of the House have started
to accept that If one talks long enough and
loudly enough, and raises sufficient motions
In the House. and claims he has been
damaged by the terribly unfair Speaker,
Premier, or Government, people will believe
It. Immediately the member for Ascot had
left the Chamber, the LeRader of the
opposition rose and said-

...the Standing Orders provide that
when the Cheirman of Committees or
a Speaker asks a member to withdraw,
a point of order can be raised so that
the decision made by the Chairman of
Committees or the Speaker can be
challenged.

The member for Canning interjected and
said. "That is right." The 1-eader of the
opposition then went on to say-

The member for Morley was denied
his right to challenge...

The member for Morley could be starting
to believe that. However, that right was
not denied him and that Is what this debate
is all about.

Mr Skidmore: Are you In trouble?
Mr YOUNG: I am prepared to have the

member for Swan get up and tell me when
the member for Morley made a point of
order In respect of the ruling of the Chair
to withdraw words.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: I was not allowed to
get It out.

Mr YOUNG: The member for Morley
had been named.

Mr B. T. Burke: What you are saying
is that once he Is named, there can be no
point of order.

Mr YOUNG: I say that Standing Orders
70 and 71 take precedence Immediately if
the member is named and the procedure
does not allow a point of order.
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Mr B. T. Burke: So there can be no
point of order on any matter.

Mr YOUNG: For the reasons I outlined
when I first rose, unless that is the way
the Standing Orders are construed and
Interpreted, there would be no way by
which a member could be suspended.

Mr B. T. Burke: So if the Premier moves
a motion not in accordance with Standing
Orders to suspend a member, can a point
of order be raised on that?

Mr YOUNG: The wording Is very clear.
Mr Bryce: I know-
Mr B. T, Burke: But if the Premier

states it wrongly-
The SPEAKER: Order! One at a time.
Mr YOUNG: I believe that If the Premier

made a mistake and used the wrong word-
ing under Standing Orders to suspend a
member-and I believe he did make a
slight error-and had been taken up on
it on a point of order, the Speaker would
have fairly allowed the point of order be-
cause that would be a Procedural matter.

Mr B. T. Burke: You said you cannot
take a point of order.

Mr YOUNG: Not in respect of the sub-
ject matter of Standing Orders 70 and 71.
A point of order can be taken on a Pro-
cedural matter.

Mr A. R. Tonkin: If that were the case,
Standing Order '71 would say so. It would
refer to the Speaker putting the question
forthwith on a motion being made, with-
out amendment, adjournment, debate, or
points of order. But it does not say that.

Mr YOUNG: I think, with respect to
members opposite, I have made the point
as clearly as anyone could make it; that
is, that if what they say is true-a judge
might say I am wrong or that they are
wrong-there could never be a day when a
person, If the Opposition was so deter-
mined, could be suspended from the service
of this House. It could never happen-

On the evening under discussion, when
the member for Ascot, the member for
Morley. the member for Swan, even the
member for Warren. and certainly the
member for Welshpooi, the member for
Rockingham, the member for Perth, and
the member for Balga were all so desper-
ately trying to get named-

Mr Jamieson: Fair go!
Several members interjected.
Mr YOUNG: I made a mistake. The

member for Balga would-

Points o1 Order
Mr JAMIESON., On a point of order, I

would like that remark withidrawn. The
member for Scarborough said I was delib-
erately attempting to be named. Those
words are objectionable to me and I ask
that they be withdrawn.

The SPEAKER: I ask the member for
Scarborough to withdraw the offending
remark.

Mr SKIDMORE: ,on a point of order,
I ask also that the reference to the member
for Swan be withdrawn. It has not been
my intention at any time to endeavour
to reach a situation where I would be
named.

Mr YOUNG: To prevent everyone rising
in concert on the other side, I withdraw
the remark in respect of all of them.

Debate Resumed
Mr YOUNG: I simply say that even if

they were not deliberately attempting to
be named, they gave every indication they
were.

The question before the Chair involves
the setting up of a committee to inquire
into whether or not the privileges of cer-
tain members were impinged upon on the
9th September.

It has been said by members on the
other side that that is not in any way to
reflect on the Chairman of Committees or
the Speaker. Nothing could be further from
the truth, The Chairman of Committees
and the Speaker of this House have the
right and duty to make their decisions as
they arise, and the House makes its de-
cisions on those actions of the Chairman
and the Speaker.

If we get the situation where the House
forms a committee-and the member for
Balga does not say whether or not it is a
Committee of the whole House, a Select
Committee, a standing committee, or any-
thing else-and the committee gets to the
stage where it, and not the whole House,
is going to sit in judgment on the actions
of the Speaker, and if members do not
like the law that applies in the Chamber
and the rule of numbers, which is what
Government is all about, they can simply
say, "We will not accept it", over and over
again., As far as I am concerned, this
matter has to be laid to grass because it
is in fact a reflection on both Chairs and
it is typical of the actions taken by the
opposition ever since this twenty-eighth
Parliament began.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [9.31 p.m.): I
do not know whether members of this
House remember my maiden speech when
I entered Parliament, but I remind mem-
bers that on that occasion I made the
remark that I believed in this House there
were some holy cows which should be laid
to rest. At that time I quarrelled with
some of the old traditions but I also in-
dicated that at all times I would uphold
the rules which applied to the House and
to Parliament and I would respect the
dignity of the Chair. I believe I have done
so. I am not setting myself up as a Paragon
of virtue in that respect but I am saying
the motion moved by the member for
Balga in no way reflects upon the Speaker
or the Chairman of Committees.
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Mr Speaker, you may adopt a narrow-
minded and parochial attitude, as have
some of the members who have spoken
tonight, but if you analyse the motion you
will find that in no way does it comment
upon the position of the Chair or of the
Speaker. It merely says that arising out
of the deliberations on that particular
occasion there appears to be a degree
of disagreement as to whether or not mem-
bers were denied their rights in this House
of Parliament.

I have listened very carefully to the
debate tonight and I have tried to put
my thoughts into chronological order so
that we will not be ducking and diving
around between the Standing Orders; and
I certainly do not want to refer to the
occasion many years ago when a member
was suspended from the House, nor do I
want to comment upon the suggestion that
members may have engineered their nam-
ing on a Particular occasion.

I respect the dignity of the Chair and
I uphold the rules of debate in this House.
If we do not like the rules of debate we
should alter them, and if it Is considered
that to do so reflects upon the Speaker let
us have a committee to find out whether
that is so. That Is what this motion is
about. One may like It. dislike it, or dis-
agree with what I am saying, but that is
what this motion is all about.

I will refer to certain events to deter-
mine whether or not certain words were
an abuse of the privilege of the House or
were unparliamentary, and to resolve the
precedents and practice of previous Par-
liaments when utterances were recorded
or in some way made known to the
Speaker, and the right of individual
Speakers to say that certain terms used
in debate would be offensive on one
occasion but would not be offensive on
another occasion if they were obviously
stating the truth. I do not want to elabor-
ate on that unless members wish me to
do so, but I can give many Instances to
show that what I am saying could in fact
take place at any given time.

I would like to refer to the procedure
which is to be followed when a member
feels aggrieved or feels that words spoken
reflect upon his character or are objec-
tionable to him and he wishes them to be
withdrawn. We begin with Standing Order
144 dealing with the rules of debate.
That Standing Order reads-

When any Member objects to words
used in debate by another Member,
the Speaker, or Chairman of Com-
mittees shall, if either considers tbfe
words to be objectionable, or unpar-
iamentary, order them to be with-
drawn; and, if necessary, an apology
made.

The question which must be determined
by the Chairman of Committees or the
Speaker is whether or not in his opinion

1110)

alone-because he makes the decision, and
nobody else-the words are unparlia-
mentary. He must then of course follow
the Procedures under the Standing Orders.
It is the Chairman of Committees or the
Speaker who makes the determination, not
the member who objects. That should be
made abundantly clear.

Mr Shalders: That Is right.
what I said.

That is

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not wish to be
sidetracked at this moment because I
want to make a conscientfous endeavour
to determine whether intrigue has been
foisted on the House, as some members
believe.

When a member rises to object, he may
request that an apology be made. We must
then move to Standing Order 70 which
says--

If any Member has..
(c) used objectionable words,

which he has refused to
withdraw..

he may be named by the Speaker, or,
if any of the above-named offences
has been committed by a Member in
Committee, by the Chairman.

I do not want to dwell upon the incident
or comment upon the words used, and I
do not believe I should do so. Whether
or not the words were objectionable is not
the point I wish to make.

I accept it that in this particular debate
the words were considered by a member
to be objectionable and the Chairman of
Committees asked that they be withdrawn;
and I accept it that the member who used
the words refused to withdraw them. The
number of times the member refused to
withdraw the words is not in question and
I do not think it has anything to do with
this debate. Upon reflection, the Chair-
man may give a member ample oppor-
tunity to withdraw his remarks; on the
other hand he may simply say to the
member on one occasion, "I ask you to
withdraw the words", and if the member
does not withdraw them the Chairman
follows the procedures available to him.

The tolerance to be exercised is that of
the Chairman of Committees alone. He
considers the objection to be valid and he
gives the member an opportunity to with-
draw his remarks. Whether he gives the
member one opportunity or 40 opportuni-
ties does not alter the Procedure of this
House. Whatever members on the other
side may say, that is the position. The
Chairman then reports to the Speaker that
a member has offended against the Stand-
ing Orders of the House while in Commit-
tee and that he has been named.

I think we should at least be honest with
ourselves and try to understand without
heat and emotion what happened on that
night. I do not want to try to interpret
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all the "ifs" and "huts" and all the Inter-
Jections and the arguments which were
put forward. In my own way I want to
state with simplicity the question this
House should be considering.

As I understand it, and as recorded in
Hansard. when the Incident was reported
to the Speaker, the Speaker resumed the
Chair, and I take it at that time the
Speaker was in control of the House. It
Is evident that In reporting to the Speaker
the Chairman of Committees told him
he had named the member for Morley. The
member for Morley went on to make
several remarks which are reported in
Hansard and have already been quoted,
but I do not believe they are germane to
the point in issue, What is important
is the reflection that has been cast upon
the member for Morley by the member
for Scarborough. The member for Morley
has suggested he was aggrieved and that
certain members were not given their
rights. I understood the member for Scar-
borough to say the member for Morley had
not been refused his rights.

I would like to refer the member for
Scarborough to page 2630 of Hansard.

Mr Bryce: He has shot through.
Mr SKID)MORE: The following appears

on that page of Hansard.-
Mr A. R. TONKIN:, You have not

heard my point of order.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: I do not want any

interruption from anyone else, other-
wise there will be further naming.

You then said this, Mr Speaker-
I1 Will hear the point of order-

Let us be quite clear about what happened
at that moment. The Speaker said, "I
Will hear the point of order." Onily'one
member had been on his feet raising with
the Speaker a paint of order; that was the
member for Morley. It is clearly stated
in Hansard that the Speaker said, "I will
hear the point of order." For the sub-
sequent events I will again quote from
Hans ard-

Mr A. R. TONKIN: in the best par-
liamentary tradition I have moved to
dissent from the Chairman's ruling,
as did the "great" Robert Gordon
Menzies in the House of Representa.-
tives some years ago.

The SPEAKER: The honourable
Member will resume his seat. I have
checked on the position. This is the
first time this has happened in my
term as Speaker. I see from the
Standing Orders that "the Speaker
shall forthwith put the question".

I make it quite plain here and now,' Mr
Speaker, that at that time I would not
have quarrelled with the decision you made
as Speaker because it is true that the
Standing Order says the question shall
be put forthwith. However, one cannot
take the Standing Order In isolation and

expect it to stand up to all the other
Standing Orders, without exception: It
cannot do that.

Of course, it would be stupid of us to
suggest that Standing Orders could be in-
terpreted in that way; so we must then
look at a Standing Order that would appear
to overcome this word "forthwith". I do
not wish to dwell upon Standing orders
70 and 71 because they have been well
and truly quoted In the House tonight.

I would like to refer briefly if I may
to the fact that the interpretation placed
upon the word "forthwith" by you. Mr
Speaker, would be overridden by other
Standing Orders of this House. I put
that to you with due deference, Sir, and
in no way do I make this quote other
than to see that justice is done and Is
maintained in this House. Standing
Order 134 states--

No Member shall interrupt another
Member while speaking, unless-

(1) to request that his words be
taken down;

(2) to call attention to a point
or order;

As I understand paragraph (2) a member
could rise to his feet and endeavour to
catch the Chairman's eye to raise a point
of order. If that member could not catch
the Chairman's eye another member could
then rise to draw the Chairman's atten-
tion to the endeavour of the first member
to raise the point of order. If that is not
what the Standing order means, then
that is what it should mean. it would
appear members have the right to inter-
rupt a debate at any time to call atten-
tion to a point of order. Standing Order
135 says that any member may rise to
speak "To Order" or upon a matter of
privilege suddenly arising.

I believe Standing Order 135 is the
most important of our Standing Orders
to be considered on this occasion, because
in my humble opinion-and I say that
with sincerity, being a new member in this
House-it seems to override the termi-
nology used in Standing Order 71I which
says that the matter shall be put forth-
with. If a member makes a statement
that Is objected to and in his opinion he
made the statement honestly, surely he
should have the right to substantiate what
he said before the House by rising on a
point of order.

I found myself on the night of the
9th September in the difficult position
of trying to defend my action. I sincerely
believe that what I said was correct; but
the question of whether or not it was
objectionable is not the question that
should have been debated; the matter that
should have been debated was whether or
not I as a member should have the right
to raise aL point of order if I sincerely
believed that what I said was true.

I believe on all occasions members should
have that basic right, otherwise we des-
troy the rules of debate and remove the
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democratic rights of members. Therefore,
I1 suggest with all due deference to you,
Mr Speaker, and to the Chairman of Com-
mittees--who by that time was not in-
volved because he had reported to the
Speaker; albeit what he reported is very
germane to the question-that Standing
Order 136 overrides Standing Order 71.

Standing Order 136 states--
All points of order and matters of

privilege at any time arising shall,
until decided, suspend the considera-
tion of the Question under discussion.
But the Speaker may. with the con-
currence of the House, defer his deci-
sion and, In such case, the Question
then under discussion shall be ad-
journed sine die.

On the occasion in question a member had
been rightly named by the Chairman of
Committees who, under the Standing
Orders, reported to the Speaker. The
Speaker in turn asked the member to
withdraw his statement. In those circum-
stances I believe Standing order 136 stands
supreme. If it does not stand supreme
and if It is believed it has no validity then
it should not be in the Standing Orders at
all because it has no reflection upon any
other Standing Order other than to over-
ride a certain situation. If it is suggested
that all other Standing Orders shall be
paramount and shall remain unchallange-
able, then Standing order 135 has no
point, because it says that the question
under discussion shall be adjourned sine
die.

I can only infer in my simple and sincere
way that that is an overriding Standing
Order. If that is not so, it could be
that the proposed committee will examine
and reflect upon it and determine whether
or not our Standing orders are deficient.

I make it quite clear in suggesting that
the House should adopt the motion before
it, that it is in no way a, reflection upon
the Speaker or the Chairman of Com-
mittees. It is in my opinion an effort to
have a committee better to interpret the
Standing Orders of this R-ouse so that the
dignity and conduct of the House may be
continued. I do not want to be too harsh
on the members involved because I have
not found their performance objection-
able;, and I find myself reluctant at any
time to rise to ask another member to
withdraw a remark he may have made
about me. I think most interjections are
made in the spirit of the moment and,
probably, on reflection one would feel a
little sorry for having made them. But
if they are made in haste and anger I
do not quarrel with them.

I believe Standing Order 136 gives mem-
bers the right to rise and challenge any
issue before the House. So no matter
what may be said to the effect that on the
night of the 9th September certain mem-
bers conducted themselves In an objection-
able fashion, I believe they acted in what

they believed was the correct way; how-
ever, the result of the events clearly shows
there seems to be a need for a committee
to investigate at least that aspect of
Standing Orders.

I extend to you, Sir, and the Chairman
of Committees my wholehearted support in
respect of this matter because I believe
you acted in accordance with what you
believed was right and proper. I accept
that, and I believe all members of the Op-
position accept it. However, it could be
that you acted wrongly in accordance with
our Standing Orders and, therefore, I sug-
gest the motion before the House should
be carried with a view to appointing a
committee so that in future the Speaker
and the Chairman of Committees will not
be able to be placed in a similar situation.

MR CLALRKO (Karrinyup) [9.55 pm.]:
The Parliament Is the prime representa-
tive institution in any nation, and If we
undermine Parliament we undermine the
members of Parliament and we take away
the good reputation and the dignity of
all those associated with it.

Mr Bertram: Hear, hear!

Mr CLARKO: Furthermore we under-
mine the reputation of our Parliament If
we undermine the reputation of our
Speaker or of our Chairman of Commit-
tees,

I oppose this motion to refer the matter
to a committee because it represents a
vote of no confidence in the decisions
made by those persons respectively.

Mr T. D. Evans: That is what happened
In 1972.

Mr CLARKO: If we wish to consider
the question of confidence in Speakers,
we do not have to go back very far-
nowhere near as far back as 1972. I can
go back to the tremendous disturbances
that occurred in the Federal Parliament
which I listened to on the radio and which
ultimately led to the most unfortunate
resignation of the Speaker of the House
of Representatives at that time (Mr Cope).
I believe one of the things which in a
minor way has led the public of Australia
to consider Parliament more favourably
is that they no longer have the feeling
which many of them had last year that
the standing and the dignity of the
Federal Parliament had been grossly
undermined both by the Opposition and
the Government.

Point of Order

Mr SKIDMORE:- I believe the Question
of the Australian Parliament, the Com-
monwealth Parliament, or the Federal
Parbament-call It what one will-Is not
under discussion and Is not relevant to
the motion before the Chair.
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Speakcer's Ruling
The SPEAKER: I rule that the matter

Is relevant and that a comparison is being
made. Comparisons may be made In de-
bate. The member for Karrinyup.

Debate Resumed
Mr CLARKO: Thank you, Sir. I might

say following that interjection that I think
what is germane to this argument-

Mr Skidmore: I did niot make an inter-
jection; I took a point of order.

Mr CLARKO: -is that if the motion
before us is carried it would mean that
the House did not with full confidence
accept the two decisions involved. Let me
say that I do accept those decisions as
being eminently fair and Just. I believe
if the motion were Passed we would be
showing a lack of confidence in the ability
of our Presiding Officers.

Mr Jamieson: You can't prejudge what
the committee would say.

Mr CLARKO: I am giving rmy opinion.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition can
rise and give his opinion if he likes. I
am saying that I believe the decisions of
the Speaker and the Chairman of Com-
mittees were fair and that I have every
confidence in the ability of those officers.
It is not a question of prejudging the
committee. I am quite clear in my mind
that the decisions made were perfectly
correct, and I do not wish to take any
part In something that will go beyond
what I support and believe. If the Deputy
leader of the Opposition believes other-
wise, he is quite free to get up and say so.

Mr Jaieson: I did speak. Unfortun-
ately you might not have been here.

Mr CLARKO: I have been here all
night. I do not wish to dwell on this
matter, and I guess I will receive guffaws
from George Orwell's Animal Farm oppo-
site. However, I believe that The West
Australian of the 11th September pre-
sented a very reasoned argument in its
editorial. I will not dwell on some of the
key words such as "shambles, discredit,
and deliberate chaos in defying the
Speaker"; I will merely say that we wel-
come the positive argument in the
editorial.

Mr Jamieson: Written by those who
support your side.

Mr CLARKO: I arm speaking at the
moment. Members opposite are great
ones for interjecting.

Mr Jamnieson: You sound like a bull
frog.

Mr CLARKO: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition would be well qualified to knowbecause he sounds like one that has
slipped as it Jumped over a barbed wire
fence.

What we need is rational and intelligent
debate, and I do not think the interieCtions

of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
help in that respect.

In the brief time I have been in this
House I believe certain people have been
pushing the Chairman of Committees and
the Speaker to their limit. They are like
small schoolboys baiting their teachers;
and I would have thought that some of the
members involved should know what
should happen in that situation.

I1 believe it is unfortunate that we are
getting increasing bitterness and under-
currents to which the editorial referred;
and I point out that editorial was not
my judgment, it Is the judgment of those
written by people in this Chamber. It is the
Judgment of those who sit above us in the
gallery, and I believe it is right.

In my travels around this Parliament,
both here and outside, I have gathered the
opinion that, in the main, members oppo-
site were most impressed by the attitude
adopted by the Speaker, the Chairman, and
the Deputy Chairmen of Committees. The
Speaker gives mnembers of the Opposition
about a 55 : 45 favourable ratio of de-
cisions on various matters. Probably, that
is the essence of a true Speaker; he must
bend slightly towards the Opposition side
in order to avoid these possible criticisms.
Certainly in my judgment and from my
experience of life, men, and meetlngs--like
members opposite, I have attended many
thousands of them-the Speaker and the
Chairman have been fair at all times.

I do not In tend to discuss the technicali-
ties raised by various members opposite;
I do not accept the technicalities of the
arguments put forward. I have listened
to the broadcast of proceedings of the
Federal Parliament and have heard mem-
bers continually trying to call points of
order and the place has been such a sham-
bles that the Speaker has Just left the
Chair. Members cannot continually call
points of order and this is why we see
words like "forthwith" and others in our
Standing Orders; clearly they are designed
to prevent that sort of situation develop-
ing here.

What we want in this Parliament Is a
reasoned debate. it Is not just the way
things are said and recorded in Hansard
which is Important; If we sit here and
watch certain members of the Opposition
speaking and look at the turn of their
mouths, which look like giant Moorish
arches--

Mr Jamieson: You are being unneces-
sarily personally Insulting, and that Is not
helping the debate.

Mr C LARKO: I was not referring speci-
fically to the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition.

Mr Jamieson: But you are being person-
ally insulting.

Mr CLARKO: When we attach the
words being uttered to the expressions
used by the members uttering them, it
Is obvious that some members opposite are

'."13=-ULLY, I
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completely defiant and grossly ill-man-
nered. As far as I am concerned1 mem-
bers opposite can debate and totally dis-
agree with my point of view. They can
Put their arguments, as the member for
Boulder-Dundas has done on so many
occasions, and we may totally disagree,
but at least we will listen as we have
listened to that honourable member. We
will not try to shout down other speakers
like certain members of George Orwell's
Animal Farm did.

Mr B. T. Burke: You would be the
greatest-

Mr CLARKO: Here comes the chief
leader. I will not say what animal he
would represent in Anima Farm. Mem-
bers opposite should read George Orwell;,
they would find my example to be ex-
tremely appropriate to some members on
their side. If they read this book they
would see that when certain animals tried
to put a6 point of view, other animals
adopted the technique of raising thieir
voices. Members opposite know all about
this. I say that we are a body which has
been elected to carry out the wishes of the
people, and the people do not expect us
to behave in a disorderly manner.

Mr Barnett-. Every time someone inter-
jects on you, you raise your voice, do you
not?

Mr CLARKO: The essence of this argu-
ment is that we should have an impartial
Speaker, and that Is what we have. I do
not believe there is any need to have a
second judgment of the impartiality of our
Speaker or our Chairman of Committees.

We are in a sense a debating group
and must follow certain rules. But there
are various people here who see them-_
selves as bush lawyers who ignore the
Standing Orders as though they were the
only ones who were correct. But when
we finally get down to it, the person who
decides the various matters Is the man
in the Chair, with the help and advice
of his officers. I am prepared to ac-
cept that as a workable system: I cannot
see any other system working.

Walter Bagehot, who wrote The English
Constitution in 1867, which Is still regarded
as being the most definitive work on the
English Constitution wrote-

The dignified aspect of the House
of Commons Is altogether secondary
to its efficient use. It Is dignified.

The member for Morley is not present
at the moment, but he is one member who
puts forward proposals which be believes
will make this House more efficient. But
as I say, Walter Bagehot says In the same
breath that Parliament must be efficient
and dignified. 'He also wrote--

The third function of Parliament is
the teaching function. A great and
open council of considerable men can-
not be placed in the middle of a
society without altering that society.
It ought to alter it for the better.

During the time I have been in this
House, some members have Increasingly
behaved in a way which affects the dig-
nity, good standing, reputation and, above
all, the stability of this House and of
Parliament. Even more importantly, these
actions bring this House into public odium.

I express my complete support for the
decisions made that night by the Chair-
man and the Speaker. I have every con-
fidence in them and I see no need what-
ever to appoint a committee to re-examine
those decisions, which were correctly and
fairly made. What the Speaker and the
Chairman did was completely right, and
we must always uphold what is right.

Adjournment of Debate
MRC BRYCE (Ascot) U10.06 p.m.): I

move-
That the debate be adjourned.

Motion put and a division called for.
Bells rung and the House divided.

Remarks during Division
Mr Jamieson: This will be well recorded

for the future.
Mr Young: Is that remark supposed to

go into Hansard, or not?
Mr Jamieson: Hansard has got it. You

are breaking an agreement the Premier
made. I suppose that is all right.

Mr A. R.. Tonkin: He breaks his ward
often.

Mr Barnett: The member for Scar-
borough has indicated which way he has
been directed to vote.

Mr Clarko: I suggest that you look up
the pairs list for the 9th September.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think we
should keep the discussion quiet.

Result of Division
Division resulted as follows-

Mr Blarnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr 2., T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr 13. D. Evnsa
Mr Harman
Mr Hsartrey

Ur Blalkie
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
hm Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Orewar
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MePharlin
Mr Mennra

Ayes
Mr Bateman
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Fletcher
Mr J. T. Tonkin
Mr T. J. Burke

Ayes-li
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. K. Jones
Mr may
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr Moller

(Teller)

Noes-fl2
Mr Old
Mr O'Nel]
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shaiders
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr watt
Mr Young
Mr CLarko

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr O'Connor
Mr Sibeon
Mr Sodeman
Sir Charles Court
Mir Nanovich

Motion thus negatived.
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Debate Resumed
MR BRYCE (Ascot) [10.10 p.m.: MY

contribution to the debate will not be a
long one, but there are a couple of points
which need to be answered. I regret that
the member for Scarborough. having made
a rather vicious personal attack on me is
not here to collect his just deserts, especi-
ally in relation to the correction of the
ledger.

We on this side of the House are rather
concerned that the motion should be con-
sidered by this Parliament and supported
because when a Speaker makes a decision
on any matter in this Chamber, it can be
viewed as a precedent in years to come.
If we act now to prevent this situation
from being clarified, we Could well stand
to make a significant error of judgment.

We are all aware that from time to time
when difficult situations arise in this Par-
liament, particularly in respect of points
of order, decisions by previous Speakers
frequently are quoted as a suggested guide
to our behaviour. If at same future time
it was trotted out that on the occasion of
the 9th September, 1975. the decision made
by Speaker Hutchinson in relation to a
particular set of circumstances was a deci-
sion that was without doubt correct and
beyond reproach in every respect, I for
one would be rather sorry to see that it
had not been the subject of consideration
by a committee,

The motion moved by the member for
Balga suggests that a committee should
be established to examine the circum-
stances relating to the way In which the
Privileges of Members of this House may
have been offended during that incident.
Personally, I would he prepared to go one
step further; I believe this Parliament
should have its own privileges committee.
Many other Parliaments in Australia and
In other parts of the world have privileges
committees and matters such as this are
referred to those committees almost as a
matter of course. obviously, of course, it
would be the subject of aL vote on the floor
of the House.

When introducing his motion, the mem-
ber for Balga stressed that it was not so
much the privileges of the member for
Ascot and the member for Morley that
should be considered; in addition, the
rights of the member for Warren and the
member for Welshpool, who tried to take
paints of order, and of every other mem-
ber of this Parliament were infringed when
the Speaker ruled it was not possible for
a point of order to be taken.

The member for Gascoyne, the member
f or Scarborough, and the member for
Karrlnyup tried to be rather acidic in
their attacks upon the member for Morley
and the member for Ascot in respect of
our behaviour in this place. We quite often
find that this is the case; members oppo-
site are not particularly given to taking
situations In the broadest possible sense
but at the first opportunity zero in on

personalities. They find it a great deal
easier to fight on the basis of personalities
than to stick to principles and the atti-
tude they adopted this evening did not sur-
prise Me.

However, I believe a couple of points
raised by the member for Scarborough
should be corrected for the record. My
memory of a particularly important stage
of the events of the 9t September is cer-
tainly very different from the memory of
the member for Gascoyne and the mem-
ber for Scarborough.

I said by way of interjection, and I now
repeat, that I believe you, Mr Speaker,
were placed in a most invidious position.
In fact you were placed in an almost im-
possible position by the Premier who was
in charge of the House at that time.

In the course of his contribution the
member for Scarborough detailed the steps
which led to the motion that was moved
to suspend the member for Morley. The
point I wish to stress is the chaos which
developed. From memory it is quite clear
that from your position in the Chair You
gave the cue to the Premier on a number
of occasions to move the motion for the
member to be suspended. It was the
Premier and the Leader of the House who
let the Speaker down. Whether or not
there was any justification for his action
is not the point at issue. In fact, there
was pregnant silence, contrary to what
has been suggested by the member for
Scarborough that nobody could get a word
in.

When the Speaker resumed the Chair
the cue was given to the Premier to move
the motion required under Standing Order
71. It was because of the delay on the
part of the Premier that the motion was
not moved, and it meant this place was in
temporary suspended animation. No-one
knew what was going on. There was no
question before the Chair at that time,
because the Premier was in his seat when
he should have been on his feet moving
the motion. It therefore amounts to the
fact that the Premier let the Speaker down.

At page 2630 of the current Hansard I
am recorded as saying-

There is no member on his feet.
This place is becoming aL farce.

The Speaker was waiting for the initiative
from the Premier. During the pause in
proceedings, in view of the fact the Premier
had not acted, it was logical that any
member was Justified in rising to his feet
and taking a point of order.

The member for Morley and the member
for Baiga have indicated the viewpoint of
the Opposition in respect of this motion;
and stated that the Opposition rests its
argument fundamentally on Standing
Orders 135 and 136. Basically those Stand-
ing Orders spell out clearly that at any
stage of the proceedings it is valid for any
member to stand up and take a point of
order.
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If any member asks himself the question
as to what precisely is the purpose of a
Point of order, the answer must surely be
that at any given time it is fundamental
to the procedure of any forum for a mem-
ber involved to express concern about the
way in which the proceedings are being
conducted.

The member for Scarborough dwelt at
some length on this point: that it would
be possible for one member after another
to stand up and take points of order,
thereby bringing the proceedings to a halt. I
agree with him; and he is quite right. In
the period that I have been a member of
this House there have been a dozen or
more debates on various points of order
taken. I have come to the conclusion that
at the end of each of those debates on a
whole variety of points of order, the pro-
ceedings of any Parliament or meeting
could grind to a halt if members were
not prepared to co-operate with the Chair.

Irrespective of how a Standing Order is
expressed, if a meeting does not have the
co-operation of the members on both sides,
It can be interpreted in slightly different
ways from time to time, and In so doing
the whole processes of Parliament or of a
meeting can be brought to a halt.

When the member for Scarborough sug-
gested that under Standing Order 71 it
would be possible for a whole series of
members to stand up and take points of
order, he was quite right. However, that
is not the only Standing Order which
governs our behaviour in this place and
makes It possible for members one after
another to bring the proceedings to a halt.

We on this side of the House sat back
and listened to the remarks made by the
member for Gascoyne and the member for
Karrinyup, and we heard a great deal of
pious humbug in their contributions. We
have heard members reflecting that join-
ing this most exclusive club has been the
most important thing in their lives. I can
assure you, Mr Speaker, that it is not the
most important thing in my life.

I do regard it as a privilege that the
electors of Ascot have elected me to be
their representative, and I will do my
utmost to represent them. However, I do
not allow the traditions of this place to
interfere with the Proper representation of
my electors; I never will.

We heard the member for Gascoyne and
the member for Karrinyup suggesting to
this forum that some of the traditions are
beyond reproach. They spoke about
decorum, decency, and the dignity of this
place, when in fact they were part and
parcel of legislation such as the fuel and
energy Bill and the Electoral Districts Act
Amendment Bill.

Today we saw the member for Scar-
borough standing up and delivering what
is obviously the thin edge of the wedge
regarding the opportunity for members to

ask questions. In this respect it Is ob-
vious where the Government is heading.
We do not need a crystal ball to see that.

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: MY Speaker, does that

matter relate to the debate on the motion?
The SPEAKER: In reply to the point of

order. I would point out that the member
for Ascot is making comparisons, and It
is perfectly legitimate that he should be
able to do so.

Debate Resumed
Mr BRYCE: I appreciate your ruling and

the consistent way you have so ruled. I
have listened with great care to the con-
tributions of other members. I find it
quite strange that the member for
Karrinyup should take a point of order
and draw attention to the relevancy of my
argument. In fact, In his contribution he
ranged as far as it was possible to range.

Mr Clarko: You would be the greatest
one to raise points of order.

Mr BRYCE: Perhaps I had good rea-
son.

Mr Clarko: The animal farmlt
Mr BRYCE: I do not intend to exchange

remarks with the honourable member.
Mr Jaieson: At least animals are

dinkuin.
Mr BRYCE: He seems to be Preoccupied

with a savoured phrase. I think he lies
awake at night thinking of such phrases,
and waits for the opportunity to use them.
Last year his preoccupation was with
nazism.

Mr Clarko: I spoke about national
socialism.

Mr BRYCE: I shall not stray from the
point I am making.

Mr Clarko: You have been.
Mr BRYCE: It was the honourable mem-

ber who referred to events in the national
Parliament, and he did that In a broad-
side fashion. I can understand the sort
of concern felt by members on this side
when they heard members opposite talk
about the dignity of Parliament, the
decorum of members, and the right way to
do things, while at the same time their
own leader from week to week advocates
that their national leader should take the
most unprecedented step in the political
history of this nation in urging members
of the Senate to reject the Budget and
force the Prime Minister to take his Gov-
ernment to an election.

We have seen this inconsistency and this
humbug from members opposite. We have
the same members standing up and talk-
ing-with forked tongues and split-tongue
oratory-about the dignity and decorum
of this place. More than any other mem-
ber, the member for Karrlnyup has talked
about an impending Federal election and
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what it will produce. He is assuming that
what his Federal leader will do is right.

Mr Clarko: I did not refer to that at
all.

Mr BRYCE: Not tonight, but frequently
he has done so. He spoke about the par-
liamentary traditions that might be
smashed in the near future, and he Pointed
out that the consequences were very seri-
ous indeed. However, there are other par-
liamentary traditions and conventions that
have been flouted deliberately by the
ideological soulmates of members Opposite,
such as Mr Bielke-Petersen of Queens-
land, and the Premier of New South Wales.

The comparison I make is this: If it is
good enough for members opposite to sug-
gest that those conventions can be broken,
it amounts to hypocrisy and humbug on
their part when they stand up and say
that members on this side of the House
do not not acknowledge the traditions of
this place.

Mr Clarko: Have not your colleagues re-
jected a money Bill in the Senate? You
are lost.

Mr BRYCE: The point I make is that
the honourable member is being completely
hypocritical when he associates himself
with those sorts of moves, and seeks to
justify them as being in order. Yet he
stands up and accuses members on this
side of not having the correct approach to
the dignity of this place. So far as the
alleged crumbling of respect for Parliament
is concerned, I do not suggest that the
fault lies only with the members on one
side of the House; I do seriously object to
the humbug and hypocrisy of members op-
posite who stand up and suggest that this
is entirely onesided.

I said at the outset that it was my be-
lief as an individual that this Parliament
should have a privileges committee. Speak-
ers on this side have suggested this is not
an attempt to embarrass the Speaker or
the Chairman of Committees. When mem-
bers opposite adopt that interpretation of
the situation they do so because they tend
to look at the personalities involved. They
brush aside the issues and the principles.
We on this side do not believe it con-
stitutes an attack on you, Mr Speaker, or
the Chairman of Committees.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
tried to point out to the member for Ear-
rinyup that it would be wrong to pre-
Judge the findings of such a privileges
committee. We are accustomed to seeing
moves for the appointment of such com-
mittees being blocked by members oppo-
site, because they rely on secrecy of gov-
ernment in many ways. It does not come
to us as any surprise that members oppo-
site oppose the motion. I believe we should
have a privileges committee. If the pro-
posal Is adopted we will benefit from its
findings.

I commend the motion to the House.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
for Labour and Industry) [10.29 p.m.]: In
the speech of the member for Ascot we
heard the words "humbug" and 'hypo-
crisy" used a number of times. In the
course of the debate this evening we heard,
in fact, a tremendous amount of humbug
and hypocrisy from members opposite in
respect of the Standing Orders. However,
members Opposite should know that to a
great extent the Proceedings of this House
depend on precedent.

All members would be aware-and if
they are not aware they can soon estab-
lish the fact-that there is no precedent
for a point of order to be sandwiched in
after a Person has been named.

Mr Jamieson: Oh yes, there Is.
Mr GRAYDEN: We can go back to the

beginning of this Parliament. and I defy
any member to come up with a precedent
of a point of order being sandwiched in
after a person has been named.

Mr Jamieson: It can be taken at any
time.

Mr GRAYDEN: The situation is as
simple as I have explained. That, of course,
cuts across every argument put forward
by members of the Opposition. I repeat:
The proceedings of this House are largely
dependent on precedent and there is no
precedent for the proposition which has
been put forward by the Opposition.

Mr Skidmore: It takes over when Stand-
ing Orders do not apply.

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not want to enter
into a debate with the member for Swan
because it is not worth talking about.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRAYDEN: It is quite foolish to say
that a point of order can be taken at any
time. I refer members to Standing Order
158 which states that-

A Motion. "That the House do now
divide," moved and seconded, shall
take precedence of all other business,
and shall be immediately put from
the Chair without any discussion tak-
ing place:...

That is the situation. Exactly the same
thing applies when a member is named.
That is the point.

Mr Skidmore: It has nothing to do
with the debate.

Mr GRAYDEN: The honourable mem-
ber does not know what he is talking about.
The motion must be put at once, without
discussion, and the same applies in re-
spect of naming a member.

A point of order cannot be taken after a
member has been named and, I repeat
there is no precedent for such action.

I have really risen in my place to protest
at the nature of the motion. As far as I
am concerned it follows a familiar Pattern
with regard to the member for Balga. It is
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a very familiar pattern, indeed. Time and
time again we have seen him set up an
Aunt Sally.

On the night in question-the 9th Sep-
tember--some members opposite went out
of their way to cause an incident In this
House. It was a disgraceful incident by
any standard. It was the most disgraceful
incident which has occurred in the history
of this Parliament. I know of no compar-
able situation occurring in any other State
Parliament; it was disgraceful.

Mr Jamieson: Your education is lacking,
as is your speech and manner.

Mr GRAYDEN: Anyone who reads
Hansard will be able to verify that what
occurred was disgraceful.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: Members opposite went

out of their way to cause a confrontation
with the Chair, and as a result of that
incident they now seek to blame, by in-
ference, you Mr Speaker, or the Chairman
of Committees. This motion is a trumped-
up charge that the rights of some members
opposite have been denied: it is as cut and
dried as that.

The member for Balga-together with
two other members opposite-went out of
his way to have a confrontation with the
Chair.

Mr B. T. Burke: I did not say anything
at all. You have been too long in George
Stewart's boxing tent.

Mr GRAYDEN: I would like to be in a
boxing tent with the honourable member
right now. I would welcome that. However,
it probably would not be worth while be-
cause I do not think he would last long
enough for me to enjoy it.

Several members Interjected.
Mr Bryce: Do you call that dignity?
The SPEAKER: Order! I think we had

better keep out of the boxing tent!
Mr GRAYDEN: Yes, Mr Speaker. I was

saying that this motion follows a familiar
pattern as far as the member for Ealga is
concerned. Just recently we heard his
comments in respect of the Ogle case. We
heard ugly accusations made against the
police when he introduced his motion.

Point of Order
Mr MAY: On a point of order, Mr

Speaker, I should imagine that the Ogle
case is sub judice and should not be men-
tioned In Parliament.

The SPEAKER: In reply to the member
for Clontarf, I advise I have ruled on a
number of points of order on this principle.
I am reminded that the matter is subject
to an inquiry by a Royal Commission, and
as a result It must not be discussed.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: Thank you, Mr Speaker.

I said I did not intend to discuss the mat-
ter but the member for Balga raised It

and accused the police of certain actions.
He then made a statement to the news-
papers that the police should have legal
representation when they appeared before
the Royal Commission. So, we have the
same pattern again. He causes trouble.
runs away from the trouble, and then capi-
talises on It.

Mr B. T. Burke: There were two sets of
police involved in that case. Your Ignor-
ance is surprising.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: I rise on a point of

order, Mr Speaker. Your tolerance has
been stretched to the limit. I suggest the
debate has nothing to do with the motion
that is before the House.

The SPEAKER: I regard the point of
order raised by the member for Swan to
be frivolous.

Debate Resumed
Mr ORAYDEN: As I have said, we are

all familiar with the type of person to
whom I have referred. They are found in
all walks of life. They cause incidents, and
then leave other individuals to take the
consequences. I am suggesting the member
for Balga does just that.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are always suggest-
ig something.

Mr QRAYDEN: Frequently, he resorts to
personalities. On the occasion under dis-
cussion there was no reason to resort to
personalities. Many members on the other
side of the House can make an extremely
forcible Point without the use of Personali-
ties. I refer to the member for Swan the
member for Collie, the member for Can-
ning, and the member for Northarn.

Mr B. T. Burke: Do not forget me.
Mr ORAYDEN: Many members opposite

are able to make a point forcibly without
resort to Personalities. However, the mem-
ber for Balga Is in a different category
altogether. The member for Morley is also
in a different category, as is the member
for Ascot-the three of them. They con-
stantly resort to personalities and provoke
situations where members are forced to
retaliate and, In the course of that retalia-
tion, bring odium upon themselves.

That Is a disgraceful state of affairs. if
members cannot make their points without
Indulging in personalities there is somne-
thing wrong with them. It seems to me
that the members I have mentioned are
bent on creating bitterness. Certainly,
since they have come to this House. they
have created bitterness which had never
existed previously in this place. I have
been here for a long time.

Mr Jamieson: You have taken the heat
off me, and I like that.

Mr GRAYDEN: Since the three members
I have mentioned have been in this place
we have observed this bitterness creeping
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in. We have had this attack on personali-
ties on a scale never previously ex-
perienced. On the night of the 9th Sep-
tember the three members I have men-
tioned went out of their way deliberately
to confront you, Mr Speaker, and the
Chairman of Committees.

Point of Order
Mr BARNET: On a point of order, Mr

Speaker, Standing Order 129 reads--
All imputations of improper motives,

and all personal reflections on Mem-
bers, shall be considered highly dis-
orderly.

The member for South Perth, for about
the last 10 minutes, has continued to
berate individual members from this side
of the House. I suggest he should properly
discontinue his remarks.

The SPEAKER: In reply to the Point of
order raised by the member for Rocking-
ham, it is true that the Standing Order
reads as he has stated, and that all im-
putations of improper motives are dis-
orderly. At the same time, it Is true that
the berating of members does go on ex-
tensively, from time to time. The manner
of such berating is important and it must
be conducted in a parliamentary manner.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: Thank you, Mr Speaker.

I was simply saying that the situation has
occurred many times and the members
concerned have not denied it. Indeed,
when the situation was mentioned earlier
they simply laughed about it.

Mr Bryce: That is a lie.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: That is a lie.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the member
resume his seat.

Mr Bryce: I1 was not even in the
Chamber.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: I ask the member for

Ascot to withdraw his remark. Whether
or not he is incensed I ask him to withdraw
the remark and use a parliamentary term.

Mr BRYCE: I shall be happy to accede
to your request; it is perfectly reasonable
and logical and I withdraw my reference
to that term. I sincerely hope the min-
ister will take the point.

Debate Resumed
Mr ORAYDEN: If the members con-

cerned want to deny what I am saying I
will accept their denial. However, mem-
bers of this House are aware that the
member for Ascot and the member for
Morley were deliberately-or that is the im-
pression we formed-going out of their way

to obtain publicity by having a confronta-
tion with the Chair. If they wish those
members can deny by interjection what I
have said. If what I have said is not right,
let the members say so.

Mr Bryce: I am dumbfounded.

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

Mr Speaker, I will certainly deny that I
went out of my way to cause any con-
frontation.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will the mem-
ber resume his seat. He could have denied
the statement by interjection. That is not
a point of order.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The two members have

now denied that they deliberately went
out of their way to have this confronta-
tion for publicity purposes. That may be
so, but members will know what the true
position was. However, the two members
still had a confrontation with the Chair,
and It was a disgraceful exhibition.

As I mentioned earlier, such a disgrace-
ful state of affairs has never occurred
previously in this Parliament and I hope
it will never occur again. The member
for Welshpool spoke about the privileges
we enjoy, and he said that those privi-
leges were a vital part of any democratic
Parliament. I think that he. or the mem-
ber for Morley, said that transgressions
which occurred during heated debate
should be treated more leniently than
usual because nothing was really intended.

Mr Jamieson: Did I say that?
Mr ORAYDEN: The member for Morley

interjected when the member for Scar-
borough was speaking earlier today and
said that we should abolish this place be-
cause it was a farce. He made that state-
ment and yet to listen to him now one
would think he had the greatest respect
for this institution.

Mr May: We have.
Mr GRAYDEN: On the night of the

9th September we saw the member for
Morley endeavouring to denigrate this
institution.

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

Mr Speaker, I object to the remark that
I am trying to denigrate this Institution.
I might denigrate legislation that Is
brought here but that does not mean that
I denigrate this Parliament. I1 ask the
Minister to withdraw his remarks, and,
also, his comment that I said we should
abolish this place.

The SPEAKER: The member for Morley
requests the withdrawal of those offending
remarks. I believe the Minister should
withdraw them and I ask him to do so.

Mr GRAYDEN: I happily withdraw the
remarks-
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Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I want to say now that

there are people in this country who are
setting out to destroy the Parliament as an
institution.

Mr Bryce: Such as Malcolm Fraser!1

Mr GRAYDEN: T1hey are setting out to
destroy the parliamentary institution be-
Cause they have absolutely no regard for
it, Many people in the Labor movement
will not have a bar of State Parliaments;
they want power concentrated in Canberra.

I suggest we have a few individuals in
this House who are setting out to destroy
this Particular institution, and they are
endeavouring to do it in the manner we
observed the other night. Certain indivi-
duals-I will not name the member for
Morley, the member for Ascot, or the mem-
ber for Balga. I will simply say there are
members in this House who are setting out
to denigrate this Parliament. So far as it
is opportune to do so, if there is some
publicity or some political advantage any-
where to be gained from such action, they
will take it. These were premeditated at-
tempts to defy you, Mr Speaker, and the
Chairman of Committees. This is one way
that the State Parliament can be deni-
grated.

We have to lace it that in this world
there are some people who do not mind
what action they take, and unfortunately
we have some of these people in the Par-
liament. We have terrorists throughout
the world; we see what is happening in
Ulster and in other parts of the world.

Mr May: Bloodshed in the Darling
Range!

Mr GRAYDEN: We also have this here in
the Legislative Assembly. Unfortunately we
see the denigration of Parliament with all
the attendant loss of respect for it as an
institution. We see bitterness between
members creeping in as a consequence of
the actions of three members.

Mr Skidmore; Who are the three mem-
bers?

Mr GRAYEJEN: I think this Incident was
of an extremely serious nature.

Mr Skidmore: I am worried about these
three members.

Mr GRAYDEN: In one of our Acts of
Parliament-the Constitution Act-there
is provision for the disqualification of a
member of Parliament If he transgresses
in certain areas. For example, an office of
profit under the Crown brings instant dis-
qualification, no matter how small the re-
muneration.

Mr Jamieson: That Is not right either.

Mr GRAYDEN: There was once a Com-
monwealth member of Parliament-

Mr Jamnieson: You do not know about
Standing Orders.

Mr ORAYDEN: -who accepted an en-
gagement to sing with the ABC, He then
found that if he received the £7 fee, it
would be construed as an office of profit
under the Crown and he would have lost
his seat.

Mr Jamieson: No, you look at the Act
again.

Mr GRAYDEN: If a member of Parlia-
ment can be disqualified for accepting such
a small amount surely there should
be provision in our Standing Orders-

Mr Jamieson: You are wrong again.
Mr ORAYDEN: -to disqualify mem-

bers of this House who set out in a pre-
meditated way to defy the authority of
the Speaker,

Mr Barnett: Who are they?
Mr GRAYDEN: Who are they, he asks.

I will leave it to members to judge, because
they know this only too well.

A Government member: We know.
Mr GRAYDEN: I will reiterate that we

will not set up a committee because ob-
viously the motion moved by the member
for Balga is so foolish that it is a reflection
on you, Mr Speaker, and on the Chairman
of Committees, and so much so that it
should be rejected out of hand. I per-
sonally would like to have seen the com-
mittee set up to examine our Standing
Orders in order that such a committee
might come up with a provision to dis-
qualify members from this House if they
indulge in activities of the sort-

Mr Jamieson: You would not have been
here very often.

Mr GRAYDEN: -that we have seen
here lately.

Mr Skidmore: What do you mean by
"disqualification"?

Mr GRAYDEN: I mean that a member
of Parliament is niot merely suspended for
the rest of the session, but disqualified
from this House. I was very disturbed on
the evening of the Mt September to see
a member of this House defy the Speaker.
You, Sir, went out of your way on numer-
ous occasions, as did the Chairman of
Committees, to ask the member to with-
draw his remarks. Then when you re-
quested the member to leave the House,
the Sergeant-at-Arms was humiliated to
the extent that he was told by you to re-
move the member, of course, when ap-
proached by the Sergeant-at-Arms, the
member realised the implications that he
would be forcibly ejected If he did not
leave quietly, and he left.

It is a sorry state of affairs when a
Speaker of the House has to ask the
Sergeant-at-Arms to eject a member from
this H-ouse. Is there any precedent for it
in this Parliament? Has It happened
before?

Mr Skidmnore: Shame!
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Mr GRAYDEN: This situation was an
indication of how the conduct In the
House has degenerated over the years, and
has degenerated particularly since three
members have entered it.

Mr Skidmore: I ask again; Which three
members?

Mr Bertram: The member for South
Perth Is one.

Mr ORAYDEN: There are quite a few
members who not only want to destroy this
Parliament and who go out of their way
to denigrate it, but also want to destroy
the entire democratic system we have In
this country.

Mr Bryce: This is not a democracy and
you know it.

Mr GRAYDEN: It is part of the pat-
tern-

Mr Bryce: It is so far from democracy
that it is a sham.

Mr ORAYDE.N: -to destroy the Parlia-
ment and then to destroy the democratic
system we have in Australia.

Mr Bryce: For God's sake, how pious can
you get? You are two-faced.

Mr GRAYDEN: I recently had an oppor-
tunity to travel to Germany and I would
like to refer briefly to something that
happened there. A canal divides East and
West Berlin. Recently the three-year-old-
son of a Turkish diplomat fell into the
canal. People went to rescue him, but
they were prevented from doing so by the
communist guard on the other side of the
canal, and so the three-year-old child
drowned. That is the sort of ideology that
some members on the other side would like
to inflict-

Points of Order
Mr B. T. BURKCE: On a Point of order.

I rise to state quite seriously that my
Ideology does not compel me to drown
three-year-old children. I ask for that
to be withdrawn. The member was point-
ing at me.

Mr BRYCE: On a point of order, I ask
that the rather extreme reference be with-
drawn, if the Minister was referring to me
in any way.

The SPEAKER: On two occasions the
Minister has been requested to withdraw
the offending words. I would be pleased
if he will do so.

Mr GRAYDEN: I will be happy to with-
draw the words, although I am not quite
certain what the members are referring to.
I was speaking about a situation which
happened recently where a three-year-
old child was drowned in a canal In front
of many people.

The SPEAKER: I think the member
should not refer to it again. You have
not withdrawn it.

Mr GRAYDEN: I certainly withdraw it.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The point I make is

that two ideologies were in conflict. on
one hand is the western democratic ideol-
ogy, and on the other hand is the social-
ist ideology.

Mr Barnett: Watch out-there is a
Red under your bed!1

Mr GRAYDEN: We have only to look
at The West Australian in the last few
weeks to see repeated references to this
subject by the members of the Labor
Party. I do not intend to continue on
this matter as the hour is late.

Mr May: You could get an extension of
time.

Mr GRAYDEN: We have been discus-
sing this matter since the tea suspen-
sion. I am pleased about this because
it is a serious matter inasmuch as the
motion is a serious reflection of the Chair
of this House. In these circumstances
it should be rejected out of hand.

Mr Barnett: Congratulations-we1.
done!I

MR B. T. BURKE (Ealga) (10.52 p.m.l:
I had not intended to say very much
Prior to the contribution of the Minister
for Labour and Industry.

Mr Barnett: Have you drowned any
three-year-olds lately?

Mr B. T. BURKE., As the member for
Mt. Hawthorn indicated, the Minister
seems to be confused between the western
democratic ideology and the nonswlmmners!I
At the same time there is a cause for us
to divert our attention to what tonight
has shown itself to be a very serious situ-
ation, and that is for just how much
longer the Government will let this Min-
ister make such a sham of Pariament,
and for how much longer the Minister
will be able to mouth the word "dignity"
and carry on as a disgrace-

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

just want to say that the words are
off ensive to me and I ask for them to
be withdrawn.

Mr Barnett: Which words?
Mr GRAYDEN: That I continue to

make a sham of Parliament.
The SPEAKER: The member for Balga

has been requested by the Minister to
withdraw those particular words he men-
tioned. Will the member for Balga so
withdraw?

Mr B. T. BURKE: I withdraw them.
Debate Resumed

Mr B. T. BURKE: I say no more than
this: when the Minister was at the Stirl-
Ing city Council, councillors were forced
to deprive him of the right to speak by
taking the microphone from his grasp.
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Mr Orayden: Completely untrue.
Mr B. T. BURKE: This Parliament has

not done that yet, but the time is com-
ing that if we are to be challenged con-
tinually on these grounds, the gloves will
come off and we will see where the Min-
ister stands.

.Mr Orayden: What are you talking
about?

Mr B. T. BURKE: Earlier in the night
the contribution of the member for Mur-
ray left a little to be desired in that
he did not seem to grapple with the
major point of the motion.

Point o/ Order
Mr GRAYDEN:* Could I ask that the

member repeat the words he used earlier?
Re made some allegation that I think is
a serious one, and I would like him to
repeat what he said quietly. He said that
the gloves will come off-

The SPEAKER: In the first place the
Minister has taken the Objection too late
and, secondly, I think the words were not
ones which should necessarily be with-
drawn. They were couched in terms about
which one could not take offence. The
member for Balga.

Debate Resumed
Mr B. T. BURKE:- Thank you, Mr

Speaker. To continue from the point at
which I was interrupted, the member for
Murray did not try to grapple with all
those points that surrounded the main
subject of the motion.

Mr Laurance: Rubbish!£
Mr B. T. BURKE: He failed to grasp

the essential nettle of the argument, and
that was the denial of the right of a mem-
ber of this House to take a point of order.

Mr Young: Nonsense! He dwelt on that
very Well and at great length.

Mr B. T. BURKE: With all respect, I
do not think he did. It was not until
the member for Scarborough rose that
the point was really dealt with, and during
the speech of the member for Murray-

Mr Young: I only repeated what he
said; I thought it was good.

Mr B. T. BURKE: -we were shown
quite clearly that the member for Murray
believed the motion was not worth while
for.& number of reasons that did not really
impinge upon the central issue that the
opposition sought to put forward in it.
That issue was the denial of the right of
a member to take a point of order.

Mr Shalders: I did not deny he had
the right, but I said he did not use that
right at the correct time.

Mr Skidm ore: Nonsense; Hansard
proves it-four times.

Mr B. r. BURKE: When the member
for Gascoyne spoke, he told us about his-
tory and very little else. He failed even

to arrive at the conclusion arrived at quite
Incorrectly by the member for Murray.
However, he spoke quite clearly about
events of 35 years ago.

The member for Scarborough at least
came to the crux of the Issue when he
said that if a member were allowed to take
a paint of order, we could have continuing
chaos and a complete breakdown of any
procedure, because repeated points of
order would make the Implementation of
any naming procedure or other procedure
quite impossible.

The point is well taken, but I think
the member for Scarborough was answered
adequately by way of interjection when
the member for Morley said that that pro-
cedural process, if undertaken by any
Opposition, would bring upon itself its just
reward. In any case, whether that chaotic
system may arise can be catered for
by the Standing orders, if it is so desired
that It be catered for.

it is not the job of any member of this
House to decide that the Standing Orders
do not cover a situation. Therefore, it
is not ours to imagine a situation in which
the Standing Orders do not apply, or to
Imagine what the Standing Orders must
mean.

The member for Karrlnyup spoke mainly
on Federal-State relations.

Mir Clarko: I never mentioned Flederal-
State relations at any time.

Mr B. T. BURKE: We have become used
to-

Mr Clarke: You were asleep again.
Mr B3. T. BURKE: -the situation where

the Premier sneezes and the member for
Karrlnyup wipes his nose.

Mr Clarko: How original-that is better
than your usual form.

Mr Jamieson: It is better than Orwell's
donkeys.

Mr B. T. BURKE; In any case the con-
tribution of the member for Karrinyup
was more than pitiful, and it did not in
fact touch upon 'the substance of the
debate.

Mr Clarko: Did it take you long to work
that out?

Mr B, T. BURKE: Then we conmc to the
magnificent contribution of the Minister
for Labour and Industry. I have said
enough about that; I will say no more for
fear again that the Minister will ask me
outside-as he so often does.

Mr Bryce: That Is called dignity.
Mr B. T. BURKE: The fright of his life

will occur when someone goes with him!I
Mr Grayden: That will be the day you

come outside.
Mr B. T. BURKE: I commend the mo-

tion to the House, and I seek the support
of all members.
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(COUNCIL)

Question put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr T. D, Evan=
Mr Baey

Mr Bialkie
Mr Coynle
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Orayden
Mr Orewar
Mr P. V. Jane
Mr Laurance
Mr MePharlira
Mdr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Bateman
Mr H. P3. Evans
Mr Fletcher
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr J. T'. Tonkin
Mr Harman

Ayes-16
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. B.L Jones
Mr May
Mr Mclver
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr A. R. Tonkin
Mr Mailer

(Teller)

Noes--21
Mr Nanorich
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr watt
Mr Young
Mr Clarko

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr O'Connor
Mr Slbon
Mr Sodeman
Mr Old
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan

Question thus negatived.
Motion defeated.

House adjourned at 11.03 p.

-ig ltit (i un t
Thursday, the 9th October, 1975

The PRESIDENT (the Hon. A. F.
Griffith) took the Chair at 2.30 p.m., and
read prayers.

QUESTIONS (6): ON NOTICE

1. COMMUNITY RECREATION
COUNCIL

Applications for Assistance
The Hon. R. H. C. STUBBS, to the
Minister for Recreation:
(1) When did the Community Recrea-

tion Council commence opera-
tions?

(2) How many applications have been
received from the Eastern and
Northern Goldfields, and Norse-
man, for assistance?

(3) (a) What were the projects re-
quested in (2);

(b) how many have been ap-
proved; and

(c) what is the estimated cost of
each?

The Hon. G. C. MacKINNON replied:
(1) 1st March, 1973.
(2) Equipment Orants-31.

Capital Assistance Grants-23.

(3) Equipment grants:
No record of incoming grant ap-
plications were kept in the period
1973/74. However, all other in-
formation is listed below-

1973/74 grants approved:
Applicant; Request

Eastern Goldfilds Amateur and
Little Athletics; Athletic
equipment. Outoome-$300
athletic equipment.

Eastern Goldfields Basketball
Association; Canteen refrig-
erator, hot water system,
scoreboard. Outeomne-$8OC
canteen refrigerator.

Goldfields Camera Club; 2 auto-
matic slide projectors, 1 tape
recorder. Outcome-$ 300 pro-
jector.

Eastern Goldfields Cricket Asso-
ciation; Practice nets. Out-
come-$700 nets.

Eastern Goldields Men's Hoc-
key; Goals and Ground
marker, coaching. Outcome-
$130 equipment.

Eastrn Ooldfields Netball
Association; Facilities. Equip-
ment, coaching. Outcome-
$180 equipment.

Eastern Goldfields Women's
Hockey; Goal nets, travel as-
sistance. Outcome-s 130 goal
nets.

Goldfields Archery; Archery
equipment. $50 archery equip-
ment.

Kambalda, District Youth Com-
mittee; Initiate an equipment
pool lighting. Outcome-$5O00
equipment and power plant.

Laverton Hospital Special Fund:
Miscellaneous equipment.
Outcome-$5D Table Tennis
Table.

Eastern Goldfields District
Youth Committee; Salary
Part Time Worker. outcome-
$455 Part Time Worker.

Wiluna, Cricket Club: Cricket
equipment. Outeome-$200
equipment.

Eastern CGoldfields Y.M.C.A.;
Salary subsidy. Outcome-
$3 500 salary subsidy.

1974/75:
Applicant; Request

Lake View and Star Division St.
John Ambulance Brigade;
Modemn caravan to be used as
mobile First Aid Post. Out-
come--Referred to Lotteries
Commission and approved by
them.


