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

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT:
FINANCIAL CONSIDERATIONS

Inquiry: Motion

MR COWAN (Merredin) [2.17 p.m.]: Under
Standing Order No. 215, 1 move-

In the opinion of this House an urgent in-
quiry should be made to investigate alle-
gations made by the member for Mount
Marshall against the member for Merredin
and the member for Stirling in the Legislat-
ive Assembly on 12 October 1982 in order to
determine whether or not the privileges of
this House have been breached.

I am sure that most members of the House will be
aware of the privileges conferred upon members
of this place and I for one would regard as serious
any breach of those privileges.

The allegations made last night were very clear
in that the member for Stirling and I had ac-
cepted financial inducements to vole to disallow
the Mining Act regulations. Quite clearly, under
the Parliamentary Privileges Act it is an offence
for any person to offer a bribe or to attempt to
offer a bribe to a member of Parliament. Simi-
larly, under sections 60 and 61 of the Criminal
Code it is a crime to offer a bribe to a member of
Parliament and it is a crime for a member of Par-
liament to accept a bribe.

It was my intention to move for a Select Com-
mittee of inquiry to be appointed to investigate
this issue in order to ensure that we very urgently
ascertained that the allegations made by the
member for Mt. Marshall were indeed untrue.
However, I discovered that under Standing Or-
ders it is impossible for me to do that without also
being a member of the Select Committee ap-
pointed. I do not see that it would serve any pur-
pose for me to be a member of a committee that
was to investigate allegations which were directed
at the member for Stirling and me.

Members will recall that I asked the Premier
whether he would be prepared to investigate the
allegations that were made, and I thank him for
the courtesy of advising me before the House sat
this afternoon that the Government found
insufficient evidence to warrant an investigation
of any nature. That was the Premier's opinion and

he is entitled to it. Nevertheless, the allegations
were made and I would like an inquiry to be con-
ducted to ensure that the allegations are proved to
be untrue.

Mr STEPHENS: I second the motion.
MR BRIAN BURKE (Balcatta-Leader of the

Opposition) [2.22 p.m.]: The Opposition supports
the motion for an inquiry as foreshadowed by the
Leader of the National Party. The allegations arc
of a serious nature. If they can be substantiated,
they deserve to be so; if they are found to be in-
capable of substantiation, appropriate action
should follow.

MR MePHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [2.23 p.m.]:
I will reply to the remarks of the member for
Merredin. First of all he said I stated that
Financial considerations had been accepted, but
that was not true-I did not say that at all. I said
financial considerations had been mentioned; I
did not say any person had accepted an offer.

Mr Tonkin: Neither did he.
Mr Nanovich: You should have listened to him.
Mr Tonkin: He didn't say what you have just

said.
Mr McPHARLIN: The member for Morley is

dumber than I thought he was.
Mr Tonkin: He didn't say that.
Mr O'Connor: You are wrong.
Mr Pearce: We had this exchange yesterday.

Yesterday I asked you to name names. I said they
were serious charges, and you agreed-you said
they were.

Mr McPHARLIN: 1 did not say Financial con-
siderations had been accepted, but the member
for Merredin stated that I said financial consider-
ations had been accepted, but that was not true.

Mr Davies: They had been offered.
Mr McPHARLIN: I did not mention the word

"bribe'.
Mr Pearce: You referred to financial induce-

menit.
Mr Davies: It is a rose by any other name.
Mr McPHARLIN: I refrained deliberately

from using the word 'tribe". I do not wish to go
into further detail on the matter; I propose to
leave it where it is, and hope the Government will
reject the motion.

Mr Tonkin: You can't leave it there.
Mr Davies: You are hiding behind numbers.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not know whether

the member for Mt. Marshall sat because I called
for order. I ask him whether he has concluded his
speech.
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Mr McPHARLTN: I do not propose to go into
further detail. I wish to leave what was said last
night as it appears in Hansard. I do not propose to
go into lengthy detail.

Mr Parker: I bet you don't.
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) [2.25

p.m.]: Following the comments made in this
House last night on this matter, I referred it to
the Attorney General for his consideration. I have
had brought to me comments made by the Crown
Law Department. It is clear the allegations made
by the member for Mt. Marshall were not made
against the member for Merredin or the member
for Stirling. The allegations were that offers had
been made to those members; there was no indi-
cation they had accepted anything in any circum-
stances whatsoever, It must be made clear that
no-one in this House has stated that the member
for Merredin or the member for Stirling accepted
a bribe or anything else in connection with this
issue or any other. In part the motion reads-

In the opinion of this House an urgent in-
quiry should be made to investigate alle-
gations made by the member for Mount
Marshall against the member for Merredin
and the member for Stirling-

I am not aware allegations were made against
them in any way at all; I know allegations were
made against people supposed to have made ap-
proaches to those members. These other individ-
uals were not named;, therefore it is difficult to
obtain details.

The member for Mt. Marshall indicated in the
House that he did not intend to go further on this
point or to give further information. The motion
continues-

-in the Legislative Assembly on 12th
October 1982 in order to determine whether
or not the privileges of this House have been
breached.

I reiterate niy belief that no allegations were
made against the two members mentioned. If of-
fences have occurred at all, they would have been
committed by any individual who may have ap-
proached those members. As far as the House
would be concerned, if those offences were com-
mitted, certainly they were most serious offences.
The penalty for an offence such as that is seven
years' imprisonment, which indicates the severity
with which this House views such offences.

If we are to go further with the matter, and not
waste the time and money of the State by
deliberating the matter in this House, we ought to
determine by the proper means what other infor-
mation is available. I am prepared to accept the
motion on the basis that the matter be referred to

the Commissioner of Police for his information
and inquiry.

M rGrayden: Could you repeat that?

Mr Stephens: Did you say you are prepared to
or not prepared to?

Mr O'CONNOR: I said I am prepared to ac-
cept the motion on the basis that it be referred to
the Commissioner of Police for him to seek
further details, and bring the matter back to us in
due course.

MR CRAYDEN (South Perth) 1 2.29 p.m.I:
Today I went to the H-ansard office to determine
whether I could obtain a corrected copy of the
speech made last night by the member for Mt.
Marshall. Unfortunately, even though it was 1.30
p.m., a corrected copy had not been received.
However, the rushed version of what was said last
night is i ndeed very clear. I t is to th is ef fet-

Mr Davies: I remember that.

Mr MePH-ARLIN: In other words,
Financial considerations were mentioned to
certain members in an endeavour to induce
them to vote against the regulations.

Mr Pearce: Are you going to name some
names? That is a very serious charge. It is a
criminal offence, in fact.

Mr MePHARLIN: It is a serious charge
and it is a true charge.

Mr Pearce: Name the names, in that case.

Mr MePHARLIN: I can name the names.
Those members were the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling.

Mr Carr: Surprise, surprise!

Mr Brian Burke: They are not here.

Mr MePHARLIN: Induced to be associ-
ated with that sort of arrangement. I could
go further, but I do not intend to at this
stage.

The member left the matter at that point. How-
ever, he did make certain statements, and
irrespective of that which he had in mind, the im-
portant point is that statements were made to the
effect that someone or certain people in this com-
munity offered a bribe to someone in this place.
The Criminal Code is specific in regard to people
who offer bribes to members of Parliament.

I refer members to section 61 of the Criminal
Code which reads as follows-

FHribrry of Any person who-
Mecm ber or
Pjrliumcrut.
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(1) in order to influence a member of
either House of Parliament in his
vote, opinion, judgment, or action,
upon any question or matter arising
in the House of which he is a mnem-
ber or in any Committee thereof, or
in any joint Committee of both
Houses, or in order to induce him to
absent himself from the House or
from any such Committee, gives.
confers, or procures, or promises or
offers to give or confer, or to pro-
cure or attempt to procure, any
property or benefit of any kind to.
upon, or for such member, or to.
upon, or for, any other person, or

(2) attempts. directly or indirectly, by
fraud, or by threats or intimidation
of any kind, to influence a member
of either House of Parliament in his
vote, opinion, judgment, or action,
upon any such question or matter,
or to induce him to so absent him-
self:

is guilty of a crime, and is liable to
imprisonment with hard labour for seven
years.

I emphasise that section to indicate how seriously
Parliament has always viewed an attempt to bribe
a member of Parliament. Specific allegations in
respect of bribery have been made. It has been
said today that the words "financial consider-
ations" were mentioned, and those words mean
"bribery".

Obviously, there needs to bc an inquiry into this
matter. The Premier, however, has indicated that
he will refer this matter to the Commissioner of
Police and, as far as I am concerned, that would
be sufficient, but had the Premier not indicated
he was going to do that, I would have done it my-
self.

MR PEARCE (Ciosnells) [2.32 p in.]: I support
this motion, but in so doing I dispute some of the
things the member for Mt. Marshall has said in
his own defence this afternoon because I was in
fact the other half of the interchange that went on
for a moment or two during the proceedings
yesterday-I1 usually am, I think I heard some-
body mumble. When the member for Mt. Mar-
shalt was making statements that Financial con-
siderations were made to members in an effort to
induce them to vote against the regulations, I
said, "That is a very serious charge. Name the
names." Ifr the considerations the member for Mt.
Marshall has put were accurate ones, the people
he should have named were those people who
offered the Financial inducements; that is to say,

those people who made the serious offers which
the member for Mt. Marshall mentioned. In fact,
the names that the member for Mt. Marshall
gave in relation to the serious charges were the
names of the member for Merredin and the mem-
ber For Stirling. Today the member for Mt. Mar-
shall says that these gentlemen did not do any-
thing; they did not accept it, but were merely the
recipients of a criminal offer. So I ask the mem-
ber then: Why did he name those members?

Mr O'Connor: Because you asked him to.

Mr PEARCE: He said. "Financial consider-
ations were mentioned to certain members."

Mr O'Connor: He said that because you asked
him.

Mr PEARCE: I said, "Are you going to name
some names?"

Mr O'Connor: Correct.

Mr PEARCE: I also said, "That is a very
serious charge."

Mr O'Connor: Correct.
Mr PEARCE: I meant that the offering of

financial inducements is a very serious charge. I
then said, "it is a criminal offence, in fact."

M r O'Connor: Co rrect.
Mr PEARCE: The member for Mt. Marshall

said. "it is a serious charge and it is a true
charge". I said, "Name the names, in that case."
I meant for him to name the names with regard to
the charge. The member for Mt. Marshall said, "I
can name the names. Those members were the
member for Merredin and the member for
Stirling."

Mr Watt: Why did you not then say to him,
"Name the names of the mining company" or
whatever?

Mr PEARCE: One of the reasons that this
matter has to be investigated by someone other
than the Commissioner of Police is because the
records of this House will have to be considered.
Within 10 or 15 minutes after the event I was ap-
proached by a reporter who was seeking a clear
recollection from me of the form of words that the
member for Mt. Marshall used in making the
charge. I said to that reporter that I was unable to
say exactly which words had been used, but the
clear implication which had come to me and, I
think, to other members of the House, was that
the members referred to had in fact accepted the
inducements which were offered, and that was the
recollection I went away with. In the context of
those references, the Hansard record appears not
in the early stages to support that proposition.
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Mr McPharlin: I did not at any time say they
accepted them.

Mr PEARCE: Maybe the member did not, but
the implication that I received when I raised the
matter at the time was fairly clear to me. It is in-
cumbent on the House to say firmly that there is
no taint on the member for Merredin and the
member for Stirling in this matter; that is to say,
any imputation which may have been made in
that area was totally untrue, and that the mem-
bers for Merredin and Stirling are exonerated in
this matter, and any inquiry will merely be to dis-
cover if in fact any persons made offers to these
members which they did not accept.

Mr O'Connor: The implications were that
offers had been made. There is no implication, as
far as I can see on reading through Hansard, that
offers were in any way accepted, if they were
made.

Mr Carr: Who made the offers?
Mr O'Connor: I don't know.
Mr Carr: That is what we should be trying to

find out.

Mr O'Connor: That is what we have agreed to
do.

Mr PEARCE: The record clearly indicates that
perhaps the member for Mt. Marshall and I were
speaking at cross-purposes, but 1 certainly believe
the implication I drew there was a perfectly
reasonable one at the time and it puts a taint on
those two members, and so this matter needs to be
further investigated.

M r Sibson: It is only in your mind.
Mr PEARCE: It might only be in my mind, but

there was an article in this morning's newspaper
in which the word "bribery" was fairly freely
used.

Mr O'Connor: I have a copy of the extract here
and it says Mr McPharlin said, "In other words,
financial considerations were mentioned to certain
members in an enideavour to induce them to vote
against the regulations." Mr Pearce said, "Are
you going to name some names?" Then the mem-
ber for Mt. Marshall named the members
involved.

Mr PEARCE: The Premier did not read all of
what I said. I said, "That is a very serious charge.
It is a criminal offence, in fact." Clearly, I was
referring to those people.

Mr O'Connor: Not at all. You are
misconstruing it.

Mr PEARCE: Hang on. I am accepting that
there may have been some speaking at cross-pur-

poses between the member for Mt. Marshall and
me.

Mr O'Connor: Okay.
Mr Sibson: Between yourself?

Mr Wilson: Go to the bottom of the harbour!
Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: I do not want to go through this
for the third time.

Mr Blaikie: Hear, hear!
Mr PEARCE: Hansard records that the mem-

ber for Mt. Marshall subsequently said during the
interchange, "I suspect these considerations were
also mentioned perhaps to other members who
would not say anything about it." I clearly recol-
lect the member for Mt. Marshall using those
words, but on a reading of the corrected copy of
Hansard it appears that the member for Mt. Mar-
shall has attempted to delete those words, I
clearly recollect that he said those words and that
indicates a wider attempt to bribe members than
the member for Mi. Marshall claims to have
knowledge of in regard to the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling. That sup-
ports the need for a wider form of parliamentary
inquiry rather than the matter being referred to
the Commissioner of Police.

I support this motion.

Mr Parker: If he did, in fact, delete those
words, that is a serious offence in itself.

Mr PEARCE: The House must investigate
what the member for Mt. Marshall said in this
House yesterday and the way in which he may
have attempted to doctor the Hansard record on
the matter. I support the proposition that an in-
quiry is needed and I foreshadow that I am not
happy with the form of investigation that the
Premier has indicated will be conducted.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [2.39 p.m.): May I
Firstly make it very clear to the House that the
statement has been made that financial consider-
ations were offered in an endeavour to induce
people to vote against the regulations. That means
that an offer was made to members of Parlia-
ment. It already has been quoted, but for the sake
of the record, and as I moved this motion, I will
quote it again. Mr McPharlin is recorded in
Hansard as saying the following-

In other words, financial considerations
were mentioned to certain members in an en-
deavour to induce them to vote against che
regulations.

That clearly is an offer of a bribe. Just as the ac-
ceptance of a bribe is a criminal offence, so, too,
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is the offer of a bribe. It is also a breach of parlia-
mentary privilege.

To continue to quote from the corrected
speech-

Mr Pearce: Are you going to name some
names? That is a very serious charge. It is a
criminal offence, in fact.

Mr McPI-ARLIN: It is a serious charge
and it is a true charge.

Mr Pearce: Name the names, in that case.

Mr McPHARLIN: I can name the names.
Those members were the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling.

Mr Carr: Surprise, surprise.
Mr Carr: That wasn't 1. It was Davies, by the

way. I wasn't here.
Mr O'Connor: I know.

Mr COWAN: To continue-
Mr Brian Burke: They are not here.

Mr McPHARLIN: 1 refuse to be associ-
ated with that sort of an arrangement.

Very clearly a statement has been made alleging
that a bribe was offered to me and to the member
for Stirling. By such comments, the member for
Mt. Marshall has clearly indicated or implied that
we accepted that bribe. He said, "I refuse to be
associated with that sort of an arrangement."

Mr Pearce: That is quite right.

Mr COWAN: That is the implication of that
last sentence and I defy anyone to tell me
otherwise.

As I stated, both the offer of the bribe and the
acceptance of one by a member of Parliament are
criminal offences. I have been accused of being
offered a bribe and I have also had it implied, as
has the member for Stirling, that the bribe has
been accepted.

Mr Pearce: The alternative construction is that
the member for Mt. Marshall refused to be a
party by not taking the bribe.

Mr Watt: To be offered a bribe is no offence
against you.

Mr COWAN: It is no offence against me, but
it is a criminal offence to offer a bribe. The other
point is that the statement was made, "I refuse to
be associated with that sort of an
arrangement." That implies we accepted the
arrangement.

Mr Pearce: That is right.
Mr COWAN: They are the points I wish to

make. If I can return to the comments made by
the Premier when he stated that he will refer this
matter to the Commissioner of Police for
investigation, that referral has no value whatever

because the Commissioner of Police cannot act on
matters of privilege.

Mr Pearce: That is right.

Mr COWAN: The Commissioner of Police can
request the member for Mt. Marshall to make
available to him information, but, if he refuses,
the Commissioner of Police has no way at all of
insisting on being provided any evidence upon
which to act.

It is my intention to take up this matter pri-
vately with the member for Mt. Marshall, I will
invite him to supply the information, which he
claims he has, to the Commissioner of Police, I
intend also to advise the Commissioner of Police
that all my financial statements and accounts are
available to him as are the statements and ac-
cdunts of the member for Stirling. He can then
carry out the investigation.

However, it is completely valueless for the
Commissioner of Police to conduct this inquiry; it
is up to the Parliament or the Government to es-
tablish some sort of inquiry to look into this mat-
ter because they are very serious charges.

Mr Grayden: Obviously action will have to be
taken against those who offered the bribe.

Mr COWAN: The Commissioner of Police
cannot act on what has been stated in this place
because it was stated under privilege. Where will
he get his information upon which to conduct the
investigation?

Mr Grayden: He will get it from the member
for Mt. Marshall.

Mr COWAN: The member for Mt. Marshall
already has said he will not take the matter any
further.

Mr Brian Burke: Before you go on, I think you
owe the Opposition an explanation of why we
were given to understand that the Premier had ac-
cepted that a Select Committee would carry out
this inquiry. You are putting us at a terrible dis-
advantage.

Mr O'Connor: I would like to know that, too.

Mr COWAN: It was my intention to move for
a Select Committee of inquiry. I discovered that
because of the Standing Orders-Standing Order
No. 3 55-1 would be required to act as a member
of that Select Committee. I want an inquiry into
the allegations which have been made against me,
but it would not be an impartial inquiry if I were
a member of that Select Committee.

I requested the Leader of the Opposition to
supply me with some names because it was my
origin:- I intention to move for a Select Committee.
I must admit that I advised the Premier I would
be moving for a Select Committee, but that was
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before I was informed I would have to act on the
Select Committee.

Mr Parker interjected.
Mr COWAN: If I can make it clear to the

member for Fremantle, it has been established be-
fore and perhaps the Speaker would be better able
to tell us. Standing Order No. 355 states-

All Select Committees shall, unless the
House shall otherwise direct, consist of five
Members, whereof one shall be the Mover.

The direction of the House is confined to the
number of people serving on the committee and
not whether or not the mover is a member of it.

Mr Bertram: Can't you just be on the com-
mittee?

Mr COWAN: I do not want to be a part of an
inquiry which is inquiring into allegations made
against me.

Mr Bertram: You can be on the committee
without participating.

Mr Brian Burke: You have dealt with the first
part of my question. The second part is-perhaps
my memory fails me-when you asked about the
Select Committee and asked for about two or
three names if it became necessary. I understood
you to say that the Premier had told you that
there would be no trouble from his boys.

Mr COWAN: That is correct.
Mr O'Connor: I have never said ;anything about

a Select Committee and about supporting it.
Mr COWAN: I advised the Premier I would be

moving for a Select Committee. I think I can say
that without any equivocation. I said I would be
moving for a Select Committee and that was my
original intcntion before taking this option. I am
sorry if I am breaching confidentiality, but the
Premier's comment was that "that would receive
no opposition from my boys".

Mr O'Connor: How could I know that when I
had not talked to my boys?

Mr Tonkin: Did you say that or not?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: All I can say is that it was my

intention to move for a Select Committee of in-
quiry. I advised the Premier and the Leader of the
Opposition, but subsequently discovered I would
have to become a member of that Select Com-
mittee.

Mr Grayden: Why not have the Police Com-
missioner have his inquiry, then we would be in a
position to have some further inquiry?

Mr Tonkin: Parliament will be finished by then.

Mr Grayden: The Premier would expedite the
inquiry.

Mr Brian Burke: We in the Opposition are not
satisfied with the proposed inquiry and it was
necessary for you to have moved for a Select
Committee.

Mr COWAN: That is right.
Mr Brian Burke: Now we have a situation in

which we are led to believe there was general
agreement on a Select Committee. We accepted
you would move it, but you have not, because you
do not want to be on it. Now it is quite obvious
the Government will refer it to the Commissioner
of Police.

Mr Grayden: The Government can move next
week for a Select Committee. The Select Com-
mittee could co-operate with the Commissioner of
Police.

Mr COWAN: It is difficult for Hansard to de-
termine who is making this speech. I take the
point made by the Leader of the Opposition; it is
quite valid. If I have to serve on the Select Com-
mittee, it defeats the purpose of the inquiry. I
therefore wish to move for an inquiry and this
House is quite competent to move for a Select
Committee. I am certain it is the responsibility of
this House and I invite members to go ahead with
this urgent inquiry for which my motion calls.

I reject the comment of the Premier that an in-
quiry by the Commissioner of Police will be satis-
factory, because he cannot act upon statements
that have been made under privilege in this place.
From where will the Commissioner of Police get
his information if the member for Mt. Marshall,
as he has stated, is not prepared to take the mat-
ter any further and give the information to the
Commissioner of Police?

Mr Young: Up to date you have not said
whether you or the member for Stirling were
made an offer. You have not said an offer was
made.

Mr COWAN: The allegation is totally un-
founded and is not true.

Mr Young: That an offer was made?
Mr COWAN: That an offer was made.

Mr Young: It is interesting to note, because up
to date no-one has said that.

Mr COWAN: No offer has been made to me or
the member for Stirling in relation to the disal-
lowance of the Mining Act regulations.

Mr Parker: He was on the ABC news this
morning saying that.

Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order!

Mr COWAN: It is a very serious charge and I
would like an inquiry conducted by someone other
than the Commissioner of Police because he has
no power to carry out an inquiry of this nature. It
has to be done by the Parliament or, if the Prem-
ier so wishes, a committee of inquiry.

Mr Grayden: Why not have an inquiry first,
rather than destroy your chances?

Mr COWAN: As long as it is done by someone
other than the Commissioner of Police.

Mr Grayden: Let us have that inquiry first.
Several members interjected.
Mr COWAN: I have moved a motion which

outlines what I want and if the Government i s not
prepared to treat the matter seriously, all it is
doing is showing it does not regard the allegations
made by the member for Mt. Marshall as seri ous,
but as something of a joke, which is what they
are.

Question put and a division called for.
Bells rung.
The SPEAKER: Order! There being no mem-

ber on my left it would appear my hearing is at
fault. I direct that the bells be turned off and I
ask members to resume their seats and I will re-
state the question.

The member for Merredin has moved and the
member for Stirling has seconded that-

In the opinion of this House an urgent i n-
quiry should be made to investigate alle-
gations made by the member for Mount
Marshall against the member for Merredin
and the member for Stirling in the Legislat-
ive Assembly on I12th October 1982 in order
to determine whether or not the privileges of
this House have been breached.

Question put and passed.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT: FINANCIAL
CONSIDERATIONS

Appointment of Select Committee: Motion

MR TONIKIN (Morley) [2.54 p.m.]: I move-
That pursuant to the motion just carried,

this House appoints a Select Committee of
this House to inquire into this matter of
privilege.

The Opposition believes there should be a Select
Committee. We arc talking here about the stan-
dards of this Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Morley will resume his seat.

Point of Order

Mr MENSAROS: On a point of order, Mr
Speaker, I seek your guidance as to whether the
Standing Orders of this House would need to be
suspended in order to discuss this motion.

Speakers Ruling

The SPEAKER: Order! I take it that the mo-
tion being moved is a motion of privilege and it is
in the competence of a member when there is no
other business before the House to move on a
matter of privilege. If members are dissatisfied
with my understanding of the situation perhaps
they might rise on a further point of order and I
will give consideration to it. I have taken the move
by the member for Morley as being based onl
privilege.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr TONKIN: That is my understanding of the
Standing Orders of this House and that is why I
have moved for a Select Committee.

The Commissioner of Police can make inquir-
ies-that is true-but this House should guard
very jealously any matter of privilege. It has long
been an important part of our parliamentary
tradition that a matter of privilege should be
guarded most jealously by the Parliament itself.

Mr Coyne: Yes, but you should not be moving
the motion.

Mr TONKIN: Why is that?
Mr Coyne: You were the one who referred to

the Parliament as being a kangaroo court when
you were expelled from the Parliament.

Mr TONKIN: I do not make an apology for
that because we all know the reason I was ex-
pelled was because of the disgusting electoral laws
the honourable member helped to pass.

Several members interjected.
Mr Coyne: Your statement was that the Parlia-

ment was a kangaroo court.
Mr TONKIN: It is for the very same reason I

move this motion-because it is about time we
lifted our standards in this Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Murchison-Eyre will desist from interjecting and
the member for Morley will address the Chair.

Mr TONKIN: This Parliament. on several oc-
casions, has had matters of privilege before it and
consistently this House, while I have been a mem-
ber, has not addressed itself to those matters of
privilege. I will not canvass those incidents and
open old sores and talk about what has happened
in this House in relation to matters of privilege.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for
Morley to resume his seat. The member for
Morley has moved a motion, but at this stage of
proceedings I have not been provided with a copy
of it in writing, which is a requirement under
Standing Orders. Before I will allow him to pro-
ceed I require him to provide me with a copy of
the motion in writing.

Mr TONKIN: I apologise for the hasty
scribbled nature of that motion, Mr Speaker, but
the Opposition has had to come to a decision
fairly quickly.

The privileges of this House must be jealously
guarded. At the beginning of every parliamentary
session the Premier moves a privilege Bill and he
states quite clearly that he does so in defence of
the undoubted privileges of this House. That can
become a meaningless formula if, in fact, we do
not move in at times like this to look at privilege.
It is up to us to look at privilege rather than refer
it to the Commissioner of Police.

It may be argued that the only criminal offence
was on the part of those persons who offered the
bribe in relation to the disallowance of the Mining
Act regulations. I listened carefully last night to
the debate and I heard what the member for Mt.
Marshall said. There may be some problem in re-
lation to the Hansard record and in that case this
House and not the Commissioner of Police should
examine the mailer. We know that the member
for Mt. Marshall recently has resigned from the
National Party and the clear implicaton I gained
was not only that an offer had been made, but
also that it had been accepted.

The member for Mt. Marshall said, "I refuse to
be associated with that sort of an arrangement."
If they were only offering financial inducements,
how would he feel he was somehow connected
with the arrangement? I believe the implication is
very strong that the two members of his former
party had in some way transgressed,' and in the
interests of this Parliament, and in fairness to
those two members, this matter should be
investigated fully.

Mr Stephens: Hear, hear!
Mr TONKIN: The House of Commons, our

mother Parliament, would not consider such a
matter of privilege being referred to a chief of
police in London or to anyone else. It guards jeal-
ously any matter of privilege and insists that the
House itself should investigate any such issue.
The House of Commons knows more clearly than
do we in this place that parliamentary privilege
was obtained after a hard fought and hard won
battle, spread over centuries against tyranny.
That is the reason that the House of Commons

will not agree to let any other body defend its
privilege, and neither should we.

In spite of the imperfections of this Parliament
to which the member for Murchison-Eyre has al-
luded in this House, I happen to believe our
system is based on the British system and the de-
gree to which we fall down is the degree by which
we have departed from the system established in
Westminster.

We have heard the member for Merredin state
that he did not move to appoint a Select Com-
mittee as, under the provisions of Standing Order
No. 355, he would have to be a member of the
committee. I accept that it would be intolerable
for him or for the member for Stirling to be mem-
bers of a committee established to look into this
matter, although it is similar to that which the
Minister for Health did recently when he sat in
judgment on a matter relating to his own depart-
ment, and I am talking about the Penn-Rose
Nursing Home matter.

That is a very bad system of justice or injustice.
It would be unacceptable to us, as it would be un-
acceptable to the member for Merredin and the
member For Stirling, for those members to be on a
Select Committee inquiring into this matter. So it
was left to the Opposition to move to appoint a
Select Committee.

In moving this motion, I would be quite happy
to name the five members of this proposed com-
mittee, but unfortunately we have not been able
to obtain from the Government a list of its mem-
bers to serve on the committee. Certainly the Op-
position is prepared to provide a list of names as
soon as the Government will do so.

I reiterate: It is very important that the stan-
dards of this Parliament be improved. I will not
say that the standards of the Parliament should
be maintained because in various ways I believe
our standards have not been first class, and I am
happy to accept responsibility for that fact to the
degree that members believe I am responsible. So
I do not talk about maintaining the standards of
this House; I have referred to our improving the
standards of this House, and one way to do that is
to show to the people of WA that we guard jeal-
ously the privileges of this House and our repu-
tation, and we will not brook the kind of situation
where financial inducements are offered to mem-
bers. We want to show that we will not brook
from any member a statement of this kind with-
out proper investigation to see whether there is
any substance to it. That is what we have to make
clear. If we do that, if we are united as a House of
Parliament and show the people of WA that our
privileges are something with which we are very
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concerned and that we will not abdicate our re-
sponsibility to anyone, not even to the Com-
missioner of Police, that will indicate to the
people that we take our job very seriously. At the
present time there is an attack upon law in this
country, and an attack upon Parliament.

Mr Blaikie: You would be an expert on both
those subjects.

Mr TONKIN: The reputation of Parliament
and of parliamentarians is not as high as it should
be. We should see to it that we make it as high as
we can, and we will do so if we carry this motion.
We will show the people of WA that we will not
tolerate the offering of any financial inducements
to any members of this House. We will not toler-
ate allegations of this kind without a proper
investigation of them.

So for those reasons we in the Opposition be-
lieve, and we hope all members in this House
believe, that this matter should be pursued rigor-
ously by a Select Committee. I have explained to
members my reason for not including in the
motion the names of members of the committee,
and I have not included in the motion the date by
which the committee should report. However, I
believe such a committee ought to be able to re-
port back within two or three weeks, well within
the lire of this Parliament.

Mr PEARCE: I second the motion.
The SPEAKER: The motion does niot require a

seconder.
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Premier) 13.06

p.m.]-. I rise to oppose the motion moved by the
member for Morley. It strikes me as rather
strange that the member for Morley should criti-
cise individual breaches of privileges in this House
when most of the breaches of privilege have been
by Opposition members.

Mr Pearce: All right-name one.
Mr O'CONNOR: Well, of recent times, the

member for Fremantle-
Mr Pearce: Which privilege did he breach?
Mr O'CONNOR: If the member will just wait

a minute-
Mr Pearce: You should not go around smearing

members like that.
Mr O'CONNOR: Obviously Opposition mem-

bers do not want to listen to other members in the
House. They do this sort of thing frequently.

Mr Tonkin: Well, tell us what the member for
Fremantle has done.

Mr O'CONNOR: If the member for Morley
will give me the opportunity, I will do so. In re-
cent weeks, it was inferred in this House that the
fle)

previous member for Murchison (Mr Burt) was a
person who had been involved in bottom-of-the-
harbour schemes.

Mr Parker: I said he was the director of a
company that ended up at the bottom of the har-
bour.

Mr O'CONNOR: What the member for
Fremantle did not say was that he resigned from
the company three years before it went to the bot-
tom of the harbour.

Mr Parker: I did say that; I said that precisely.
Mr Sibson: Well, why mention it then?

Mr Tonkin: That is not a breach of privilege: it
could be termed perhaps an abuse of privilege.
That is a very different thing.

Mr O'CONNOR: Let us say then that it is an
abuse of privilege. We hear this kind of thing con-
stantly from the Opposition.

The motion moved by the member for Morley
seeks the setting up of a Select Committee to in-
quire into the matter referred to by the member
for Mt. Marshall. I have indicated already to the
House that it is my intention-as a matter of fact,
I have acted already-to request the Minister for
Police and Prisons to ask the Commissioner of
Police to investigate this matter immediately.

Mr Bryce: But he does not direct the Minister.
Mr O'CONNOR: I did not say that; I said that

I had asked the Minister to request the com-
missioner to inquire immediately into this matter.
Members opposite have said that no further infor-
mation can be provided to the commissioner. If
that is so, how can further information be pro-
vided to a Select Committee? I believe that a
Police Department inquiry would be better than
an inquiry by a Select Comittee which would be
composed of members from the various political
parties involved in this particular scene just prior
to an election. Some members may take that fact
into account.

In my opinion an impartial individual or an im-
partial group would be a better forum in which to
air such a matter. Members of the CIB are expert
in this field, and the report could then be brought
back to the Parliament.

The member for South Perth commented that
the matter could be looked at further if necessary,
but, in the meantime, I believe we ought to hand
it over to experts in the field. No allegations have
been made against members of this House.

Mr Stephens: Oh come on!
Mr O'CONNOR: The allegations that have

been made are about other individuals who have
made offers to members of this House.
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Mr Stephens: Hear, hear!
Mr O'CONNOR: I am not saying that those

allegations arc right or wrong because quite
honestly I do not know. However, if an offence
has been committed and an offer was made, it is
an offence by the people who made the offer.
Certainly there is no indication that members of
this House have accepted an offer made to them.

As I say, last night I asked the Crown Law De-
partment to take urgent action and the advice I
received was that the statements in no way reflect
on members of this House. An offence would have
been committed only if the offer were accepted by
a member. There is no indication that that oc-
curred.

The course we ought to follow is the one I
suggested initially, and the one supported by the
member for South Perth. We ought to hand the
matter over to the CIB so that it can report back
to us as quickly as possible. We should ask it to
investigate the matter and to contact the member
for Mt. Marshall and other members concerned.

Mr Brian Burke: What time period would you
think would be reasonable? Remember that we
may not sit-

Mr O'CONNOR: It might be difficult. For in-
stance, I do not know who are the mining people
referred to, if they are mining people.

Mr Pearce: Did not the member for Mt. Mar-
shall tell you when you asked him about these
things?

Mr O'CONNOR: I have no information be-
yond what was given to this House.

Mr Pearce: You undertook yesterday to make
an investigation. Did you speak to the member for
Mt. Marshall?

Mr O'CONNOR: I spoke to the member for
Mt. Marshall.

Mr Pearce: Did he give you the names?
Mr O'CONNOR: I have just said I have no in-

formation other than that which was provided to
the House.

Mr Pearce: Did he say he could not give you
the names, or what?

Mr O'CONNOR: Either the member is hard of
hearing, or he does not understand. I say very
clearly so that all members will hear: I spoke to
the member for Mt. Marshall. I have no further
information than that which was provided to this
House.

Mr Tonkin: So he refused to tell you, too?
Mr O'CONNOR: The Leader of the

Opposition asked me how long it would take to
receive a report. I do not think I can fairly

answer that because, for instance, if one of these
people happened to be overseas and he had to be
contacted there-I do not know that for sure; I
presume they are local people-it would alter the
time involved. In normal circumstances, I would
expect it to take two to three weeks.

Mr Brian Burke: The point is that the Parlia-
ment probably will not be sitting.

Mr O'CONNOR: I would expect it to be. I
cannot see us leaving the House in the next four
to five weeks.

Mr Brian Burke: Neither can 1.

Mr O'CONNOR: I think that answers the
question. I would not want to be held to a firm
time. I would not like to say to the officers of the
CIB, "Halt your investigations. You have got to
stop now. You have had sufficient time."

As I have said already, I have taken the action
I suggested. I have requested an investigation,
with a report to be made to the Minister for
Police and Prisons as quickly as possible. This is
the way it ought to be left. Therefore, I oppose
the motion before us.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [3.12 p.m.]: I support
the move by the member for Morley. There is
nothing more potentially destructive and corrup-
tive of this House than the proposition that mem-
bers may have been offered bribes. It is probable
that upright members of the House like the mem-
ber for Merredin and the member for Stirling
would not accept those bribes; but the member for
Mt. Marshall stated in the House, and sub-
sequently tried to cross it out of the Hansard re-
cord, that he suspected other members of being
offered those bribes anid saying nothing about it.
There is a clear implication that other members,
who are not as upright as the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling-

Mr Clarko: The only time the word "bribe" has
been mentioned-

Mr PEARCE: Members opposite said
"financial inducement"; and if a financial induce-
ment is not a bribe, what does it mean, for
heaven's sake? It means specifically that.

Mr Clarko: "Financial inducement" does not
mean that.

Mr PEARCE: A financial inducement to vote
against regulations? Is that a bribe or not?

Mr Sibson: You get a financial inducement for
being where you are now standing.

Mr PEARCE: If a person is offered a financial
inducement to vote in a particular way, does not
the member for Bunbury understand that that is a
bribe? Maybe the member for Bunbury is taking
bribes without being aware of that fact.
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Mr Blaikie: That is a scandalous thing to say.
Mr Tonkin: It is his own fault for being so stu-

pid.
Mr Blaikie: Now you are breaching privilege.
Mr PEARCE: I am not breaching privilege.
Mr Clarko: You could not claim the use of a

financial inducement.
Mr PEARCE: I will not go over the record for

the fourth time. Clearly it is incumbent upon the
member for Mi. Marshall. after I sit down, to ex-
plain this whole matter. During his speech
yesterday, he said-

I refused to be associated with that sort of
an arrangement.

Mr Bryce: Arrangement!
Mr PEARCE: The "arrangement" being the

refrernce to the paying of a financial inducement.
Two constructions could be placed on that. One is
that the members referred to-the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling-did not
refuse to be associated with that sort of arrange-
ment, and that they took the financial induce-
ments. The alternative construction is that they
refused to take any financial inducements; and
the member for Mt. Marshall refused to be as-
sociated with that arrangement-that is to say,
the refusal to take the financial inducements,
which leads to the clear implication or conclusion
that the member for Mt. Marshall had taken the
financial inducement, in which case he would
have committed what he says is a breach of privi-
lege.

These are the matters that require explanation.
The reason we need the Parliament and not the
Commissioner of Police to do the investigation is
that the commissioner will inquire into the
question whether anybody offered bribes to the
member for Merredin and the member for
Stirling; and the House, if no evidence was found
of these suggestions, would inquire into why the
member for Mt. Marshall was saying these things
in this place-that is, there would be an
investigation into the member for Mt. Marshall,
what he knows, how he came to make the state-
ments in this place, and how he could say to this
House yesterday-

I could go further, but I do not intend to at
this stage.

The House should inquire why the Premier could
say that he has questioned the member for Mt.
Marshall about the matter, and he can tell us
nothing that is not already in the Hansard record.
Yesterday the member for Mt. Marshall said that
he could go further; but he did not go further
when he spoke to the Premier.

Mr Clarko: He does not need to.
Mr PEARCE: The Premier promised yesterday

that he would conduct an investigation into this
matter.

Mr Hassell:, He did not. He said he would con-
sider an investigation.

Mr PEARCE: He said he would conduct one
personally.

Mr Hassell: He did not. How could a Premier
conduct an investigation personally? What non-
sense you talk.

Mr PEARCE: Someone on the front bench
should send for ihe Premier, to let him answer for
himself. He certainly spoke of that promise this
afternoon.

Mr Sibson: Every time you get to your feet you
twist the words of other members around. I be-
lieve you are going beyond the privilege of the
Parliament. Every time you get to your feet you
try to read into other people's words meanings
that are not there.

Mr PEARCE: I have not misquoted or miscon-
strued. I have read clearly and succinctly the
words of the member concerned; and I have ex-
plained to the House the logical construction of
those words. It may well be that the member for
Bunbury does not agree with that construction;
but the member for Bunbury has an IQ which
does not run into double figures.

I am certainly prepared to back up my con-
struclion of those words with the experience and
the education that I have, against the way the
member for Bunbury wishes to consider those
words.

Mr Clarko: You would not use the term
'financial inducement" if the Law Reform Com-
mission asked you to introduce a Bill in this place
and told you that it would not forget .you at the
next election.

Mr PEARCE: I believe it would be a bribe in
those circumstances.

Mr Clarko: Come off it!
Mr PEARCE: If anybody were to offer me-
Mr Clarko: It is not a bribe.
Mr PEARCE: I believe it would be.
Mr Clarko: If the Trades and Labor Council

came to you and said, "We will give you such-
and-such to introduce a Bill-

The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier was a
little peeved when he was speaking to the House
earlier; and I received the distinct impression that
he felt I was allowing too many interjections on
him while he was speaking. I have sat and listened
for a while during the speech of a member of the
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Opposition, and at times there have been three
interjections while the member has been at-
tempting to speak. We ought to have a degree of
consistency in this place; and we ought to have re-
gard for the work that has to be done by the
H-a nsard reporters.

We should also have regard for our own image.
What does this place present to the people who
come and sit in our galleries when they see half a
dozen members shouting at one another across the
Chamber at one time? I ask the House to have
some regard for its own dignity.

Mr PEARCE: The point made by the Minister
for Education is worth following. If a member
were to come into this House and say, "I had
financial inducements offered to me by an indi-
vidual in terms of $50 000 that would have been
made available to me in terms of the election; that
is to say, $50 000 would be offered to me in order
to ensure my re-election by a party structure pro-
vided I were to vote in a certain way in a party
ballot", the Minister for Education would say that
that was not a bribe. The fact of the matter is
that a member of the Minister for Education's
Government came into this House some years ago
and made that very allegation; and furthermore,
he said quite distinctly that he had been offered a
bribe; so the construction I place on the term
"bribery" is one shared by members of the Minis-
ter for Education's own Government.

Mr Clarko: But I did not give that example.
Mr PEARCE: No, but the example given by

the Minister is analagous to the example I have
just given. The point being made by this cross-
Chamber chatter is that the nature of the
financial inducement that was allegedly made
needs to be investigated fully.

Something the House needs to look at is this: If
the member for Mt. Marshall were aware some-
body had offered a bribe or financial inducement
to a member of this House to vote in a certain
way, why did he not make a complaint at the
time, because it seems to me he is countenancing
criminal behaviour as a result of his silence. If the
member for Mt. Marshall became aware that
bribes or financial inducements were offered to a
member of this House, why did he not go to the
Commissioner of Police and say, "I am aware this
individual has made an offer of a bribe to this
member"? That is the only way criminal behav-
iour in the community is stamped out-the people
who become aware of it report it to the
authorities.

I would like to know, the House would like to
know, and the Select Committee would like to
know why the member for Mt. Marshall did not

take that action under the circumstances. Had I
not interjected on the member for Mt. Marshall
in the course of the debate yesterday afternoon,
this discussion would not have reached this point.
An aside was made in a debate on another matter
and, had I not asked for details, the matter would
not have come before the House, and yet an alle-
gation of a bribe is surely one of the most serious
matters with which the House has to deal in re-
lation to its members.

However, the member for Mt. Marshall did not
take the matter seriously enough to mention it to
anybody, let alone the House, except by way of an
aside or throw-away line in the course of making
some points in relation to the Acts Amendment
(Mining) Bill. That action does not seem to co-
incide with the seriousness of the allegations
made.

I should like to know these details and the
House would like to know them. We need to
understand the circumstances under which the
member for Mt. Marshall made those comments
yesterday, but now appears to want to withdraw
from the direct implication of them. Had the
member for Mt. Marshall been implying any
improper behaviour on the part of members, he
should have been made to withdraw the comment
at the time and, of course, he would not and that
is a matter which requires investigation as well.

The matter the Commissioner of Police will be
investigating will be: Did anybody make an offer
of a bribe? Unless somebody names the individual
or organisation which made this offer, no police
investigation can take place.

Mr Grayden: One person allegedly knows the
names of the people. Surely he will repeat those
names.

Mr Parker: He said he will not.

Mr PEARCE: I understood him to say earlier
that he could not or would not do so.

Mr Sibson: He would not take the matter any
further in this House.

Mr Stephens: He is sitting in this Chamber now
and members will note that he did not answer by
way of interjection.

Mir PEARCE: Is the member for Mt. Marshall
in a position to name some names, not of mem-
bers, but of persons who allegedly offered
financial inducements or bribes?

Mr Tonkin: Silence!
Mr McPharlin: I will report when I am pre-

pared to report.

Mr PEARCE: Does that mean in the course of
this afternoon's discussion or at some other time?
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Mr NMcPharlin: It does not mean 1 shall report
to you.-

Mr PEARCE: I am a member Of this House
and I have an interest in this matter. The member
for Mt. Marshall appears to believe he is not ac-
countable to other members of this House on mat-
ters of privilege. Let me inform the member for
Mt. Marshall that is not correct, because he is ac-
countable.

A shameful thing happened yesterday after-
noon and the member for Mt. Marshall was
caught out. Perhaps he thought that an innuendo
thrown out as a dig or jibe at his former col-
leagues would go unnoticed.

Mr Sibson: You could not blame anyone for as-
suiming that, bearing in mind the things you
people get away with.

Mr PEARCE: Perhaps the member for Mt.
Marshall thought no more of it than that. How-
ever, the allegations he went on to make, admit-
tedly under questioning, were serious and should
be of considerable concern to this House. I make
a prediction as to what will happen if the Com-
missioner of Police alone conducts the
investigation. He or one of his subordinates will
go to the member for Mt. Marshall; the member
for Mt. Marshall will not be able to tell him any-
thing of substance; and the Commissioner of
Police will report back after the House has risen
that he has been unable to ascertain that a crimi-
nal offence occurred. That would not be a satis-
factory outcome of this matter.

If the House is concerned to know how mem-
bers can rise in this place and allege criminal ac-
tivities have occurred which subvert the basis and
fabric of this place, it is up to the House to
protect itself in this matter. Anything short of a
Select Committee will not do in those circum-
stances.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [3.25 p.m.]: I shall
speak briefly in support of the motion moved by
the member for Morley that a Select Committee
be appointed, and I shall also ask you, Sir, to con-
sider whether the suggestion by the Premier, ac-
cepted by at least some members of this House,
that the Commissioner of Police ought to
investigate this matter is in fact in itself a breach
of the privileges of this House.

I point out that under section 5 of the Police
Act the Governor-that is, the Crown-may from
time to time appoint the Commissioner of Police,
who is in fact a servant of the Crown at all times.
The commissioner does not hold an independent
statutory position, but is simply a person ap-
pointed to a position by the Governor as an em-
ployee of the Crown.

For many hundreds of years in the past a ight
occurred as to whether the Crown or the Parlia-
ment had supremacy. In the case of the British
Parliament, and I had thought in the ease of the
Australian parliamentary system also, it had been
established clearly that the supremacy lay with
the Parliament and in all matters the Parliament
was supreme over the Crown. In particular, the
Parliament was exclusively in charge of the con-
duct of its own affairs and in that respect com-
pletely supreme to the Crown. One king lost his
life trying to prove that was not the case.

On this occasion we have a situation where the
Premier has suggested that a serant of the
Crown should investigate allegations concerning
the conduct of certain members of this House and
the conduct of one particular member. I suggest
that in itself is a compelling reason, Firstly, that
you, Sir, should determine it is inappropriate for a
matter such as that referred to in the First motion
carried by this House, to be referred to the Com-
missioner of Police, a servant of the Crown; and,
secondly, that the most appropriate course of ac-
tion is for this House to take care of the matter. It
is a well -establ ished practice both here and
overseas where the Westminster system operates,
that the House takes care of these matters.

I shall point out the course of action which
would follow this matter being referred to the
Crown for investigation. A suggestion has been
made already that the Hansard record has been
tampered with improperly. Is it the case that a
servant of the Crown, the Commissioner of Police,
should investigate servants of Parliament, the
Hansard reporters and others, to ascertain
whether that is the case and should interview the
Hansard reporters who took the record of the
exchange to which we have been referring to es-
tablish the position? Those people acted in their
capacity as servants of the Parliament, not as ser-
vants of the Crown, and it is quite improper for a
servant of the Crown to question them on their
role acting in that capacity.

Secondly, a member of Parliament has made
allegations and the suggestion is he has breached
privilege by making those allegations. That may
or may not be the case, but will a servant of the
Crown interrogate a member of this place as to
whether he has breached the privileges of this
House?

Thirdly, we have two members of this House
against whom allegations have been made-or, to
put it in the way the member for Mt. Marshall
would have it, in relation to whom allegations
have been made-only in respect of the way in
which it was made known to the public those
members voted on a certain matter and events
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which allegedly preceded that voting and arrange-
ments which existed in relation to thai voting and
which the member who made the allegations said
he would not be a part of. Is it to be the case that
a servant of the Crown will interrogate those
people in relation to those matters? It would be
taking the status of the Parliament back to the
stage it was at before King Charles 1, if the Com-
missioner of Police were allowed to investigate the
allegations which have been made. Those are
compelling reasons, firstly, that you, Sir, should
order that should not happen, and, secondly, that
in fact the motion for the Select Committee
should proceed.

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not know whether
the member for Fremantle was specifically asking
me to rule on the matters he raised or whether he
was adopting more of a rhetorical approach; but I
simply say that the House is in charge of matters
affecting its own privilege. The House will deter-
mine whether it or some other authority will con-
duct an investigation.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [3.31 p.m.]: The mo-
tion before the House calling for a Select Com-
mittee to be appointed quite clearly places the re-
sponsibility of ascertaining whether the privileges
of this House have been breached with the Parlia-
ment itself, and that is most appropriate.

When dealing with the subject of the offer and
acceptance of bribes we must deal firstly with the
Parliamentary Privileges Act, which makes it very
clear that it is a breach of parliamentary privilege
for a person to offer a bribe to a member of Par-
liament. We must deal secondly with the Crimi-
nal Code, which is supervised by the Com-
missioner of Police. This Parliament cannot deal
with offences covered by provisions of the Crimi-
nal Code, but it certainly can deal with matters
concerning breaches of the Parliamentary Privi-
leges Act.

I assume that a Select Committee would at-
tempt to ascertain on behalf of the House whether
a breach of parliamentary privilege has occurred.
It is a fair and reasonable action for the House to
undertake such an inquiry. If we cannot protect
the privileges we enjoy we do not deserve to have
them.

Referring now to the reason given by the Prem-
ier for his rejection of this motion, I indicate to
him that the Commissioner of Police is required
to act on offences committed under the Criminal
Code; it is his duty to act on those matters. He is
not required to determine whether a member of
Parliament has breached the Parliamentary Privi-
leges Act; that is for this House to decide. If this
House determines that a bribe was offered, the

Commissioner of Police immediately would have
to take action under section 60 or 61 of the
Criminal Code.

I cannot see how Government members can rest
their case by saying that an inquiry by the Com-
missioner of Police is sufficient and satisfactory.
What they are doing is putting the cart before the
horse. It is up to this Parliament to determine
whether a breach of the Parliamentary Privileges
Act has occurred. If that is ascertained to be so,
the Parliament will have the necessary evidence to
submit to the Commissioner of Police so that he
may take action under the Criminal Code.
Certainly we cannot do it the other way round,
yet that is what the Premier is basing his case on.

An Opposition member raised the questions:
Why is it that these allegations were made only
last night? Why was a statement not made about
the matter when it was alleged to have occurred?

I intend now to refer to the Acts Amendment
(Mining) Bill and give the reasons that such alle-
gations were made. I think I can do this without
straying from the motion before the Chair. The
motion for the disallowance of the Mining Act
regulations was supported by the National Party
for three reasons. Three policy issues were
involved which we believed the new Act did not
cover adequately. One dealt with security of ten-
ure, a second with the discretionary power given
to the Minister, and a third with the right of ap-
peal to an impartial body for aggrieved persons.

When the Acts Amendment (Mining) Bill
came before this House only one of those issues
had been addressed by the Government; that is,
the subject of security of tenure for holders of
prospecting tenements. The other two issues-the
large amount of ministerial discretion and the
right of appeal to an impartial body for aggrieved
persons-were given scant regard; in fact, they
were given no regard at all by the Government.

No member of Parliament can go out into his
constituency and say that one out of three is a
pass. Therefore, I believe the member for Mt.
Marshall was having some difficulty justifying his
move from the National Party on the basis that
we were doing the wrong thing with the Mining
Act. What the member for Mt. Marshall wanted
to do was to try to hang his hat on some other
matter as it related to the Mining Act. He
trumped up this charge that the -member for
Stirling and I had been offered inducements; in
other words, that we had been offered bribes.

I ask the member for Mt. Marshall whether he
is prepared to provide the information that I have
suggested he should provide to the Commissioner
of Police?
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Mr McPharlin: I will decide what I will do at
the appropriate time.

Mr COWAN: I suggest that the member for
Mt. Marshall has no information to offer to the
Commissioner of Police. I am certain he has no
information to offer to (he commissioner, because
no such offer was ever made, and he knows it. All
he wanted to do was to make a statem.nt, under
privilege, expecting the member for Stirling and
me to challenge him to repeat the allegations out-
side the House and then see the matter forgotten.
He did not realise he was dealing with a matter of
parliamentary privilege, a matter that can be pur-
sued by this House.

If this House wants to retain the parliamentary
privileges that have been bestowed upon it, it will
do something to protect them. I support the mo-
tion.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.37 p.m.]: I sup-
port the motion and in doing so I categorically
state that there is no substance whatever in the al-
legations made last night by the member for Mt.
Marshall. On no occasion when I was present at
any discussion was an offer ever made. Certainly,
if an offer has been made it has never been ac-
cepted. But it was clearly the intent of the mem-
ber to give that impression when he spoke. If he
had no intention to denigrate or to smear the
member for Mcrredin and me, why did he men-
tion our names? Earlier this afternoon we heard
him deny that he ever accused us of accepting
anything. That withdrawal is a bit late after he
has deliberately gone out of his way to smear our
names. If he were genuine with his allegation he
would be co-operating and urging the Premier to
appoint a Select Committee so that he could
prove his allegations. After all, we are talking
about privileges, and it has been accepted by this
House that the matter of privileges should be
dealt with by this House. Everything I have said
up to this point has been amply covered by the
member for Merredin.

If this Government refuses to accept the mo-
tion, I must charge it with adopting double stan-
dards. In 1976, in volume 214 of Hansard on page
3891, a motion was moved by Mr Thompson, the
member for Kalamunda, For a Select Committee
to be appointed. The motion read-

That a Select Committee be appointed to
inquire into and report upon allegations
made against a Minister or Ministers of the
Government by the Member for Ascot in the
Legislative Assembly on 9th November,
1976.

In the course of his moving that motion the mem-
ber for Kalamunda said-

The other night in this Chamber the mem-
ber for Ascot said-and I quote from the cor-
rected copy of Hansard-

Some of the members of this Govern-
ment have in fact grown very wealthy
during their parliamentary careers
through the manipulation of capital, and
these same people-

The Premier then interjected and said,
"Which ones?" The member for Ascot went
on and said-

In fact, one of them we know very
well has sticky fingers.

M r Blaikie: Shame, shame!

Mr STEPHENS: That statement was made in
1976 by the member for Ascot. The Government
of the day carried the motion to appoint a Select
Committee. I challenge this Government to ac-
cept now the same standard. Basically it is the
same Government-the same members. If mem-
bers cared to read the Hansard record of that
1976 debate they would read that the present
Premier, Mr O'Connor, supported that motion. I
challenge this Government to accept now the
same standard in 1982 as it accepted in 1976.

Mr Cowan: Who was on that committee?
Mr STEPHENS: Yes, who agreed to serve on

that committee? That was a good interjection.
The present member for Mt. Marshall said he
was quite happy to serve on that committee. We
now find him sinking himself lower and lower in
his seat.

All we are asking this Government to do is to
maintain the standard of upholding the privileges
of this House set in 1976. 1 challenge members on
the Government side to consider personally
whether they should vote in support of this mo-
tion. They can do so only if they have a con-
science.

Quite clearly, when the 1976 allegations were
made , Government members were quite happy to
support a motion for the appointment of a Select
Committee to inquire into those allegations. If I
remember correctly-I have not been able to pick
it up from the Hansard I quoted-no-one was
named in 1976, but in the case before us now two
members have been named.

Mr Shalders: There have been no allegations of
impropriety against those members.

Mr Tonkin: Yes there has.
Mr STEPHENS: Has the Minister read the

corrected copy of Hansard?
Mr Shalders: No.
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Mr STEPHENS: To answer the Minister's
interjection for the record I will quote from the
corrected copy of Hansard. It reads-

Mr McPHARLIN: In other words,
financial considerations were mentioned to
certain members in an endeavour to induce
them to vote against the regulations.

In other words, a bribe was being offered. Does
the Minister accept that point?

Mr Sibson: Do you think-
Mr Shalders: I accept the financial induce-

ments point.
Mr STEPHENS: Is that not a bribe?
Mr Sibson: What about-
Mr Shalders: Well-

Mr STEPHENS: I take it we are agreed on
that point.

Mr Sibson: But what about-

Mr STEPHENS: I ask the member for
Bunbury to allow me to clear the point with the
Minister. To continue with Hansard-

Mr Pearce: Are you going to name some
names? That is a very serious charge. It is a
criminal offence, in fact.

Mr McPHARLIN: It is a serious charge
and it is a true charge.

Mr Pearce: Name the names, in that case.
Mr McPHARLIN: I can name the names.

Those members were the member for
Merredin and the member for Stirling.

Why did he name us if we committed no wrong?
Surely he should have named the people he al-
leges offered a bribe to us. bat he has not. He was
creating an impression, and to further that
impression he went on to say-

I refuse to be associated with that sort of
an arrangement.

What is the implication of that statement? If the
Minister for Housing cannot come up with the
answer he should not have been appointed as a
Minister of the Crown.

Mr McPharlin: At no time did I say that any
inducement had been accepted.

Mr STEPHENS: I accept that.
Mr Shalders: You got the sack.

Mr STEPHENS: For the edification of the
Minister I will put the record straight. I resigned
because I could not tolerate being regarded as a
Liberal lackey-it is as simple as that. I was
elected as a member of the Country Party, as a
supporter of its policies.

Mr Pearce: He resigned office as a matter of
principle.

Mr STEPHENS: Those policies were not im-
plemented by a coalition Government in which
the senior partner was the Liberal Party. Like
other members of the Country Party I was used
merely as a cipher-a number.

Mr Rushton: I am glad you are identifying
yourself as not being a Liberal.

Mr STEPHENS: I am glad the Minister is not
identifying me as a Liberal. A previous President
of the Albany Branch of the Liberal Party said
that he was no longer a Liberal because he was
completely disillusioned by that party. However, I
could not understand his next course-that of
joining the National Country Party.

Mr Blaikie: You will have to be careful-
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I re-

quest the member for Stirling to debate the
motion before the Chair.

Mr Brian Burke: How many Oppositions do we
have in this House?

Mr STEPHENS: I thought the interjections
should be answered so that at any future time
people reading Hansard will be able to read
answers from me, and not be misled.

In a situation not as bad as that confronting the
House at the moment, Liberal members of this
House supported a motion for the appointment of
a Select Committee. I challenge those same mem-
bers to adopt now the standard of conduct
adopted in 1976, and support this motion.

MR ORAYDEN (South Perth) [3.45 p.mn.]: I
support previous speakers in emphasising that the
matter is extremely serious. In fact, such a matter
could not be more serious, and for that reason it
must be pursued to the end. But, unlike the mem-
ber for Stirling and the member for Merredin, I
do not believe the appointment of a Select Com-
mittee is the way to pursue this matter. I agree
with the course of action proposed by the Premier.
He suggested that the Commissioner of Police
conduct an inquiry, and he has indicated that the
commissioner will have that inquiry expedited. I
suggest the inquiry will be straightforward. It will
be a matter for the Commissioner of Police-

Mr Pearce: It will be a matter of the Com-
missioner of Police saying to the member for Mt.
Marshall, "Do you know anything?" and the
member for Mt. Marshall saying, "No." End of
inquiry!

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not believe that will
occur. Police officers will interview the member
for Mt. Marshall, who will co-operate by stating
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the names of the people who offered the
bribes-or monetary inducements.

Mr Pearce: Why doesn't he do that here?
Mr GRAYDEN: of course, monetary induce-

ments are the same as bribes. Once the member
for Mt. Marshall has done that, I expect this Par-
liament will ensure that the Commissioner of
Police takes action under the Criminal Code.
That part of the matter is relatively simple. If the
member for Mt. Marshall, when confronted by
the Commissioner of Police, is not prepared to
substantiate his allegations, I expect the member
will come back to this place to apologise abjectly.
It has to be one way or the other.

I do not agree with the member for Merredin
or the member for Stirling that at this stage we
should think in terms of appointing a Select Com-
mittee. It would not be beyond the ingenuity of
the member for Mt. Marshall, the member for
Stirling, or any other member, after receiving the
report from the Commissioner of Police, to move
some other motion to achieve the end all of us
want to see come about. If any member is not sat-
isfied with the result of the commissioner's in-
quiry, he can adopt that course. Nobody in this
House will have other members placed under a
cloud of suspicion by allegations which cannot be
substantiated. We do not have to prejudge the
issue; either the allegations will be substantiated
or they will not be. If they are substantiated, obvi-
ously all sorts of things will happen; firstly, the
people who made offers of finacial inducement to
members to vote in a certain way will regret their
actions. If the allegations cannot be substantiated,
it is quite obvious that the two members con-
cerned will receive an apology.

Mr Cowan: Will you answer this before you sit
down? When the member for Mt. Marshall can-
not produce any evidence to the Commissioner of
Police, and when he does not apologise to this
House, will you agree to the appointment of a Sel-
ect Committee of inquiry?

Mr GRAYDEN: I assure the member for
Merredin that if nobody else takes action after
those occurrences, I will take action. At this stage
I cannot indicate the action I would take, because
I have not given the point sufficient consideration,
but I assure the House that if the result is not sat-
isfactory concerning the members who have been
maligned, I will move, if nobody else does so, a
motion to afford them redress.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Bakcatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [3.50 p.m.]: Today we have seen the
dawning of a new age of reproach between
the National Party and the National Country
Party and the contortions through which the

Chamber has passed on this matter really illus-
trate the depths to which this Government has
sunk. It really is a Government that has the stag-
gers- It is adopting an attitude that is so contra-
dictory to that which it adopted in the example
referred to by the member for Stirling. Quite
clearly, the Government has not advanced any
reason for its choosing a different point of view on
this matter to that which the member for Stirling
said was the Government's point of view on the
matter to which he referred. I venture to put to
the House my own construction-

Mr Rushton: You always do.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -of what occurred

yesterday. The member for Mt. Marshall acted in
a fairly stupid fashion. I do not think he gave
serious thought to the things he was saying. He
made an off-hand remark and then was hoist with
his own petard, I venture to say that the person in
this Chamber who wishes most of all that this
matter recede is the member for Mt. Marshall.

Mr Tonkin: I bet.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think he gave

any thought to what he was saying. He fitted him-
self into a corner and when pressed by the mem-
ber for Gosnells, he compounded the error by
naming the two members who were his former
colleagues. That is about the sum total of it. It is
unfortunate that the member for Mt. Marshall is
now in a position where he will have to either put
up or shut up.

The way in which Parliament should pursue
tis matter is at issue- I believe a Select Com-

mittee is the more appropriate vehicle for that
pursuit than is the Commissioner of Police, for a
range of reasons. In a matter such as this, Parlia-
ment should be its own master in seeking its own
solutions and answers and should make reference
to the Minister for Police and Prisons only when a
committee of inquiry of this Parliament has
deemed that the Commissioner of Police has a
role to play. That is the point that members on
the Government side seem to have missed. It
would be appropriate for a Select Committee to
refer something to the Minister for Police and
Prisons after reporting to Parliament if something
needed referral. It seems to me that the Parlia-
ment is sacrificing something it should think very
seriously about not sacrificing, and that it is con-
ceding something that should not be readily con-
ceded-

Mr Bateman: Too true.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: -in referring to the

Commissioner of Police a matter that might prop-
erly go to him after a committee of this Parlia-
ment or Chamber has made its inquiries. The
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other major concern is that no-one seems to know
where this Government is headed. [I seems to
make up its mind and respond in a manner de-
pending upon who approaches it and when the ap-
proach is made and I say quite frankly that when
the member for Merredin said to me that he had
the Premier's commitment in respect of a Select
Committee I said to him, "Well, provided the de-
cision will be made immediately after the Premier
stops talking to you, I think you can take his
word". That is the problem-like a pillow which
bears the impression of the last head to lay upon
it; no-one is sure what is going on. We are told
one thing one moment and another thing at
another moment after someone else has bumped
into the Premier. In the wash up, the only person
who knows, and this is only because he is the one
who has finally implemented the decision, is the
Premier.

The Parliament is being reduced to a shambles
by this sort of operation. That is the third time, if
my recollection is correct, that the Speaker has
had to turn the division bells off and ask members
to resume their seats because Government mem-
bers have voted the wrong way. For how much
longer will this go on? Who is governing the
State?

Mr Coyne: Thank God, not you.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: Who is governing the

State while this sort of shambles staggers from
crisis to crisis?

Mr Sibson: It showed up some of the weak-
nesses. You looked quite juvenile.

Mr Hassell: Can't you do any better than that?
Mr Sibson: You stand there and keep on with

this innucndo stuff all the time. It is not Construc-
tive. It is not getting us anywhere.

Mr Bateman: There is no innuendo in it. it is
all fact.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If we indulged in that, it
would make the Government look like what it is, a
whole bunch of hillbillies.

Mr Blaikie: Hear, hear!
Mr Sibson: Most of the time you aren't even

here.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not think even the

member for Bunbury from his murky depths can
disavow the principles that there is no order and
that there is not much comprehension in regard to
what goes on with this Government.

Mr Rushton: No-one denies that because-
Mr BRIAN BURKE: One of the chief archi-

tects is now the Minister who is interjecting-the
Deputy Premier.

Mr Rushton: This is your constant bleating.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It really is the case that

we have reached the depth of the staggers in
terms of this Government's performance.

Mr MacKinnon: You are the only one who
knows about staggers.

Mr Rushton: It is par for the course.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We are concerned that

we do not appear to be able to get the sort of com-
mitment that is necessary in respect of minor
matters of Government procedure.

Mr Rushton: You have had every tolerance
from the Premier and you don't recognise it.

Mr MacKinnon: Hear, hear!
Mr Hassell: You have been trying to take over

the business of the House.
Mr Rushton: That is how crooked your side is;

it is trying to take over the business of the House.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I think the Government

is really starting to act like anopposition.
Several members interjected.
Mr Rushton: You cannot raise an objection.
Mr Sibson: We haven't got the expertise to be

able to act like the Opposition.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: 1 did not say "like the

Opposition," because the Government is not
capable of performing that well. I said, "like an
opposition." That was a perfect example. There
was a chorus of the sorts of interjections that the
former Premier said always marked the party that
would stay in Opposition for sure.

Mr Tonkin: Like the jungle moon rise.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is what is hap-

pening and it is being expressed in this place that
the Government Staggers from crisis to crisis in its
most absurd extreme.

Mr MacKinnon: You are getting what the for-
mer Premier got. All you had time to do when he
was here was heap scorn upon him.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is evidenced by
Government members who do not even know
which way to vote and who, through their ignor-
ance, force the Speaker to turn off the division
bells and take the vote again. It is not satisfactory
and I do not think members on the Government
side are very proud of the way the business of this
House is being conducted.

Mr Bateman: How could they be?
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It seems to me that most

of them, and notably the Minister for Police and
Prisons, would like things to be proceeding a little
more sensibly than they are.
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Mr Hassell: It would be a lot better if you
people didn't keep mucking around with the
business of the House and trying to take it over.

Mr Pearce: Conservative party approval!
Mr Hassell: It is a mockery, messing around

with it.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: There may be some

things that the Opposition can look to and we will
undertake to do that and, sure as eggs, there are
things to which the Government can turn. The
Government knows that is true. How does it face
up to what happened half an hour ago?

Mr H-assell: Why don't you get on with the
business of the motion? You are wasting time.

Mr Sibson: Would you care to have the Acting
Speaker read out the motion?

Mr Bateman: Look at him over there wasti ng
time. All he does is yap, yap, yap about nothing.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: The Minister for Police
and Prisons might be happy with the procedure by
which things are put to resolution in this place
involving numerous votes with the absurd and rid-
iculous spectacle of every member in the
Chamber being on the same side of the House,
but we are not happy with that spectacle.

The Minister for Police and Prisons wants to
comport himself and reflect the views in this place
which he reflects outside. I am sure if he is pre-
pared to do that he will be the first to join the
queue which attempts to obtain more order and
sensibility in this place.

We agree that a select Committee of the Legis-
lative Assembly and not the Commissioner of
Police should look into this matter. If that inquiry
is conducted by the committee of this chamber
and it is necessary to refer matters to the Com-
missioner of Police, that will be done.

My personal view is that the member for Mt.
Marshall has simply been stupid and said and
done something intemperate. He has compounded
that intemperance by the comments he has made.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [4.01 p.m,]:
I do not propose to go into any detail-

Mr Pearce: That was the problem in the first
place!

Mr McPHARLIN:-but I do want to make
reference to the comments of the member for
Merredin when he was speaking about the
amendments to the Mining Act. He referred to
section 151-

Mr Cowan: I did not.
Mr McPHARLIN:-which limits the rights of

appeal and deals with the power of the Minister. I
dealt with that matter in some detail last night

and explained the advice given to me by a man
who would know far more about the mining in-
dustry and mining law than the member for
Merredin will ever know.

Mr Pearce: Why don't you tell us what you
know about the bribes? You are under privilege.

Mr McPHARLIN: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition said he considered I acted rather stupidly in
making those comments. I suggest that the
Leader of the Opposition should be the last to
make a comment about any member of this
House acting stupidly.

Mr Coyne: Hear, hear!
Mr McPHARLIN: He has acted in this way so

many times and that is how he has become-

Mr Pearce: The Leader of the Opposition.

Mr McPHARLIN:-the laughing stock of this
place.

Mr Pearce: Tell us about the bribes.
Mr McPHARLIN: At no time did I mention

the word "bribes".

Mr Pearce: You said you could go further.
Why don't you go further now?

Mr McPHARLIN: I am not prepared to and I
was not prepared to last night either.

Mr Pearce: Because you know nothing. What
will you tell the Commissioner of Police when he
comes around knocking on your door?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I trust the member*
is relating his remarks to the motion.

Mr Tonkin: You have a lot of trust.

Mr McPHARLIN: Naturally, I am not in sup-
port of the motion.

Mr Stephens: You don't want an investigation
of your allegations.

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: If you had nothing to rear you

would support it.
Mr Cowan: That implies you are not prepared

to back your own statements.
Mr Tonkin: That is right.

Mr McPHARLIN: My concerns are that the
member for Merredin and the member for
Stirling have caused me a great deal of unrest for
a considerable period. They come under a facade
of what they claim to be doing-supporting pol-
icy. On many occasions I have had conflict with
them.

Last night after I had sat down in my place the
member for Merredin came in the door and mem-
bers from the Opposition side beckoned him and
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be walked over to that side of the House. The
member for Morley got up and spoke to him.

Mr Tonkin: What a terrible thing.
Mr McPHARLIN: That is the side of the

House on which the member for Stirling and the
member for Merredin should be! That is where
they should be!

Several members interjected.
M r Stephens: You have made raise accusations.
MrT Hassell: Fellow travellers.
Mr Pearce: A resignation is called for.
Mr MePHARLIN: The Premier has suggested

the procedure which will be followed.
Mr Stephens: Why could you support a Select

Committee in 1976 and not now?
Mr Hassell: Quite different circumstances.
MrT McPHARLIN: I was asked to sit on that

committee.
Mr Stephens: You supported it.
MrT Tonkin: You voted for it, too.
Mr McPIIARLIN: They were different cir-

cumstances.
Several members interjected.
Mr Tonkin: To think you were the Deputy

Premier of this State!
Mr MePHARLIN: The matter will be clani-

lied.
Mr Harman: When?
Mr McPHARLIN: We will see what happens

after that.
Mr Pearce: How can it be clarified if you don't

give the information to the Commissioner of
Police?

MR TONKIN (Morley) 14.07 p.m.]: I wish to
indicate once again that I moved this motion be-
cause this House should be in charge of its privi-
leges. This House should guard its privileges. As
the member for Fremantle so eloquently said, a
century ago the battle was fought out between the
Parliament and the Crown.

Points of Order
Mr O'CONNOR: Has the member a right of

reply? This is a procedural motion, as moved by
the member for Morley, and as such there is no
right of reply.

Mr TONKIN: On a point of order, under
which Standing Order is that ruling made?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Standinj Order
No. 122 states-

A reply shall be allowed to a Member who
has made a substantive Motion to the House,

or moved the second or third reading of a
Bill, but not to any Member who has moved
an amendment or instruction to a Com-
mittee.

Deputy Speaker's Ruling
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The motion which

was previously before the Chair, as moved by the
member for Merredin, was a substantive motion
and the motion moved by the member for Morley
for the format ion of a Select Committee was in
fact a procedural motion. That being the case, the
member does not have the right of reply.

Point of Order

MrT PEARCE: On a point of order-

MrT Nanovich: Sit down!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The House will

come to order!

Mr PEARCE: This is a question of precedent.
There are motions for appointments of Select
Committees made all the time in this place and
reply is given on those matters and they are not
treated as procedural matters. What is being said
is, because there has been a motion on this pre-
viously and then a motion for the formation of a
Select Committee, it becomes a procedural mno-
tion. If that question purports to mean that the
formation of Select Committees-have always been
procedural motions, they always have not been.

Deputy Speaker's Ruling

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In response to the
point of order raised by the member for Gosnells,
I indicate that the point made earlier was that the
substantive motion was, in fact, the Motion moved
by the member for Merredin and was the opening
debate of this House.

The member for Morley then moved a motion
for the appointment of a Select Committee. It
always has been the practice in this House-there
are a number of precedents and rules which sub-
stantiate the fact-that following the movingof a
motion for the appointment of a Select Com-
mittee as such there shall not be a right of reply. I
can refer the member to a number of precedents
that have been established practice of this House
should he so wish.

Mr Pearce: Yes.
Mr Parker: I draw the Deputy Speaker's atten-

tion to Standing Order No. 2 which deals with
substantive motions.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Further to the com-
ments that I have made already, I will again read
to the House-also for the benefit of the member
for Gosniells and apparently for the benefit of the
member for Fremantle-the following motion
that the House is debating-

That pursuant to the motion which has
been carried this House appoints a Select
Committee to inquire into this matter of
privilege.

Surely, to all members of the House, that clearly
indentifies the substantive motion that has been
moved earlier and the matter the member for
Morley wishes to proceed with is not subject to a
closing debate.

Debate (on mot ion) Resumed

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I have given my
ruling and I now put the question.

Question put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Ayes 22
Mr Barnett Mr Harman
Mr Bertram Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Bridge Mr Hodge
Mr Bryce Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Brian Burke Mr Parker
Mr Terry Burke Mr Pearce
Mr Carr Mr Stephens
Mr Cowan Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Davies Mr Tonkin
Mr Evans Mr Wilson
Mr Grill Mr Bateman

Noes
Mr Blaikie M
Mr Clarke M
Mr Court NI
Mr Coyne NI
Mrs Craig NI
Dr Dadour NI
Mr Grnyden NI
Mr Grewar NI
Mr Hassell NI
Mr Herzfeld NI
Mr P. V. Jones NI
Mr Laurance NI
Mr MacKinnon NI

pai
Ayes

Mr A. D.Taylor NI
Mr Mclver NI
Mr Jamieson NI

Question thus negatived.

26
.r MePharlin
:r Mensaros
Ir O'Connor
Ir Rushton
Er Shalders
IrSibson
Ir Sodeman
Er Trethowan
Er Tubby
[r Watt
[r Williams
[r Young
Er Nanovich

is

[r Spriggs
[r Old
Er Crane

Noes

Motion defeated.

BILLS (5): INTRODUCTION AND FIRST
READING

I . Criminal Injuries Compensation Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Rushton

(Deputy Premier), and read a first time.
2. Aerial Spraying Control Amendment Bill.
3. Chicken Meat Industry Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr P. V.
Jones (Minister for Resources Develop-
ment), and read a first time.

4. Education Amendment Bill.

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

5. Smoking and Tobacco Products Advertise-
ments Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Dr Dadour,
and read a First time.

BILLS (2): RETURNED

I . Veterinary Preparations and Animal Feed-
ing Stuffs Amendment Bill.

2. Fisheries Amendment Bill.
Bills returned from the Council without

amendment.

COMMITTEE FOR THE SESSION: LIBRARY
COMMITTEE

Council Personnel

Message from the Council received and read
notifying a change in the personnel of the
sessional committee elected by that House.

TOWN PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

MRS CRAIG (Wellington-Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning) [4.22 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The Act provides that a town planning scheme
when approved by the Minister and published in
the Government Gazette shall have full force and
effect as if it were enacted by the Act. To date,
and in accordance with the town planning regu-
lations, it has always been the practice to publish
only the text of town planning schemes. The maps
which form a part of all schemes have never been
published. Indeed, from a practical point of view,
it would be a difficult matter to publish these
maps as they are normally coloured and large.

However, since the legality of this long-stand-
ing practice has been called into doubt, the Act is
being amended to provide that it is sufficient com-
pliance with the Act for a town planning scheme
to be published without any maps, plans or dia-
grams which form part of that scheme.

The public are not disadvantaged by this prac-
tice as approved town planning schemes are
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available Car inspection at the offices of the rel-
evant local authority and the Town Planning De-
partment.

A validating provision is included and the effect
of the legislation is extended to any proceed-
ings-but not including proceedings on ap-
peal-instituted before the coming into operation
of the legislation.

Prior to the coming into operation of the metro-
politan region scheme in 1963 the Act empowered
the Governor to make an interim development
order or orders for the metropolitan region
scheme. An order was made but ceased to have
effect when the metropolitan region scheme was
promulgated. Since the relevant provisions of the
legislation are redundant they are now repealed.

The Act presently requires every town planning
scheme to be examined in each fifth year by a re-
port to the Minister from the local authority on
the operation of the scheme.

Where the local authority recommends a review
of the scheme, or the Minister after considering
the report advises the local authority a review of
the scheme is necessary, such review presently is
required to be carried out by making a new town
planning scheme. In certain instances-for
example, in areas of limited growth-the making
of a new town planning scheme can be an unfair
imposition on a local authority as it is a time-con-
suming and expensive operation.

The Act is amended so as to provide an option
whereby, if the local authorLy believes that a new
town planning scheme is not necessary it can, with
the Minister's approval, consolidate its existing
town planning scheme, showing all amendments
in force at that date, and exhibit it for public
examination. The local authority would then re-
port the results of the public examination to the
Minister, including comments and recommen-
dations relating to the written submissions re-
ceived.

The purpose of the public examination is to
afford landowners and the public opportunity for
comment on the operation of the scheme as it af-
fects them. The comments received will assist the
local authority in its considerations and the Min-
ister in his determinations as to whether the
scheme is suitable to continue in operation either
unamended or with minor amendment, or is in
need of review.

Should the Minister, after examining the sub-
missions and the report of the local authority,
consider that the preparation of a new town
planning scheme is unwarranted, he may agree to
the local authority's adopting its consolidated

existing scheme and advertising it as if it were a
new scheme.

The amendment also will provide a local auth-
ority which wishes to proceed with a new scheme
with the ability to consolidate its existing scheme
and advertise it as an intterim measure. This is
considered desirable since the -task of making a
new scheme for, say, a local authority which has
rapid growth and a large urban district, is com-
plex and time-consuming. Consolidation will
-allow an interim review which provides
landowners and the general public, with the oppor-
tunity to make submissions about needed changes.
This proposal will be of advantage to local
authorities which wish to avail themselves of the
options presented.

The Act also is amended to include provision
for the Minister to make regulations governing
the review of town planning schemes. Currently,
the Act empowers the Minister, in certain circum-
stances, to order a local authority to prepare and
submit for his approval a town planning scheme.
It is doubtful that the legislation enables the Min-
ister to take similar action in respect of an amend-
ment to a town planning scheme.

For some time there has been concern about the
practice by which a local authority will not exer-
cise its administrative functions to seek amend-
ment of its town planning scheme until an owner
or developer enters into agreement with the local
authority or agrees to conditions. Instances have
arisen when conditions imposed by these means
have been of the kind which the Town Planning
Board would consult upon and determine at the
time of subdivision. Thus some local authorities
are assuming powers which Parliament has be-
stowed on the board under the Act.

There are also possible social and economic
problems in a situation where a local authority
can withhold planning approval and frustrate the
objectives of achieving an adequate land supply
and the efficient provision of essential services.

By way of example-and there have been many
such examples-for several years one landowner
has been seeking to obtain an appropriate zoning
to allow a residential land development project to
proceed. The local authority has indicated that it
agrees in principle to the proposed zoning but that
it will not initiate the necessary rezoning amend-
ment until such time as the landowner agrees to
pay for development of the public open space and
provide free of cost a multi-purpose community
site for a kindergarten, day care and child health
centre, community hall, and other community fa-
cilities. The cost of these impositions has been cal-
culated to be over $250 000.
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In addition, holding costs are being incurred at
a rate of around $520 000 per annum which,
should the council's attitude persist, can be
reflected only in higher land prices.

Apart from the considerations of the cost of the
conditions the council seeks to impose, the
question of their imposition is a matter for the de-
termination of the Town Planning Board at the
subdivision stage. In addition, the board's require-
ments can be appealed against either to the Min-
ister or the tribunal, whereas if they are imposed
outside the legislation the landowner has no
avenue of appeal.

It is only fair to say that many councils have
exercised their town planning powers properly and
it is to be regretted that the action which needs to
be taken by this amendment may reflect upon the
administration of those councils. However, there
is no effective alternative and these proposals will
have no effect on those who act responsibly. The
Act therefore is amended to include a new section
relating to amendments and schemes.

The proposed procedure is that where a person
requests a local authority to initiate an amend-
ment to its scheme, and an appropriate amend-
ment is not submitted for preliminary approval
within six months, or lodged with the board for
the final approval of the Minister within 12
months, that person may request the Minister to
make an order requiring the local authority to in-
itiate and deal with or to deal with the amend-
ment in accordance with normal procedures. The
Minister then will be required to furnish details of
the request to the local authority and the Town
Planning Board to allow each an opportunity to
make written submissions.

If, after considering the submissions, the Minis-
ter is satisfied that the amendment, or an amend-
ment substantially equivalent thereto, might
reasonably be made, he may then order the local
authority to prepare and deal with, or to deal
with, the amendment-as the case may be-along
the lines of the current process. That is, pro-
gression of the amendment shall comply with
currently prescribed requirements relating to such
matters as advertising of the amendment and con-
sideration of public submissions. Consequently,
local authorities and the public will have as much
involvement as with an amendment which is prog-
ressed by the current process. However, determi-
nation will rest with the Minister.

The new provisions are not intended to consti-
tute an avenue of appeal but rather a review con-
cerned with ensuring that development that may
be appropriate and timely is not arbitrarily pre-
vented.

The Act provides that a person shall not, with-
out the approval of the board, lease or grant a li-
cence to use and occupy land-unless that land is
the whole of a lot-for any term exceeding 10
years, including options.

The Act is amended to remove the application
of this provision to leases and licences for the
whole or portion of a building providing that the
term of the lease does not exceed 21 years. includ-
ing options: that the building was constructed
pursuant to a local authority approval; and that
the lease or licence does not relate to any land
other than a building or portion thereof.

The majority of leases approved by the board
nowadays relate to premises wholly within shop-
ping centres, offices, and similar buildings. There
is no good planning reason for the board to ap-
prove short or medium-term leases of this kind.
The amendment will reduce substantially the
number of leases requiring board approval, to the
mutual benefit of the board and the many appli-
cants.

Leases of the above-mentioned type, which may
have been entered into without the board's ap-
proval, are validated. This action is desirable as it
is believed that a number of leases relating to
such occupancies as shops within shopping centres
may have been entered into in good faith without
the board's approval.

In May 1980 the Government established a
steering committee to advise it on canal develop-
ments. The committee submitted a report entitled
"Recommendations for the Development of Canal
Estates"; and on 26 August 1981 the Government
announced by Press release that it had considered
and adopted this report.

To implement the committee's recommendation
partially, the Act is amended by including
interpretation of the term "waterway" which is
seen as being more appropriate than the term
"canal", and by making provision upon
subdivision for the automatic vesting in the
Crown of waterways and the types of reserve as-
sociated with canal developments; that is, reserves
for foreshore and waterway management. Further
consideration is being given to appropriate legis-
lation to implement other aspects of the com-
mittee's recommendations.

The Act makes provision, subject to the ap-
proval of the Town Planning Board and the
relevant local authority, for a subdivider to pay
cash in lieu of public open space where the board,
in approving a subdivision, has required a portion
of land to be set aside and vested for open space
purposes.
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In 1978 the Act was amended by the Acts
Amendment and Repeal (Valuation of Land) Act
so that the value of cash in lieu payments came to
be based on the unimproved value of the particu-
lar portion of land in force under the Valuation of
Land Act l979, As a result, cash in lieu of public
open space valuations are often out of date as they
are based on the land valuations carried out for
the municipality, which are not necessarily
current valuations. The position is exacerbated
where a rezoning of land has taken place since the
last valuation of the municipality.

This situation prevents the efficient and proper
use of the cash in lieu of public open space mech-
anisms. The primary purpose of cash in lieu is to
create a fund to enable the municipality to pur-
chase public open space land in the best position
to serve the local community. This purpose is, of
course, defeated if the moneys provided in lieu of
land by subdividers are substantially below the
market price of the equivalent areas which the
local authority is expected to purchase. The Act is
therefore amended to base the valuation of cash
in lieu land on the market value of the land as at
the date of preliminary approval of the
subdivision by the board.

Valuations are to be determined, at the cost of
the owner, by a licensed valuer. If either party
disputes a valuation, that valuation may be varied
by agreement, or the dispute determined by arbi-
tration. When, in the opinion of the board, a pro-
posed subdivision may affect the powers or
functions of any local authority, public body, or
Government department, the board is required to
forward that subdivision to such local authority,
public body, or Government department for ob-
jection and recommendations. The Act requires
that objections and recommendations are to be
forwarded to the board within 30 days.

Over the years, the board's experience has been
that many local authorities, because of the
spacing of council meetings, have difficulty in re-
plying within 30 days. This is particularly true of
country shires in remote areas. Also, Government
departments often require longer if detailed field
inspections are required. The board suggests that
whereas it is unable to enforce the 30-day limit, it
could more realistically insist on a reply within 42
days. The great majority of replies already are re-
ceived in this longer period.

The Act provides that an original subdivider
who, in the process of subdividing his land, pro-
vides a boundary road which is later utilised by
the abutting landowner as a frontage for
subdividing his land also, must be reimbursed by
the latter for half of the cost of constructing the
road plus half the value of the land contained

therein. Unfortunately, the existing provisions are
confusing and very difficult to interpret. These
difficulties have been reported on at length by in-
dividual local authorities as well as the Local
Government Association and the Urban Develop-
ment Institute of Australia. To clarify the legis-
lation, the relevant section of the Act is repealed
and re-enacted in more concise form.

The new section provides that when a person, in
subdividing land, provides a road and such road is
used by a later adjoining subdivider as a common
boundary for lots created, the first subdivider
shall have a claim against the second subdivider
for half of the cost of providing the part of the
road having a common boundary to both
subdivisions. This cost encompasses the cost of
land, including survey, and road construction. The
cost of the land comprised in the road will be the
market value of that land as at the date the ap-
proval of the board is endorsed on the diagram or
plan of survey. The period within which a claim
may be made by the first subdivider is limited to
six years from the date of the later subdivision.

Because trust funds have been created under
the present legislation and various persons may be
entitled to receive payments thereunder, the pro-
visions of the present legislation will continue to
apply to all roads which are boundary roads cre-
ated by an original subdivider up to and until the
day the new legislation takes effect.

Under the Act the Town Planning Appeal
Tribunal is constituted of three members ap-
pointed by the Governor. One is to be a legal
practitioner; one is to be a person having knowl-
edge of and experience in town planning: and one
is to be a person having knowledge of and experi-
ence in public administration, commerce, or in-
dustry. In the event of a vacancy in the member-
ship. the Governor may appoint another eligible
person; and where the chairman or any other
member is ill. or absent or disqualifies himself, the
Minister may appoint another eligible person to
act in his stead in the particular appeal. In ar-
ranging dates for the hearing of particular ap-
peals, the tribunal is experiencing increasing diffi-
culty in meeting the mutual convenience of its
members, the parties, their counsel, and other wit-
nesses. To ease this situation, the Act is amended
to provide for the appointment by the Governor of
permanent deputies for the Chairman and every
other member.

The Town Planning Appeal Tribunal is con-
cerned that under the present legislation it is con-
strained to award costs to the successful party in
an appeal. However, the existing situation appears
to please no-one. If the successful party does not
receive full recovery of its costs, it complains. The
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party against whom costs are awarded also com-
plains. Considerable time and effort is wasted in
arguments about the appropriate amount of costs
and the proper fee to be paid for the various con-
sultants engaged by the successul party.

The consensus of opinion of the tribunal and
the Town Planning Board is that the legislation
should be amended to provide for the award of
costs only in exceptional circumstances to cover
cases where, for example, the appeal was frivolous
or vexatious or a party had unnecessarily caused
the other party to incur substantial time and
costs. This is along the same lines as the position
in Britain, where parties normally meet their own
expenses, irrespective of the outcome of an ap-
peal. The advantage is that parties that wish to
take their appeals to the tribunal area are not de-
terred by the possibility of heavy costs should the
other party decide to bring a number of expert
witnesses and legal counsel. Similarly, a respon-
dent authority, such as a local authority, should
not be deterred from making a proper planning
decision because it may be costly to defend.

The Act therefore is amended to provide that
each party to an appeal shall bear his own costs,
save that the tribunal may award costs against a
party that has behaved unreasonably, vexatiously,
or frivolously in relation to an appeal. Costs
awarded may be recovered by a party as a debt
due in a court of competent jurisdiction.'

Other provisions of the Act empower th M inis-
ter to award costs and expenses on an appeal to
the Minister. The Act is therefore aended to
limit the powers of the Minister to award costs to
those prescribed for the tribunal.

Most town planning schemes contain a pro-
vision which purports to provide, in general terms,
for any person who is aggrieved by a decision of
the council in the exercise of a discretionary
power, to be able to appeal against that decision
to the Minister or, alternatively, to the Town
Planning Appeal Tribunal. As a result of recent
investigations, it is considered that there may be
doubt about the validity of such a provision
inasmuch as the First schedule to the Act, which
sets out those matters which may be dealt with by
the general provisions of any town planning
scheme, contains no reference to the conferral of a
right of appeal. The Act therefore is amended by
inclusion of a suitable reference with provision for
retrospectivity in relation to those schemes which
include appeal provisions.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Mr Davies: I seek an interjection from the

Premier. I understand he gave an undertaking to
a deputation this morning that this Bill would not

come up for a fortnight. Should I therefore move
to adjourn the debate for a fortnight?

Mr O'Connor: I didn't say that. I said that we
would have the second reading today and that the
debate would not continue this week and would
probably occur after the following week.

Mr Davies: So I should move that it be ad-
journed for two weeks?

Mr O'Connor: It will happen whether you do
that or not.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Davies.

PETROLEUM RETAIL SELLING SITES BILL

Second Reading
MR TONKIN (Morley) [4.41 p~m.]: I move-

Thai the Bill be now read a second time.
In 1975 the Trade Practices Commission made a
decision which gave lessee dealers the right to
purchase 50 per cent of their fuel from a source
other than their primary supplier. However, be-
cause of leasing arrangements by the oil
companies which excluded from those leasing ar-
rangements such installations as the storage tanks
and the dispensing pumps, it was found not to be
practical for the lessee dealers to buy 50 per cent
of their supplies from a source other than their
primary supplier. That was in 1975, so we have
had a delay of seven years in which a most unsat-
isfactory non-competitive and unfair trade situ-
ation has existed to the disadvantage of the pub-
lic, who have had to pay much higher prices for
fuel than they otherwise would have had to pay,
and to the disadvantage of many small
businessmen who are lessee dealers. We of the
Opposition are concerned that it has taken the
Government so long to act and introduce a Bill
which, in fact, had its first reading after this Bill
had its first reading.

The Trade Practices Commission stated in its
determination that fuel exclusivity was against
the public interest and that the public interest de-
manded a degree of competition. The difference
that we see in this industry compared with most
industries is that the wholesalers have a high de-
gree of control and, indeed, participation in the
retail side of the industry. This has meant that the
wholesalers, in selling fuel to retailers, have been
able to act in such a way as to make the position
of those retailers untenable in some cases and
near untenable in other cases and have ensured
that their own retail outlets are able to sell fuel at
a much cheaper price than are the retailers.

This situation has led to vertical integration,
which members would be aware is a monopolistic
device which prevents true competition from
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reigning. We need to remember that the capitalist
systemn-of which Australia is a part--depends to
a very large degree upon market forces in which it
is presumed competition is found. Members
should know that the home of capitalism-the
United States of America-introduced compre-
hensive anti-trust laws as far back as 80 years ago
and perhaps even further back. This has shown
that a laissez-faire policy for market forces as
they relate to competition will not ensure freedom
for all. It is a well-known saying which perhaps is
becoming a cliche that freedom for the shark
means death to the minnow. So, unfortunately, it
is not possible to ensure that a system of laissez-
faire prevails which might allow us to expect that
fair and true competition will occur.

One of the big examples of this is the petroleum
industry in Australia. Victoria was the first State
to legislate in this area to give practical effect to
the Trade Practices Commission determination,
and it did so in December 1981. This was done by
a Liberal Government and the legislation was pro-
claimed before that Government went out of
office. I understand that the Act is working well
although there has been some disquiet because, so
far as I can judge, not a large number of service
station proprietors have taken advantage of this
50 per cent rule.

Mr Shalders: You would have to admit that the
price of fuel there is not greatly different from
that in Western Australia.

Mr TON KIN: I do not have to admit anything
of the sort. I know that the wholesale price of fuel
in Adelaide is 3c lower than the price here.

Mr Sibson: But the retail price is what the
people are worried about.

Several members interjected.
Mr Brian Burke: If you start him up he will

take up all the time of the Parliament. You know
he is a shocker.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Trethowan):
Order! I call the House to order and request that
the member for Morley continue his speech.

Mr TONKIN: In answer to the comment by
the member for Bunbury, it is specious and spuri-
ous of the member for Bunbury-and we are not
surprised he would be that-

Mr Brian Burke: Say something he under-
stands.

Mr Nanovich: Attacking personalities again.
Mr Brian Burke: It is nothing to do with per-

sonalities to say something is specious. It does not
mean he has pimples.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TONKIN: The arguments of the member

for Bunbury are specious, and I am not being per-
sonal in any way when I say that; I am talking
about his argument, not him. His arguments are
specious because it is quite simplistic to say we
are not concerned here with the wholesale price of
petrol.

If we concern ourselves only with the retail
prices the public pay and do not worry about the
small businessman who will be forced out because
of an insufficient margin, the result will be that
we will have a monopolistic control by the oil
companies which will then have control of retail
prices; so if members believe in competition-and
I thought the Minister subscribed to the basic
tenet of monopoly capitalist philosophy-

Mr MacKin non: Do you?
Mr TONKIN: I do, certainly. If we believe in

competition, we must realise that the wholesale
price is very relevant because if not enough mar-
gin is allowed between the wholesale and retail
prices, small businessmen will not be able to con-
tinue. If they are forced out, eventually three or
four oil companies will be running the whole show
and we will have a system of oligopoly which in
this kind of industry is as bad as monopoly.

Mr Shalders: Who should determine the differ-
ence between the wholesale and rctail prices?

Mr TONKIN: if the market system is op-
erating efficiently and effectively it can be left to
competition, but if, in fact, there is no continuing
competition-I presume that is the reason for this
legislation being brought in-of course we cannot
assume that there will be a reasonable markup.
The way the mechanism works with respect to
the oil companies is that they have retail out-
lets-they might have only Five or 10 per cent of
the retail outlets-but they can set the prices at
an unrealistically low level-this is called
dumping-and set the wholesale price at a high
level to the lessee dealers, etc., and this will only
eventually drive out the lessee dealers and compe-
tition will be destroyed because the market is not
great enough due to the price discrimination level
created by monopolistic control.

.Mr Shalders: Are you saying you believe in the
policy of total divorcement?

Mr TONKIN: Yes.
Mr Shalders: It does not appear to have worked

in the United States.
Mr TONKIN: That is in Maryland. If total

divorcement does not produce the answer, we
must look at other mechanisms. Total divorce-
ment alone will not solve the problem because, for
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example, if people are tied to one mechanism as
they were before the introduction of this legis-
lation, that wvill mitigate against the operation of
total divorcement and it may be that, when other
factors are working efficiently, total divorcement
may not be necessary. We must look at a whole
battery of effects and we must be flexible. We
cannot sit back and watch for seven years for
alterations to be made; we must do the Fine tuning
all the time and must look carefully at what is
happening. We must listen to all sections of the
industry. When we see that competition is not
prevailing and the public is suffering, and we re-
alise that will mean the end of small businesses,
we must be prepared to intervene in the market
place.

Mr Davies: I ought to take a point of order on
you because you are not reading your second
reading speech!

Mr TONKIN: Mr Acting Speaker, I hope you
have noted that I am not reading my second read-
ing speech. I hope the Minister notes this also. I
do not believe it is necessary for members,' when
introducing Bills, to read the second reading
speeches unless, in accordance with tradition, it is
highly technical; sometimes one needs to read a
lot because one is quoting figures, etc.

Mr Herzfeld: It takes twice as long to expound.
Mr TONKIN: The member raised a very real

problem. We notice that, when the Premier reads
his speeches, he obviously does not comprehend
what he is reading because he lacks proper ex-
pression and he is just reading words. Lack of
comprehensibility and understanding by Ministers
concerned indicate the fetish they have with
always reading their speeches. The privilege that
Ministers have to read their speeches where
necessary has been extended and now Ministers
read very simple speeches containing only a few
paragraphs, which practice derrogates from the
proper effect of the speeches in this Chamber.

Mr Sibson: What gives you the opinion that we
will comprehend your speech better than anyone
else's?

Mr TONKIN: On the subject of divorcement
over a two-year period to 50 per cent of the con-
trolled outlets, if we believe that total divorcement
will not work, why are we bothering with this 50
per cent divorcement? I cannot see that 50 per
cent divorcement will work at all. Even 10 per
cent will be enough to have the same effect as 100
per cent control because of the catalyst effect it
will have because one service station amidst a
cluster of others which is owned by an oil
company and which can sell at an artificially low
price against the other nine service stations will

force those service stations to reduce their prices
and so the 50 per cent divorcement will not
achieve what it has set out to achieve.

In South Australia the wholesale price is 3c less
in Adelaide than it is here, and this is very rel-
evant. If small businessmen suffer, we all suffer
because the small businessmen are the corner-
stones in the competitive system. We all know the
evils of monopoly.

We have seen monopoly by corporations in the
western world. If we need to look at the evils of
other kinds of monopoly, we can turn to the east-
ern world and places where capitalism flourishes
such as the Soviet Union. I went to Poland last
year and had a look at the monopoly situation
there and at the situation where the people could
not change the Government. There is a monopoly
of production enterprises there and the result is
terrible inefficiency. We must decide whether or
not we believe in competitiveness and, if we do,
we must legislate because it does not happen by
magic; economic power leads to political power
and, if there is a corporation which is unfettered
and not controlled legislatively, it is likely to de-
velop its economic controls to such a degree that
makes nonsense of the whole theory of the free
trade of the market forces.

Mr Shalders: The wholesale price in South
Australia is not 3c lower than that in Western
Australia because of legislation of this type.

Mr TONKIN: No, of course it is not, but we
know that is right. We should address ourselves to
the question of wholesale prices. Hopefully this
kind of legislation is part of a battery of moves:
divorcement will obviate the necessity for price
control because there is doubt that price control is
the best system in many cases.

Mr Shalders: There is currently price control.
Mr TONKIN: Yes, good. I thank the member.

I want to deal with the matter and talk about the
wholesale price control of the Petroleum Products
Pricing Authority.

Mr Shalders: That is correct.
Mr TONKIN: I also want to speak about price

control which is organised by the oil companies. If
the Minister is not aware of the level of price con-
trol. I suggest he is not on top of his portfolio be-
cause that is one of the real problems with which
we are dealing here. Let us deal with wholesale
prices. Wholesale prices have within them a retail
component. The Prices Justification Tribunal de-
cided last year that the retail component had to
be excluded from the wholesale price by I
January 1982. 1 do not know whether it was be-
cause of that determination, but the PiT was then
disbanded and its successor, the Petroleum Prod-
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ucts Pricing Authority has not carried through
that decision and has said that it will not take the
action that the PiT was going to take in regard to
the retail component.

I believe the Minister for Consumer Affairs
and the Premier have been quoted as saying there
were certain components in the wholesale price
that should not be there.

M r Shalders: No, I said I was seeking an expla-
nation of it.

Mr TONKIN: I have the statement by the
Minister for Consumer Affairs in my hand and I
will read it out verbatim, at a later stage, to make
sure it is correct.

Certainly there is a problem. It is estimated
that the retail component in the wholesale price is
2c to 3c per litre which was established by the
Royal Commission in 1975-76. When tl'z oil
companies invest in the retail market as they did
in great proliferation some years ago,' before they
lost control of the oil pipehead-as they did in the
Middle East-they built into the wholesale cost
the cost of their being in the retail market.

The genuine retailer who is not a wholesaler
has to recoup the costs purely from a retail mar-
ket. Therefore, we do not have a genuine situation
where a wholesaler can recoup from his wholesale
sales some of his costs that have been incurred in
the retail market. What I am saying is that the
wholesale price as determined by the PPPA is in-
flated and padded. This allows the oil companies
to discriminate. As a result, we have an absurd
situation where an oil company applies for an in-
crease and, while arguing with the increase
pricing authority, it would be reducing its prices
to its wholly-owned retail outlets. So no appli-
cation for an increase in the wholesale price is
genuine.

If there is an inflated wholesale price it is poss-
ible for the company to reduce that price when-
ever it wants and it does-wherever it wants and
to whom ever it wants.

I refer to an earlier interjection which said that,
if one goes around Australia and looks at the re-
tail prices, one rinds there is not much difference
between the prices in Perth and those in other
capital cities. I have been making surveys and I
have found that the prices change.

Mr Sibson: Overall, they all do the same things.
Mr Carr: The country areas are divided and

discounts are offered. There is a difference be-
tween Perth and Geralton for example.

Mr Sibson: The price war is less in the metro-
politan area.

Mr Carr: There is a difference between your
prices and ours. Perth and Bunbury are areas
where the wholesale price is discounted and
consequently retail prices are much lower than in
a place like Geraldton where there are no dis-
counts and the recommended PPPA wholesale
price is charged.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: The member for Geraldton is

quite right. I am sure my judgment on that will
occasion a great deal of surprise.

The member for Geraldion has made the point
that, because of this padding and artificially high
pricing, it is possible for oil companies to play
favourites within the country and the city. One
can ring a retailer to find out what the price is
today and there will be a 5c difference tomorrow
as the oil companies discriminate against various
retailers.

Mr Sibson: It is not the oil companies that do
that-and I am not supporting the oil companies.
It is the retailers who, because they are not rely-
ing totally on petrol sales, do exactly the same
thing. I can give a lot of examples of that.

Several members interjected.
Mr TONKIN: I would appreciate it if the

member for Bunbury would be quiet for a while
because I would like to continue with my speech
and he is not making a helpful contribution at all.

Mr Young: This way he gets unlimited time
along with you, you see.

Mr TONKIN: Some interjections do contribute
constructively to the debate, but I do not think the
member for Bunbury has that capacity, so I will
ignore him.

Mr MacKinnon: That is uncharitable.
Mr TONKIN: It may be uncharitable, but it is

the truth.
I would like to quote what the Minister for

Consumer Affairs said. Unfortunately, I do not
have the date when this statement was made-it
is a little remiss of me. However, it reads as fol-
lows-

I am concerned that the oil companies are
getting PPPA to take into account factors
that they should not.

I ask the Minister for Consumer Affairs: Is that
an accurate reflection of what he said? I think the
Minister is agreeing that, in fact, the PPPA price
is inflated and this is a real matter for concern.

The Primary Industry Association of Western
Australia believes the price of petrol can, and
should be, reduced by the State Government. The
RAC, representing the consumers, has called for
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an inquiry into petrol pricing because it believes
such prices are too high. Unfortunately, sub-
missions by the PIA and the RAC have fallen on
deaf ears and the Government has not taken ac-
tion in respect of this matter.

Mr Shalders: The fact is there is a pricing auth-
ority. Just as you would be extemely critical if the
Government were to bring in legislation to
overrule, for example, the wages decision of the
Government School Teachers' Tribunal which
made a decision that the Government may well
not like, so there is a body set up to make a deter-
mination and it is a bit tough-if you say. "I am
not going to accept it".

Mr TON KIN: That is a very poor analogy and
I will tell the Minister for Consumer Affairs why.
It is because the State arbitration authority is set
up by Parliament and, if the Government did not
like the way it operated, it could sack the tribunal
and so on. If there were a State pricing authority
and the Government overruled its decisions that
would be absurd. We are talking about a Federal
body.

Mr Shalders: This applies to the Federal Con-
ciliation and Arbitration Commission's decisions
on wages.

Mr TON KIN: The Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs cannot constitutionally say that does not
apply.

Mr Shalders: You say you should not do it for
one, but you should do it for the other.

Mr TON KIN: What I am saying is that it can-
not be done constitutionally in one case, but it can
in the other. The previous Premier of this State
and the present Premier have spent an enormous
amount of time carrying on a campaign against
centralism. I wish they would have been -as con-
scientious in protecting the rights of consumers of
petroleum because the PPPA is not really doing
the job. That is because it has overturned the PJT
decision to get rid of the retail component in the
wholesale price. I would have thought the Govern-
ment would take issue on this matter because it
does on other issues. However, it sees that where
the consumer is concerned it takes the attitude
that it is just bad luck for him.

The New South Wales, South Australian, and
Victorian Governments have taken action to
overrule the PPPA price by setting a State maxi-
mum at various times. That is something this
Government could have considered. It could have
gone to the PiT to oppose the increases in 1978
and 1979. A Government which continually goes
before the conciliation system of this State and
argues against higher wages, refused in 1978-79
to go to the PiT to argue against the increases

even though the Governments of South Australia,
New South Wales, and Victoria did so.

That is not a question of overturning a decision
of a Commonwealth authority. It is a decision of
this Government not to appear to argue on behalf
of the motorists of this State. It is not just the
motorists of this State who are disadvantaged. Be-
cause this Stale is the most remote and the largest
in the Commonwealth it depends upon transport
more than any other State and the retail price of
fuel has a bigger bearing on costs than it has in
any other State. We are not talking about the
price of fuel to Motorists, but the cost of every
item consumed in a household which has built
into it the dearer price of fuel.

When the Government had the opportunity to
go before the PJT it did not do so. The primary
producers of this State would be saved something
like $4 million per year if there were a 3c per litre
reduction in the wholesale price of petrol. While
talking about the country, let us look at the
freight subsidy-something like $150 million is
being spent per year.

On 20 August 1980, the member for Geraldton
asked a question of the Minister for Consumer
Affairs who, at that time, may have been the
present Premier. He asked-

What action does the State Government
propose to take to ensure that the benefits of
the subsidy are passed on to the consumers?

The reply from the present Premier, Mr
O'Connor, read as follows-

No action is necessary since the benefits of
the subsidy are already passed on to con-
sumers.

He washed his hands of the whole problem. He
was not interested in seeing to it that the benefits
were passed on, yet Mr Howard in his Budget
speech this year-remember he is a member of
the Premier's own political party-stated that the
total expenditure on the petroleum produce
freight subsidy scheme amounted to $148 million
and went on to say that-

The Government has in recent times be-
come concerned that the scheme could be the
subject of some abuse and fraud which might
have caused some of the significant cost in-
creases which have occurred in the operation
of the scheme.

It has therefore been decided that the
scheme should be the subject of a thorough
review. Pending the outcome of the review
the scheme will be amended to subsidise
freight cost differentials in excess of ICPL
instead of 0.44 CPL as previously applied.

3765



3766 [ASSEMBLY)

I remember reading a newpaper article quoting
the member for Geraldton's reaction at the time
he received his answer from the man who is now
the Premier of this State. He said that the Prem-
ier does not know of. or is not concerned with its
constitutional prerogative in order to ensure that
the Western Australian motorists and the West-
ern Australian consumers arc not ripped off.

I refer now to the plight of the small
businessman because this Bill is to assist small
business, but at the same time the Bill is, of
course, also to assist the consumer. With a
healthy competitive system with small business
there will be lower prices through competition.

I will relate some of the things that occur with
respect to small businessmen. I refer to a particu-
lar lease which is a common lease signed, in ef-
fect, between many dealers and a particular oil
company. One requirement prohibits interference
with signs or trademarks and thereby denies op-
portunity to sell fuel acquired from a source other
than the company; that is, the primary supplier.

Another part of the lease prohibits use of
company equipment in connection with products
originating from a source other than a primary
supplier. The company was concerned to point out
to lessee dealers that there could be a case for ac-
tion for misleading advertising if fuel purchased
from other sources adulterated the company prod-
uct.

The situation was that a lease was signed, as I
said before, but often the dispensing equi pment
was deliberately excluded from the lease because
if it were part of it, the person leasing it could do
anything with it. However, it was subje ct to
another type of agreemrent-the name escapes me
at the moment-which meant it could not be used
as the lessee thought Ait.

The oil companies were able to prevent the op-
eration of the Trade Practices Commission deter-
mination made pursuant to the Trade Practices
Act. One dealer told me that a;eaters are in a pos-
ition of a prisoner being told he is free to go and
no-one will unlock the door.

The term which I could not recall earlier is that
the pumps are on an equipment loan contract
which is separate from the lease. It is designed to
prevent the dealers from using the equipment for
dispensing fuel other than from the supplier with
whom they have the contract.

Mr Shalders: What will be your reaction if the
Transport Workers Union members refuse to de-
liver fuel to a person buying fuel from other than
his landlord company?

Mr TONKIN: I would be most concerned.

Mr Shalders: It is a problem in the east.
Mr TONKIN: I do not know that of my own

knowledge, but I have heard it said. In that case, I
would want talks with the union involved, and I
would be most concerned if that situation should
arise. If it did occur, I assure the Minister that I
would be seeing the Leader of the Opposition and
the shadow Minister for Industrial Relations im-
mediately to obviate that problem.

People who have freehold service stations are in
a much stronger position than are those who have
leases. A freehold company can buy from two dif-
ferent oil companies, or change from one to
another. Lessees are in a difficult position because
a peculiar system operates which is not found in
most industries inasmuch as the wholesaler is also
the landlord. That is a big problem. The landlord
can exert pressure which a normal wholesaler
would not be able to do.

The price discrimination to which I referred,
and which is made possible by the artificial pad-
ding of the wholesale price, was the subject of a
Trade Practices Commission report to the Minis-
ter for Business and Consumer Affairs in October
1979 to May 1980. It was entitled, "Price Dis-
crimination of the Petrol Retail Industry." It
referred to price discrimination which occurs
when different retail operators are charged differ-
ent wholesale prices by one supplier. It is quite
unacceptable that one retailer should be provided
with fuel at a dearer price than that at which it is
supplied to another retailer. Obviously, that is dis-
crimination, and when one looks at the reason for
it, one sees that it is anticompetitive.

Another problem in the industry is that Ampol.
for example, has a wholesale price which is 2c
dearer than that of Shell. One might say Shell is a
more efficient company. I am not aware that any-
one knows why the price differential exists.

Mr Sibson: It is competition.
Mr TONKIN: It is not; that is the problem. If

competition existed, no-one would buy the Ampol
product unless it could be shown to be superior,
and I do not think that can be done. In that situ-
ation, Ampol would have to be competitive or get
out, as every other supplier of goods in Australia
has to do.

In referring to the system whereby Ampol
charges 2c a litre more for its wholesale fuel, I am
not talking about price rebates. They enter into it,
and that is part of the skulduggery that goes on.
If a service station proprietor was not tied to a
particular oil company, Ampol would not be able
to sell that commodity because a person would
say, "I am not going to buy from Ampol; I will
buy from Shell". The fact that Ampol can con-

3766



[Wednesday, 13 October 19821 36

tinue to operate with the 2c a litre differential in-
dicates it is a tied industry. A lessee dealer is tied
to a particular company in defiance of the Trade
Practices Act. That is the reason this legislation is
so necessary.

I would like to quote from a letter I received
from a dealer. I will not name these people be-
cause it is niot particularly relevant that they
should be identified. The letters are here, and I do
not believe particular dealers would want their
names quoted in the House. The letter says-

It is my opinion that whilst I operate in a
free enterprise system genuine competition is
not available to me as the so called wholesale
price of fuel varies so much from service
station to service station.

If an operator is fortunate to own his site
then he is at liberty to 'shop' for the best
price possible from ANY oil company
whereas in my position as a lessee dealer I
MUST buy my fuel from the Shell Company
at a price as high as 3 cents per litre higher
than the owner dealer.

This means that the owner dealer can in
effect sell his fuel at my buying price a nd
still make a profit!

Obviously, that is against competition: one cannot
operate in that situation. The letter goes on-

The W.A.C.C. effort to reduce the whole-
sale price of fuel is commendable but it does
not go far enough. The wholesale price of
fuel should be set at a price ALL dealers in
any given area should have to pay. Then and
only then can fair competition take place.

A number of years ago it cost me just over
$4 000.00 to fill my four fuel tanks. For that
outlay I received an 18 per cent return.
Today it costs over $7 000.00 to fill just 2 of
them for a return of 10 per cent. If I was to
sell my fuel today for an I8 per cent return
then I would go out of business. In other
words it is costing more to make less. Not
good business.

Oil companies proudly say that lessee
dealers are allowed to purchase 50 per cent
of their product from other sources but what
they do not state is that once you have pur-
chased someone elses fuel you cannot sell it
through the companies bowsers.

That is what this legislation sets out to do. In
1977 the typical service station was selling be-
tween 320 000 to 440 000 litres a year, and the
monthly rent was $900. This year that station is
selling between 186 000 and 257 000 litres, and
the monthly rent is $2 083, which is more than

double. One can
being squeezed
average figures.
less, but the rent

see how small businessmen are
out. The figures I gave are
The stations are selling much

has doubled.
I will now give some annual figures for an

average dealer. In 1977 the annual rent was
$7 200: the sales volume was 2 740 000 lires and
the margin was I1.8c a litre. The gross petrol
profit was $49 320. In 1978 the rent had gone up
to $9 797; the sales volume increased to 4 1 24 000
litres; the margin was 1.2c a lire, and the gross
petrol profit was much the same at $49 488. In
1979 the rent dropped a little to $8 800; the sales
volume was less than three-quarters of the pre-
vious year at 2 885 000 litres: the margin was 1.5c
a litre, and gross profit was $43 275. In 1980 the
rent had more than doubled to $19 139: the sales
volume was 2 908 569 litres-about the same as
the previous year; the margin was 1.6c a litre; and
the gross petrol profit was $46 537.

The figures stayed much the same in a period
of inflation when it cost more to feed a family and
to rent a business. In 1981, the rent was $15 564;
sales volume was 2 311 824 litres; the margin was
2c a litre; and the gross petrol profit was $46 236,
fractionally less than the year before. In 1982, the
rent was $27 000, nearly double that of the pre-
vious year; sales volume was a little less at
2 145 824 litres: the margin was 2.3c a litre: and
gross Petrol profit was $49 353, which was about
the same as the figure I quoted for the first year.
It can be seen that rent escalated and the gross
petrol profit stayed the same. Taking into account
the inflation which occurred between 1977 and
1982, one can judge the kinds of problems people
are having.

One dealer was asked to pay a monthly rent of
$2 500 compared with his previous rent based on
average volume of $1 500, in spite of the fact that
his sales volume had fallen from four million litres
a year in 1977-78 to 2.4 million lires in 1981-82.
So he faced a big increase in rent although his
sales volume had fallen so much. These are the
problems faced by lessee dealers. Four years ago,
a lot of dealers had a margin of 14 per cent; today
the margin is something like five or six per cent.

I would like to quote from a letter which was
sent to a newspaper by a lessee dealer. I do not
think the letter was published. It says-

Many Service Stations are doomed be-
cause the economic rentals are much higher
than the business can afford. This problem
has been created by the Oil Industry gener-
ally in so far as they control the levels of in-
come of the proprietor. In assisting the pro-
prietor to meet the pricing competition they
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monitor his business and provide such assist-
ance as they deem reasonable for his subsist-
ence. The term used is Break Even Margin.
This form of control is the most subtle form
of bondage without breaking the law. Unfor-
tunately under the present Oil Industry cli-
mate this form of coersion is necessary for
many stations to remain in business. An
example is the common practice of offering
to discount the petrol or reduce the rent
PROVIDED THAT THE PROPRIETOR
DOES NOT SELL THE PETROL AT
ANY HIGHER THAN A GIVEN PRICE
STIPULATED BY THE OIL COMPANY.

In other words, the oil companies are setting
prices. Price control exists in Western Australia,
but it has been put into effect by the oil
companies, and not by the elected representatives
of the people. The letter goes on-

This is blatant income control. If all pro-
prietors were to purchase their stocks from
their company at a fixed price (as stipulated
by the PiT) then they can fight their own
battles and the more efficient would prosper.
At present the company run stations operate
at a much lower profit than a similar pro-
prietor operated business, but they continue
to put the pressure on the profit margin by
discounting heavily against competitors.

Any losses suffered in trading by these
company controlled sites are written off
against trading profits and then the PJT is
asked to approve further increases.

So we have a situation where an oil company,
through its retail outlet, develops a commodity on
the market, sells at a price that is too low and
makes a loss, and then goes to the Prices
Justification Tribunal and says, "We made a loss;
can we have a price increase?" What kind of
blatant manipulation is that? How can we have
any faith in the Petroleum Products Pricing Auth-
ority?

The Minister may have faith in the authority,
but I certainly do not. The situation is not
whether the Opposition believes in price control;
the oil companies believe in price control because
they stipulate the price at which a seller will sell
their commodity. They say to the retailer, "If you
do not sell at that price, you will lose your re-
bate." If the rebate is taken away, the retailer's
margin might be 0.5c a litre or it may not be a
margin at all because we have the ridiculous situ-
ation where the wholesale industry is operating on
rebates and not on the wholesale price.

If the Minister has faith in the PPPA and the
way it fixes prices, how can he sit easily with the

fact that nearly all petrol being sold is being
bought at a rebated price, at a price that is less
than the PPPA has set?

Mr Shalders: That price set by the PPPA is a
maximum price.

Mr TONKIN: Of course it is, and not a genu-
ine maximum or the oil companies would not be
able to rebate all the time.

Mr Shalders: I would not believe it is the
intention of the PPPA that oil companies should
sell all their fuel at the maximum price.

Mr TONKIN: How can an increase in the
maximum price be justified if the commodity is
not sold at the maximum price?

Mr Shalders: You are then advocating that all
their fuel should be sold at a maximum price?

Mr TONKIN: I am saying that if they have a
maximum price it should be a genuine one.

Mr Shalders: They do not rebate all their sales
at all.

Mr TONKIN: They rebate an enormous per-
centage of them.

Mr Shalders: You said all the sales.
Mr TONKIN: All right, if the Minister wishes

to be pedantic, it is not 100 per cent.
Mr Shalders: I am being precise, not pedantic.
Mr TONKIN: Okay, but it is 80 or 90 per

cent-somewhere in that order. The fact of the
matter is, it is normal for prices to be rebated and
so the oil companies say they must have an in-
crease in the permitted maximum price when they
are selling below that maximum. So how can they
justify an increase in price when they do not have
to sell at the old maximum price which is lower?
It is obviously absurd-it is like Alice in Wonder-
land!

Mr Shalders: Are you therefore saying the
PPPA should set a maximum price at which oil
companies should sell all their fuel? In other
words, they would have no room to manoeuvre at
all.

Mr TONKIN: I am not saying that.
Mr Shalders: Well, if they are going to be sell-

ing somewhere below the maximum-
Mr TONKIN: I will accept that if a minimum

price is set there can be blackmail in some areas;
so I accept the concept or a maximum price. I am
saying that a satisfactory maximum price to any
reasonable man would be the price at which the
majority of the commodity would have to be sold.
Otherwise, how could it operate?

So I am not saying they should not be permit-
ted to drop below that maximum price, but I am
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saying that, if the companies are able to prove to
the price-setting authority that they need that
maximum price in order to continue to have a vi-
able enterprise, and if they were genuine, they
would have to sell most of their petrol at that
price. However, if they drop below that price
almost all the time, what does that maximum
wholesale price represent?

Mr Sibson: No, as I said, you do not under-
stand the system.

Mr Shalders: It would be to the contrary.
Mr Sibson: If the wholesale price is there, the

companies are able to sell under it. That is com-
petition-

M r TON K IN: On 7 November 1981 the then
Deputy Premier, the present Premier, said this-

Wholesale prices in some States were up to
4 cents per litre higher than in others and
that there were big variations in retail mar-
gins. There were some indications that some
oil companies were forcing operators to ac-
cept virtually no margin on petrol.

That appeared in The West Australian. So the
present Premier was admitting that there is a less
than satisfactory situation. Some States were pay-
ing up to 4c a litre more than others for petrol
and the big variations in retail margins were to
the disadvantage of all Western Australians , and
not just the motorists. Also, the Premier was
prepared to accept that oil companies were not
doing the right thing by the retailers. If that is a
fact, why have we not had action?

In The West Australian of 6 November, the
day before, the Minister for Consumer Af-
fairs-the present Premier-is quoted as saying-

..-. that consumers were losing out because of
the pricing arrangements in different States.

Why does not the Premier take action to see that
Western Australians are protected? When re-
tailers are told they must sell at a certain price to
obtain the rebate-the only way to stay in
business-their books are examined by the oil
companies to determine their profitability. So the
landlord wholesaler, acting like some lord of the
manor, can come to the serfs to inspect the books.
These books should not be available to the oil
companies-they should be the private books of
the retailer. That kind of action should be unac-
ceptable.

Mr Coyne: That happens at all shopping
centres.

Mr TONKIN: Maybe it does, but that does not
make it right.

Mr Coyne: It is an intrusion.

Mr Herzfeld: It all depends on the nature of
the contract. If the contract says they can do it,
and the lessee signs the contract, that is fair
enough.

Mr TONKIN: That may be all right for
Government members, but it is not up to the stan-
dard that the Opposition desires.

Mr Herzfeld: The lessee does not have to sign
the contract.

Mr TONKIN: It is enlightening to see the im-
moral attitude being put forward by the member
for Mundaring. As long as there is a contract, it is
okay. We believe that harsh and unconscionable
contracts should be open to review by a court, so
we do not agree that a person who enters into A
contract should have to abide by it.

Mr Herzfeld: Is the person forced to enter into
that contract?

Mr TONKIN: Yes, by economic pressure. But
the honourable member does not understand that;
he does not understand the system.

Mr Herzfeld: Rubbish!
Mr TONKIN: It may be all right if one is

talking about contracts between equals, but we
are referring to contracts between an enormously
wealthy oil company, with access to the best legal
opinion, and a person who is obviously a small
businessman and who would not understand the
clauses in a contract any more than we would. In
this case the contracts can be harsh and uncon-
scionable, and they should be subject to review by
a court of law.

Mr Shalders: Your own Bill provides that the
landlord can come in as of right and examine the
register. You are giving the landlord the power to
come in and inspect the books, and yet you are
criticising that right.

Mr TONKIN: Yes, it is an imperfect world,
but I am not referring to all the retailers' books. I
am talking about the register of the petrol. I agree
we probably should move to the situation where
that would not be the business of the landlord.
The fact of the matter is, the oil company is also
the landlord. It has provided the pumps, if under-
ground storage, and very often the site. Therefore,
the company has some rights. However, I agree
with the Minister that it would be a far better
situation if the small businessman did not have
the supplier as landlord. We would then have a
very different situation. So I am not saying that
our proposal is perfect, but please note that the
Bill does not provide for all the books to be exam-
ined. It does not provide for profitability to be
looked at. The Bill provides that 50 per cent of
the petrol must be purchased from the landlord
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oil company. The provisions in our Bill are pursu-
ant to the trade practices decision.

Mr Shalders; You note that the Government's
Bill does not provide for the landlord company to
come and inspect the register.

Mr TONKIN: Good.
Mr Shalders: I have no objection to the

landlord inspecting-
Mr TONKIN: It may well be that the Govern-

ment has dealt with this problem better than we
have.

Mr Shalders: I thought that would go without
saying.

Mr T'ONKIN: That may be the case, but I
have not had the opportunity to examine the
Government's Bill in detail.

Mr O'Connor: It is a very good Bill.

Mr TONKIN: We are talking about the setting
of the price by the wholesaler. The Government
says it does not believe in price control. I have fre-
quently heard the Premier bleat that he does not
believe in price control, but we do have price con-
trol in this State by reason of the oil companies'
contracts with the retailers. The contract com-
mences as follows-

As a result, in order to compete effectively
with these other petrol retailers you have ad-
vised. .

Then the name of the company is stated. It con-
tinues-

....as from the opening of business on
17th December 1981, you will retail...
Super petrol at not more than 37.5 cpl and

.. Standard petrol at not more than 36.5
Cpl.

That is blatant price control written into the con-
tract. It goes on-

The following further matters are acknowl-
edged by you-

(a) the selection of the price at which
you wish to sell . .. petrol is entirely
within your discretion.

So the companies are saying that the retailers
must sell at that price or they will lose the rebate-
That is the kind of freedom the member for
Mundaring is talking about. I remind members
once again that the freedom of the shark is the
death of the minnow.

Mr Herzfeld: Following your philosophy
through, the State would be telling everyone what
to do.

Mr TON KI N: The contract continues-

However, in the absence of written agree-
ment by . . .. no allowance will be made to
you except in respect of retail sales of ..
petrol at the price referred to in paragraph 2
above;

In other words, the retailers must sell at the price
stipulated otherwise they will not get the rebate.
Given the kind of price at which they are forced
to sell and the wholesale price, the rebate is
necessary for them to stay in business.

In conclusion, I would like to quote briefly from
a report submitted to the Congress of the United
States in January 1980. The report stated-

The majors have no magical formula for
efficiency that permits them to undercut the
prices of popular stations giving the same
level of service. The lower prices are a tactic
used to build volume at company owned
stations, but this is likely to be a perishable
asset to the consumer. The majors price cuts
are temporary in nature until they achieve
their objective of destroying competition,
then they act as co-operating oligopolists
recognizing that their long run joint interest
is best served by not engaging in price com-
petition.

That is what we are saying. The companies are
not lowering artificially the price for retail petrol
in their outlets, for the advantage of the con-
sumers. They are doing it to drive out genuine
competition and to develop an oligopoly which
would be the death of competition.

Leave to Continue Speech

Mr TONKIN: I seek leave to continue my re-
marks at a later stage of this sitting.

Leave granted.
Debate thus adjourned.

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.
Sitting suspended from 6.1S to 7.30 p.m.

PETROLEUM RETAIL SELLING SITES BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sit-
ting.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [7.30 p.m.): Finally, I
would like to mention two countries which have
had similar problems with the petrol retailing in-
dustry. I quote as follows-

New Zealand has strong legislative con-
trols to prevent oil companies from
dominating the retail market. They are not
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adversely affected by onerous contractural
conditions nor do they have oil companies op-
erating service stations.

In Britain oil companies have pumped so
much money into their wholly owned sites
that the small business has been squeezed
out. Many British tenants fear that they are
seen as dissidents and their days will be
numbered.

The British Motorist Agency Association
adopted the following resolutions recently
(1) Ban direct operation of filling stations

by oil companies.
(2) Ban the fixing of retail prices by oil

cornpanics.
There is price fixing in Western Australia and
price fixing by oil companies was banned in
Britain. To continue-

(3) Establish the rights of tenants to assign
their lease or licences.

(4) Ensure that all petrol agreements con-
tain a clause enabling retailers to pur-
chase petrol on the open market and at
open market prices.

So, we see that two countries in a situation similar
to that of this country have taken action. The
story of neglect by successive Governments has
continued for many years. Many Royal Com-
missions, committees of inquiry, and the Fife
package have been presented, but there has been
a long period of neglect.

This Bill enables the use of any storage or
dispensing equipment for fuel other than that
being supplied by the primary supplier. Provisions
have been made for mixing fuel. The lessee dealer
may install additional storage or dispensing equip-
ment and the Supreme Court may make orders
enforcing compliance with the Act.

A penalty of S10000 is provided in this legis-
lation against those who victimise a tenant who is
exercising his rights pursuant to this Bill. Another
penalty is rovided-S I 000-for offences against
the Act, and provisions are made for regulations.

The motorists in Western Australia have been
badly treated for many years as a result of the
neglect of this Government.

Mr Shalders: Nonsense!
Mr TONKIN: Not only have the motorists

been badly treated, but consumers too have had to
pay higher prices for goods. Action should have
been taken a long time ago to remedy this, but
that has not occurred. It is not only the consumer
who needs protection, but also the small
businessman as well. I am referring to the lessee
dealers and other service station proprietors.

There should not be a monopolistic control by
companies, because that will enable them to force
the prices up and that wvould be against the best
interests of consumers.

Mr Shalders: You are advocating our allowing
someone else perhaps to gain a monopoly. Surely
companies with a share in the market force are in
competition.

Mr TONKIN: They are not in fair competition
because they are wholesalers and practise price
discrimination.

That is only one part of a whole range of
measures the Government should take. It has
been sitting on its overfed behind for 10 years and
has done nothing. The Government should act
rather than sit around and do nothing.

I invite members of the House to compare the
two Bills which have been presented-that of the
Government and that of the Opposition. The Op-
position of course was the first in this field and is
quite proud of the fact that it forced the Govern-
ment to take action, after many years of neglect.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Shalders
(Minister for Consumer Affairs).

STATE FORESTS

Policies: As to Motion

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Deputy Premier)
[7.33 p.m.]: I move-

That Notice of Motion No. 13 be taken.

MR TONKCIN (Morley) [7.34 p.m.]:
Traditionally. Wednesday has been private mem-
bers' day.

Mr Brian Burke: Hear, hear!

Mr TONKIN: The Opposition objects to the
manner in which the business has been taken out
of the hands of the Opposition.

Mr Sibson: It is private members' day.

Mr Herzfeld: Do you think there are no private
members on this side of the House?

Mr TONKIN: I suppose the Government could
get private members to move all their Bills and
other pieces of business and then they would be
private members' Bills.

Mr Sibson: It is not a Bill.

Mr TONKIN: It is not a Bill, but it is a motion
which is a direct attack on the Australian Labor
Party.

Several members interjected.

Mr TONKIN: This is a Government
measure-
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Points of Order

Mr RUSHTON: I would like to make the point
that the remarks of the member for Morley are
quite offensive.

Mr Pearce: What is your point of order? You
just stand up and waffle.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr RUSHTON: I am putting a point to the

Acting Speaker that 1 want to make it known that
the Government has been co-operating-

Mr Tonkin: That is not a point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: On a point of order, that is not a

point of order.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Tonkin: He is debating the issue.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I have

repeatedly called for order and Opposition and
Government members have ignored the Chair.
That is not good enough. I was waiting for the
Deputy Premier to come to his point of order. It is
not unusual for members of both sides of the
House to preface their points of order with some
brief remarks. I was being tolerant, but I now ask
the Deputy Premier to come to his point of order
immediately.

Mr RUSHTON: The point 1 was making is I
want it to be well known-

Mr Davies: You are showing contempt of the
Chair.

Several members interjected.
Mr Pearce: That is clearly not a point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER: It is for the Chair

to decide. I rule there is no point of order.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr TONKIN: This is clearly a Government
measure, but it has not been able to get a Minis-
ter to move the motion. It is certainly not private
members' business in the ordinary sense of things.
This is an abuse of private members' business.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

The House will came to order! 1 ask members to
cease their interjections so that the member can
make his point.

Mr TONKIN: The Govenment went over its
time. Private members' business should have com-
menced at 4.30 p.m., but the Minister for Local
Government, instead of seeking leave to continue

her remarks, continued into private members'
time. We now see a situation where a motion
which is clearly a Government motion is being
brought forward during private members' time,

Mr H-erzfeld: If you had not waffled on For so
long with your second reading speech that would
not be the case.

Mr Bryce: You arrogant pipsqueak!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I ask the

member for Morley to address his remarks to the
Chair.

Mr TONKIN: Traditionally, private members'
day is a day when the Opposition has a chance to
put forward its points oF view. It is not even one
full day out of the three. The Government has its
business from 2.15 p.m. to 4.30 p.m., but today it
went beyond 4.30 p.m.

The Government has practically no business on
the notice paper and all the Premier wants to do is
go home and we cannot deal with our business.
We deal with a couple of matters each
Wednesday. Last night we went home at 8.30
p.m.

We wanted to go on with private members'
business, but the Premier wanted to go home to
bed.

Mr Parker: We cried to get the motion going on
the Wednesday be fore last and the Government
opposed it.

Mr TONKIN: The Opposition opposed the mo-
tion to adjourn the House last Wednesday week,
and we divided on the matter.

Several members interjected.

Point of Order

Mr BLAIKIE: My point of order relates to the
very subject on which the member For Morley has
raised his point of order.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): The
member for Morley is not speaking on a point Of
order. He is speaking on the motion "That notice
of motion No. 13 be taken".

Mr BLAIKIE: I would like to raise the point of
order that Wednesdays have always been con-
sidered to be-

Mr Pearce: That is not a point of order.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Let the member

make his point.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Acting Speaker will deter-

mine whether or not it is a point of order.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for

Gosnells will remain silent.
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Mr BLAIKIE: I raised the point of order in
order to assist the progress of the House.

Mr Pearce: You are not assisting it.

Mr BLAIKIE: Wednesday has always been
considered to be private members' day-whether
it be Opposition or Government

Mr Tonkin: That is not a point of order.

The ACTING SPEAKER: I object to members
determining, on my behalf, whether or not a point
of order exists. I ask members to remain silent
when points of order are being taken.

Acting Speaker's Ruling

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I rule
the point raised by the member for Vasse is not a
point of order and it would be more proper for
him to make those points in a speech in the man-
ner in which the member for Morley is now doing.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

Mr TONKIN: I apologise for giving the
impression that I was trying to determine whether
or not it was a point of order. Of course, the Act-
ing Speaker decides.

Mr Blaikie: I was just trying to clarify the situ-
ation for the House.

Mr Pearce: You should have had more sense
than to put the Acting Speaker in a position of
having to rule you out of order; you are the Chair-
man of Committees.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I
warn the member for Gosnells. I will not tolerate
his persistent interjections, or ror that matter,' the
interjections of other members. I ask that the
member for Morley be allowed to resume his
speech in silence.

Mr TONKIN: The fact is that the Opposition
has an enormous amount of business on the notice
paper; there are several Notices of Motion and
Bills. I introduced the Local Government Amend-
ment Bill (No. 2) which has had a first reading.
but it is yet to reach the second reading stage.

Mr Blaikie: Why?
Mr TONKIN; Because we have not had suf-

ficient time to debate private members' business.
On the Wednesday before last, we opposed the
adjournment of the House; we wanted to sit
longer. However, the Government opposed our
move, and we all went home to bed. Last night,
we went home early, too.

Mr Rushton: You could have gone on with the
Budget on Tuesday, but you were not ready.

Mr Brian Burke: We never go on with the
Budget on the following Tuesday. That has never
occurred in the past.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I have con-

sistently asked that the member for Morley be al-
lowed to make his speech in silence. I make the
request a final time, because if the House does not
respond to the request, appropriate action will be
taken against members who offend.

Mr TONKIN: We have a situation in which
the Government has almost no business on the no-
tice paper and the Opposition has an enormous
amount of business with which it would like to
deal. Notices of Motion listed on the notice paper
include: Members of Parliament-financial
interests; pre-primary education-policies;
senior high schools-closure; Government
administration-performance audits; home
ownership-assistance programmes; and, Two
Rocks yacht harbour agree me nt-req ui remen ts. I
interpolate to say that the last-mentioned Notice
of Motion is genuine private members' business.
It was foreshadowed by the member for Moore,
and we put it on the list. It is not an attack on the
Opposition, but deals with a matter of concern to
the State and the member, whereas the motion
the Government wants the member for
Mundaring to move is nothing but a Government
motion aimed at the Opposition.

Mr Brian Burke: The Government deliberately
postponed the member for Moore's motion on two
occasions.

Mr TONK IN: To continue with the list of pri-
vate members' business: We have the Kimberley
beef industry-recommendation. I will skip over
Notice of Motion No. 13; members know my view
on that one. To continue: We have the Metropoli-
tan Region Planning Authority-reappointment
of Mr G. D. Burkett; income security task
force-establishment; the Local Government
Amendment Bill (No. 2); and the Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Amend-
ment Bill (No. 2). 1 will bet that the Leader of
the Opposition will find it hard to remember what
that Bill is about, because it has been on the no-
tice paper for so long. To continue: We have the
Perth/ Fremantle railway-reinstatement; the
Liquor Amendment Bill; the Criminal Code
Amendment Bill; the Evidence Amendment Bill;
the Criminal Injuries (Compensation) A mend-
ment Bill; the motion relating to the Legislative
Council-.lection of members; the Industrial Ar-
bitration Amendment Bill; the motion dealing
with the Westrail joint freight venture: motions to
do with economic policy and electoral procedures;
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Liquor Act-Select Committee into licensing pro-
visions of; Western Australian company
laws-policing of; Berryman, Reginald, death of
-judicial inquiry-

Mr Brian Burke: That is the one the Minister
for Health wanted to complete so urgently!

Mr TONKIN: I remember it well. We have the
Kalgoorlie Country Club (Inc.) Bill and the
Equal Opportunity Bill. Also at the bottom of the
notice paper is the Bread Bill which I understand
is a Government Bill which has been mucked up.

So. on the notice paper is an enormous
amount of business which could be dealt with; it is
genuine, private members' business. It is true that
the motions attack the Government because, after
all, that is the job of an Opposition. However,
surely if the Government cannot use two days-
plus in which to attack the Opposition, it should
not eat into our time which is what is clearly
intended by this move.

Mr Sibson: It is a private member's motion.
Mr TONKIN: Of course it is, but it is a rort

because, in the ordinary sense, it is a Government
motion. The member for Subiaco's motion clearly
is not a Government motion: neither is the motion
to be moved by the member for Moore. They are
genuine private members' motions.

Mr Herzfeld: My motion has been on the notice
paper for over a month.

Mr Pearce: Join the queue.
Mr TONKIN: Some of the motions to be

moved by the Opposition have been on the notice
paper for six months.

Mr H-erzfeld: You have had the opportunity.
Mr TONKIN: We have not had the time. The

problem is that the Government has been going to
bed early. On the Wednesday before last, we op-
posed the adjournment of the House, but we were
defeated. The member for Mundaring voted to
send us home; he has denied us the time to debate
these matters. Last night, we went home at 8.30
p.m. and, on some days, we have not sat at all.
Why did the Government not say to the Oppo-
sition, "We do not want to sit this Thursday; how-
ever, we will sit to allow you to deal with private
members' business"?

Mr Rushton: You are not ready to go on with
the Budget.

Mr Blaikie: Private members' day is private
members' day.

Mr TONKIN: If the Government had nothing
to do but to go home to sleep, or whatever else its
members do on their days off, why did it not allow
the Opposition to go on with its business?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I
remind the member for Morley to address his re-
marks to the Chair.

Mr Nanovich: He is very rude in some of his
comments; he is very nasty.

Mr TONKIN: I know the member for
Whitford does not mean what he said; his bark is
worse than his bite. The Opposition continually
has objected to the short sittings; we have been
deprived of sufficient debating time.

In fact, the Opposition has taken over from the
Government as the initiator of matters which are
of great importance to this State. The Govern-
ment is embarrassed because it has a very sparse,
threadbare legislative programme. The Govern-
ment is objecting to the fact that, on so many oc-
casions, the Opposition has been first to raise im-
portant issues. Because the Opposition has been
first, the Government has acted to prevent it from
having the time to deal with those matters be-
cause it knows it appears to any interested ob-
server that the Opposition in fact is taking the
part of the Government. The Opposition is taking
the initiative, but it is being denied the oppor-
tunity to debate the matters it has raised. We
have been doing many of the things which should
have been done by the Government.

Mr Shalders: We are saving you from the em-
barrassment of making fools of yourselves, which
you seem to find so easy to do.

Mr TONKIN: All we say is that we should
have private members' day.

Mr Sibson: No you do not; you are abusing the
privilege of the House.

Mr TONKIN: It has been traditional, year
after year, for the Opposition to order business on
private members' day.

Mr Bateman: That is right.
Mr TONKIN: The Opposition Whip, who is

far more experienced than I in these matters, has
just agreed with the point I am making. If the for-
mer member for Melville (the Hon. J. T. Tonkin)
were here, he would make it clear that today is
private members' day.

Mr Clarko: Government back-benchers always
have played a part, too. I was the Government
Whip, and I am telling you that is the ease.

Mr TONKIN: Certainly; we are happy to de-
bate the motion to be moved by the member for
Moore. If the Government wanted us to play a
part in the proceedings, why did it adjourn the
House at 8.30 last night, and not allow us to go on
with private members' matters? Why is it in-
sisting on bringing forward the motion to be
moved by the member for Mundaring, which is a
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blatant Government motion? The truth is that the
Government is afraid to allow the Opposition the
opportunity to debate these measures.

While Government business has dwindled, to
the point where it has become an embarrassment
to the Government, the Opposition has continued
to bring forward progressive and innovative mat-
ters until we have reached the stage where private
members' business on the notice paper outnum-
bers Government business by about four or Fve to
one. However, on the very day we are supposed to
be debating these matters, the member for
Mundaring is to be permitted to move his motion
before matters which have been on the notice
paper far longer.

If this were a proper Government, this matter
would be brought forward by the Minister for
Forests, instead of its being introduced in the
guise of a motion to be moved by a lackey who
will do anything to get into Cabinet, just as he
was prepared to do anything to get into Parlia-
menit. The member for Mundaring joined the
Australian Labor Party, and when he round he
could not get a seat in Parliament, he decided to
join the Liberal Party.

This clearly is a Government measure. I can see
that in the future the Government will get back-
bench members to introduce Bills under the guise
of private members' business. Even the grinning
member for Bunbury could be asked to introduce
a Government Bill and, when challenged, would
say, "it is all in order. It is a private member's
Bill." What kind of a rort is that? We say that
Government measures should be introduced by
Ministers; otherwise, the Government should not
expect us to treat seriously the claim that such
business is private members' business.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [7.53 p.m.]: I agree
completely with the comments of my colleague.
the member for Morley, about the attempted mis-
use of private members' day which is inherent in
this motion. I have two motions and ive Bills on
the notice paper, all of which I gave notice con-
siderably before the motion to be moved by the
member for NMundaring. I do not see that I should
agree with the proposition that the motion to be
moved by the member for Mundaring should be
given precedence over the seven private members'
motions and Bills I have on the notice paper.

Mr Herzfeld: It was arranged with your leader.
These things do not happen just by chance, but by
negotiation.

Mr PEARCE: No negotiation has taken place.
Mr Brian Burke: No negotiation has occurred.

You do not know what you are talking about, you
slow learner.

Mr H-erzfeld: Do not mislead the House.
Mr PEARCE: I am particularly concerned

about some of the Bills I have on the notice paper.
Mr Rushton: This matter was agreed to the

week before last.
Mr PEARCE: It was not. it was never agreed

to. Indeed, when we start talking about the mak-
ing of agreements, I could give the Deputy Prem-
ier a few facts on the way agreements have been
broken, and how the spirit of co-operation which
used to prevail in the ordering of private mem-
bers' business has been abused to the point where
it no longer exists. When I first came here, the
situation was that private members' business was
dealt with in the order in which it appeared on the
notice paper.

Mr Sibson: You are all wrong.
Mr PEARCE: I am not.
Mr Sibson: You are. You are scared of the

Shannon River Basin issue. You are running
scared.

Mr Rushton: What you say might be true; that
used to prevail. However, the Opposition keeps
slapping on new matters, and it means that the
old motions are going backwards on the notice
paper.

Mr PEARCE: For example, my motion relat-
ing to pre-primary education policies which was
due for discussion this evening-at least, it was
listed as second on the notice paper-

Mr Rushton: Your leader has been putting on a
new one each week.

Mr PEARCE: If the Deputy Premier will keep
his mouth shut for a moment, I will deal with the
matters he is raising.

Mr Blaikie: That is nut a nice way in which to
talk.

Mr PEARCE: That is the way [ have learnt to
talk from members opposite.

Mr Sibson interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

The member for Bunbury-like the member for
Gosnells-has been persistent in his interjections,
and I ask him to refrain.

Mr PEARCE: I can hardly be accused of
interjecting when I am on my feet making a
speech, Mr Acting Speaker. I know I have had
trouble getting a word in edgeways-

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I do not par-
ticularly appreciate that remark. The member for
Gosnells knows full well I was referring to the oc-
casion when the member for Morley was on his
feet, at which time I asked the member for
Gosnells to stop interjecting. I ask the member to
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resume his remarks, and to direct his comments to
the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: I was, of course, Mr Acting
Speaker, and I will do so again if the interjections
cease.

Mr Nanovich: You are the worst on your side
when it comes to interjections.

Mr PEARCE: It did not take members op-
posite long to resume their interjections.

Mr Nanovich: You are the worst on your side
when it comes to interjections.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Whitford
should show some respect for the Acting Speaker,
because he has been asked to keep quiet.

The point is that these motions deal with mat-
ters of general policy and with matters which di-
rectly reflect the day-to-day events occurring in
this State. Obviously, when we have a list of pri-
vate members' business which is as extensive as
this list, bcause the Government makes available
so little time to discuss these matters, the motions
should be discussed in some sort of order. Indeed,
the Government will not even give us the whole of
private members' day in which to discuss private
members' business. Instead, it goes through the
charade of adjourning the House shortly after the
tea suspension on Tuesdays, and takes most of the
afternoon of the following Wednesday to deal
with Government business.

Notice of the two motions and five Bills I have
on the notice paper was given during the first part
of the session this year, yet still I have not been
able to deal with them. All of them, I hasten to
say, are matters of general policy. I accept it is
perfectly reasonable that matters which are more
urgent in a day-to-day sense should be given pri-
ority over matters of general policy.

Mr Brian Burke: The Deputy Premier should
never be allowed to be in control of the House.
This happens every time he takes over.

Mr PEARCE: Yes; he is like the kiss of death.
Mr Parker: He runs the House like he runs the

Total West joint venture.
Mr PEARCE: Yes, and the House is going

bankrupt at a comparable rate.
I agree some matters take priority over those I

have on the notice paper. However, the motion to
be moved by the member for Mundaring does not
fit into that category; it does not need to be dealt
with urgently. The member for Mundaring's
motion deals with a matter of general policy, just
as do the seven matters I placed on the notice
paper well ahead of his motion. Why should the
member for Mundaring be allowed to push in?
When it comes to considering private members on

the Government side, and what business they
have, clearly the motion the member for Moore
seeks to move with regard to the Two Rocks yacht
harbour agreement is much more urgent.

Mr Parker: It is genuine, too. It is a genuine
private member's matter.

Mr Rushton: I will just give you the reason.
Week after week the Leader of the Opposition
and his members there have been bringing
business up to the top and putting down further
and further their own business, plus other back-
benchers' business.

Mr Brian Burke: You do not understand. Your
Premier wants to go on with every matter that is
raised.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr Tonkin: You order your business.

Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Premier has moved
a motion asking the House to agree to giving pre-
cedence to the motion of the member for
Mundaring over and above other matters. I am
not agreeing to that. I cannot see why the mem-
ber for Mundaring's motion-

Mr Rushton: It is private members' day; and it
is right that some business should come from this
side of the House.

Mr PEARCE: I am not disagreeing with that,
for heaven's sake.

Mr Rushton: Week after week we have been
doing the Opposition's business.

Mr PEARCE: Private member's business from
the Government side has been given precedence.
The member for Mundaring's motion in the order
of business is further down the list than is the
member for Moore's motion which should be
dealt with first. In fact, the Opposition has
agreed, for several weeks now, that the member
for Moore's motion should be dealt with.

Mr Rushton: It had not been agreed.
Mr Brian Burke: It had been agreed.
Mr Rushton: You would not know. You were

not even involved in the discussions.
Mr Brian Burke: I know to whom I spoke, and

it was not you.
Mr PEARCE: That is not true. In fact, the

member for Moore is angry and annoyed that his
motion has not been given priority from the
Government side. The motion of the member for
Subiaco was dealt with several weeks ago.

Mr Davies: Last week the Government insisted
on going on with the Servetus Street debate, with-
out consultation.
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Mr PEARCE: My patience is reaching an end.
Mr Sibson: You haven't got any.
Mr PEARCE: I have seven matters on the

notice paper. I bet that the Minister for Edu-
cation has been dusting off his speech on the pre-
primary education policies motion since last May;
and it is not fair to him!

Mr Clarko: And so have you.
Mr PEARCE: No, 1 have not been dusting off

my notes.
Mr Brian Burke: H-e comes along every week

and is asked to go down the order.
Mr PEARCE: In fact, I told the Minister for

Education last night, as we drove back in his car
from launching the photographic exhibition of the
Mt. Lawley Technical College, that the motion
would be dealt with tonight. Quite clearly it will
not now be. It was on our list.

Government members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: If I can prevent it, I will stop the
member for Mundaring from going on with his
motion. Five minutes used by me now might mean
that my motion will be considered earlier.

Mr Brian Burke: Hear, hear!

Mr PEARCE: It seems to me that the pre-pri-
mary education policies motion which I have had
on the notice paper-so far, a matter of general
policy discussions-is of added import this week,
because it will be well known to members that last
Friday parents all over the metropolitan area were
queueing up-in some cases, overnight, and
certainly from the early hours of the morning-in
the hope of enrolling their progeny in pre-primary
centres in the Perth metropolitan area.

Mr MacKinnon: Which schools were they
queueing up at?

Mr PEARCE: They were queueing up at
Goollelal in the suburb of Kingsley, and at
Grovelands. In the case of the Grovelands pre-
primary, the first person arrived before sundown
and camped overnight. At 8.30 in the morning, 30
people had arrived; and I I o'clock was the
enrolment time. In the case of Goollelal-

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I
find this somewhat irrelevant to the motion.

Mr Clarko: Those children are about to move
into grade 1, since you put your motion on the
notice paper, because the Leader of the Oppo-
sition deliberately has passed you over.

The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for
Gosnells will address his remarks to the motion
before the Chair.
1119)

Mr PEARCE: The point I am trying to make is
that my Notice of Motion No. 7 relating to pre-
primary education policies is not now Just a mat-
ter of general policy, but one which is of specific
relevance to the events of the past week. For that
reason, it should be given priority in the Parlia-
ment over the motion by the member for
Mundaring which is purely-

Mr Herzfeld: You have not heard what I have
to say. How do you know its relevance?

Mr PEARCE: Because I have read the Notice
of Motion of the member for Mundaring.

Mr Herzfeld: I am not talking about the
motion; I am talking about what I am going to
say. It might be very relevant, because you are
running for cover.

Mr PEARCE: The Deputy Premier did not
give us any reasons for his giving priority to the
Notice of Motion of the member for Mundaring.

Government members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr PEARCE: There was no agreement with

the Opposition that the member for Mundaring's
motion ought to be dealt with.

Mr Rushton: Last week there was.

Mr PEARCE: There was not. There was never
an agreement.

Mr Brian Burke: We didn't even sit last week.

Mr Rushton: The last time we were sitting.

Mr PEARCE: In the negotiations-

Mr Rushton: You did not take part in the nego-
tiations between the leaders.

Mr PEARCE: I have been involved in the nego-
tiations to the extent-

Mr Brian Burke: He is stating the truth. He
was on the list tonight, until you changed it.

Mr Rushton: He is still on the list.

Mr Brian Burke: Yes-No. 63!

Mr Clarko: Is this your choice?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr Parker: We would be dealing with it now if
it were not for you.

Mr PEARCE: Opposition members had
motions and Bills on the notice paper and a very
significant amount of time was lost because of the
Government-last night Government members
wanted to get into bed with their little hot milks,
their nightcaps, and their nightgowns, before 10
o'clock-time which could have been spent on
private members' business.
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We have so many pieces of business on the
notice paper that it is not possible for them all to
conmc up every week, so there has to be some con-
sultation between Opposition members about who
should be given priority on any one day. As I have
seven matters on the notice paper-the greatest
amount of private members' business from any
one member-naturally I would be consulted on
the order in which these things could be dealt
with.

Mr Nanovich: You arc trying to build yourself
up into something important.

Mr PEARCE: Not at all. I am demonstrating
why it is that I have been involved in discussions
about the order in which motions and Bills are to
be taken on private members' day.

Mr Clarko: You have not been very successful
in having your matters brought up.

Mr PEARCE: I agree with that. I have been
totally unsuccessful in being able to raise these
matters. This week I thought I had made it. I was
able to say to the Minister for Education
yesterday that it was my clear belief that this
matter would be raised this evening. That is why I
was astounded when the Deputy Premier at-
tempted to push in the motion of the member for
Mundaring-a mere stripling of a motion, of
which notice was given only a few hours ago in
terms of the very lengthy wait of months I have
had. I see no reason for priority being given to the
member for Mundaring's motion. As my col-
league, the member for Morley, said, it is purely a
matter of Government business. If the Govern-
ment were serious about dealing with it, it could
have dealt with it at 8.30 yesterday evening. We
would have had no argument to put up against
that, because it would not have been private mem-
bers' time. It could have been dealt with then.

If the Government had the intelligence to deal
with that motion last night, the matters which
could have been given priority this evening are the
pre-primary education policies motion from the
Opposition side, and the motion by the member
for Moore with regard to the Two Rocks yacht
harbour agreement, from the Government side.
That is an even-handed approach-one from each
side in the next two. That is fair; and it also gives
preference to the motions which have been on the
notice paper longer than the motion of the
member for Mundaring.

Now let me hear a decent reason from the
Government side for its saying that the situation
that I advocate ought not be so!

MR DRIAN BURKE (Ba Icatta-Leader of the
Opposition) [8.08 p.m.]: The Opposition is at-
tempting to emphasise a very serious point going
to the procedure of business in this place. Mem-

bers of the Government have shown consistently
that they have failed to understand the nature of
private members' business and the definition of
"private members' business". The definition goes
not much to who moves the particular item; it
goes to the nature of the item being moved.

Mr H-erzfeld: That is your opinion.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: For example, if a private
member were chosen by the Government to
introduce a Government Bill, his being chosen
and his being a private member would not make
the business private members' business; and that
is the objection that we are raising tonight. I do
not doubt that it is beyond the comprehension of
the Deputy Premier-as most things are-but
members on that side who have any pretence of
ensuring that the business of the I-ouse is treated
sensibly have to understand that were the Oppo-
sition to abdicate its control of private members'
business, it would be possible for the Government,
by virtue of its numbers, to ensure that the Oppo-
sition was never able to discuss a matter that it
wished to raise. That is the whole point.

Mr Rushton: That is not what has happened.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That is the issue.

Mr Rushton: You have had every consideration
right through the matter.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: If any further proof is
needed of the discriminatory nature of the
Government's understanding of private members'
business, perhaps the Deputy Premier could
explain why it is that the matter to be moved by
the member for Mundaring is more private
members' business than is the matter to be moved
by the member for Moore- The matter to be
moved by the member for Moore has been on the
notice paper for longer than the matter to be
raised by the member for Mundaring. The Two
Rocks matter was placed on the notice paper by a
Government back-bencher; but suddenly it is less
of a matter of private members' business than is
the member for Mundaring's motion.

The Opposition has shown consistently that,
whin the matter sought to be debated is a genuine
matter of private members' business, it is pre-
pared to accommodate the intention of the private
member.

Mr Tonkin: We gave priority to the member for
Moore's motion.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That was shown by our
attitude to the motion moved by the member for
Stirling in respect of electoral boundaries; it was
shown by our attitude to the matter raised by the
member for Subiaco; and it was shown by our at-
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titude to the matter placed on the notice paper by
the member for Moore.

Mr Davies: On 28 April.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We have shown consist-

ently-
Mr Nanovich: What about grievances? They

are held on private members' day. Does that allow
only the Opposition to grieve?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not follow any logi-
cal train of thought in that.

Mr Nanovich: Because you have not got an
answer to it.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not understand how
the matter of grievances touches upon the or-
dering of business on private members' day. I
would suggest that if the member for Whitford
wants to make a contribution, he should make it
from his feet and not from his seat, because if he
is to coninue-

Government members interjected.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I simply invite the mem-
bier for Whitford to make a contribution to the
debate, if he has a point to make because, as I
have attempted to point out to him, I fail to
understand the relationship he tries to draw be-
tween grievances and private members' business
and its ordering.

In attempting to lift the veil of gloom from
around the Deputy Premier, the other point I
want to stress is that private members' business
during this session has gone off the rails for one
simple reason, and that is because the silly Prem-
ier will not adjourn a private member's moti on.
When we give notice of a motion and when we
move that notice of motion, invariably the Prem-
ier. unlike his predecessors, refuses to adjourn it.
What happens is that-

Mr Rushton: That is not accurate. You have
not been here long enough to know. That is the
trouble.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: -notices of motion have
been dealt with as soon as they have been placed
on the notice paper and that has caused us to get
out of kilter in the way that we have.

Mr Rushton: That is not so-

Mr BRIAN BURKE: One of the few excep-
tions I can remember was the matter relating to
the Corporate Affairs Office, when it was beyond
the alacrity of even the Premier to carry on a de-
bate of substance with details which he was
lacking. We have been able to move onto other
matters, because we did not take up all of that
private members' day with debate on the motion

that was adjourned, as it should have been, and as
should have been other motions of similar ilk
moved by members of the Opposition.

Mr Rushton: You show up the Opposition as
being very weak. All you are is bluster and
bulldust.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I do not know how the
Deputy Premier can accuse anyone of being weak
when he has been responsible for the most
lacklustre performance inside and outside this
House to which we have been treated during the
life of this Parliament. There is no doubt at all
that Government members were as surprised as
we were when this man was made Deputy Prem-
ier, and we have been proved to be correct in our
surprise and our later dismay by his dismal per-
formance. Every time he is left in charge of the
House there is tumult.

Who can forget the time when, at his behest
and by his mistake, the House was forced to ad-
journ at 8. 10 p.m. because he had moved to defer
business, not to a later stage of the sitting, but to
a subsequent day?

Mr Rushton: It was only arrangements and dis-
agreements that caused that.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Members of the Govern-
ment must start to understand soon that we can-
not have a repetition of the sorts of performances
that tonight led to the Speaker's turning off the
division bells and calling for a further vote on the
same matter simply because Government mem-
bers did not know on which side they were voting.
Ido not know how members opposite feel about

what they often refer to as the dignity of this
place, but I suggest members look at a Hansard
which shows 55 votes for a certain matter and
none against, and a Hansard that shows also that
the Government is not assiduous in its attention to
detail.

The Opposition believes that it has gone past
the time when the Deputy Premier should be left
in charge of the business of the House. What we
have done on the Opposition benches is to appoint
a manager of Opposition business.

Mr Nanovich: A director of technical services.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRIAN BURKE: We do not want to have

to teach the Government how to run its affairs,
but we suggest that someone such as the member
for East Melville in his benevolence might be ap-
pointed manager of Government business. In that
way perhaps the Parliament would run more ef-
ficiently. Certainly it is true that the Deputy
Premier, in the way that King George Ill shook
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hands with a fir tree, cannot seem to remember to
whom he spoke, about what he spoke, what ar-
rangements were reached, and, if an arrangement
was reached, what the articles of the agreement
were. We heard him talking about an agreement
reached when in fact he was not even a party to
the discussion.

Mr Rushton: That is where you are wrong. I
knew last night you were going to play games.
That is how clear your intentions were and how
sincere you are.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: What in God's name has
what the Deputy Premier knew last night got to
do with his being a witness to a discussion in
which he did not participate?

Mr Rushton: You were talking to yourself.
Mr BRIAN BURKE: I was talking to the

Premier, so I might have been talking to myself.
Mr Clarko: You were talking about George III.

Did you know that the first George was mad, the
second was blind, and the third could not speak
English, and that you are typical of the three?

Mr BRIAN BURKE: I seriously suggest to the
Government that it thinks about appointing a
manager of Government business. The Govern-
ment cannot treat the Opposition in a cavalier
fashion because, firstly, it does not have the
ability to do so and, secondly, the public of this
State believe the Government does not have the
future to be embarking upon that sort of pro-
cedure. We do not care what the Government
does because in six months from now an election
will take place and, despite the gerrymandered
boundaries-

Mr Nanovich: You won't win.
Mr BRIAN BURKE:. -unless the member for

Mundaring has an opportunity this session to
move his motion, he will not get an opportunity to
do so during his lifetime. It is just not on that a
Government can use its numbers to order private
members' business to the exclusion of the wishes
of the Opposition.

Mr Rushton: You have misused private mem-
bers' day.

MR BRYCE (Ascot) [8.19 p.m.]: Mr Acting
Speaker-

Mr Mensaros: You are spending all your time
on procedures. [I is illogical.

Mr Brian Burke: There is a principle at stake.
Several members interjected.

'Thc ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
The member for Ascot has not had a chance to
say a word and yet there has been a barrage of
interjections. I do not know what I have to do to

make members understand chat I wish this debate
to proceed with some dignity. Again I ask mem-
bers to observe requests from the Chair to come
to order.

Mr BRYCE: This is the action of a Govern-
ment tonight that, in its death throes, has fallen
asleep at the wheel and is now on a desperate
fling to allow the member for Mundaring to do a
little dirty work.

Mr Nanovich: You have not been in the House
for three weeks.

Mr BRYCE: The attendance record will show
the untruth of that malicious and mendacious re-
mark by the member for Whitford.

Mr Clarko: Is it only one week?
Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Premier should re-

ceive the message very loudly and clearly that this
action by him, this decision he is making-

Mr Rushton. It is at the request of the Premier.
Mr BRYCE: If it is at the Premier's request,

let it be on his head that this could signal the end
of co-operation between the Opposition and the
Government.

Mr Rushton: You have tried to take the
business out of our hands before.

Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Premier must accept
that his Government has been getting and relying
on co-operation from this side of the House. On
countless occasions every sitting day of every
week negotiations, discussions, and arrangements
are entered into that derive a consensus position
between the Government and the Opposition.

Mr Rushton: What about the co-operation of
the Government? This week you were not ready
to go on with the Budget, so we said, "Okay, we
will do it later".

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Premier has set him-

self deliberately about the task of breaking with
convention. It is not a difficult thing for Liberals
to do when they are in a jam. They are past mas-
ters at breaking conventions and it is clearly a
situation tonight that a basic convention is being
broken.

Mr Herzfeld: You would not give any privileges
to private members on this side of the House at
all, the way you are carrying on.

Mr BRYCE: Already the member for Subiaco
has moved his motion and the member for
Moore's motion has been listed on three oc-
casions. The fact that the Premier insists on
carrying on and debating motions that have been
introduced by the Leader of the Opposition has
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spelt the death knell on many occasions to an op-
portunity that members have sought to move indi-
vidual private members' business.

Mr Rushton: That was tradition.
Mr BRYCE- It is clearly not tradition. It is the

established tradition of this place that motions
moved, unless they are designated censure mo-
tions, are adjourned after the initial speech.

Mr Mensaros: Not at all.
Mr BRYCE: On occasions the opposite side of

the House may decide to proceed with them, but
not very often. That is the essence of the tradition
of the convention.

Ministers sitting opposite who have experience
in this place know this well. They know that in
the past the Hon. John Tonkin has stood in this
place and argued fiercely against any move by
Government members to seek to change that
tradition. There have been endeavours. in the past
to break the tradition and those endeavours
always have been fiercely resisted.

Mr Rushton: Not so.
Mr BRYCE: We do not intend to accept that

tonight and we can assure the Deputy Premier
that, if by any chance the member for Mundaring
does get an opportunity this evening, out of step
and out of place, to move his motion, he can be
assured he will not have the co-operation of Oppo-
sition members. The House simply will not get
our co-operation.

Mr Blaikie: Are you threatening?
Mr BRYCE: I am clearly spelling out the pos-

ition to the House.
Mr Blaikie: Are you intimidating members of

the House? You don't happen to be at a union
meeting now.

Mr BRYCE: If members opposite decide to
break this convention, they should not expect
members on this side to respect the conventions
that they would want us to observe.

Mr Blaikie: What are you threatening?
Mr BRYCE: I have made it perfectly clear to

the poor, old, thick member (or Vasse that if the
member for Mundaring seeks to move his motion
in this unfair and unreasonable fashion, jumping
over at least three or four other members and
probably 12 other items of business, he need not
expect co-operation from this side of the House.
Mr Acting Speaker, I would not enjoy being in
your position.

Mr Blaikie: Are you threatening the Chair?
Mr BRYCE: I am sure the Acting Speaker can

take on board quite clearly exactly what I am
suggesting to him.

Mr Blaikie: I hope the Press heard what you
said, trying to intimidate the Acting Speaker.

Mr Clarko: Like a French poodle.
Mr BRYCE: The Deputy Premier has reacted

unfavourably to the way in which the Leader of
the Opposition and the leader of the next Govern-
ment of this State has introduced so many initiat-
ives from this side of the House in recent weeks. I
can understand that members opposite find this
uncomfortable.

Mr Court: On private members' day.
Mr BRYCE: Can the member provide any

other indication where, under the Standing Or-
ders of this House, the Leader of the Opposition
has an opportunity to introduce items such as
those he has introduced?

Mr Court: He has had the opportunity.
Mr Rushton: Time and time again.
Mr BRYCE: That is precisely his right as the

Leader of the Opposition. In this context I ask the
Deputy Premier to cast his mind back to the days
when the former member for Nedlands was the
Leader of the Opposition and how frequently it
was that he came to this place on private mem-
bers' day after private members' day with motions
which he considered were important enough to be
debated by this legislative Chamber and which
had the effect of forcing all the existing items of
private members' business further down the list
towards the bottom of the notice paper. How
clearly many of us can recall that so low did some
of those items go that time was never allocated for
them to be dealt with.

It is simply not rational for the Deputy Premier
to argue that it is inappropriate for the Leader of
the Opposition to come to this Chamber, week
after week, with a long series of issues and initiat-
ives, that ought to be brought to the attention of
this Chamber.

Mr Rushton: Two weeks ago it was agreed that
this motion would be introduced. Don't break
your promise.

Mr BRYCE: It is patently false, blatantly un-
true, and verging on the dishonest, for the Deputy
Premier to say that any arrangement whatsoever
has ever been negotiated between those who man-
age business on this side of the House and the
Government's leaders to proceed with this item by
the member for Mundaring. No such negotiation
has been entered into and I checked on this quite
specifically with the Leader of the Opposition be-
fore spaking.

Mr Rushton: The member for Mundaring was
prepared to go two weeks ago.
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Mr BRYCE: If I must choose between the
Leader of the Opposition and the Deputy Prem-
ier, I know whom I will believe.

I ask members to consider the Deputy Prem-
ier's record when handling private members' day.
Which member of this House can forget the way
the Deputy Premier abused the privileges of this
House and deliberately filibustered in this Kouse.

Mr Rushton: Never once.
Mr BRYCE: He talked for about an hour-and-

a-half or more in order to prevent members on
this side of the House from speaking on a private
members' day.

Mr Clarko: What are you doing now?
Mr BRYCE: I am exercising my right as a pri-

vate member on private members' day to express
my opinion.

Mr Clarko: You are filibustering.
Mr BRYCE: I assure members that any contri-

bution I make tonight will pale into insignificance
compared with the length of the Deputy Premier's
contribution on the occasion of his debating a mo-
tion about the Perth- Fremantle railway line
moved by, I think, my colleague, the member for
Avon. We all remember that on that occasion the
Deputy Premier dribbled endlessly. Nobody could
understand what he was saying; there was absol-
utely no point to it; and yet he went on for an
hour and a half or more.

Mr Davies: He was an embarrassment to his
own party.

Mr BRYCE So much for his respect for the
traditions of this House.

When he is left in charge of the House, the
place disintegrates.

Mr Rushton: You indicated your intention to
do this last night so it is nothing new, nothing sur-
prising. You are just carrying on and misusing the
House.

Mr BRYCE: Perhaps the Deputy Premier will
enlighten me and tell me how and when last night
I indicated my intentions to do this.

Mr Rushton: Your spokesman or the Leader of
the Opposition indicated to me last night that this
would take place.

Mr BRYCE: I can certainly imagine that the
Leader of the Opposition indicated his dissatis-
faction with any suggestion that the Government
would use its numbers to destroy a time-honoured
convention in this place to insist that one of its
lackeys from the back bench got his party's work
pumped up and jumped it up the list and inserted
it in a position above where it should be.

Mr Tonkin: I indicated we were not happy with
that.

Mr Rushton: That is what you want us to do.

Mr Tonkin: I told you we were not happy with
it last night.

Mr Rushton: That is what you are telegraphing
to us.

Mr Brian Burke: You do what you like.

Mr BRYCE: The essence of this problem is
found in the disparity between the business which
this side of the House believes the legislative
Chamber should be considering such as initiatives
and important questions, and the list of ideas
coming from a Government which has been in
office now for nearly nine years and which has
run out of puff. It is understandable that the
Government-

Mr MacKinnon: We would run you out of sight
in less than a week.

Mr BRYCE: -with virtually no legislation on
the notice paper and having virtually no reason
for assembling the Parliament, should find it odi-
ous and difficult to accept that the members of
this side of the House, who will form the Govern-
ment after the next election, are causing them
embarrassment.

Mr MacKinnon: Are you saying that the
weight of the Government is measured by the
amount of legislation it passes? Big Government
is what you are all about.

Mr Pearce: The Premier has been claiming you
have been passing more legislation than pre-
viously.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr MacKinnon: You are saying the amount of
legislation brought in measures the quality of the
Government.

Mr BRYCE: I would have thought the quality
of a Government had something to do with the
quality of its legislation as well.

Mr MacKinnon-, Hear, hear!

Mr BRYCE: We have been sitting here for
more than 18 months now waiting for some qual-
ity legislation to emerge.

Mr MacKinnon: Such legislation has been
passed every year for nine years.

Mr BRYCE: And there has been no quality
legislation, nor has there been any quantity of
legislation.
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Point or Order
Mr GORDON KILL: On a point of order, Mr

Acting Speaker, I think the member for Bunbiury
is dead.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): There is
no point of order.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
Mr Blaikie: Are you trying to be funny? You

are sick.
Mr Rushton:. A funny Opposition!
Mr Nanovich: It shows the intelligence you

have got.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member

for Ascot will resume his speech.
Mr BRYCE: I think the member for Bunbury

just indicated that the member for Swan was not
correct; I am not sure.

Mr Clarko: I think he is giving proper attention
to the quaIity of your speech.

Mr Herzfeld! The member for Swan-
Mr Clarko: You said you would speak loudly

and clearly. When are you going to be clear?
Mr BRYCE: The member for Mundaring will

probably not be in this place after March next
yea r.

Mr Herzfeld: I have heard that on two oc-
casions before.

Mr BRYCE: I suppose there are people who
are somewhat more generous in their outlook than
I am who might suggest that maybe we are being
a little unfair to the member and perhaps we
should give him this opportunity to have his swan
song. if he gets the opportunity for a swan song, it
will be only after a very decided protest from this
side of the House and not because he is not en-
titled as a member of this place to make a speech
and move a motion merely because he has the
protection of the Government's numbers; nor is he
entitled to jump five, six, or seven places on the
list just because the Government has decided that
it is about time somebody threw a little mud from
that side of the House.

Mr Clarko: You made the choice about which
ones of yours came forward, so what do you ex-
pect to happen?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr Tonkin: You should wait your turn.
Mr MacKinnon: You have had more speakers

on this particular point than on any other legis-
lat ion.

MR PARKER (Fremantle) [8.35 p.mn.]: The
progress of this debate indicates the contempt

with which this Government treats the Parlia-
ment. The Deputy Premier rose to his feet earlier
this evening to move that the notice of motion put
Forward by the member for Mundaring be
brought forward on the notice paper to precede
many other matters which had been on the notice
paper for much longer, including motions by its
own members. The Government gave absolutely
no reason for his so doing.

Mr Rushton: In fact there was one on the no-
lice paper which was placed there earlier than
was the one which we are debating-that is, No.
15 from the member for Morley-so you are in-
consistent in your argument.

Mr PARKER: The member- for Morley was
making a second reading speech in order to ex-
plain a piece of legislation he had introduced and
which had been put forward by the Opposition so
that the Bill would be available to Government
members, to other members of Parliament, and to
the public and so that the explanation would be
available in order that debate on the Bill at a later
stage of the sitting might be facilitated. It was the
member for Morley's second reading speech, but
the Deputy Premier refused to give the House any
justification whatsoever as to why the motion
moved by the member for Mundaring-

M r Rushton: I told you a few times.
Mr PARKER: -should take precedence over

other motions on the notice paper.
Mr Rushton: I told you a Few times. A fort-

night ago you agreed that that should happen.
Mr PARKER: It has been disputed on

numerous occasions that this should take place
and I find it extraordinary that the Deputy Prem-
ier persists in stating that there was agreement
when it was quite obvious that there was no
agreement.

Mr Tonkin: That is right.
Mr PARKER: In addition to that, the Deputy

Premier persists in saying there are no problems
with Tuesdays when everybody else in the country
knows there are.

Mr Rushton: You are misquoting again.
Mr PARKER: That is like saying everybody

has accepted the closure of the Perth-Fremantle
railway line when everybody has not.

Mr Rushton: That is another exaggeration.
Mr PARKER: The point of the matter is that

two weeks ago the Premier was on his feet telling
the House what a sham we had made of private
members' day because we were not proceeding
down the notice paper. He said the proper way to
handle private members' business was to start at
the beginning of private members' business on the
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notice paper and proceed until the end was
reached. The Premier obviously had been reading
Alice in Wonderland when he said we should start
at the beginning and finish at the end, and yet
this week when the Opposition proposed that we
should revert to that course and also make
available to the member for Moore-who has a
genuine piece of private members' business on the
notice paper which is very relevant to his constitu-
ency and is directly relevant to his role of rep-
resenting those constituents in this place-an op-
portunity to deal with the matter. Despite the fact
we were prepared to say, "We won't hog the no-
tice paper. We will allow and make provision for
the member for Moore's Notice of Motion to be
dealt with in this House'-

Mr Court: Don't you think the employment of
a couple of hundred people is important?

Mr PARKER: It is extremely important, but
the Labor Party, I am pleased to say, has some
very good policies which I am sure the member
for Warren will explain shortly.

Mr MacKinnon: You want to avoid it.
M r PA R KER: We are not avoiding it.
Mr Rushton: You are doing a good job of

avoiding it.
Mr PARKER: We believe that private mem-

bers' business should not be abused in the way the
Government is abusing it tonight.

Mr Rushton: The Government is not abusing it;
the Opposition is.

Mr PARKER: It allows members to bring for-
ward matters which are of concern to the State;
this is their right and duty.

Mr Rushton: You seek to manipulate the notice
paper.

Mr PARKER: The Deputy Premier manipu-
lates the notice paper.

Mr Pearce: Your motion manipulates the notice
paper.

Mr MacKinnon: You put your own business
further down.

Mr Pearce: Your motion, for heaven's sake!
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr MacKinnon: What did the member for

Morley try to do yesterday?
Mr Rushton: He tried to take the business out

of the hands of the House.
Mr PARKER: The member for Morley tried to

ensure that he could move the second reading of a
Bill of which he had given notice before the Min-
ister for Consumer Affairs had the first reading of
his Bill; and had it not been for the fact that the

Government Printing Office had not printed the
member for Morley's Bill before it printed the Bill
of -the Minister for Consumer Affairs, it would
have been able to be dealt with a week previously.

Mr MacKinnon: Was Tuesday private mem-
bers' day? The answer is "No."

Mr PARKER: I am pleased the Minister for
Industrial, Regional and Commercial Develop-
ment raised the point because the member for
Morley was trying to introduce his Bill in relation
to petrol distribution and marketing. What are we
trying to achieve by opposing the motion? It has
been said that we should have proper precedence.

Mr. MacKinnon: A proper order of business in
the House. It is an attempt to abuse the order of
business in the House. The proper order of
business is not to debate private members' Bills on
a Government business day.

Mr PARKER: But apparently the same order
does not include the situation that Government
business is not to be debated on private members'
day because it is patiently obvious that the motion
the member for Mundaring seeks to move is a
Government motion.

Mr Rushiton: That is where you are wrong
again.

Mr PARKER: It is a futile attempt by the
Government to manipulate the notice paper.
While this is going on, an important piece of pri-
vate member's business is left to languish on the
notice paper despite the fact that the Opposition
was prepared to proceed with it tonight: indeed,
the Opposition opposed the adjournment of the
House last Wednesday week in order that it might
proceed with this matter and other business, but
the Government insisted that the House adjourn
so that Government members could go home to
bed.

It cannot be said that the Opposition is abusing
private members' day. I want to deal with matters
which have been on the notice paper for some
time. We are prepared to concede that we have
the majority of matters which are on the notice
paper, and our only opportunity to debate these
matters is on private members' day, whereas the
Government could have easily determined to
allow the member for Mundaring, or any other
member it chooses, to move this Government mo-
tion on any other day; for example, it could have
determined or allowed the member for
Mundaring to move it last night at half-past eight
instead of adjourning the House. Instead of
adopting that course, the Government wants to
abuse private members' day, manipulate the no-
tice paper, and bring on this motion,
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In this contribution to the debate, I want to
deal with a few points that were made by way of
interjection by the Deputy Premier earlier in this
debate, and it is interesting to note that the Depu-
ty Premier has not yet risen to his feet to justify
his proposal to change the notice paper and I
challenge the Deputy Premier, not to revert to his
continual snide interjections, but rather to get on
his feet and contribute to this debate in a proper
manner.

Mr Clarko: You haven't said one sensible thing.
Mr PARKER: I am illustrating the reasons

that the Opposition is attempting to ensure that
the notice paper is not manipulated, that private
members' business is dealt with in the proper
manner, and that private members' day is just
that. The Minister for Education earlier revealed
his historical ignorance, but at the same time
charmingly revealed a catchcry that he was obvi-
ously storing up for use against the Deputy Prem-
ier. It was obviously very successful in the party
room and he used it here tonight.

Putting that aside, Mr Acting Speaker-
Mr Clarko: You stand up like a junior prefect

of St. Trinians and pour out a lot of verbiage.
Mr PARKER: I am one of those people in this

Chamber who has attempted to ensure that pri-
vate members' business is dealt with properly.

Mr Clarko: You are trying to ensure that the
member for Mundaring does not speak.

Mr PARKER: I am unable to ensure that the
member for Mundaring cannot speak because I
do not have that sort of power and if I did I would
not want to use it. Members of the Government
could have ensured that the member for
Mundaring spoke, by allowing him to speak last
night at 8.30 instead of sending us home. We have
said before that we are prepared to sit here for
any length of time to get through the business we
have on the notice paper.

Mr Clarko: You probably haven't got a bed to
go to!

Mr PARKER: The Minister for Education is
speaking absolute nonsense.

Mr Bryce: It is, I am told, finer than the one
you sleep in.

Mr PARKER: The Deputy Premier alleged
earlier this evening that we should be determining
to agree with the motion proposed to be moved by
the member for Mundaring because he was a pri-
vate member and as such is entitled to move that
motion. No-one, disputes that. For reasons best
known to the Premier and the former Premier, the
member for Mundaring for a long period, has
been a private member in this place and to that

extent perhaps one can understand the
frustrations of the member for Mundaring in
having only limited and rare opportunities to
speak in this House. One can sympathise with
him in this regard. At least, in the very short
term, it is in the hands or the Government-not of
the Deputy Premier, but the Premier.

The Deputy Premier suggests that we are
trying to prevent the member for Mundaring
from speaking. The fact of the matter is that at
any stage whatsoever the Government should
have determined that the motion to be moved by
the member for Mundaring-which is obviously a
Government motion and which no doubt will find
the support of the Government-could have been
moved at any time instead of proceeding with
business of the House. There have been
opportunities when the House has risen early
when this motion could have been moved.

This evening we have a situation where the Op-
position has indicated it wishes td proceed with a
number of items, including a motion which is to
be moved by a Government member-it is a
genuine piece of Government business and the
Government w ill not give it priority on the notice
paper.

It is not the first occasion that the Deputy
Premier has tried to limit private members'
business. There was a time when the Deputy
Premier drivelled on about the Perth-Fremantle
railway line. This kind of situation has been can-
vassed before.

Let me add to the point made by the Deputy
Leader or the Opposition that it was so widely
recognised at the time that the now Deputy Prem-
ier had misused private members' day in that way
that the rules relating to private members' day
were changed soon after by agreement between
the Government and the Opposition to prevent
abuse of the rules by the Deputy Premier. It was
admitted by the Premier that the Minister for
Transport had misused private members' day by
the way in which he had drivelled on.

In a similar way the Deputy Premier is pre-
pared to abuse question time and in order to pre-
vent members of the Opposition asking questions
he has asked mundane questions including a
question about fish and chip shops.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!

Mr PARKER: I would not mind his talking
about Aish and chip shops if it were not for the
fact that he was asking a question about trains. If
he had been asking questions about Aish and chip
shops I would not have any objections. However,
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he was asking a question about transport and a
point regarding fish and chip shops was raised
deliberately, to ensure, that fewer questions were
asked. It was so obvious what the Deputy Premier
was doing on a number of occasions that some of
his back-benchers were laughting at him. On one
occasion the Speaker was so incensed by the
activities of the Deputy Premier he allowed
question time to continue for an extra 15 minutes
in order that the Opposition could be
compensated for the loss of time.

The Deputy Premier has no compunction what-
soever in manipulating the members of this House
to ensure that proper debating procedures are not
proceeded with. A number of very important
items of private members' business appear on the
notice paper and I am suggesting that the motion
proposed to be moved by the member for
Mundaring is not an important motion, but the
Government-

Mr Herzfeld: Let us get on with it, then.

Mr PARKER: -appears to think that the mo-
tions proposed to be moved by members of the
Opposition are less important, and that the mo-
tion proposed to be moved by the member for
Moore is of less importance.

On several occasions we have told the member
for Moore that we are prepared to co-operate with
him in order that his motion might be put for-
ward. The motion has not been placed on the no-
tice paper as a political point-scorer. It will ben-
efit all those people in that electorate.

By the same token the amendment proposed to
be moved by the member for Gosniells is one of
importance, particularly because at this time of
the year enrolments for pre-school centres are
being held. Those are the types of motions we
want to put forward and that is why the Oppo-
sition has chosen to oppose the motion moved by
the Deputy Premier and which motion not one
member of the Government has risen to his feet to
support.

Once again, let me challenge the Deputy Prem-
ier to get to his feet, if he can, and defend the mo-
tion which he has moved. No reasons were given
to this House and no reasons were given by way
of communication to the management of the Op-
position. The Government is abusing private
members' day and members of the Opposition
wish 1o put forward their objections.

It is evident in almost every action of the Depu-
ty Premier and the way in which the Government
has called or not called together this House on a
number of occasions, that the Government ma-
nipulates the system which reduces membership
of this House in the first place, There is no

justification for this motion and it should be de-
feated.

MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for
Transport) [8.53 p.mn.]: Tonight we have had a
display of time-wasting. Unfortunately all it is
doing-

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: In light of an earlier ruling in
regard to a procedural motion, I take a point of
order that the Deputy Premier is speaking to a
procedural motion and therefore is not entitled to
a right of reply.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
The point of order raised by the member for
Gosnells is correct. It is a procedural motion and
in speaking to a procedural motion the Deputy
Premier does not close the debate.

Will the Deputy Premier resume his seat, while
I consult with the Clerks?

I apologise for misleading the House in relation
to the point of order raised by the member for
Gosnells. The Deputy Premier moved the motion
and therefore is not eligible to speak again on the
same motion.

Debate (on motion) Resumned
MR NANOVICH (Whitford) [8.55 p.m.]: I

move-

That the House do now divide.

Motion put and a division taken with the fol-
lowing result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
M r G rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr He rzfeld

Mr Barnett
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Crill
Mr Cordon Hill

Ayes 21
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Nanovich

Noes 15
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Melver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Batenman

(Teller)

(Teller)
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Ayes
Mr Spriggs
Mr Old
Mr O'Connor
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Young
Mr Sodeman
Mr Wait

Pairs
Noes

Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr Jamieson
Mr Hodge
Mr Bertram
Mr Wilson
Mr Harman
M r Bridge
Mr Brian Burke

Motion thus passed.

Question puta
lowving result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Court
"Mr Coyne
Mris Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Datiour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld

Mr Barnett
Mr Bryce
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes
M r Spriggs
Mr Old
Mr O'Connor
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Young
Mr Sodenian
Mr Watt

nd a division taken with the fol-

Ayes 21
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McPharlin
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Shalders
Mr Sibson
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Nanovich

Noes I5
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

M r A. D. Taylor
Mr Jamieson
Mr Hodge
Mr Bertram
Mr Wilson
Mr Harman
Mr Bridge
Mr Brian Burke

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed.

Motion

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) [9.03 p.m.]: I
move-

That in reaffirming its commitment to the
orderly and sensitive development of Western
Australia's resources for the benefit of its
citizens through direct and indirect employ-
ment opportunities, this House:

I . Expresses support for the Govern-
ment's ongoing Forestry policies de-
signed to maintain and, where poss-
ible, expand job opportunities
through:

(a) maintaining the forest estate
on a safe-cut basis;

(b) utilising forest residue material
so as to avoid waste and to
benefit regeneration and pro-
ductivity;

(c)

(d)

vigorously pursuing soft wood
and private forest development:
encouraging reafforestation;
and

(e) pursuing multiple use manage-
ment objectives.

2. Endorses the general principles
enunciated in the General Working
Plan No. 87 of 1982 for State For-
est Management.

3. Rejects any proposals designed to
shrink employment opportunities in
the forest industry that cannot be
justified in terms of soundly based
management and environmental
concepts.

And in particular, rejects the proposal to
withdraw the total Shannon River Basin
from wood production without the benefit of
a report from the Environmental Protection
Authority on the grounds that:

(a) there is no proven environmental
benefit to be gained from so doing;

(b) such a move would adversely affect
the sound management and protec-
tion of' the Karri Forest;

(c) jobs would be placed in jeopardy
causing major social dislocation and
personal stress.

Mr Bryce: Who wrote that for you?
Mr HERZFELD: We have seen tonight one of

the most disgraceful abuses of the privileges of
this House-

Mr Bryce: By the Government!
Mr HERZFELD: -that I have encountered in

the time I have been here. The Opposition wasted
one and a half hours of the House's time trying to
stop me exercising my rights and privileges as a
private member.

Mr Bryce: You are not that important.
Mr Pearce: You should have taken your turn

like the rest of us.
Mr HERZFELD: It is equally obvious that Op-

position members were so dead scared, running
scared of what I might have to say-

Mr Bryce: You are not capable of making any-
thing or anybody scared.

Mr HERZFELD: -that they deliberately set
out to stop me from getting to my feet tonight.

Mr Bryce: You are a whinger as well.
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Mr HERZFELD: They have not succeeded. 1
assure them that if I had any intention earlier in
the evening of curtailing my speech, I certainly
willI not do so now.

Mr Bryce: See if you can equal the Deputy
Premier for dullness.

Mr HERZFELD: The Opposition is running
scared. Its members have been busy running
around the State for the last six months trying to
persuade the electorate that they might at long
last be a credible alternative to the present
Government.

Mr Bryce: A lot of Liberals believe that.
Mr HERZFELD: Obviously, that sham show

they have been putting on has motivated them to
try to stop me from speaking tonight. It exposes
the Opposition for what it is-a shallow, hollow,
huff and puff Opposition. Its policies are totally
inconsistent with what it claims them to be. I will
come to that later in my speech. Let me turn now
to the motion.

Mr Bryce: When are you going to slay us?

Mr HERZFELD: Any impartial observer of
the two decades of development in this State
under successive Liberal-Country Party coalition
Governments would acknowledge the truly re-
markable benefits that have accrued to the
people of this State. Only among the ranks of the
Opposition do we find some people who do niot
believe in development, or in creating jobs and
improving the lifestyle and living conditions of the
people of the State.

Mr Bryce: You would take their wage increases
from them.

Mr HERZFELD: Let us look at the progress
made in this State in the last 20 years under suc-
cessive Liberal-Country Party Governments. I
cannot cover all the benefits that have accrued to
the people of this State; I would need all night to
do that. One only has to look at the spending
power of the individual in our society!

Mr Biryce: Which you resent.

Mr HERZFELD: That has resulted from the
programmes initiated and implemented by suc-
cessive Liberal-Country Party Governments.

Mr Bryce: You advocate reducing the spending
power of the individual.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr H-ERZFELD: We will make a lot more
progress if the member for Ascot allows me to
make my speech and he makes his later on to
rebut what I have to say. He should not make his
speech in that cowardly way from his seat.

Mr Bryce: I feel absolutely devastated!
Mr HERZFELD: I do not mind if the member

for Ascot wants to make a galah of himself;, that
is par For the course.

Mr Bryce: At least I am not a cheat. You have
cheated on every other private member in this
place.

Mr H-ERZFELD: The people of this State have
benefited greatly in many ways. The first matter
to which I referred was the increase in their
spending power-a real increase in their dispos-
able income over the last decade alone.

Mr Bryce: Your members begrudge it.
Mr HERZFELD: They have 50 per cent more

real dollars in their pockets than they had 10
years ago.

Mr Bryce: When was the last time you sup-
porced a wage increase?

Mr HERZFELD: Those are the facts. Let us
look at the living environment and the many rec-
reational facilities that have been developed-the
roads and parks. The living environment in this
State has been greatly enhanced.

Mr Carr: I thought you were going to talk
about forests.

Mr HERZFELD: If the member for Geraldton
is patient, I will come to that. Because of the dis-
graceful actions of his colleagues tonight, I shall
be taking all the time in the world. The more they
interrupt, the longer it will take.

Mr Bryce: It will be the longest swan song ever.
Mr HERZFELD: As a result of the implemen-

tation of the Government's policies and initiatives,
people have found themselves with better homes
and real improvements in their living standards.

Mr Bryce: Tell that to the unemployed people
of M unda ring.

Mr HERZFELD: It does not matter how much
the Opposition huffs and puffs, the people know
the truth when they see it and hear it. They are
not as stupid as the Opposition likes to think. T.he
result of chat statement will be seen when we go
to the polls next time.

Mr T. H. Jones: Tell us about the mess you
have made of power-generating facilities.

Mr HERZFELD: If I were the member for
Collie, I would not mention that subject. because
if he casts his mind to what is happening in New
South Wales where his colleagues have been in
Government for a time-

Mr T. H. Jones: We are talking about Western
Australia and the mness Liberal Governments have
made.
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The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order!

Mr HERZFELD: I thought the member for
Collie would keep quiet about that subject be-
cause in New South Wales where his colleagues
have been in power, industry is on part-time
power.

Mr T. H-. Jones: I am talking about the millions
of dollars you have cost the taxpayer through bad
policies.

Mr HERZFELD: As a result of our good
planning, ample power is available to enable us to
attract new industries.

Mr Tonkin: It cost millions of dollars to convert
from oil to coal.

Mr HERZFELD: We have been able to go to
the business people in New South Wales and get
them very interested in shifting their operations to
Western Australia. That demonstrates how good
are our policies.

Mr T. H. Jones: Tell us about the electricity
policy mess. Do you deny you have made a mess
of it?

Mr Rushton: He is speaking to a motion.
Mr T. H. Jones: You were part of it; you were

led by the nose.
Mr HERZFELD: Let me turn to the

improvements in Government services that have
accrued to the people in this State as a result of
the good management of successive Liberal-
Country Party coalition Governments.

Let us look at education. Over that period of 20
years the input, in real terms, has increased three
times per pupil. Three times as much is now being
spent for each pupil in this State as a result of the
policies pursued. In respect of health services, the
per capita expenditure has gone up for each of
this State's citizens four times over 20 years. If we
went through the whole gambit of Government
services, we would find the same story. That has
not happened by chance; it is the result of policies
pursued by this Government.

In the employment field, over that 20-year
period there has been a net increase of 350 000
jobs-the best result of any State. As I said at the
beginning of my speech, no Western Aus-
tralian-with perhaps a few exceptions who all
seem to congregate these days in the Labor
Party-would deny that great strides have been
made in this State as a result of the tremendous
progress and developments particularly in the re-
source-related areas.

It is a little difficult to find out exactly what
policies the Labor Opposition in this State pur-

sues, and that is certainly so in regard to the re-
source and economic development of the State.

Mr MacKinnon: It would take over all the re-
sources.

Mr HERZFELD: The Opposition has
vacillated on this subject. As recently as the last
State conference, more so-called initiatives that
will destroy jobs in this State if they were
implemented. I will deal with that question a little
more fully later on, but it is worth posing the
question of just who the ALP represents. At one
time everyone understood that the ALP
represented the worker-the labour element of
our community. Many Labor members in this
House came here from the unions and they
represented the workers' interests very well. One
wonders whether the ALP even represents that
section of the community these days.

In a recent statement the Leader of the Oppo-
sition went to great pains to tell the audience he
was addressing that the link between Labor and
the unions was extremely tenuous. Of course, he
happened to be addressing the business com-
munity. That is very interesting, is it not? He re-
pudiated the traditional links, the very fountain-
head of the Labor movement. His comments ap-
pear in The West Australian of 5 October. He
had this to day-

"Regardless of what union is
involvedt-whether it's the Tcemperancc
Union or the Baptist Union or some other
union that's involved in some sort of disrup-
tion-inevitably the Labor Party wears the
political blame because of the historical
nexus between the party and the trade union
movement,' he anecdotally disclaims.

"NOW there's a very tenuous nexus. It's not
one that I deny, but it's certainly much more
tenuous than most people seem to think.

"Many of the unions that traditionally
reflect disadvantage on the Labor Party are
not and never have been affiliated with the
Labor Party," he specifically denies.

Against the background of this tenuous
nexus, the employer members of the audience
have far more to fear from the Government
than from the Labor Party, Mr Burke tells
them.

That is a repudiation of the Labor movement, and
I am not surprised about that. Since he has as-
sumed the leadership of his party in this place, we
have in fact had two Labor Parties-the old
guard and the new Turks, and the new Turks'
group includes a few of the old guard who did not
have the guts or the courage to dissociate them-
selves from the new leader. They hang in there,
but of course their time will come.
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Mr Tonkin: Who are these members?
Mr HERZFELD: If the member does not

know, I am not going 10 tell him. I do not want to
insult some Opposition members whom I respect
by naming them. However, some of the old guard
are on the outer.

Mr Tonkin: You have just done so--you are
not game enough to name them.

Mr HERZFELD: I am sure the member for
Morley knows whom I mean.

Mr Tonkin: I know a lot of things.
Mr HERZFELD: He knows who is pushing the

barrow and who has been thrown on the garbage
heap.

Mr Tonkin: Who are they?
Mr HERZFELD: The member fr Morley can

work thai out for himself. He does not deny that
there are two sections in the Labor Party. The
member for Warren even walked out on the party.
but he perhaps has shown less courage since by
returning. The member for Collie was placed in
an invidious position by what happened.

Mr Tonkin: Tell us what happened?
Mr Nanovich: You know.
Mr HERZFELD: The ex-member for Swan

walked out.
Mr Coyne: And never came back.
Mr HERZFELD: At least he had some prin-

ciples. I am not the conscience for that side of the
House, but I am making the point that it is ex-
tremely difficult to find out exactly whom the
Labor Party represents these days.

Mr Tonkin: We represent people.
Mr HERZFELD: That is the question the

people will want answered when they go to the
poll.

Mr Tonkin: We represent more people than you
do.

Mr HERZFELD: It is very important for the
business community to know this. The member
for Morley knows that members of the ALP have
been gallivanting around from board room to
board room delivering a soft sell.

Mr Coyne: Desperation!
Mr HERZFELD: The policies the Labor Party

pursues are not in the interests of the business
people and it appears that they are not in the
interests of the union movement, because the
Leader of the Opposition has repudiated the
union movement. Just whom does it represent?

Mr Tonkin: We represent people.
Mr HERZFELD: Is it the environmentalists

that it represents?

Mr MacKinnon: We notice the ALP
endorsement for the seat of Subiaco.

Mr HERZFELD: The ALP has endorsed the
particular gentleman to whom the Minister
referred, and I will demonstrate later the way in
which that person has tried to destroy more jobs
in WA than anyone else I could name, and to top
it off, he is the convenor of the Labor Party's in-
dustrial development committee and he tells us
that he writes the policy of that committee.

Mr Nanovich: They reckon he's a knucklehead.
Mr Carr: The member for Whitford would

know.
Mr HERZFELD: Perhaps the ALP represents

that element in the community which wants to see
cannabis legalise. The member for Gosniells has
stood up in this place to defend the people who
want to smoke cannabis, but these people would
not account for many votes.

Mr Nanovich: The flea from Geraldton!
Mr HERZFELD: The Labor Party wants to

change the law on homosexuaity-perhaps it rep-
resents Gay Liberation. I ind it very difficult,
and I am sure the public do too, to determine
just whom the ALP represents. Certainly it is
hard to establish whom it wants to protect when
looking through its policy commitments.

In the context of all the questions I have raised,
it is important to look at the decision made by the
ALP in relation to the Shannon River Basin.
Certain very important features flow from that
decision, and I will enumerate them.

Firstly, any illusion that the public might have
that the Leader of the Opposition and his col-
leagues were able to pursue policies for the ben-
efit and to meet the needs or the community
were totally demolished by that decision. It was
clear arter the conference that the real decision
makers, the real power brokers in the ALP are
those unelected people who express their views at
these conferences.

Secondly, the decisions of the conference
showed the real policy of the ALP in the area of
resource development; in other words, creating
jobs for the people of WA. I will demonstrate
shortly the way in which the environmental ex-
tremists discredited in the eyes of the rest of the
community who recognise that their objectives
have been to destroy jobs that presently exist.
Certainly they will not create new jobs for the
people of WA, including the school leavers. If, by
some strange coincidence, some time in the
distant future, the Leader of the Opposition
should become the leader of this State, and if he
ever wanted to make a decision about a resource
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development project, he would have to go down to
the Environment Centre in Wellington Street, cap
in hand, to be told what to do. Over the time the
Leader of the Opposition has held that position he
has built up a careful image, but that image was
utterly destroyed by what transpired at the ALP
State Conference.

It was pretty obvious also that the credibility of
the member for Warren, as a representative of the
people of Warren, was destroyed utterly by the
decision made in regard to the Shannon River
Basin. The ALP is very aware of the credibility it
has lost over that particular decision, so much so
that it has gone to print in its own publication,
The Labor Voice. In its most recent edition of
September 1982, under the headline, "Evans
happy with policy", Mr Evans is reported as say-
ing-

" It is no secret that I was disappointed
with the conference's decision on Monday to
seek the declaration of the Shannon River
basin as a national park," Dave said.

"I regarded that decision, standing by
itself, as contrary to the best interests of the
South West and a threat to employment in
the region."

The member for Warren then goes on to rational-
ise the decision in a way that totally lacks credi-
bility. It is a great pity because he is one of the
Opposition members whom I respect. He has
shown himself to have considered views, but obvi-
ously on this occasion he made an error of
judgment and dumped the people he represents
for a decision to which his party is committed.

For a long time we have been used to hearing a
great deal of political rhetoric, mudracking, and
criticism from the Leader of the Opposition.
Some of it just defies the imagination of anyone
who believes that politics is supposed to be a
serious business. Of course we know why the
Leader of the Opposition behaves in that way; the
reason is that he has real credibility problems.
The Leader of the Opposition thinks that if he
rants and raves in a public place he will detract
attention from his real problems.

The greatest hurdle the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has to overcome when he faces the elector-
ate is to convince the people of the truth of the
statements he makes. How can the Leader of the
Opposition convince the people of Western Aus-
tralia he believes in resource development when,
by his own admission, the person creating policy
for his party is known to be opposed to a number
of major resource development projects which
have been implemented?

I refer to a newspaper report dated 25 August
1982 which was circulated in the Subiaco elector-
ate. Mr Bartholomaeus indicates he is the chair-
man of the ALP's industrial development policy
committee and the quotation reads as follows-

He said that the policy, to be announced
shortly, would be aimed at broadening the
base of economic development in WA instead
of basing it on a "cargo cult" of new re-
sources development projects that evaporated
after each election.

There you have it, Sir, in the words of the person
who is the ALP's key policy developer on this
matter, when the policy is issued it will not con-
tain anything about resource development. I hope
the people of Western Australia take cognizance
of that.

Mr Shalders: Do you believe it will contain
anything about competing with private enterprise
as well?

Mr HERZFELD: I shall turn to that in a mo-
ment; that is another story in itself. Allusion is
made to economic development and we have been
used to hearing these sorts of comments from
Labor Governments. Reference is made to labour-
intensive job creation schemes, the RED scheme,
and developments of that nature. The questions
the Opposition will need to answer before it faces
the electors are these: The Leader of the Oppo-
sition has promised to make employment an issue
at the next election. I am sure many members on
this side of the House would be very pleased to
take on the Leader of the Opposition in regard to
that matter because, as I said earlier, the Govern-
ment has a proud record and can show what it has
done in this area. The Opposition needs to demon-
strate clearly how it can encourage investment,
taking into account the hobbles placed on it by its
party platform-which I shall deal with in detail
shortly-and some of the decisions it has made,
which I shall enumerate also.

The Leader of the Opposition and his party will
also have to demonstrate to the people of Western
Australia how they will be able to attract
investment to this State when they have a number
of disincentives in their policy, particularly as it
relates to centralised control of industry and com-
merce through the proposed department of econ-
omic planning, the horrendous implications of the
regulatory process of obtaining environmental ap-
provals-and I shall come to that in more detail
shortly-and the creation of Government corpor-
ations to compete unfairly with private enterprise.

Mr MacKinnon: And to buy profitable ones.
Mr HERZFELD: And to buy profitable ones.

The ALP's policy includes already decisions to
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curtail the timber and alumina industries. It is
committed to a policy not to allow the uranium
industry to get onto its feet,

With all those barriers written into its policy,
what guarantee exists that any other resource de-
velopment could proceed were the ALP to hold
the reins of government?

This motion which the Opposition worked so
hard to try to prevent me from bringing before
the House tonight, provides an opportunity for the
Leader of the Opposition, who does not even
grace the Chamber with his presence at this
time-

Mr Blaikie: Or his deputy. His deputy is not
here.

Mr Nanovich: He has hardly been here during
the last three weeks.

Mr HERZFELD: Indeed, only three members
of the Opposition are in their seats.

Mr Blaikie: I think you should name them. It is
a great credit to them that they are here.

Mr Carr: We don't want to be here. It is
insufferable that we have to put up with this non-
sense.

Mr HERZFELD: That is the fault of members
opposite.

M r Carr: I t is our FaulIt!
Mr H-ERZFELD: Despite the fact that only

three members of the Opposition are present to
defend their policies, this motion provides an op-
portunity for them to show whether in fact there
is any substance in this parliamentary ALP;
whether its members are capable of making any
decisions for themselves or whether they are
totally bound to decisions made by faceless men
outside:, whether in fact the Leader of the Oppo-
sition has a mind of his own or whether he is
simply the captive of Mr Bartholomacus; and
whether the Leader of the Opposition is simply a
mouthpiece in this place for Mr Bartholomaeus
and his job destroyers.

I shall turn now to the question of forest indus-
tries and their importance to this State.

Mr Carr: After 40 minutes we are going to get
to forests!

Mr HERZFELD: I remind the member for
Geraldion-

Mr Carr: After 40 minutes he has not yet
touched on the topic!

Mr HERZFELD: I shall spend all the time in
the world on this motion tonight and the member
for Geraldton can thank his colleagues for their
disgraceful performance in this House tonight for
that fact.

Mr Carr: There is only one disgraceful per-
formance in this House tonight and that is hap-
pening right now where you are standing.

Mr Nanovich: Do you think they are terribly
loyal to each other in this place?

Mr Sibson: They are terribly loyal! They put on
a great hoo-ha here for an hour and then go
home!

M r H ER ZFELD: There is no qu estion but that
the forest industries in this State are a vital part
of our economy and the timber and associated in-
dustries are a vital resource of great importance
and value.

Mr Blaikie: Mr Bartholomaeus is also a close
friend of the shadow Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development. God
help the country!

Mr HERZFELD: We shall turn in a minute to
Mr Bartholomaeus' friendly association with the
member For Warren which has existed for a long
time. Indeed, he has been embarrassing the mem-
ber for Warren for about four or five years.

Mr Blaikie: I think he picked on the member
for Mundaring and had to give up.

Mr HERZFELD: The forest industries are of
vital importance to the: south-west of the State
and the members for Vasse and Bunbury would
agree with me.

Mr Sibson: Hear, hear!
Mr Blaikie: Hear, hear!
Mr HERZFELD: The forest industries are im-

portant because they provide a great deal of em-
ployment.

Mr Sibson: They are the backbone oF the south-
west.

Mr HERZFELD: As recorded in the report of
the Conservator of Forests a total of 3 651
employees are associated directly, in a full-time
capacity, with forest industries. That does not
take into account part-time employees who are
brought in on a seasonal basis which provides
added income for farmers. Then there is
secondary employment in the form of road
transport and rail; indeed, secondary employment
extends down to the metropolitan area of Perth.
We then have the multiplier effect; the provision
of services and equipment and all the commercial
support that goes to servicing the people who are
involved directly and indirectly in the forest
industries.

If we look at it in dollar terms, in 1980-91 the
State benefi ted from the forest industries to the
tune of 58 300 000 in royalties alone and total
earnings amounted to almost 316 million. That
indicates the significance of this industry which,
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as I shall indicate later, the policies of the Oppo-
sition seek to destroy.

Mr Blaikie: It has great significance particu-
larly in those country towns where it occurs, be-
cause invariably it is the only form of occupation
for workers. There are no other industries. If you
take away the timber industry the towns will be
destroyed.

Mr HERZFELD: The member is correct. Let
us look at the Shannon River and see what the ex-
perts have to say about it. My source is a publi-
cation the Forests Department of WA issued in
October 1981, titled, "Conservation of the Karri
Forests'. This document, in a very cogent and
simple but clear way, discusses the options in re-
gard to the Shannon River basin and it arrives at
some very clear conclusions.

Initially let us look at the options. The follow-
ing statement is made on page 48-

The questions to be considered now are:
firstly, from a preservation viewpoint, is the
remainder of the Shannon a better alterna-
tive to the areas incorporated in the multiple
use programme described earlier; ...

Of course, the multiple use programme affects the
whole of the karri forest area. To continue-

... secondly, if this is not the case, is it a
necessary addition to these areas; and thirdly,
what would be the consequences of with-
drawal of the Shannon from wood production
on the management of the karri forest as a
whole?

That is a very important question which does not
appear to have been considered by the ALP. I
know the member for Warren's ideas are very
much in line with those of the expert officers of
the Forests Department, but he had to subjugate
them as a result of what happened at the confer-
ence. No doubt tonight we will hear his rationalis-
ation of his change of stance.

Firstly, in regard to the Shannon as an alterna-
tive reserve the report has this to say-

The Shannon has already been considered
by the E.P.A. review committee and the
E.P.A. as being an unsuitable alternative to
the other reserves that have been set aside.

For various reasons, some 40 per cent of the
Shannon River already has been set aside. To
continue-

It has been shown that the karri forest is
not a single, uniform ecosystem but vartes
throughout its range. The selection of any
single area cannot be considered as represen-
tative of the whole from an ecological view-
point.

It goes on to say-
The selection of one large area at the ex-

pense of the rest of the forest cannot include
the wide variety of recreational features and
opportunities that exist over the entire forest
and does not conform with normal patterns
of forest recreation.

It concludes by saying-
It is clear that from a preservation and rec-

reation viewpoint, the Shannon does not pro-
vide a suitable alternative to the areas
already provided for in the multiple use pro-
gramme.

The report goes on to discuss the question of the
Shannon as an additional reserve. The poiht is
made that if the whole of the Shannon is set
aside, it will have a dramatic effect on the man-
agement of the remainder of the karri forest if a
viable forestry industry consistent with good man-
agement is to remain. That part of the report con-
cludes by saying-

It has been concluded that preservation of
the remainder of the Shannon basin is not
necessary for ecological representation, is not
needed for hydrological research, and if con-
verted to a wilderness area would restrict its
use For recreation.

The next section of the report deals very closely
with the question of withdrawing such a large ad-
ditional area from karri forest production. I will
not read much of it, although it contains
interesting information. In part it states-

Because of the substantial area of jarrah
forest in the Shannon, there would also be a
reduction in the capacity to produce jarrah
sawlogs.

The Department of Forests quite clearly states
that the total withdrawal of the area would create
a long-term difficulty in the supply of logs to the
timber industry. Reference is made to the
question of employment, and it is stated-

It is sometimes suggested that loss
ployment and social disruption caused
ervation of the Shannon would be
offset by increases in employment
tunity from recreation and tourism.

of em-
by res-
readily
oppor-

I know we will hear shortly about this matter
when the member for Warren rises to speak. He
rationalises his opinion in regard to the reser-
vation of the whole of the Shannon River basin on
the question of employment opportunities. He will
lead us to believe it is possible to find alternative
jobs for the people displaced by the withdrawal of
the Shannon River basin from sawiog production.
of course, to believe that would be to believe non-
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sense, unless artificial jobs were created-jobs
that would serve no purpose. Even the Depart-
ment of Forests said in its report-

In the short term, the withdrawal of the
entire Shannon from production is unlikely to
provide any compensating employment for
those whose jobs were lost through sawmill
closure.

Nothing could be more clear or blunt, remem-
bering it comes from people who have no political
axe to grind.

I will summarise that which has been said by
the experts. They have said that the selection of a
single area not representative of the whole of the
forest from an ecological viewpoint would serve
no purpose from that aspect. They have said it
would make fire control of the Shannon River
Basin totally impossible, especially if the whole
area was reserved as a so-called wilderness. They
have said that the reservation would not add
significantly to areas already set aside in the karri
forest as flora, fauna, and landscape pri ority areas
which have been locked away for ever and a day.
These areas have been set aside in forestry man-
agement priority programmes. In fact, the experts
have said that the conversion of the area to a wil-
derness would restrict its use for recreation be-
cause it would be impossible for the average per-
son to obtain access. They have said also it would
result in unemployment losses, social dislocation,
and personal distress. Those words are mine, but
they indicate what the experts have said.

Even the Leader of the Opposition recognised
that the decision made by the Labour Party con-
ference would place in jeopardy the member for
Warren's seat. I will quote from a newspaper re-
port in The West Australian of 21 August. Re-
marks of the Leader of the Opposition are re-
ported as he referred to Labor Party policy pro-
moting the complete shutoff of the Shannon River
Basin. The article states-

He said that the policy, to be announced
shortly, would be aimed at broadening the
base of economic development in WA instead
of basing it on a "cargo cult" of new re-
sources development projects that evaporated
after each election.

I do not know whether that is a fair judgment, but~
it indicates how desperate was the Leader of the
Opposition to make sure the decision made at his
party's 1980 conference be reversed. Of course,
we know that has not happened.

As I said earlier, this party decision has placed
the member for Warren in a quite unenviable
situation. For a start, I know he is a man who has
a great deal of respect for foresters, as. indeed, I

have. He knows them to be conscientious and
dedicated to the task they have. He knows they
are right, but these days he must face them with a
decision he must support, knowing he is wrong.
He must try to justify that decision to them. He
has lost credibility with them; it is a great pity he
has been placed in that situation. As I have said,
he walked out on the conference because he was
disgusted with the decision. Of course, that de-
cision was included in the platform of the ALP by
that party's star job destroyer, Mr
Bartholomnacus.

Mr Bryce: Is that why you are moving the mo-
tion? He is the bloke who sat against you at the
last election.

Mr Clarko: And he lost.
Mr Bryce: Now the penny drops-gee whiz!
Mr HERZFELD: He is the man who for a long

time has been a thorn in the side of the member
for Warren. I will go back now a little in time to
show-

Mr Bryce: You haven't been speaking for an
hour yet.

Mr HERZFELD: I ask the member to be
patient. I am sure the Opposition-the whole of it
present now; that is, he and his colleague-will
enjoy what I have to say from now on.

Mr Bryce: You have just assumed the mantle of
chambermaid.

Mr HERZFELD: I make the point for the
member for Ascot that, as usual, the House is
completely devoid of members on his side.

Mr Bryce: You cannot say that. I would say the
Deputy Leader of Her Majesty's loyal Opposition
and the shadow Minister responsible for forests
could scarcely be categorised as not any.

Mr HERZFELD: I am not sure whether the
member is standing in his seat.

Mr Bryce: Now he is getting nasty and cutting.
Mr HERZFELD: I would never be!
Mr Bryce: I am sure he didn't learn those tricks

when he was a member of the Labor Party.
Mr HERZFELD: Oh, come on! Come up with

a new one.
Mr Tonkin: We are quite happy with that one.
Mr HERZFELD: As I have said, the Oppo-

sition treats with contempt this House and that
which it represents.

Mr Bryce: What about .Jie gerrymandering by
this Government?

Mr HERZFELD: The reservation of the
Shannon River Basin would have severe conse-
quences for the people of Western Australia. A
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third member of the Opposition has just arrived.
Prior to that we had only two, but they will get
their just desserts-

Mr Bryce: You are running out of purf.
Mr HERZFELD: For a long time the member

for Warren has had Mr Bartholomnaeus. as a thorn
in his side, as have other members of the Labor
Party. The member for Victoria Park, the
previous Leader of the Opposition, found that Mr
Bartholomacus was a thorn in his side when in
1979 the member for Victoria Park was unwise
enough to endorse Mr Bartholomaeus to stand for
his party. Mr Bartholomacus weint ahead blithely
promoting his policies, and in so doing caused a
great deal of damage to the Labor Party, and a
great deal of embarrassment to the then Leader
of the Opposition.

Mr Nanovich: Vatu wouldn't think they would
make the same mistake twice.

Mr HERZFELD: What will happen as a result
is a foregone conclusion. The matter is one of
these tit-for-tat things.

Mr Bryce: We deserve our candidate for
Subiaco like the Liberal Party deserves its candi-
date for that seat.

Mr H-ERZFELD: The Labor Party endorsed
candidate for Subiaco is such a wielder of power
in the Labor Party, has such great influence on its
policies, that obviously the Labor Party needs to
keep in sweet with him. He would be a cypher in
this Parliament-but having been endorsed he has
buckley's chance of being elected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): I
suggest to the member for Mundaring. he address
his remarks to the matter before the Chair. I have
been patient in allowing a reasonable amount of
that which I would term political content so far
shown in his speech. If it is allowed for the mem-
ber for Mtzndaring. it would be unfair not to allow
the same latitude to the Opposition, and the de-
bate would range far and wide over issues which I
perceive to be political.

Mr HE FRZFELD: Inevitably some matters dis-
cussed in this House must be political, but I will
abide by your request.

Mr Clarko: You would have to define what
"political" means. It means almost everything.

Mr HERZFELD: I will not disagree with the
ruling, but make the point that it is important to
understand the genesis of the Labor Party's policy
because it is relevant to the question before the
HOuse.

In 1979 two issues were of concern to the
Leader of the Opposition of the day because they
of Mr Bartltolomaeus actions. The First was that
the gentleman we have been talking incited others

to break the law. In fact he and 23 others threw
themselves in front of a bulldozer while
trespassing on private property. They obstructed
illegally what was a legal operation. That is the
sort of person who today is dictating ALP policy.

Mr Bryce: You have it a foot thick on your
liver.

Mr HERZFELD: An attempt was made to tor-
pedo the North-West Shelf project, a vital
employment prospect for this State. The then
Leader of the Opposition was extremely
embarrassed and had to dissociate himself from
Mr Bartholomaeus on this issue-an incredible
situation. No wonder the party was in disarray. I
suppose that is the reason it did not win.

Mr Bryce: We are united now and we will
sweep you blokes out of this place so fast you
won't know what hit you.

Mr H-ERZFELD: Did Mr Bartholomneus
dictate your policy on forests in Western
Australia?

Mr Bryce: 1 had the privilege of moving the
plan of our party at its conference. It was a plan
for the timber industry.

Mr Clarko: Did the member for Warren speak
on that?

M r Bryce: I t was seve ralI days la ter.
Mr Clarko: Was he speaking to you several

days later? He must be a very tolerant man.

Mr HERZFELD: The Shannon River Basin is
vital to the economy of this State and the person
who has had most influence on the ALP policy on
that matter has not been a member of the Oppo-
sition in this House. The person is Mr Neil
Bartholomacus. I think it is relevant to illustrate
to the House just what sort of person he is.

The Sunday Independent of 28 October 1979
stated-

THE MOUSE'S ROAR
IT'S about time someone put a sock in the

mouth of the would-be saviour of the western
world, ALP candidate, Neil Bartholomacus.

Arguing, as usual, from a position of im-
passioned ignorance, Perth's environmental
Don Quixote would now have us scrap the
North-West Shelf gas project-because
that's what a ban on exports would mean.

Despite being disclaimed by ALP Parlia-
mentary leader, Ron Davies, the great white
hope of the greenies continues to roar like a
mouse about practically any minerals project
that threatens his, and his elitist following's,
dream of leaving nature in its pristine state
and returning to cave dwelling.
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Far from being a man for his time, Mr
Bartholomaeus was born a century or so too
late.

Mr Bryce: Did you know he was a member of
the Liberal Party? The Nedlands branch, actu-
ally.

Mr Court: Do you know he is a member of the
Labor Party now?

Mr Nanovich: The cat got him in the end.
Mr Clarko: And the cat died, too.
Mr HERZFELD: The article was appropriate

at the time and it is appropriate now.
Mr Bryce: Does that make you a provocateur,

inside the Liberal Party, on our behalf?
Mr HERZFELD: I have not mentioned the

class action Mr Bartholomaeus took to the United
States to try to destroy our alumina industry and
the conspiracy he entered into with the infamous
Ralph Nader.

Mr Bryce: What is infamous about Nader?
Mr HERZFELD: Opposition members would

like to forget that fact.
It is not only the industry in the Shannon River

Basin that will be removed if we ever end up with
a Labor Government in this State, it goes a lot
further than that. Written into the ALP policy is
the decision that 100 000 acres of jarrah forest
will be taken out of production and turned into a
national park.

One wonders whether there will ever be any
land left in this State which can be used for the
benefit of the people. Another instance of an at-
tempt to destroy the timber industry relates to re-
sources development. Imagine being a person or
company wishing to invest hundreds of millions of
dollars in this State in a resources development
project while the ALP is in Government, and ap-
plying its, environmental policy.

The AtLP would do to this State what has oc-
curred in the United States where the environ-
mental regulations are so complex that years of
litigation and hearings would be necessary before
a project could get off the ground. I will illustrate
one example of the policies a Labor Government
would implement. Item 32 of its environmental
policy states-

(0) provisions shall be made for machinery
so that the public may be able to object to
actions or omissions of the Environmental
Protection Authority.

Imagine the situation we would be in if that pol-
icy prevailed. It would mean that every extreme
conservationist could make a submission and hold
back the process of approval for years.

That is what occurred in the United States of
America and still occurs.

That is the policy we would have in this State
and who would ever contemplate coming to this
State to risk investing money to develop projects
and resources.

Apart from that the Labor Party has indicated
that, if it is in Government, there will be no such
thing as a total private enterprise resource devel-
opment , project. The Labor Party has indicated it
will have its share of the cake by investing in it.
Its statements on the Ashton Joint Venture dia-
mond project indicaled that it would confiscate
15% of that project.

Mr Bryce: Do you approve of the Malaysian
Government having a I5 per cent equity? Do you
think it is a good idea that an Asian Government
should have that equity?

Mr HERZFELD: Does the member for Ascot
object to Australians going to Malaysia to invest
money there?

Mr Bryce: I am talking about Governments. I
thought you would be the first to recognise the
difference between representatives of the private
sector and the socialist Government sector of
Malaysia. You don't object to the Malaysian
Government having an equity, but you object to
an Australian Government having an equity. I
suggest that is unpatriotic.

Mr H-ERZFELD: If a Labor Government were
in office there would not be any project.

Several members interjected.
Mr Sibson: It is the same with the iron ore in-

dustry. You are speaking through ihe top of your
hat.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order!
Mr Bryce: If the member for Mundaring

wishes to debate that issue in his electorate, I
would be pleased to do so at any time.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! When I call
the House to Order I expect the member for Ascot
and other members to desist from interjecting. I
find that behaviour quite unacceptable and ask
the member for Mundaring to continue his
speech.

Mr HERZFELD: It is relevant to consider who
does invest in resource projects because, if restric-
tions are placed on investment, obviously we will
not have resource development proj~cts and jobs
for the people of this State.

Mr Bryce: You are unpatriotic.
Mr HERZFELD: It is obvious that members of

the Opposition are not interested in creating jobs
for our school leavers.
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Mr Bryce: We have a preference for Australian
capital.

Mr HERZFELD: I would like to spend more
time on environmental regulations which have
been designed by the job killers in the ALP.
However, because of the hour. I will not continue.

Mr Bryce: What a pity. Your first decent
speech is your last one.

Mr HERZFELD: Let us consider the other
policies which are contained in the ALP's
platform and which are clearly designed to drive
investment away from this State:- Page 13 of the
policy indicates the attitude of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition very clearly. It states that the
exploration of natural resources should not be
conducted solely for private profit. Hie believes
there should be equitable distribution. What that
means is that the Opposition does not believe in
people risking capital and making a profit. It has
made that fact abundantly clear on a number of
occasions.

The ALP policy contains a commitment to in-
crease royalties on resource projects which are
currently under way-projects which are strug-
gling; projects such as the iron ore and alumina
industries, Those industries are struggling to
survive and to maintain jobs for the many people
they employ. Page 15 of the policy states-

The participation of the community is of
prime importance, and should be taken into
account in the planning and implementation
stages of projects. This will help to ensure
that short term profit flows are not the only
consideration for investment.

That is just another indication of how the Labor
Party would rip-off anyone who derived even a
modest income from the vast investment and risks
taken. I cannot imagine many investors would
care to risk their capital under those sorts of con-
ditions.

The policy statement continues-
6. ensure that an overall and extensive re-

view of State development is accurate and
meaningful, by requiring all corporations op-
erating in this area to provide annual social
accountability statements giving information
in a wide range of key areas. -

The mind boggles! Can members just imagine the
situation that would create? The companies would
not be allowed to run their businesses; everything
would be open to examination by a centralised de-
partment of economic development. If ever any-
one-particularly in the business com-
munity-had any doubts as to the socialist objec-

lives of the ALP, he will find those objectives
enunciated clearly in this policy document.

In addition, the Labor Party plans to establish
a number of Government corporations.

Mr Bryce: The small business development cor-
poration will be the first.

Mr H-ERZFELD: A number of such corpor-
ations are listed.

Mr Bryce: Don't you approve of that one?
Mr Sibson: That means "take-over".
Mr Bryce: I suggest you look at how Rupert

Hamer did it.
Mr HERZFELD: If members are in any doubt

as to what such a corporation would do, let them
listen to my next quote from page 13 of the policy
document of the Australian Labor Party-

the State Government should exercise a
greater degree of control over the develop-
ment of Western Australia, to strengthen the
competitive viability of existing industry
rather than leaving all major industrial devel-
opment to private (largely foreign)
investment, and in order to develop appropri-
ate industry the Government should set up
new enterprises not only to compete with
existing private industry but to supplement
it . ..

In case any member may niot have heard, I repeat
that a State Labor Government would set up new
enterprises, not only to compete with existing pri-
vate industry, but also to supplement it. In other
words, it would put private enterprise out of
business. That is the situation we would face
should the ALP ever gain the reins of government
in this State. Clearly, what happened earlier
tonight, when for I1'A hours the Opposition tried
to prevent this motion coming to the floor of this
House-

Mr Bryce: To stop you cheating on your fellow
members.

Mr HERZFELD: --occurred because mem-
bers of the Opposition were totally embarrassed
about their untenable policies relating to forestry
matters and, in particular, to the Shannon River
Basin. They are running scared; they are a sham
Opposition. Clearly, they do not deserve the confi-
dence of the public.

Mr Bryce: The public think the Liberal Party is
on the nose. Your credibility is falling, day by
day.

Mr HERZFELD: I conclude my remarks by
referring to the last part of my motion.

Mr Bryce: Tell us about the tax cheats who run
the Liberal Party. Tell us about the uglies down
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in Hay Street who run the head office. Tell us
where the Liberal Party's credibility has gone.

Mr MacKinnon: Until you have the guts to go
outside and repeat that statement, and to name
names, you should clam up.

Mr HERZFELD: As it is some time since I
moved my motion, I refer to the last part of the
motion to remind the House of its intention. It
states-

. this House:

*..And in particuflar, rejects the proposal
to withdraw the total Shannon River Basin
from wood production without the benefit of
a report from the Environmental Protection
Authority an the grounds that:

(a) There is no proven environmental
benefit to be gained from so doing.

(b) Such a move would adversely affect
the sound management and protec-
tion of the Karri Forest.

(c) Jobs would be placed in jeopardy
causing major social dislocation and
personal stress.

By moving my motion, I have given the Oppo-
sition in this House the opportunity to show
whether it really has any backbone and whether
its members are prepared to stand up for its poli-
cies and to say-particularly the member for
Warren-that those policies are right and proper
for the timber industry in this State.

Mr Mensaros: They will not, because they
stated on television they would adjourn the de-
bate.

Mr Bryce: You fellows have rewritten the
ground rules. You have broken all the conven-
tions.

Mr HERZFELD: The Opposition i s running
scared, unable to answer this challenge.

Mr Bryce: That is what happens when you
break conventions.

Mr Rushton: Yesterday, you tried to take the
business of the House out of the Government's
hands.

Mr Clarko: Don't you ever believe in breaking
conventions?

Mr HERZFELD: The second reason for my
moving the motion was to give members of the
Opposition the opportunity to state whether, in
fact, they were the captives of discredited environ-
mental extremists whose views have been rejected
over and over again by the people of Western
Australia, but who have moved into the Labor
Party and taken over the policies relating to the

development and maintenance of resources in this
State.

I moved the motion also to give the member for
Warren the opportunity to say whether he is pre-
pared to change his mind and stand up for the
interests of the people he represents, and to see
whether he is prepared to defend the livelihood of
many of his constituents.

If the ALP fails to support this motion and to
deal with it tonight-although I suspect it will
Pike out, because most of its members already
have gone home; only four Opposition members
remain in the House-it will be a clear sign to the
people of Western Australia where the Opposition
stands on the question of job maintenance and the
importance of creating additional jobs for the
school leavers and others in our community.

If members of the Opposition fail to support
the motion, they will clearly signify they have no
power to pursue policies for the economic well-
being of Western Australian citizens and they will
be proved to be in total bondage to people whose
one aim is to destroy the jobs which already exist
in Western Australia and to destroy any oppor-
tunity of major resource developments going
ahead and thus creating additional jobs in this
State.

On the basis of what I have said, clearly every
member who has the welfare of the people of this
State at heart will support this motion.

MR EVANS (Warren) [10.25 p.m.]: This mo-
tion gives me the opportunity, firstly, to review
the management policies of the Forests Depart-
ment which, essentially, are to ensure that the
multiplicity of our hardwood forest resources are
protected in perpetuity and, secondly, to examine
the problems which currently confront this very
depressed Western Australian industry both in
the short and long term. This opportunity is ap-
preciated by the Opposition, particularly by me.

Let me refer Firstly to the wording of the mo-
tion moved in this House. Not only is its termin-
ology completely unclear in relation to manage-
ment concepts, but also there appears to be a total
lack of understanding on the part of the member
for Mundaring of what the term "forest manage-
ment" means.

Mr Tonkin: He would not have a clue; he is just
a Government hack.

Mr EVANS: Even the introductory paragraph
of the motion is clouded in uncertainty and
lacking in intention. I invite members to read the
First paragraph for themselves, and to note its lack
of definition. The motion also is restricted in its
view.
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Mr Sibson: Let us talk about the motion.
Mr EVANS: The member for Bunbury should

go back to sleep.
Paragraph 1 of the motion states-

.. this House:
1. Expresses support for the Governmnent's

ongoing Forestry policies designed to
maintain and, where possible, expand
job opportunities through:
(a) maintaining the forest estate on a

safe-cut basis;
In referring to maintaining forests on a safe-cut
basis, presumably the member (or Mundaring is
endeavouring to convey to the House the concept
of a sustained yield, which, of course, involves the
removal of wood from the forest at a rate which
the annual growth increment can sustain in per-
petuity.

The term has a very specific, technical meaning
to the forestry world and the forestry officers
draw from it the understanding and nuances
which come from a deep appreciation of what ac-
tually is a forest. The term needs to be understood
so that the expression "overcutting" also can be
fully appreciated: that is a matter which will be
dealt with in the Forests Department general
working plan.

The conflict which arises due to the honourable:
member's lack of understanding of the term "safe
cut" makes this first part of the motion meaning-
less. Specifically, the conflict arises where the mo-
tion seeks support for forestry policies designed to
maintain and, possibly, expand job opportunities
while maintaining the forest estate on a safe-cut
basis while in paragraph 2. the motion asks that
the House-

2. Endorses the general principles enunci-
ated in the General Working Plan No. 87 of
1982 for State Forest Management.

Apparently, the member for Mundaring 'has not
read the general working plan or, if he has read it,
he has not understood it, otherwise he would not
have placed the two statements in juxtaposition.
The continued implementation of the Govern-
ment's forest policies must result in a decrease in
job opportunities as a result of the management
programme being put into effect. So, let us not
have this fraud of claiming the working plan
would maintain and expand job opportunities.
The member for Mundaring cannot have it both
ways.

Let us have a closer look at this situation be-
cause. among other things, it is the general work-
ing plan which progressively decreases the per-
missible intake of sawlogs into the hardwood mills

of the south-west. That, in turn, will reduce the
number of jobs available in the timber industry.
How can the member for Mundaring talk about
maintaining jobs, on the one hand, and reducing
the level of sawlogs, on the other, unless, in same
way, a job-creating policy can be devised? He
made no mention of that.

I would like to quantify the points I have made
with regard to job opportunities. We are still deal-
ing with the general working plan; and as memn-
bers know, a general working plan is established
for five years as the policy which the Forests De-
partment will adopt in the management of State
forests. What do we find in the current plan and
the one prior to it?

Part of the general working plan strategy is a
reduction in -the permissible intake of sawlogs to
ensure that the over-cut is reduced to a level at
which it may be cut in perpetuity, General work-
ing plan No. 86 was the one that concluded in
1982; and it was operative for the five years prior
to that. It provided for a reduced overall GP
sawlog intake from 1 080 000 m3 in 1975 to
823 000 m3 in 1981-a decrease of 24 per cent
and as a result some 16 sawmills ceased to
operate.

That is the first point.

General working plan No. 87 of 1982 will
reduce general purpose sawlogs, excluding salvage
logs, to 762 000 cubic metres. On page 30 of the
general working plan, the following appears-

During the next five years the reduction in
the allowable cut will result in six small saw-
mills ceasing operations...

Jabs were lost during the currency of general
working plan No. 86; and they will be lost during
the 198 1-1986 period under general working plan
No. 87. It is folly for the mover of the motion to
say that Forests Department policies are designed
to maintain and expand job opportunities;. that
would make utter nonsense of the first paragraph
of his motion.

It is true that we will see an increase in jobs in
the softwood industry as the hardwood industry
declines, but it certainly will not offset the job
tosses as the softwood industry is far less labour
intensive. Furthermore, the jobs will be in differ-
ent localities, with consequential dislocation to the
industry.

I would like to take this point a little further
and indicate the effects of reduced cutting levels.
This can be best appreciated by looking at the
proposed levels of cutting in the karri forest as
outlined in the document to which the mover of
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the motion referred, but which he obviously did
not understand. I refer to the report entitled
"Conservation of the Karri Forest" by two of the
best research officers in the department,
Bradshaw and Lush. They indicate the scaling
down of the general purpose karri logs of this
order-

* 1977-280 000 m'*l1982-190 000 mn3

*1988-132 000 mhS*20l6-1lO7 000 m3

*2024-100000n9 until 2068 when
300 000 m3 will be available at a 100 year ro-
tation.

As an alternative, the trees could be left for 300
years. That would not be our decision; someone
else will have to make it in the year 2068. The
point is that the opportunity will be there for
future generations to take up the option.

At the same time, the level of 50 000 cubic
metres will be maintained in mature sawlogs; and
the balance will come from the other three classi-
fications of timber to be grown.

In dealing with percentages, between 1977 and
198 2 the reduction was from 280 000 to 190 000
cubic metres, a reduction of 33 per cent. Between
1982 and 1988, the reduction will be from
190 000 to 132 000 cubic metres or 31 per cent.
That means that in the period 1977-1988, the
reduction will be from 280 000 to 130 000 cubic
metres per annum, Or 53 prer cent. So, there will
be a decrease craover 50 per cent of sawlogs in the
karri forest in this decade. The impact of that will
not be insignificant.

Dealing with the Manjimup region only, die
number of people employed directly in timber
production in 1981 was 1 471; in 1988, it will be
1 148, a decrease of 323. We should bear in mind
that in the previous five years, during which time
I7 mills were closed, several hundred people lost
jobs. The effect on the region through the loss of
jobs as the result of a decrease in the over-cut i n
the Manjimup region will be a loss in wages. In
1981 a total of $18.9 million in wages was paid in
the timber industry. In 1988, that amount will Call
to $14.7 million, a decrease of $4.2 million. It fol-
lows that in the wood products industry, the
amount will likewise diminish from $57.8 million
to $45.1 million in the same period, a drop of
$12.7 milIlion.

The mover of the motion went to great lengths
to show the flow-on effect of jobs lost in direct
timber production. He enunciated this point at
great length. of course, this reduction and its ef-
fect will be felt by the commercial businesses and
in the social life of the entire region; and is will
flow beyond the borders of the region, with the
multiplier effects to which reference was made.

Nowhere in the motion is there any recognition
of the loss of hundreds of jobs in the past five
years, or the expected loss of jobs in the next five
years. Nowhere in the motion is there any sugges-
tion of how the redundancies can and should be
offset.

Mrs Craig: Are you saying you believe that
over-cutting should continue?

Mr EVANS: I am saying it should not; and I
will go on, if the Minister will allow me, to es-
pouse the principles and the concepts of the gen-
eral working plan that the Forests Department
has brought down, and which her Government has
adopted. Let us get it clear, there has to be a
reduction of this kind. However, it must be on a
more properly organised basis, and the Minister's
Government did not do a thing about it in the last
five years. It is not doing anything now about the
downturn. in the timber industry; nor is it likely to
do anything in the next five years. Let us be clear
about that.

If the present policy is followed, no job in the
industry is safe. In previous years, the companies
have done very well in accommodating
redundancy, largely by natural wastage. However,
the companies can be expected to do only a
certain amount. They are not in the position to
assist people who have left their jobs.

I must pay tribute to the companies in the tim-
ber industry. They have coped well; but they have
done it without any support from the Govern-
ment, and without any recognition of what is hap-
pening. That is the tragedy.

Mr Tonkin:- Hear, hear!
Mr EVANS; The mover of the motion pontifi-

cated about his concern for the loss of jobs in the
industry. He has no concern for the loss of jobs in
the timber industry.

Mr Tonkin: Dead right!
Opposition members interjected.
Mr EVANS: His motives do not involve con-

cern for the people in the industry.
As the mover of the motion made great play of

the Australian Labor Party's policy, perhaps I
should refer to what it says, especially the parts to
which he very carefully omitted to refer. I will
quote those parts of the ALP policy that are rel-
evant to forest management and the timber indus-
try, to demonstrate how advanced is the ALP in
this field.

In relation to over-cutting-bis will answer the
Minister-I quote directly from page 35-

Labor is committed to the orderly
cessation of the practice of overcutting in the
State's native forests-
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Mrs Craig: That is exactly what we are doing.
Mr EVANS: That is why I am supporting it.

The policy continues-
-to minimise the inevitable disruption to

the industry and so that industry can be
maintained in perpetuity.

This is basic to what is contained in the general
working plan.

Mr Tonkin: Hear, hear! It is congruent with the
working plan.

Mr EVANS: When the redundancy became ap-
parent, there was no effort on the part of those
opposite to do anything about it.

Mr Herzfeld: What about the area of forests
you want to take out? That is not in the plan.

Mr EVANS: I did the mover of the motion the
courtesy of hearing him in silence. He knows so
little about forest management that it would not
hurt him to listen while I give him the facts.

Mr Pearce: He should know something about
trees. His head is made of the same material.

Mr EVANS: Item 88 is as follows-

.. restrict cutting in State Forests to a sus-
tained yield level and rationalise the uses to
which our useful and beautiful hardwoods
are put.

And further-
A Labor Government will ensure that the

level of extraction for sawmilling is reduced.
The aim of this will be to eliminate
overcutting to ensure a minimum cutting ro-
tation of 100 years, and to provide adequate
forest reservations.

Mr Herzfeld: That is what is already hap-
pening.

Mrs Craig: Exactly. He has just slated both
working plans.

Mr EVANS: Rot! I will quote also-
The SPEAKER: Qrder! I ask that the general

level of noise in the Chamber be reduced. I
suggest also to the Minister for Local Govern-
inent that if she wants to interject on the member,
particularly if he is in the mood to respond to the
interjections, she should make her interjections at
such a level that I at least can hear them, or at
least the Hansard reporter can hear them. I am
sure it is making the Hansard reporter's job fairly
difficult if the member for Warren is responding
to interjections that the Hansard reporter cannot
hear.

Mr EVANS: On the basis of the general work-
ing plan contained in the report "Conservation of
the Karri Forest" to which I have referred

already, that is compatible with the State
platform of the Australian Labor Party. In many
areas, it is consistent. Page 37 deals with employ-
ment in the forest area as follows-

Labor re-affirms its commitment to the
welfare of the people of the South West. It
believes that this forestry policy represents
the best interests of the employees of forest
based industries.

It goes on to say-
Recognizing that overcutting must stop in

the foreseeable future ...- a Labor Govern-
ment will:

phase out overcutting in order to ensure
that there will not be catastrophic
reduction in the sawmilling industry.
thereby averting large-scale dislocation.

The only other point of policy to which I should
refer is on page l05 and it reads-

.. .examine the short and long term employ-
ment potential of the forest based industries.
Proper planning will seek to minimise dislo-
cation of local communities and eliminate in-
dividual hardship...

That is one aspect with which the member for
Mundlaring did not deal in any way at all, and I
will touch on a few more.

The general principles of working plan No. 87
need to be understood and perhaps read, particu-
larly by the member for Mundaring. As I have
said, the principles of the working plan provide
for an ongoing reduction of cutting. The plan
provides also for the concept of multiple use of
forests and the exclusion from wood production of
reserves, national parks, and management priority
areas, which will enable the objectives of multiple
use management to be achieved. Again, not a
whisper or indication of that in the motion moved
by the member for Mundaring.

On the matter of reserves, under general work-
ing plan No. 87 over half of existing mature vir-
gin karri forest is included in some form of re-
serve. These include roads, stream and forest re-
serves, national parks, and management priority
areas. We did not hear about them although they
may have been implicit in the section dealing with
the general working plan.

Paragraph 35 of the ALP platform reveals a
commitment to multiple use of forests and the
need to reserve areas to achieve these objectives,
something that is not even remotely touched on by
the member who moved this motion. That makes
his motion incompatible with the concept of mul-
tiple use management.
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The multiple use concept of forest management
began to crystalise as an actual policy about 1972;
probably more than anything else it was a result
of the compilation of the environmental impact
statement presented to the Federal Government
as a prerequisite to obtaining a wood chip licence
in WA. It directed a great deal of serious thinking
to the total land use concept that has been
referred to at State conferences of the ALP. In all
events the multiple use concept has been recog-
nised as the most appropriate and proper method
of management of the forests in Western Aus-
tralia.

The past two general working plans brought
down by the Forests Department and presented
for acceptance by both Houses of Parliament have
seen the multiple use management plans adopted.
Their concepts were very well explained in the
publication Forest Focus No. I8, which is some-
thing again that particularly some members
should make a point of reading.

The State platform of the Australian Labor
Party recognises the total values of forests, and I
quote as fol lows-

..it is essential that integrated forest man-
agement which recognises all forest values is
practiced.

To this end provision for social, rec-
reational, aesthetic, scientific, conservational,
as well as wood production values are each
speci fled by policy.

It is fitting therefore that the second paragraph of
the motion would be acceptable as it is compatible
with ALP policy.

As for reserves, although the motion does not
make direct reference to them I can assume only
that the conditions applying in the general work-
ing plan referring to multiplicity of use of the for-
ests indicates that the mover of the motion does
accept the principle of forest reserves. I think that
is correct, because without reserves the aims and
objectives of the multiple use of forests are just
not obtainable.

The member for Mundaring seemed to be ob-
sessed with the aspect of wood production. He re-
iterated that time and time again. In fact, he
referred not just to wood production,' but also to
production in any other area in which he
traversed.

Any acceptable forest management programme
must have reserves. Any policy dealing with long-
term management of State forests must cater for
several uses, and to do that reservations of
different types are required.

The final part of the motion refers to the
Shannon Basin, which is seen by some as being an
opportunity to preserve a river basin in its en-
tirety, complete with an inlet at the mouth. It
does not necessarily have to be managed as a wil-
derness area, but it would have to be managed as
a national park per se.

The First job I had as a lad 40 years ago was
with a working gang in the Forests Department.
Part of the job over the four or five months was
control burning in the Shannon Basin along the
Shannon River itself. It was a very different
Shannon Basin in those days, but the reflections
of it are still very clear for me.

I can put the Shannon Basin in its proper per-
spective by saying that, between 1950 and 1970, a
major mill operated in the basin and subsequent
to that it provided saw logs for several mills that
still operate in the region. The area of the
Shannon Basin extends over some 59 900 hectares
of which 22 300 hectares are karri, 20 900 are jar-
rah-marri mixed, and 16 700 hectares are flats. it
will be seen that 34 per cent of the Shannon Basin
is karri and nine per cent of the total is virgin
karri forest. Some 60 per cent of the existing karri
forest will be included in the D'entreeasteaux
National Park. The area reserved under the For-
ests Department management plan will be in the
order of 40 per cent; that is what we are talking
about when we discuss the Shannon Basin.

In 1974 the conservation through reserves com-
mittee of the Environmental Protection Authority
recommended that the bulk of the Shannon Basin
should be placed in reserve. With regard to all the
factors considered and the alternative areas
available-I must admit I prefer the alterna-
tives-the management priority areas which have
been set aside have one serious deficiency. I am
presuming now that every member of this House
would agree with the need for some reserve of for-
est. At present about 53.6 per cent of the total
mature virgin karri is in some form of reservation.
That is quite reasonable and I cannot think of any
member who would raise objection to the require-
ment of reserves for all those additional purposes
necessary to ensure the multiple use of our forests.

The management priority areas to which I refer
extend in a contiguous strip from the north end of
the Shannon Basin through to North Walpole.
They are termed in Forest Focus No. 18 of 1977
as being the southern recreation and conservation
management priority area. The tenure of these
management priority areas needs to be given some
consideration, because one of their major
deficiencies is their level of tenure. At present
they are components of State forests and a line
drawn on a map with a name designated upon it.
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This gives them a high degree of security only for
the period of the working plan, which is five
years. State forests can be changed or excised
with the approval of Parliament to a working
plan, but at the end of a five-year life the uses or
areas of State forests arc reserved, so it is a long-
term security of these areas of reserves that is ab-
solutely necessary to make them acceptable in the
eyes of the community at large.

I was tempted to move an amendment in order
that forest reserves might be given permanent
national park status, but I feel a more appropri ate
step could be taken. The deficiency in the lack of
status of these reserved areas is something to
which no reference has been made in the motion
and about which something should have been
done. No-one opposite recognises the fact that
although the full range of uses of forests must be
maintained, a balance must be struck. To ease the
mind of the member For Mundaring, I point out
to him that at the last ALP State conference ,about which he made so much Fuss, the following
motion was carried unanimously-

Not withstanding Labors commitment to
the creation of National Parks within the
Forest Estate a Labor Government will
guarantee the resource base of the woodchip
and timber industries at the levels projected
in the Forests Department Working Plan No.
87 of 1982. Thus guaranteeing no resultant
loss of jobs in the timber industry.

This goal is achievable under the management ob-
jectives of the working plan and, furthermore, the
motion accepted unanimously goes on to say-

Accordingly, a State ALP. Government
will be committed to intensive treatment of
an area of the degraded hardwood forest of
at least 2000 ha/year to restore its timber
production potential. This would include a
forest station of alienated farmlands pur-
chased or leased back by agreement with
landholders. -

This is one method by wvhich jobs can be created.
Initially it will be with the nursery and forestry
work and later it will be through the wood pro-
duction and the full management of all that en-
tails.

Hopefully next year a Federal Labor Govern-
ment will view this project sympathetically and if
it was doubled to 4000 hectares a year, in 10
years that would provide in the order of 55 000
cubic metres a year. When it is borne in mind
that the average sized mill uses about 35000
cubic metres a year. it is realised it represents a
substantial contribution to the hardwood econ-
omy.

The position of the timber industry now should
not be disregarded and I would be remiss if I al-
lowed to pass an opportunity to make reference to
the present conditions. During 1982 major firms
involved in wood production have experienced in-
creasing difficulties in the sale of timber and
wood chips overseas. Export and local markets
have dwindled and decreased. WA Chip and Pulp,
the only wood chip operator, has been forced to
reduce its exports. Japan is the main export mar-
ket. The downturn in the paper products industry
has led to a reduction in wood chips and this in
turn has reduced the number of ships calling at
Bunbury. the number of trains carrying wood
chips to the port from Manjimup, and the level of
activity on the chip markets and also at bush
works. The timber mills are going through prob-
ably the most stringent period since the great De-
pression and a number of mills already have been
closed because of the fall in timber to which I
have alluded. These include such mills as
Quinninup, Jarrahwood, the Nannup sleeper mill,
and Boyup Brook. The last two are comparatively
small.

I already have mentioned that in the past the
companies have coped quite well and they are
continuing to do so during this period. They have
adopted a policy of putting married women off
first and other employees then are transferred.
The taking of leave has been enforced, but a
significant number of retrenchments have taken
place. At the Greenbushes mill the men have
opted to take a four-day week rather than reduce
the total work force by 20 per cent and that de-
cision reflects credit on the men working at
G reenbushes.

I have kept in close contact with the mills, but
it is clear they will all have trouble in coping with
their own timber supplies. Orders come in on a
week-to-week basis and result in the timber stocks
steadily increasing. I expressed concern for the
immediate future of these mills, but I have every
confidence in their long-term future. I acknowl-
edge the measures this Government has an-
nounced in relation to the permissible shortfall
and in increasing funds to the SHC with relief
and interest-free payments.

Mr Blaikie: The railway contractor.
Mr EVANS: Yes, the resleepering of the line to

Koolyanobbing. These measures alone will not be
sufficient and it is hoped that some stimulation of
the private sector will be possible. Government
programmes for the advancement of public works,
the assistance of private building finance, and,
above all, the pressure to be applied to this
Government's Federal colleagues in Canberra, are
worthwhile because it is from that area that suf-
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ficient quantities of finance can be expected, in
respect of local governments being forced to cut
back works' programmes. Federal funds should be
increased and injected into the building and con-
struction industries. The Federal Government is
simply an extension of this Government and it is
from whence the relief will flow.

The record of the Liberal-Country Party co-
alition Government of five years ago in providing
job opportunities for employees who were made
redundant by the implementation of working plan
No. 86 of 1977 when 16 mills closed and sonmc
hundreds of men lost jobs has been disastrous
when we look at the flow-on effects which are
involved.

Yet, the member who moved the motion went
on with the great display of concern, and croco-
dile tears splashed from almost this distance.

Mr P. V. Jones: That sounds good.
Mr EVANS: The member's motion is almost

incomprehensible because it states-
Rejects any proposals designed to shrink em-
ployment opportunities in the forest industry
that cannot be justified in terms of soundly
based management and environmental con-
cepts.

If we look at somec of the areas that are being
planted with softwoods-l suppose the largest and
most germane of these would be the Donnybrook
sunkland-we find the situation is that some
thousands of acres of indigenous forest have been
cleared on which pines are being planted, and
therefore this action must be on the basis of some
reasoning other than that given by the member
who moved it. There is an obvious conflict when
he says there should be justification in soundly-
based management and environmental concepts,
because to bulldoze large areas and plant them
with exotic trees cannot be taken as proper
management of indigenous forests and
environmental protection. There must be another
reason for that sort of activity being allowed, so
that makes nonsense of paragraph No. 3. There
must be other reasons for this and they must
include economics and the additional supply of
softwood. The member who moved the motion
canpot have it both ways.

I am not disputing his reasons for growing pines
as they could be right, but it makes the motion
look rather silly.

I was taking notes while the member for
Mundaring was speaking and he seemed to get
away from the need for a balance in forest man-
agement. He made no mention of reserves and the
vital need to provide for the implementation of
the multiple uses to which our hardwood forests

should be put. He also was intolerant of anything
that had nothing to do with protection. Surely
he cannot be proud of the way that the jarrah for-
ests in this State have been treated. He cannot be
proud of what the group settlement scheme did to
the forests of the south-west. He seems to have re-
iterated this ad nauseum.

Mr Sibson: You know the effect it had on the
forest as a whole.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Go back to sleep.

Mr EVANS: That was the tenor of his attitude.
In some parts this motion is utter nonsense.

Mr Sibson: Only in your mind. You should
have had it at that conference that day.

Mr EVANS: I want to foreshadow a motion of
my own which is more worthy of being adopted
by this Legislative Assembly.

Mr Parker: Hear, hear!

Mr EVANS: If the House is serious about
proper forest management and all it implies it
must accept this amendment. I seek to move an
amendment as follows-

Delete all words after "That" in line I
with a view to substituting the following
passage-

in re-affirming its commitment to the
planned development of Western Aus-
tralia's timber resources in a manner
which will not only create the maximum
direct and indirect employment
opportunities possible, but will ensure
perpetuity, this House-

Members will notice that it replaces the original
motion's opening paragraph which I described as
obscure, unclear, and lacking purpose. It is com-
pletely unacceptable. My amendment continues-

IAsserts that Western Australia's native
forests are a unique and valuable asset.
They can and should constitute the re-
source base for the provision of a multi-
plicity of products and uses for the
Western Australian community and visi-
tors on a perpetual basis. Among these
are water catchment, timber and other
wood based industries, recreation, tour-
ism, scientific and educational purposes,
public utility and honey production. The
overall predominance of any of these
uses, to the detriment of others, is incon-
sistent with the interests of the public.
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2. Endorses the general principles enunci-
ated in the general working plan No. 87
of 1982 for State forest management,
and recognises the need to designate
areas of Forest as Reserves and
National Parks to achieve the objects of
multiple use management.

Mr Sibson: Signed 'Bartholomaeus"!

Mr EVANS: Are you opposed to reserves, you
little man! Is the member opposed or is he not?

Mr Sibson: Of course I am not opposed 10 it.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Go to sleep.

Mr EVANS: My proposed amendment con-
tin ues-

3. Guarantees that notwithstanding the
creation of reserves and national parks
within the forest estate the resource base
of the woodchip and timber industries at
the levels projected in the Forests De-
partment's working plan No. 87 of 1982
will be maintained, thus guaranteeing no
resultant loss of jobs in the timber indus-
try.

4. Expresses concern at the depressed state
of the timber industry in Western Aus-
tralia and calls upon the Government to
immediately initiate measures; designed
to stimulate home building programmes
to capitalise on the huge multiplier ef-
fect. on the timber and associated indus-
tries, both in the short and long term.

M r Tonkin: Under this Government.

Mr EVANS: My proposed amendment con-
tin ues-

5. Calls upon the Government, in addition
to the planting of exotic pine species to
compliment the timber reserves of West-
ern Australia, to accept a commitment
to intensively treat an area of dc-graded
hardwood forest of at least 2 000
ha/year to restore its timber production
potential.

6. Urges that the Government develops
alternative job opportunities to absorb
those workers in the timber industry
who will be made redundant as a conse-
quence of the decrease in the permissible
intake of sawlogs to timber mills under
Forests Department working plan No.
87 takes effect.

7. Requests the WA Government to ascer-
tain from the Federal Government pre-
cisely how the fast track provisions of
the closer economic relations agreement
with New Zealand will prevent the
dumping of New Zealand timber in
Australia.

That is certainly an important aspect because
the economic agreement of the CER with
New Zealand could endanger some of the pri-
mary industries in this country. Under the agree-
ment there is a track-dumping provision which
precludes the dumping of any goods.

While the best intention may be displayed by
both Governments, it is certainly not clear that
the margins in various fields-for example, the
timber industry, the vegetable industry, and the
meat industry-will harken to the guidelines that
may be spelt out. Already timber is being dumped
on the east coast. Quality pine is being landed at
Sydney at less than $200 per cubic metre timber
of a comparable grade from Western Australia
would be more than double that. What is
occurring in the face of competition from New
Zealand is that producers at Mt. Gambier in
South Australia have been forced to seek sales in
Western Australia, again at dump price. This is
the situation that is occurring in regard to the
timber industry. It has exacerbated already the
shortage of markets.

It is important that something is done along the
lines that I intend to move. Each of the seven con-
ditions in my amendment are consistent with the
working plan adopted by this Parliament. My
amendment is more sensible than the nonsensical
motion moved by the member for Mundaring. His
motion was not intelligent and any forest scientist
would have the greatest difficulty in understand-
ing what he was driving at.

Amendment to Motion

Mr EVANS: I move an amendment-

Delete all words after -That" in line I
with a view to substituting the following
passage-

in re-affirming its commitment to the
planned development of Western Aus-
tralia's timber resources in a manner
which will not only create the maximum
direct and indirect employment
opportunities possible, but will ensure
perpetuity, this House-
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1. Asserts that Western Australia's
native forests are a unique and
valuable asset. They can and should
constitute the resource base for the
provision of a multiplicity of prod-
ucts and uses for the Western Aus-
tralian community and visitors on a
perpetual basis. Among these are
water catchment, timber and other
wood based industries, recreation,
tourism, scientific and educational
purposes, public utility and honey
production. The overall predomi-
nance of any of these uses, to the
detriment of others, is inconsistent
with the interests of the public.

2. Endorses the general principles
enunciated in the general working
plan No. 87 of 1982 for State forest
management, and recogni.ses the
need to designate areas of forest as
reserves and national parks to
achieve the objects of multiple use
management.

3. Guarantees that notwithstanding
the creation of reserves and
national parks within the forest es-
tate the resource base of the
woodchip and timber industries at
the levels projected in the Forests
Department's working plan No. 87
of 1982 will be maintained, thus
guaranteeing no resultant loss of
jobs in the timber industry.

4. Expresses concern at the depressed
state of the timber industry in
Western Australia and calls upon
the Government to immediately in-
itiate measures designed to stimu-
late home building programmes to
capitalist: on the huge multiplier ef-
fect on the timber and associated
industries, both in the short and
long term.

5. Calls upon the Government, in ad-
dition to the planting of exotic pine
species to compliment the timber
reserves of Western Australia, to
accept a commitment to intensively
treat an area of dc-graded hard-
wood forest of at least 2000 hec-
tares per year to restore its timber
production potential.

6. Urges that the Government de-
velops alternative job opportunities
to absorb those workers in the tim-
ber industry who will be made
redundant as a consequence of the
decrease in the permissible intake
of sawlogs to timber mills under
Forests Department working plan
No. 87 takes effect.

7. Requests the WA Government to
ascertain from the Federal Govern-
ment precisely how the fast track
provisions of the closer economic
relations agreement with New
Zealand will prevent the dumping
of New Zealand timber in Aus-
tralia.

I conclude on the note that the disregard of this
Government for people in the timber industry is
nothing short of lamentable and one can assume
only that this disregard will be forthcoming in the
future. This matter will be looked at carefully by
members of the Labor Party when in Government
next year.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Tonkin.

FISHERIES: TWO ROCKS MARINA

Agreement: Motion

MR CRANE (Moore) [11.21 p.m.]: I move-

That in the opinion of this House, and
having regard to the requirements of the Two
Rocks Yacht Harbour Agreement, immedi-
ate consideration be given by the Govern-
ment:-

(1) to requiring Yanchep Sun City Pty.
Ltd. to dredge and maintain the
natural mooring basin:

(2) to the obligations of Yanchep Sun
City Pty. Ltd. to provide adequate
mooring and re-fuelling facilities;

(3) to the establishment of equitable
mooring pen fees and these to be
determined without delay:

(4) to initiating early discussions be-
tween the parties involved, with a
view to establishing an acceptable
long term agreement for use of the
Two Rocks Yacht Harbour by the
fishing industry, and

(5) to the provision of an arbitrator to
make the Final decision in the event
of disputation between the Pro-
fessional Fishermen's Association
and Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd.
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I appreciate the hour is late, but you, Mr Acting
Speaker (Mr Tubby), would know that I have
waited for many weeks to put this motion which is
very important. It pertains to a problem in my
electorate and it is very disappointing to me that
matters of such import should take so long to be
brought to this House for discussion.

I am representing the professional fishermen's
association at Yanchep-Two Rocks which, over a
period of two years, has been in constant dispu-
tation with Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd., with re-
gard to various matters. The original problem
evolved from the excessive price being charged to
fishermen for fuel at the Two Rocks marina. This
was because there was no competition at the ma-
rina and therefore an excessive price was being
charged for fuel in comparison with charges in
other Fishing areas. I refer to the area between
Fremantle and Jurien Bay as a reasonable area by
way of comparison.

After considerable discussions and the
exchange of correspondence with Yanchep Sun
City Pcy. Ltd., the professional fishermen's associ-
ation asked me to intervene on its behalf. It was
agreed that the president of the professional
fishermen's association and a representative from
Yanchep Sun City Ply. Ltd., Martin Maloney,
and I would hold discussions in an attemp t to
overcome the problem.

At the time of the increase in fuel prices, an in-
crease was made in the pen fees at the marina
which also caused considerable concern and there
were other minor matters which we discussed.
Eventually agreement was reached on fuel pricing
and we arrived at a formula whereby the Two
Rocks marina would charge a price for fuel which
was equivalent to the price being charged at the
marina in Fremantle. It included a freight
component of approximately 2c a litre. This was
finally agreed to by the company although the
fishermen claimed that the company had netted in
excess of 550 000 from overcharging previously.
However, the agreement was reached and there
were no further problems in that regard until re-
cently. As a result of the increase in lax on diesel
fuel which was recently introduced when the Fed-
eral Government took away the rebate which was
being allowed, it was necessary for users of fuel to
pay this rebate and then be recouped. The tax was
increased by 6.1 55c per litre.

For a while there appeared to be another prob-
lem. Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd., immediately
put up the price of fuel by l0c-from 39.lc to
49.1c. Fortunately this matter was pointed out to
me and I made the necessary inquiries to correct
this overcharging. Only yesterday Mr John Blake,
the company secretary, travelled to Two Rocks to

sort out this problem. It appears that someone
had taken over the marina management for a
period and had decided to increase the price of
fuel. However, Mr Blake drew attention to the
matter and the problem has now been resolved.

Even though we have solved the problem of
fuel, the matter of pen fees was not remedied and
in the course of two years the price increased 50
per cent. This caused a great deal of alarm to the
fishermen and their association and as a result
further discussions took place. The services of
Stone James & Co. were employed and it was
found that in the Two Rocks yacht harbour agree-
ment there is a clause that would suggest that if
agreement could not be reached on such matters,
protection to it had deliberately been written in
for the fishermen by the Government. The agree-
ment was drawn up on 26 February 1974.

I believe it is pertinent to read that particular
clause of the agreement because the first part of
my motion reads-

To requiring Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd.
to dredge and maintain the natural mooring
basin.

Clause 5 is the clause which was referred to the
professional fishermen's association and to
Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd. Subclause (2) reads
as follows-

If at any time or from time to time after
commencement of the development and con-
struction of the Yacht Harbour erosion or sil-
tation takes place in the natural mooring
basin either directly or indirectly as a result

of such development or construction or the
operation of the Yacht Harbour so that the
natural mooring basin or any part thereoF is
rendered in any way unsare unsuitable or
inadequate for the purposes for which it is
now used by professional fishermen the De-
velopers shall subject to the provisions of
subelause (3) of this clause upon the written
request of the Minister and at the cost of the
Developers re-establish and maintain the
natural mooring basin or part thereof as the
case may be by restoration works dredging
and all other proper means to the original
depths and water areas or to such lesser
depths and water areas as the State may in
its absolute discretion approve and otherwise
to the satisfaction of the Minister.

This is the pertinent clause, and the one whereby
the fishermen were led to believe that, through
the Government or the Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife, pressure could be brought upon the
company to do the necessary dredging work in
view of the fact that they were not prepared to

3807



3808 [ASSEMBLY]

negotiate on the price of pen fees and establish
that there would be no savage increment in the
future-there would be security of tenure for the
fishermen.

It was shown subsequently that the matter was
not one for the Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife
to handle, but rather it lay within the province of
the Minister for Resources Development, and for
this reason much of what has happened since has
happened in the full knowledge of the Minister
for Resources Development. He is here tonight,
and I am sure he will reply to my motion, stating
the Government's case, and, I hope, telling us of
action that will be taken within the next 24 hours.

Following the request to the Minister to ask the
company to do the necessary dredging, problems
arose. It was pointed out by the company, which
employed H-alpern Glick Pty. Ltd. to make a sur-
vey of the area, that it had been established no sil-
tation had taken place. Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Tubby) you will recall that I asked maiiy'
questions on this matter in. the House, and I
referred to what was commonly termed the
natural mooring basin. This basin was referred to
in the agreement, and the accompanying map
tabled in the Parliament had the mooring basin
marked, I think, in purple or brown.

It took us many months to establish that the
natural mooring basin was indeed marked in the
wrong place on the map. Aerial photographs of
the area were taken in November 1977 and they
were tabled in this place. These photographs en-
abled us to convince the Public Works Depart-
ment and any other departments concerned that
the mooring basin was indeed marked in the
wrong place on the map.

It was then quite obvious that the claim the
company was making that there was no siltation
in the area was almost true. Members will recall
that I raised this point many times in the Parlia-
ment when speaking on this matter. I referred to
the fact that there was no reason that the fishing
boats could not be moored westward of Yanchep,
as far as the island of Mauritius. Stupid as it may
sound, that was precisely the argument. There
would be plenty of depth of water the further west
one went. However, an important fact was being
overlooked; that is, that people seek to moor their
fishing boats where they have some protection
from the seas, and the protection in this area was
afforded by one of the rocks from which Two
Rocks received its name, and also from the outer
lying reef.

As a result of this further disputation, a plan
was drawn up by, I believe, the same company,
but this time supported by the Public Works De-

partment. The plan showed that there was suf-
ficient room for 26 vessels to moor in the area.
Again we had trouble establishing that, very con-
veniently, the people who drew up the further
plan, had failed to include the reef area. The only
way to prove our point was by physically setting
up dummy moorings in the area marked on the
map. This showed that the moorings which were
supposed to be acceptable were in shallow
water-indeed, some of them were on the beach.

Mr Mews, in laying the dummy moorings,
stepped out of the dinghy on to the reef-and this
is in a position that the PWD claimed was suit-
able for the mooring of fishing boats.

The attitude of those supposed to be responsible
was so stupid that they did not even bother to
check such matters themselves. Apparently they
just pulled a map out of the drawer and, while sit-
ting at an office desk, drew circles on the map. As
a result of this, and because there was further dis-
putation, I arranged a meeting at Two Rocks be-
tween the Minister for Resources Development,
Mr Mews, the President of the Two Rocks Pro-
fessional Fishermans Association, and Mr Ishi
Umahara from Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd.

We all inspected the area. The fishermen
further requested a fuelling berth so that
fishermen could fuel their vessels from their own
vehicles if there was a possibility of a shortage of
diesel fuel. This request was agreed to by the
company also, but in this particular berthing pos-
ition a steel post was in the way. The Minister
will remember that when he visited the area the
steel post was still there. So although the
company said it was all right for the fishermen to
fuel their boats provided they used private ve-
hicles and not company vehicles or tankers to do
so, and provided they provided adequate fire
fighting equipment, nothing was ever done about
tins berth.

The Minister will recall that we left that area
and, map in hand, went to the area where the
mooring basin was supposed to be. We also in-
spected photographs of the area when the tide was
low-the area leading from Marcon Street. This
is where the jetty which was provided for the
fishermen and which has since been removed used
to be.

The Minister quickly appreciated the fact that
all was not as it was supposed to be. He referred
to the map he had in his hand as a "piece of
crap". No doubt the Minister will recall that visit
and the very words he used.

From that time on we have had every co-oper-
ation from the Minister. He wrote to the Manag-
ing Director of Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd. and
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explained to him the problems we had been ex-
periencing. He said correspondence was not being
answered, and that the mooring area was not a
reflection of what the company had agreed to pro-
vide. I have copies of the correspondence, but as
the hour is late I will not delay the House any
longer than is really necessary.

The Minister received a reply from Mr Hirose
saying that every co-operation would be offered;
the correspondence had been received; and the
matter would be quickly resolved. However,
nothing happened again for a considerable period
and so the fishermen's association asked me to
raise it in Parliament. As members will recall, I
did this on 30 March, and my comments appear
in Hansard.

Because I had been endeavouring to co-operate
with the company and the fishermen, I wrote to
the new Managing Director of Yanchep Sun City
Pty. Ltd. (Mr Hata). To really explain my pos-
ition I would like to read a copy of the letter
which I wrote to Mr Hata on 25 March, five days
before I raised the matter in the House. It reads
as fol lows-

Dear Mr. Hata,
It is with extreme concern and deep regret
that I have to inform you that today in ac-
cordance with my telephone conversation
yesterday with Mr. H. Okamura of your
Company, I will be outlining the problems of
the disputation between your Company and
the professional fishermen of Two Rocks
which has remained unresolved after almost
two years of what appears to be unwarranted
procrastination.
In the interest of peace and harmony I have
tried to no avail to help resolve the problems
which in the first instance were brought
about by an excessive fuel charge to
fishermen at your marina.
This was satisfactorily resolved although
many people claim only after your Company
had netted in excess of $50 000 from
overcharging, and never paid it back.
The matter of the increase of 50 per cent i n
pen fees over two years has not been resolved
and now we Aind in a letter to me from the
Company Secretary, Mr. J. Blake, dated
26th February 1982, that one of your reasons
for the pricing structure of your fees, namely,
up to three months free standing on the hard,
may be altered.
The matter of a separate fueling berth for
commercial fishermen's private vehicles
although again agreed to in the presence of
the Minister for Resources Development, the

(1201

Hon. P. V. Jones. Mr. 1. Umahara and my-
self on site on 30th December 1981 and con-
firmed in writing by your Company, is still
no further advanced.
The steel post which bars the access was still
in place last Saturday. 20th March because I
inspected it.
The main point of contention with the com-
mercial fishermen is that they have no secur-
ity of tenure or guarantee that they will not
be priced out of the use of the marina.
They have asked for an arbitration in the
event of a dispute and although when ex-
plained to Mr. Hirose by myself over lunch
one day and I believe agreed to, this has been
refused.
I have tried so hard, for so long, and now I
feel my efforts have been treated with con-
tempt.
This leaves me with no course of action but
to put the matter before the Government so
as to ascertain if the original Two Rocks
Yacht Harbour Agreement is indeed valid,
which I very much doubt, it having been
drawn up on what appears to be incorrect
charting.
I am very sad that sensible agreement which
would have cost all parties very little could
not have been reached, and very disappointed
that my genuine efforts have failed and have
been wasted.
Yours sincerely

As I mentioned, five days later I raised the matter
in Parliament, but still there was no action. Then,
because there had been several red herrings, one
of which was a claim that the matter was party-
political and that it had become contentious be-
cause the president of the fishermen's association
(Mr Mews) did not like Japanese-I have always
refuted and I still refute that claim; the matter is
of genuine concern to all the fishermen-the
fishermen from the Two Rocks area prepared a
petition which I presented to the House on
Wednesday, 28 April. I would like to refresh
members' memories about this petition which
reads as follows-

To The Honourable The Speaker and
members of the Legislative Assembly in
Parliament Assembled.

We, the undersigned residents in the
State of Western Australia do herewith
pray that Her Majesty's Government of
Western Australia will vary the Two
Rocks Yacht Harbour Agreement to
provide an appointed Minister to arbi-
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trate where necessary in any dispute be-
tween the Yacht Harbour Management
and the Two Rocks Professional
Fishermens Association.

Your petitiloners, being Professional
Fishermen operating from the Two
Rocks Yacht Harbour therefore humbly
pray that your H-onourable House will
give this matter earnest consideration
and your petitioners as in duty bound
will ever pray.

This petition bears 51 signatures and I
certify that it conforms with the Standing
Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

All the fishermen at Two Rocks, except for six
who were not able to be contacted, signed this
petition.

The point I make here is that there can be no
doubt this represents the genuine feelings of all
the fishermen. It was not, as has been suggested,
the result of the cantankerousness of the president
of the association who was supposed to have been
opposed to the Japanese. It was suggested also
that the secretary was making problems up there
for political reasons, but that was not so. I can
vouch for this personally, because I attended
many of the meetings of the fishermen; so party
politics were not involved.

As I said. I presented that petition on
Wednesday, 28 April. Nothing further happened.
Discussions had taken place between the Minister
for Resources Development and his departmental
officers, but nothing had been resolved.

In June of this year I went to England to visit
my ageing aunt. As I intended to be away for
some time, I wrote to the Minister for Fisheries
and Wildlife on 3 June, pointing out what had
happened to date and asking that he investigate
the matter and peruse the files with the Minister
for Resources Development to try to arrive at an
agreement with Yanchep Sun City Pty. Ltd., be-
fore I returned.

In my letter to the Minister I set out the whole
story and I believe it would be reasonable for me
to read the concluding paragraph. It reads as fol-
lows-

I believe it is only from firmness and the
appreciation of the fact that the agreement
does not fill its original intention that any
satisfactory conclusion will be reached. The
President of the Two Rocks Fisherman's As-
sociation, Mr. W. J. Mews, can be contacted
on 095 611 282, if you require any further in-
formation and I strongly advise the dis-
cussion with him could be of advantage in
your evaluation of the situation. Also the

Hon. P. V. Jones, M.L.A., is very familiar
with what has happened as he has been
closely associated with the problem and in
company with me has visited Two Rocks and
had discussions with Mr. Mews and Mr. Ishi
Umahara of Yanchep Sun City.

I trust the whole matter will be satisfac-
torily resolved on my return from England.

Unfortunately, something must have gone wrong.
because I received the reply from the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife only yesterday. Here again
procrastination has occurred not only on the part
or Yanchep Sun City, but also on the part of the
Government and Ministers. It gives me no satis-
faction to bring this matter before the House, but
I would be failing in my responsibilities if I did
not do so.

In the meantime, because of the continuing
procrastination, I was asked by the fishermen to
move this motion which I placed on the notice
paper many weeks ago. It is unfortunate that I
have not had the opportunity to move the motion
until this evening, because it relates to a matter of
great urgency and one which is of much concern.
My aims in moving the motion are not political.

Mr Pearce: It is just a piece of genuine private
members' business!

Mr CRANE: I am just a member of Parlia-
ment endeavouring to fulfil my responsibilities to
the people of my electorate. I am trying simply to
represent some of the constituents and organis-
ations in my electorate, namely, the professional
Fishermen at Two Rocks.

The member for Gosnells who just interjected
would be well aware this is what I am trying to
do, because his brother is the secretary of the pro-
fessional fishermen's association.

We come now to the point of my motion. I have
moved my motion tonight, but that is not suf-
ficient. We want some action on the matter. It has
taken far too long to get precisely nowhere. I do
not want the motion to be adjourned tonight; I
want it either to be passed by responsible people
in this House or rejected for some very good
reasons which I do not believe anyone will be able
to Find. However, the situation cannot remain in
abeyance any longer.

While all this has been happening, another red
herring has been dragged across the trail. I refer
to the suggestion that a Government department
should endeavour to establish an equitable level of
pen fees which can be levied in the area. We do
not need that to be done. Although it would be of
assistance, we in fact want an arbitrator to be ap-
pointed so that, in the event of disputation, he can
say, '"These are the charges which Yanchep Sun
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City Pty. Ltd. are making. I believe they are
reasonable and. therefore, they shall be upheld."
He could say that if he did in fact think the
charges were reasonable or. alternatively, he
could say, "I believe the charges are unreason-
able." Lesser charges could then be agreed upon.

The fishermen have stated many times that
they are prepared to accept the ruling of an arbi-
trator and yet the company does not seem to want
that.

Recently, however, it appears that the attitude
of the company has softened. One of the reasons
for that may be that while this little play has pro-
ceeded we have been endeavouring to point out
that the siltation of the natural mooring basin has
resulted from the construction of the marina. For
many months officers of the Public Works De-
partment and the management of Yanehep Sun
City Pty. Ltd., claimed this was not the case.
Eventually, as a result of a letter from Dr Mike
Paul of the PWD, we were able to establish that
in fact the siltation had been contributed to by the
construction of the marina. Therefore, it was
natural that the provisions of clause 5 (2) of the
Two Rocks harbour agreement should be en-
forced. A note from the department contains
words to that effect.

This was a great breakthrough, because it had
been claimed for some time that we could not
prove the siltation had been contributed to by the
construction of the marina. However, this is no
longer in doubt. It has been established and,
therefore, I am asking tonight that the provisions
of clause 5(2) of the agreement be implemented
and that other matters which I raised in moving
the motion be considered.

The fishermen would be more satisfied with an
agreement which included the appointment of an
arbitrator who could adjudicate on disputes rather
than the company going to the expense of dredg-
ing this natural mooring basin, because it would
be an ongoing operation. The basin would silt up
again because of the marina and it would be
necessary to dredge the mooring continually in
order that it could remain operational.

The fishermen would be happy if the company
would agree to what they have requested which is
that long-term arrangements be arrived at for pen
fees to be levied at a reasonable rate, taking into
account such matters as inflation and that an ar-
bitrator be appointed. This would provide the
fishermen with some security and the company
could not increase those fees by 50 per cent in two
years as it did previously.

Not only does this motion require the company
to dredge and maintain the mooring basin, but it

provides also that adequate mooring and re-
fuelling facilities be provided within the martna.
Therefore, the refuelling berth should be finalised.

All these matters should be dealt with without
delay. The fishing season will begin in the middle
of November and we do not yet have an agree-
ment with the company on this new pen fee.

Idid not receive any acknowledgment of the
letter I wrote to Mr Hata on 25 March, so I wrote
to him again on 8 July and pointed out that
nothing had been done. I said-

My greatest concern at this time is not
only that the matter still remains unresolved
but that my letter to you of over three
months still remains unanswered and in fact
has niot even been acknowledged. I appreciate
that you were leaving Australia for overseas
about the time I wrote to you and this is why
I addressed the envelope to the Managing
Director so that it would not have been con-
sidered a personal letter and left for your re-
turn. 1 would have thought a company of
such standing as yours would have sufficient
personnel of adequate competence to have
dealt with this matter or at least acknowl-
edge such correspondlence during the absence
of their Managing Director.

I then asked that the matter be resolved. To con-
tinue-

I have always enjoyed a good relationship
with the management of your company and
with its officers. Your previous Managing
Director, Mr. H-iros, and Mr. 1. Umahara
had discussions on this problem on more than
one occasion with me and I believed the mat-
ter was to be resolved. It has been extremely
painful to me to have found it necessary to
have been forced to air these problems in
Parliament. It is not my usual line of ap-
proach and I felt extremely embarrassed
doing so. Unfortunately I could not write to
you earlier since your return because I have
been overseas this last month and am going
away to the Eastern States for the next four
weeks. However I would appreciate if you
could take over this matter personally and
have it resolved as quickly as possible, I have
no confidence in anyone else doing so.

I have always believed in harmonious re-
lationships. between residents and business
houses and in this instance your company of
Yanchep Sun City, and have not spared any
effort to help you all when it has been re-
quired. This I will always do.

In this climate I look forward to meeting
with you again on my return ...
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I wrote this letter just prior to going east with the
Honorary Royal Commission. To continue-

.. when I hope satisfactory conclusions to
everyone's benefit have been reached.

After writing the second letter three months after
the First one to which I had not received a reply, I
received an answer from Mr Hata and, in all fair-
ness to him, I think I should read it to members.
It reads as follows-

I refer to your letter of July 8, 1982.
Since the advice of March 25, 1982, of your
intention to raise in Parliament matters relat-
ing to the commercial arrangement between
this company and the professional fishermen
at Two Rocks, there has been correspondence
and discussions with the Minister for Re-
sources Development and officers of his de-
partment.
Currently the Minister for Fisheries &
Wildlife is undertaking an investigation of
the charges and conditions for use of the Ma-
rina facilities and we are now awaiting his
comments.

This was on 13 July. To continue-
Having publicly placed this matter before the
Minister, I am surprised that you are un-
aware of the progress to date,..

I was not aware of it. Indeed, no progress was
made. To continue-

.. however I assure you that we are now
close to achieving a resolution which will be
satisfactory to both parties.

Members should bear in mind this was on 13
July. To continue-

Modifications to the current commercial ar-
rangements, reflecting the fisherrnens con-
cern for tenure security and fee rates will be
in place prior to the commencement of the
1982/83 season.
I will keep you informed on progress and I
trust that on your return to Perth this matter
will be behind us.

That is the last I have heard, so I do not know
how he intends to keep me informed,' but the mat-
ter most certainly is not behind us.

It is for those reasons I have found it painfully
necessary to move the motion. I request the
House to resolve this matter satisfactorily this
evening because the present situation cannot go
on any longer, bearing in mind that in about a
month we start fishing. So far, nothing satisfac-
tory has been done, and I can say quite honestly
that nothing satisfactory will be done unless we
take the necessary action to force the company's

hand to dredge and maintain the natural mooring
basin. At the time of issuing this order, we should
conduct discussions immediately with the parties
and arrange for the appointment of an arbitrator.
I have here a letter which indicates obviously that
the company's attitude is softening. The letter
states-

John Blake advised that Yanchep Sun City
are certainly willing to "talk to the
Fishermen" over the security of tenure, one of
the subjects of dispute, and would be agree-
ing to say a twelve month agreement with an
option of a further two years lease. The
Company would, after a base rate of fees has
been agreed on, be quite receptive to includ-
ing a Fixed C.P.I. figure in the overall agree-
ment with perhaps reference to an arbitrator
should they decide to increase fees beyond
the C.P.I.

At least the attitude appears to be softening, and
all that is necessary is for us to deliver the final
body blow. I ask the Minister to do that.

I hope that as a result of what I have said
tonight, and the support I expect from this Parlia-
ment on this matter of grave concern to the State,
this motion will be carried particularly when one
considers a point that has not been mentioned to
date. That one point relates to the provision of
Federal legislation covering the overseas
ownership of companies in Australia. It is that 51
per cent of that ownership shall be Australian. In
the instance of this company, the Japanese have
100 per cent ownership-bearing in mind that is
through no fault of their own. That ownership
position is contrary to the requirements of the
Federal Government. In view of this situation
alone, one would expect the company to be willing
to co-operate with the Government and to do
everything it can to help resolve this problem.

So, I hope that our Minister will tomorrow
issue this instruction, and at the same time make
arrangements for an immediate meeting of the
parties. That meeting should be between the
company, the Government, and the fishermen
concerned so that this matter can be resolved sat-
isfactorily.

With those words, I commend the motion to the
House.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for Re-
sources Development) [12.03 am.]: The Govern-
ment accepts the motion. The situation regarding
the agreement is very much as the member for
Moore indicated. A considerable degree of
vagueness and uncertainty has existed to the point
that it has caused aggravation, and in all fairness,
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that aggravation has been on the part of both par-
ties.

Firstly. I will comment on the degree of Aus-
tralian ownership in this company. In fairness to
the owners of the company, the position is as the
member suggested, but it is not a position wel-
comned by the owners, but is a result of the with-
drawal of the Australian partner and no-one else
being willing to take up the load. Through no
fault or their own they have ended up with 100
per cent equity in the company. Whatever is the
equity participation, the responsibility is still
placed on the directors of the company to follow
the law as it stands. The member clearly outlined
the situation.

The motion calls for immediate consideration
to be given by the Government to the five
questions set out. Quite clearly the matter is
under consideration. As with any other agreement
with the State Government, whether it be between
various parties or is a joint venture, or whatever,
there must be an intention, a good spirit, and a
willingness to make the agreement work, if it is to
have any validity whatsoever. The member has
tried to make clear tonight, and bring to our at-
tention the fact that if indeed a willingness and
good intention are necessary to make the agree-
ment work, it is obvious those factors have not
always been present.

In fairness, I must say that faults have been on
both sides. The member for Moore might agree
with that proposition. One can understand the
frustrations of the fishing industry, and as the
member said, his frustrations in trying to obtain
information and answers to letters to try to bring
resolution to what has been a very difficult situ-
at ion.

To get down to one specific aspect, we have
gone through a period of difficulties in relation to
the charges, the prices of fuel, the brand of fuel to
be used, and whether the fishermen could-the
member may correct me if I am wrong-take
their vehicles in. They were not prevented from
doing these kinds of things eventually, and a lot of
that is behind us now. However, the major issues
remain.

The fishing industry would acknowledge that
the anchorage provided at the yacht harbour at
Yanchep is a fine facility. Irrespective of how it
came about, it is available to the fishing industry
and does provide a physical facility and safe
anchorage quite unique on this coast. Once one
moves from the Fremantle fishermen's harbour
and considers the various fishing settlements be-
tween, say. Fremantle and Dongara, or Fremantle
and Geraldton, one realises there would not be

any that equal the Yanchep anchorage in terms of
safe anchorage and shelter. It has been provided
under certain circumstances, but the facilities are
available to the industry, although one must have
regard to two factors. The first is that to which
the member referred. There were a number of
boats operating from another anchorage. I think
there were 21 boats, but ihe member may correct
me if I am wrong.

Mr Crane: There were 27. 1 think.
Mr P. V. JONES: They operated from an

anchorage slightly to the south of the present
yacht harbour prior to the construction of that
present facility. The second factor is that an
integral part of the agreement negotiated was that
an obligation was placed upon the company to
provide facilities for the fishing industry. Therein
lies the root cause of the problems, because the
conditions under which those facilities were to be
provided were vague. The agreement gives rise to
all sorts of problems. I have mentioned problems
associated with fuel, but problems arose also in
regard to pen fees. As the member indicated,
something like two years ago the previous Minis-
ter for Fisheries and Wildlife (the Hon. Gordon
Masters) met with the fishermen concerned to
discuss the agreement and the question of pen
fees. It has taken all the intervening
months-indeed years-to reach a situation of
the present Minister for Fisheries and Wildlife re-
ceiving a report from the Co-ordinator General of
Ttansporx regarding the suitability of and the ar-
rangements for pen fees. I understand that matter
will be discussed forthwith with the industry with
a view to deciding the arrangements from now on.
I understand it is not only a question of the
amount of the fee. Having regard to the alterna-
tive anchorage that was available previously and
would be available again if the literal conditions
of the agreement were enforced, the security of
tenure is a matter for concern. The facility used
presently should be available annually. j accept
the company may quite rightly say that whatever
the level of the fee charged to the fishing industry
for the use of the facility, a higher fee could be
obtained from private yacht and launch owners.
With respect to the company, that argument is
completely irrelevant because the company has
obligations to the fishing industry. I am pleased it
seems to be coming to the point of accepting those
obligations, and at least to the point of discussing
those obligations with the industry.

Reference was made to the clause in the agree-
ment requiring dredging of what was the natural
mooring basin, which is to the south of the
existing harbour. While that is true, and it is liter-
ally expressed that the company can under certain
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conditions be ordered to undertake some dredging
to provide an anchorage, my understanding from
what I have been told during visits to the area is
that provided an acceptable arrangement can be
made with the company in regard to security of
tenure, the servicing of boats, the provision of
fuel, and other things, the preferred position
would be that the fishermen use the marina. I do
not think the member or anybody else would dis-
pute that point.

Mr Crane: No.
Mr P. V. JONES: Provided a secure and ac-

ceptable arrangement could be reached, that
proposition is in the best interests of everbody.
While a question of legality hangs over the ability
to give the order, and over exactly what the order
would mean, the option must still be entertained.

The motion raises the question of the appoint-
ment of an arbitrator. I am sure those who
listened tonight to the member for Moore, and are
aware of the delays which have occurrred, and the
considerable difficulty and inconvenience which
have been caused, would appreciate that given a
spirit of willingness and co-operation to make the
agreement work, there would be no need for an
arbitrator. However, the parties have acted like
little children; they have not comec to grips with
the variations in attitude between them.* While it
is necessary for consideration to be given now to
this matter because it must be resolved
urgently-as the member stated, the lobster
season will start this year on 15 November-it
would not have been necessary if a spirit of
willingness had existed amongst the parties to the
agreement. The disagreements should have been
settled by arbitration last year instead of our now
being in a position of trying to have it resolved
just before the commencement of this season.

The member mentioned that some considerable
time ago notice was given of the intention to move
this motion. Of the five items contained in the
motion, some already have been attended to, or
are in the process of being discussed. The impetus
the House can give by supporting this motion
might very well-assist in bringing to fruition those
matters under discussion.

The first and second items relate to the dredg-
ing of the natural mooring basin, the area to the
south, and the provision of adequate mooring and
refuelling facilities. No doubt those issues must be
resolved, and resolved very quickly. The question
of mooring fees already has been discussed. It is a
matter of our receiving a report from the Co-
ordinator General of Transport, which report will
go before the company and the fishing industry
for discussions between those parties. As to dis-

cussions, I already have taken action to institute
these, and officers of my department will reopen
discussions on matters considered previously.

Part 5 relates to the arbitrator. The position of
the arbitrator is a peculiar one because it is not
provided for within the agreement; it is a position
which can be assumed by the Minister who is re-
sponsible for the agreement. After all, it is an
agreement which has been presented to, and
passed by, the Parliament. It is the responsibility
of the Minister, just as it is the responsibility of
the parties to that agreement, to make it work.

They have the responsibility to make certain
that the agreement is brought to fruition, without
the bickering and nonsense that has gone on for
too long in relation to this agreement. I advise
members of the House that as Minister respon-
sible for the agreement I will take whatever steps
are necessary.

I commend the motion to the House.
Question put and passed.

LEGAL AID COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion
by Mr Rushton (Deputy Premier), read a first
ti me.

House adjourned at 1217 a.m. (Thursday)

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Membership

1535. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Primary
Industry, Agriculture, and Fisheries and
Wildlife:

In respect of the following bodies-
(a) Apple Sales Advisory Committee;
(b) Beekeepers Compensation Fund

Committee;
(c) Carnarvon Banana Industry Com-

pensation Committee;
(d) Chicken Meat Industry Committee;
(e) Citrus Sales Advisory Committee;
(f) Drought Consultative Committee;
(g) Farm Machinery Advisory Com-

mittee;
(h) Fruit Growing Industry Trust Fund

Committee;
(i) General Fisheries Advisory Com-

mittee;
U) Grain Pool of WA;
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(k) Grain Research Committee;
(1) Haney Pool or Western Australia;

(in) Kangaroo Management Advisory
Committee:.

(n) Metropolitan Market Trust;
(o) Potato Growing Industry Trust

Fund Advisory Committee;
(p) Poultry Industry Trust Fund Advis-

ory Committee:
(q) Quota Appeals Committee:
(r) Rock Lobster Industry Advisory

Cornmit tee;
(s) Soil Conservation Advisory Com-

mittee;
(t) State Beef Cattle Liaison Com-

mittee;
(u) State Coarse Grains and Seeds Ad-

visory Committee;
(v) State Pig Liaison and Research

Committee:
(w) State Sheep Liaison Committee;
(x) State Wheat Advisory Committee;
(y) Stonefruit Sales Advisory Com-

mittee;
(z) Veterinary Preparations and Ani-

mal Feeding Stuffs Advisory Com-
mit tee;

(a.l) Veterinary Surgeons Board:,
(a.2) WA Agricultur al Equipment Moni-

toring Committee;
(a. 3) WA Cost of Egg Production Coin-

mi ttec;
(a.4) WA Egg Marketing Board;
(a.5) WA Herbarium Committee;
(a.6) WA Lamb Marketing Board;
(a.7) WA Potato Marketing Board;
(a.8) WA Wheat Board-

(i) Who are the people who com-
prise the membership of such
bad ies;

(ii) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member;

(iii) what is the term of appoint-
ment to each body and when
was each member appointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
Financial year; and

(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members of each
body?

Mr OLD replied:
(a) to (z) The answer is hereby tabled.

The reply was tabled (see paper No. 474).

ADVISORY COMMITTEES
Mlembership

1536. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

In respect of the following bodies-

(a) Fire Brigades Board;

(b) Traffic Board;

(c) Police Appeals Board;

(d) Police Promotions Appeal Board;

(e) Prison Officers Appeal Tribunal;

(r) Fire Prevention and Public Safely
Review Committee;

(g) National Safety Council:

(i) who are the people who com-
prise the membership of such
bodies;

(ii) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member;

(iii) What is the term of appoint-
ment to each body and when
was each member appointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
Financial year; and

(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members of each
body?

Mr HASSELL replied:

The answer is hereby tabled.

The reply was tabled (see paper No. 476).

GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE
Bunbury Foods Mhy. Ltd.

1551. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Indus-
trial, Commercial and Regional Develop.
ment:

(1) Does Buribury Foods Pty. Ltd. owe any
interest to any Government bodies?

(2) Does Bunbury Foods have debts of
almost $12 milliony

Mr MacK INNON replied:

(1) Yes.
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(2) The exact amount of the company's
debts have yet to be determined by the
receiver who was only recently ap-
pointed by the State. However, approxi-
mately $10 million is awing to the se-
cured creditors (State, Commonwealth
and National Bank). In addition, ap-
proximately S1.1 million is owed to the
Bank of New South Wales (unsecured
except for a personal guarantee from Dr
Oskar). The amount owing to unsecured
and other creditors is not known at this
stage and these creditors may mean the
company has total debts in excess of $12
million. Nevertheless, from current in-
formation available the statement that
Bunbury Foods has debts of almost $12
million appears correct.

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS

Licences: Tests

1570. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

Further to my question without notice
on 29 September 1982 concerning driv-
ing licence tests, is consideration being
given to some means of discouraging the
non-appearance of applicants for driving
licence tests at the appointed time?

Mr HASSELL replied:
Yes, consideration has been given to this
difficulty.
Efforts are being made to request driv-
ing schools to co-operate with licence
testing centres so that unnecessary book-
ings are reduced to a minimum.

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS

Licences: Tests

1571. Mr H-ERZFELD, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

(1) At each of the testing stations in the
metropolitan area how many appli-
cations for licence testing were received
for the week ending:
(a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(f)

2 October 1982;
3 July 1982;
3 April 1982;
3 October 1981;
4 July 1981;
4 April 1981 ?

(2) How many received an appointment for
testing during each period?

(3) How many failed to turn up at the ap-
pointed time during each period?

(4) How many officers are engaged in driv-
ing licence testing at each of the metro-
politan testing stations?

(5) How many tests can each officer con-
duct per week?

(6) How many tests were conducted in the
metropolitan area in each of the 12
month periods to-

(a) 30 June 1982;
(b) 30 June 1981 ?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) to (6) The answer is hereby tabled.

The reply was ta bled (see paper No. 478).

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS

Licences: Tests

1572. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

(1) With regard to driver licence testing,
does the traffic branch take bookings on
a first come first served basis?

(2) If not, what is the policy in regard to-

(a) private bookings;
(b) bookings from motor driving

schools?

(3) If there is more than one booking per
time slot, how is the successful applicant
chosen?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) Yes, for private bookings. No, for driv-
ing school bookings.

(2) (a)
(b)

See (1) above;
driving school bookings are submit-
ted on special booking sheets. A
percentage of available tests is set
aside for driving schools (usually 66
2/3%). Where the bookings re-
quested exceed availability, a pro-
portionate number of bookings is
deleted from each driving school
booking sheet.

(3) Each driving school is given a priority on
a rotational basis. Private bookings are
accommodated as in (1) above.
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TRAFFIC: MOTOR VEHICLES
Registrations

1600. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Police and
Prisons:

What was the total number of registered
cars and station wagons in Western Aus-
tralia as at-

(a) 30 June 1980;
(b) 30 June l981; and
(c) 30 June 1982?

Mr HASSELL replied:

Total registered cars-

(a) 5214907
(b) 541 138
(c) 558 758

Separate figures are not kept for station
wagons. These are incorporated in the
overall statistics for motor wagons and,
as such, are not individually identifiable.

HOUSING: EMERGENT

Waiting Time

1605. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

What is the maximum length of time an
applicant listed as "emergent" for State
Housing Commission accommodation
would have to wait for an offer under
current conditions for the following
types of accommodation in each of the
metropolitan regional office areas-

(a) two-bedroomed flat (groundnfoor);
(b) two-bedroomed flat (above ground

floor);
(c) three-bedroomed flat (ground

floor);
(d) three bedroomed flat (above ground

floor);
{e) two-bedroomed duplex;
(f) three-bedroomed duplex;
(g)
( h)

three-bedroomed townhouse;
three-bedroomed detached house;

(i) four-bedroomed detached house?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(a) to (i) As the answer requires de tailed in-
formation the member will be advised by
letter.

A BORIGI1N ES

Fringe Dwellers

1606. Mr WILSON", to the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:
(1) Is he aware of the apparent problems

building up with the congregation of
Aboriginal fringe dwellers at Gnangara,
Lockridge. Saunders Street, and other
locations within or close to the metro-
politan area?

(2) What is the department's estimate of the
number of fringe dwellers in such camps
in need of more adequate housing?

(3) (a) Does the Government propose to
foster further village type develop-
ments such as Cullacabardee to
cater for the accommodation needs
of these people; and

(b) if so, what plans are in hand and
when will such further develop-
menits begin?

(4) If not, what other plans are in hand to
meet the short term and long term hous-
ing, health and welfare needs of the
growing number of Aboriginal fringe
dwellers in and around the metropolitan
area?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) There is a fluctuating number of
itinerant Aboriginal people who reside
temporarily at the locations mentioned.
Quite a number of these people have
permanent accommodation to which
they return after a relatively short
period of time. There does not appear to
be a significant increase in the number
of such Aboriginal people either within
or close to the metropolitan aret.

(2) The department has difficulty in as-
sessing the number of Aborigines who
could be classified as fringe-dwellers
without adequate housing at any one
time. As indicated already the number
fluctuates as those concerned shift lo-
cation or return to a more permanent
housing arrangement. Furthermore
some families only visit Perth briefly.

(3) (a) and (b) There are no current plans
on the part of the State Govern-
ment to proceed with further village
type developments su~h as
Cullacabardee.
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(4) The needs of Aboriginal fringe-dwellers
in and around the metropolitan area are
being met as far is as practicable, in the
given circumstances, by both the De-
partment for Community Welfare and
the State Housing Commission. The
problem is made more difficult by the
itinerant nature of these people and the
difficulty experienced in reaching satis-
factory agreement with them regarding
acceptable so!lutions. Whenever family
accommodation problems become
known then every effort is made to assist
the members concerned.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Budget Allocation

1607. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) What increase has there been in the
Budget allocation for Aboriginal hous-
ing for 1982-83 over the previous year?

(2) How much out of the total amount for
Aboriginal housing in the 1982-83
budget was allocated from-
(a) Commonwealth funds;
(b) State funds?

(3) What were the corresponding allocations
from each of these sources to the Abor-
iginal housing programme in 198 1-82?

(4) How many units of accommodation
under the Aboriginal housing pro-
gramme were completed in 198 1-82 in-
(a) the metropolitan area;
(b) non-metropolitan areas?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) to (3) The Budget allocation for Abor-

iginal housing for the financial years
198 1-82 and 1982-83 are-

(a)

(b)

CoinmonweaIt h
Funds
State Funds

1981-82 (982-83
($000's) (5000's)

7225 7222

650 650

S7875 $7872

(4) (a) Metropolitan area-2;
(b) non-metropolitan area-] 36.

It should be noted that the $650 000
State Funds were utilized for the Abor-
iginal purchase scheme in 198 1-82 also
$1 542 658 was expended on "village"
programmes at Go Go and Xmas Creek.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Signs: Approvals

1608. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Is she aware that one large neon sign
company is likely to retrench staff be-
cause of difficulties in obtaining from
local authorities approval for erection of
signs despite the fact that by-laws are
totally complied with?

(2) Can she suggest a reason for such a
negative attitude on behalf of local
government and assist in providing a
remedy?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) 1 have received a letter from a company

to this effect.
(2) The matter is being carefully examined

with a view to determining what action,
if any, should be taken.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
Vietnamese Migrants: Subsidy

1609. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister rep-
resenting the Minister for Labour and In-
dustry:

(1) Does the State Government pay a sub-
sidy to employers who employ
Vietnamese migrants?

(2) If "Yes", what is the percentage of
wages paid by the Government to the
employer employing these immigrants?

(3) Does the Australian Government pay
subsidies to the employers who employ
Vietnamese migrants?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), what is the percentage
of wages paid by the Australian Govern-
ment to the employers employing these
migrants?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) There are various forms of training al-

lowances and subsidies payable by Com-
monwealth to employers: e.g. Common-
wealth rebate for apprentice full-time
training, special youth employment

t raining programme, and general
training assistance. These allowances are
payable to eligible employers regardless
of the nationality of the employee.

(4) The percentage of wages paid by the
Commonwealth varies according to the
particular scheme.
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BIRDS

Magpies

1610. Mr PEARCE. to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) What guidelines are followed by officers
of the Agriculture Department in deal-
ing with complaints of danger caused to
children by aggressive magpies?

(2) Will officers of the department destroy
magpies?

(3) If so. what criteria are used to decide
whether or not action should be taken?

Mr OLD replied:

(1) In accordance with the wildlife conser-
vation regulations a license to take
dangerous fauna will be issued by the
Department of Fisheries and Wildlife to
permit the destruction of magpies which
are harrassing members of the public.

(2) and (3) No.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL

Art Courses

1611. Mr PEARCE. to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Will there he further reductions in tech-
nical divisions art classes in 1983?

(2) If so, can he give details?
(3) Can he guarantee that all courses

offered in art in the technical division
this year will again be offered in 1983?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes, subject to minor adjustments of lo-

cation in some instances according to de-
ma nd.

ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Membership

1612. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:*

(1) In respect of the following bodies-

(a) Rural Youth Movement Council;
(b) Board of Secondary Education;
(c) Aboriginal Cultural Material Com-

mittee:
(d) WA Teachers Registration Board;
(c) School Teachers Tribunal;
(f) Country High Schools Hostels

Authority-

(i) Who are the people who com-
prise the membership of such
bodies:

(i i) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member:

(iii) what is the term of appoint-
ment to each body and when
was each member appointed;

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
financial year; and

(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of financial allow-
ances to members of each
body?

(2) What other departments, statutory cor-
porations. regulatory bodies, quasi-
judicial bodies, trustees and advisory
committees are responsible to him as
Minister for Education?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) and (2) The answer is hereby tabled.
The reply was tab/ed (see paper No. 477).

ADVISORY COMMITTEES

Membership

1613. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare, Housing, and Consumer Af-
fairs:

(1) In respect of the following bodies-
(a) Government Employees Housing

Authority;
(b) Industrial and Commercial Em-

ployees Housing Authority;
(c) Building Societies Advisory Com-

mittee;
(d) Rural Housing Authority;
(e) Children's (Suspended Proceedings)

Panels:
(0 Consumer Affairs Council-

(i) Who are the people who com-
prise the membership of such
bodies;

(ii) what is the occupational back-
ground of each member;

(iii) what is the term of appoint-
ment to each body and when
was each member appointed:

(iv) on how many occasions did the
bodies meet during the last
financial year; and

(v) what is the amount and basis
of payment of Financial allow-
ances to members -of each
body?
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(2) What other departments, statutory cor-
porations, regulatory bodies, quasi-
judicial bodies, trustees and advisory
committees are responsible to him as
Minister for Community Welfare, Hous-
ing and Consumer Affairs?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) and (2) As the answer requires detailed

information, the member will be advised
by letter.

TRANSPORT

Director Genera/: Cost
1614. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for

Transport:

(1) How much does it cost to operate the
office of the Director General of
Transport per year?

(2) How many people are employed in the
office of the Director General of
Transport?

(3) What function does the office serve that
cannot be undertaken by Westrail?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) $628 647 in 1981-82.
(2) 12.
(3) The office provides advice for the devel-

opment and formulation of policy across
all types of transport, with special em-
phasis on co-ordination of the various
transport modes and on longer term
planning and budgeting. In addition to
railways, its work includes research and
advice on sea transport, ports, air ser-
vices, airports, roads and road transport,
and urban transport, both within the
government and private sectors. It
should be noted that the position of Di-
rector General of Transport was abol-
ished on I July 1982 and replaced by the
position of Co-ordinator General of
Transport.

TRANSPORT: BUS AND RAIL

Adverrising

1615. Mr GORDON HILL. to the Minister for
Transport:

How much was spent on radio, news-
paper and television advertising in 1981 -
82 for advertising-
(a) MTT bus transport;
(b) rail transport?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
(a) Total expenditure by the MTT on radio,

newspaper and television advertising of
bus and suburban train services in 198 I -
82 was $345 17!.

(b) Westrail spent $101 000 on its radio,
newspaper, and television advertising for
198 1-82. This excludes the costs for ad-
vertising Westrail loans but includes
sundry newspaper notices under tenders,
for sale, staff vacancies, etc.

HOUSING
Swan Electorate

t616. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) How many houses, town houses, two,
three and four-bedroomed flats and du-
plexes does the State Housing Com-
mission Control in the following lo-
calities-
(a) Midland;
(b) Guildford;
(c) Midvale;
(d) Swan View;
(e) Viveash;
(I) Middle Swan;
(g) Bellevue;
(h) Greenmount;
(i) Forrestfield;
(j) Koongamia;
(k) Bassendean?

(2) How many units of each type are
currently vacant in each locality?

(3) How many are awaiting maintenance?
(4) How many people are currently em-

ployed in the maintenance division of
the State Housing Commission?

(5) How many people will be employed in
the maintenance division in 1982-83?

Mr SHA LDERS replied:
(1) to (5) As the answer requires detailed

information the member will be advised
by letter.

HERBICIDES

Department of Agriculture: Tests

1617. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Has the Agriculture Department con-
ducted any tests into the effects of herbi-
cides and other chemicals on land?

(2) If "Yes"'-
(a) where are the tests being conduc-

ted;
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(b) when did the rests commence;
(c) which chemicals are being tested?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Wongan Hills Research Station,

Avondale Research Station, and
Pemberton.

(b) Many herbicides have been tested
at various times for over 20 years.
A formal experimental programme
with herbicides has commenced this
year.

(c) Herbicides tested: simazine, diuron,
picloram, diclofop-methyl,
chlorsulfuron, 2,4-D, dicamba,
trifluralin, propyzamide.
Insecticides tested: heptachlor,
chlorpyrifos, phoxim.

HOUSING: UNITS

Subiaco

1618. Mr CORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) What is the total number of State Hous-
ins Commission units in each of the fol-
lowing State Housing Commission com-
plexs-
(a) 'Wandana" in Subiaco:
(b) units in Subiaco Road, Subiaco;
(c) units in Hilda James Street,

Subiaco;
(d) units in Roseberry Street, Subiaco?

(2) How many units in each of (1) (a) to (d)
above were vacant at I October 1982?

(3) How many duplexes, town houses,
houses and two, three and four bed-
roomed flats are located in Subiaco?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) (a) 244

(b) 42
(c) Note: Hilda/James Street is in

Shenton Park. There are 16 units.
(d) Note: Roseberry Stret-in

Jolimont. There are 6 units.
(2) The units vacant as at the 30th

September, 1982 were-
(a)
(b)
(c)

4 under
2 under
and (d)

maintenance
maintenance
Nil

(3) Subiaco (not including Jolimont or
Shenton Park)

Duplexes 0
Town houses 16
Houses 0

2 bedroom flat
3 bedroom flat
4 bedroom flat

72
0
0.

POLICE: CRIME

Subiaco

1619. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

How many crimes in the following
categories occurred in the Subiaco local
government area in the 1979, 1980 and
1981 calendar years-
(a) murder or other homicide;
(b) rape or sexual assault;
(c) serious assault;
(d) breaking and entering;
(c) burglary or theft?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(a) to (e) The Police Department's

system of collating statistics of this
type does not categorise offences in
specific local government areas.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Committees: Quorums

1620. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Are committees appointed for the pur-

poses of managing shire council proper-
ties required to have a quorum present
at meetings before the committee can
operate?

(2) Are local government authorities strictly
required to ensure that the management
of shire property is being properly ad-
ministered, when that authority del-
egates its powers to a committee under
section 181 of the Local Government
Act?

(3) Is a written agreement required by local
government authorities before the del-
egation of its powers under section 181
of the Act?

(4) If "No" to (3), why?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) to (4) This question calls for answers in

the nature of legal advice and is there-
fore out of order.
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HEALTH: NURSING HOME
Penn-Rose: Patient Records

1621. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Did his inquiry reveal who was in charge
of nursing care at Penn-Rose during
Mrs Herron's overseas trip in August
1980?

(2) (a) Is there any record at the Swan
Districts Hospital of a Penn-Rose
resident named Percy iohnstone
being admitted in October 1979 in
a poor condition;

(b) is there any record at the Swan Dis-
tricts Hospital of a Penn-Rose resi-
dent named Arnold Clatworthy
being admitted in October 1980 in
a poor condition?

(3) Is it a fact that Dr Sivasithamparam
telephoned Penn-Rose in February 1981
to inquire after Mr Berryman and was
advised that he was well?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) According to the evidence, Mr Herron
was responsible for the management of
Penn-Rose while Mrs Herron was away
in August 1980.
Drs. Lyon and Hollyock were responsible
for Mr Berryman's medical supervision
and no qualified nursing staff were in at-
tenda nee.

(2) (a) Percy Johnstone was admitted to
Swan District Hospital from Penin-
Rose on 27 October 1979;

(b) Arnold Clatworthy was admitted to
Swan District Hospital from Penn-
Rose on 14 October 1980.

Each gentleman was in poor condition
when admitted to hospital, but the hos-
pital noted no evidence of mistreatment.
Mr JIohnstone was 81 years of age and
Mr Clatworthy 65 years of age at the
time of admission,

(3) Yes.

HEALTH: NURSING HOME
Penn-Rose: Matron

1622. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that the person occupying
the position of matron or director of
nursing in a hospital or nursing home is
usually a person with considerable
nursing experience and often the holder
of qualifications superior to those of a
general registered nurse?

(2) (a) When did Mrs H-erron gain her
nursing qualifications;

(b) has she, to his knowledge, ever held
the position of matron or director of
nursing at any hospital or registered
nursing home;

(c) what are Mrs H-erron's nursing
qualifications?

(3) Why did he, throughout the Penn-Rose
report, refer to Mrs Herron as
"Matron"?

(4) In view of his findings in the report that
Penn-Rose was a lodging house and not
a nursing home, why did he refer to
Penn-Rose as "Penn-Rose Nursing
Home" in the report?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) In the public sector: yes.

In the private sector: a person occupying
the position of matron is usually a per-
son with considerable nursing experi-
ence, but not usually the holder of
higher qualifications.

(2) (a) 1950;
(b) not to my knowledge in Western

Australia;,
(c) general certificate registered with

the Nurses Board of Western Aus-
tralia;

(3) the term "matron", as the member
should know, has no statutory base and
is commonly used by the charge person
in organisations, such as boarding
schools. The term is not confined to
nursing institutions.

(4) It was called the Penn-Rose Nursing
Home because that is the name of the
institution registered with the Com-
missioner for Corporate Affairs.

HEALTH: PUBLIC HEALTH DEPARTMENT
Drn. G, Tees

1623. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Further to question 1178 of 1982 relat-

ing to Dr J. G. Tees' appointment with
the Public Health Department, how
much did the Public Service Appeal
Board hearing cost the State Govern-
ment in legal fees?

(2) Is it a fact that following the Public Ser-
vice Appeal Board hearing involving the
dismissal of Dr J, Tees from his position
as occupational health physician, the
Government paid an amount of nearly
$43 000 to Dr Tees?

(3) If "Yes" to (2), why was this money
paid to Dr Tees?
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(4) In view of the finding of the Public Ser-
vice Appeal Board that Dr Tees' dis-
missal was unjustified, what action has
the Government taken to-

(a) determine why he was unjustifiably
dismissed;

(b) determine who was responsible for
the unjustified dismissal;

(c) determine if the person or persons
responsible for the unjustified dis-
missal of Dr Tees deserve to be
censured or reprimanded;

(d) compensate Dr Tees for his un-
justified dismissal?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) Nil. The Public Service Board was rep-
resented by Counsel from the Crown
Law Department.

(2)
(3)

Yes.
The moneys were arrears of salary due
to Dr Tees as a result of his reinstate-
ment.

(4) (a) None was necessary as the appeal
judgment answered that question;

(b) not necessary: it is common know-
ledge that the action was taken by
the Public Service Board;

(c) not necessary; any action of this
nature involves exercises of
judgment and, in this case, action
was taken in good faith;

(d) a claim for compcnsation was made
by Dr Tees' solicitors but was re-
fused.

HEALTH

Heplachlor

1624. Mr I-ODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) In The tWesiern Mail newspaper of 6
February 1982 the WA Director of Oc-
cupational Health. Dr F. Heyworth. was
quoted as stating that he had urged in a
report to the State's pesticides com-
mittee that the Australian Standards
Association's recommendations art the
use of pesticides such as heptachlor be
adopted as law-

(a) Have Dr Heyworth's recommen-
dations been accepted; and

(b) is any legislative action planned to
regulate the use of pesticides such
as heptachlor?

(2) In the same article mentioned above, the
Commissioner of Public Health was
quoted as stating that nobody has pro-
duced a shred of evidence that
heptachlor is harmful. He was also al-
leged to have said that heptachlor is un-
desirable in humans but it is not a health
hazard. In view of these comments-

(a) has the commissioner studied or is
be aware of the references made to
heptachlor in the publications
Dangerous Properties of Industrial
Materials (Fifth Edition) by N.
Irving Sax and Suspected Carcino-
gens-A Sub file of the Registry of
Toxic Effects of Chemical Sub-
stances (Second Edition) by the
U.S.- Department of Health, Edu-
cation and Welfare;

(b) would the commissioner explain
why he considers heptachlor is un-
desirable in humans if it is not a
health hazard?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) (a) Yes;

(b) draft regulations are in the course
of preparation to control the use of
the organochlorines, aldrin,
dieldrin, chlordane and heptachlor.
This proposed legislation will in-
clude the recommendations made
by Dr Heyworth.

(2) (a) Yes;

(b) the Commissioner agrees the report
is misleading. He was referring to
the presence of heptachlor in body
tissue, specifically in breast milk.
He wanted to indicate that any
build-up at all of heptachlor or any
other organochlorine in the body
was undesirable which is why there
are so many restrictions on the use
of organochlorines, but apart from
evidence of their presence in the
body there was no real evidence
that such presence adversely affec-
ted health. He knows well that
heptachlor in the concentrated form
is a poison. I suppose the newspaper
report should have been corrected,
but the commissioner does not re-
member having actually seen it or
having it drawn to his attention.
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HOSPITAL: WANNEROO

Maternity Wing

1625. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Government made provision in
the Budget for funds to re-open the ma-
ternity wing at the Wanneroo Hospital?

(2) (a) If "Yes", when will it be re-opened;
(b) if'"No", why not?

(3) Is it a fact that the'present practice of
accommodating women with new born
babies in the same area as other general
and surgical cases places a considerable
strain on patients and staff?

(4) Is the aware that on one night recently,
nursing staff at the hospital were re-
quired to cope with eight births in ad-
dition to normal workload of caring for
general and surgical cases?

(5) Is he aware that under the present cir-
cumstances at the hospital, it is unavoid-
able that crying babies are often located
close to seriously ill patients who are
recovering from surgery and in need of
rest and sleep?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) No.

(2) (a)
(b)

See (I) above;
59 beds are available currently at
Wanneroo Hospital. On the basis of
past levels of occupancy and those
anticipated for 1982-83, the open-
ing of additional beds has not been
considered necessary.

(3) As a policy. the hospital retains a separ-
ate area of private bedrooms for ma-
ternity patients. These beds are phys-
ically separated by the ward service core
from surgical patients in the balance of
the second floor accommodation in order
to minimise disturbance of those
patients.
In the main, this policy appears to be
working satisfactorily with minor incon-
venience to patients and staff.

(4) The maximum number of births which
have occurred on any night shift since
the opening of the hospital has been
three. Allocated staff are able to cope
with this number.

(5) The circumstance described may occur
on occasions. However, advice from the
hospital indicates that the policy de-
scribed in (3) above does not produce
undue difficulties for patients or staff.

HOSPITAL: FREMANTLE
Upgrading

1626. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Government have plans to

further expand or upgrade the
Fremantle Hospital?

(2) If "Yes", please provide details?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) Work on the South Terrace ad-

ditions-outpatient and ward
block-is continuing this financial
year at a cost of $3.1 million. This
project provides new wards contain-
ing 182 beds, new operating
theatres and surgery ward, new
specialist outpatient clinics, also
new pharmacy, dietetic, social
work, pathology, phsyiotherapy and
nuclear medicine departments.
Major extensions to the X-ray de-
partment have been Completed and
arrangements for substantial
upgrading of the central sterile
supply department are now in prog-
ress.

(b) Further, the Public Works Depart-
ment has been requested to consult
with the hospital board in the prep-
aration of a comprehensive site de-
velopment study to identify out-
standing requirements including
plans for the redevelopment of the
Wahop/Doig blocks. Funds of
$250 000 have been provided for
this purpose.

HOSPITAL: ROYAL PERTH
North Black

1627. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

In view of the fact that no funds have
been provided in the Budget for further
construction work on the Royal Perth
Hospital north block extensions, will he
state if, and when, the Government
intends completing the project?

Mr YOUNG replied:
General Loan Funds of $500 000 have
been provided in 1982-83 for design of
the new north block development pro-
j1ect.
When the necessary documentation is
complete, consideration will be given in
the light of funds available, to invitation
of tenders for the construction phase.
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HOSPITAL: ARMADALE-KELMSCOTT

Casualty Section

1628. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) How much is it anticipated that the total
cost will be tb complete the
improvements planned for the casualty
section at the Armadale/Kelmscott Hos-
pital?

(2) (a) When will work commence on the
casualty facilities improvements;
and

(b) when it it expected to be com-
pleted?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Planning consultants are currently
preparing a proposal for this project.
The preliminary cost indication for the
project is $200 000, including planning
fees.

(2) (a) The earliest that work can com-
mence on this project is February
1983;

(b) the construction time is currently
estimated at six months.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Signs: By-laws

1629. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Urban Development and Town Planning:

(1) Has there been a set of model by-laws
adopted or proposed by the various local
authorities in and around the City of
Perth for neon signs, etc.. on top or on
the sides of buildings?

(2) Has this had an adverse effect on the
sign advertising industry, causing re-
trenchments of employees?

(3) Is she prepared to arrive at some
compromise on this issue by discussions
with the industry representatives and
local authorities concerned?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) All but one inner metropolitan councils
have over the years adopted either draft
model by-laws or their own by-laws for
the control of exterior signs.

(2) The adoption of these by-laws is not a
recent occurrence. Most have been in
Force for many years. However, at least
one sign company claims that some
councils in recent times have been un-
duly restrictive in the way that they
have enforced the by-laws.

(3) The matter is being examined.

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL

Lang ford

1630. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Was Langford pre-school funded
four-year olds this year?

(2) What decision has been made
funding for four-year olds in 1983?

(3) If not, when will a decision be made?

Mr CLARKO replied:

for

on

(1) Langford pre-school was allocated staff
at the commencement of 1982 according
to a formula based on the number of 4 +
aged children ("five year olds") ex-
pected to attend. After 4+ groups had
been formed in February. any remaining
places were taken by 3 + aged children
("four year olds"). Under this arrange-
ment, the Langford pre-school was able
to provide instruction for some 3 + aged
children from staff provided for 4+
aged children.

(2) The allocation of staff to pre-schools in
1983 will be based on the same formula
and principles which were applied in
1982. As described in (1) above, any
places not taken by 4 + aged children
may be filled by 3 + aged children. As
well, pre-school committees which em-
ploy their own staff for a 3 + group may
qualify for a subsidy equivalent to the
cost of an aide's salary for one session.

(3) All pre-school committees were advised,
in writing, during August of the policy
on the allocation of staff for 1983. De-
tails of the subsidy scheme for 3 + aged
children were also provided.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Teachers

1631. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Are teachers travelling to take up a
country appointment, or a transfer from
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the country to a city appointment,
covered by workers' compensation?

Mr CLARKO replied:

Yes, providing the journey is direct and
not interrupted for recreational pur-
poses.

SEWERAGE

Gosndlis

1632. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Is it a fact that the Southern River, in
Gosnells, is being polluted by sewerage
or other waste water discharged from a
drain near the intersection of the river
and Verna Street, Gosnells?

(2) What is the nature of the discharge
from this drain?

(3) Has the discharge been analysed?
(4) If so, what were the results?
(5) Where does this drain orginate?
(6) Is it a fact that people have been li-

censcd to draw water from Southern
River downstream from this point?

(1) Is it a fact that water drawn from
Southern River is being used for some
domestic purposes?

(8) What warnings have been given to per-
sons drawing water downstream from
the drain?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) No sewerage or waste water is being dis-
charged into the drain. However, a very
clear, highly treated effluent, which con-
tains nutrients (phosphorous and nitro-
gen) is disposed of on land near a section
of the drain.

(2) Groundwater and storniwater from
farmlands.

(3) Yet.
(4) The water is highly coloured by iron

stain from the underlying coffee rock. It
contains negligible suspended solids.

(5) The drain is 8 km long and originates at
Lake Forrestdale. It also picks up a
major tributary from the Anstey Road
area.

(6) Licenes have been issued by the Public
Works Department.

(7) Yes.
(8) None to my knowledge.

STATE FINANCE: STAMP DUTY

Avoidance

1633. Mr GRILL. to the Treasurer:

(1) Has any estimate been made of stamp
duty lost to the Treasury by various tax
avoidance and evasion measures during
each of the last six financial years?

(2) What measures have been taken to
reduce loss of stamp duty during those
six years?

(3) Given the changes in legislation, what is
the estimated additional stamp duty col-
lected as a result of that legislation?

(4) What is the estimate of revenue lost to
the State due to the transfer of shares of
Western Australian companies on
branch share registered and of the State
during the last six years?

(5) (a) What are the major ways that
stamp duty is present being avoided
or minimised; and

(b) what steps does the Government
intend to take to prevent the loss?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) There is no way of obtaining compre-
hensive information on the revenue lost
due to avoidance practices. The Govern-
ment has instead acted to amend legis-
lation immediately Particular avoidance
practices have become known.

(2) The major overhaul of the Stamp Act in
1979 covered all known duty avoidance
schemes at that time. Apart from that
general review of the Stamp Act, the
law has been amended on two other oc-
casions in the last six years to specifi-
cally block three types of duty avoidance
schemes. The stamp duty legislation,
like all other taxing legislation, is con-
stanitly being reviewed to keep pace with
changing commercial practices.

(3) It is not possible to estimate this because
the legislative amendments mean that
particular avoidance practices have no
longer been available.

(4) See (1)above.

(5) (a) In May of this year, the use of unit
and discretionary trust schemes
were identified as a means of
avoiding payment of stamp duty.
In addition, the execution and re-
tention of documents outside the
State was also identified as a poss-
ible avoidance practice.
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(b) In May the Government appointed
an expert committee to examine the
emerging schemes and recommend
any legislative changes needed to
overcome these practices.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS

STD Bar

1634. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Is it a fact that recent STD barring on
certain outer metropolitan schools has
now been lilted?

(2) Which schools within the electorate of
Rockingham have had this STID bar
liftcd'?

(3) Which schools have not had the bar
lifted and why in each case?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Rockingham Senior High School

Safety Bay High School
Mandurah Senior High School
Bungaree Primary School
North Mandurah Primary School
Safety Bay Special School.

(3) Schools in the inner metropolitan area
connected to the standard metropolitan
telephone system have not had STOD bars
lifted as the survey showed conclusively
that the bar was producing major
savings by restricting unauthorised use.

LAND: CROWN

Broome

1635. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Does the Government intend to sell
Crown land at Broome to private de-
velopers for subdivision and residential
development?

(2) If "Yes"-
(a) how will the price of the land sold

to private developers be determined;
(b) on what basis will the private de-

velopers be selected;
(c) will there be any control of the

price of subdivided blocks charged
by the private developers or will de-
velopers be free to charge as they
wish?

(3) Have private developers been permitted
to purchase Crown land for subdivision,
development and resale in any other
country area, and if so, what areas?

(4) (a) Has the local government authority
at Broome been given the oppor-
tunity of financing the subdivision
of Crown land:

(b) if "Yes" to (4)(a), what was the at-
titude of the shire council:

(c) if "No" to (4)(a), why not?
(5) (a) Is it proposed to allow private de-

velopers to purchase Crown land for
subdivision, development and sale
in any other areas: and

(b) if so, what areas?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(1)
(2)

(3)

Yes.
(a) By fair market valuation of the un-

developed broadlands:
(b) applications will be invited and the

land board will select the best pro-
posal:

(c) the release will be subject to various
conditions regarding development
and sale, however it is not intended
to impose conditions regarding
building requirements or price:

No.
(4) (a) and (b) No;

(c) the Government has preferred to at-
tempt to involve private developers.
This position has been fully dis-
cussed with the local authority.

(5) (a) and (b) As part of the Govern-
ment's "normalization" policy for
northern centres an endeavour is
being made to involve private land
developers in the Pilbara and
Kimberley for the first time. If this
policy initiative can be developed
successfully at Broome, consider-
ation will be given to extending the
practice to other northern centres.

RAILWAY

Nannup- Wonnerup: Closure

1636. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it intended to close the Wonnerup-
Nannup section of railway line?

(2) If "Yes", when is such closure expected
to be effected?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) Westrail has no current plans to close

the Wonnerup-Nannup section of the
railway.

(2) Not applicable.

3827



3828 [ASSEMBLY]

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL

Four-ycar-olds: Policy

1637. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

is it intended to make any changes to
the Government's 1982 policy regarding
the attendance of four-year-old children
at pre-school centres, and if so, would he
list such changes, especially with regard
to financial aid to centres and assistancL
in paying teacher salaries?

Mr CLARKO replied:
No changes are intended for 1983.
As in 1982, staff will be allocated to pre-
schools according to a formula based on
the number of 4 + aged children ("five
year olds") expected to attend. After
4 + groups have been formed, any re-
maining places may be taken by 3+
aged children ("four year olds"). Pre-
school committees which employ their
own staff for a 3 + group may qualify
for a subsidy equivalent to the cost of an
aide's salary for one session.
Special considerations that were granted
in 1982 to certain pre-schools will be
continued at those pre-schools in 1983.

SUGAR INDUSTRY: ORD RIVER

Feasibility Study

1638. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:

(1) Has the successful applicant to carry out
a feasibility study into a sugar industry
on the Ord River been selected?

(2) If "Yes", which applicant has been
selected?

(3) If "No", when is it expected the success-
ful applicant will be announced?

(4) How long is it expected to take to carry
out a feasibility study?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) It is expected that the successful appli-

cant(s) will be announced before the end
of 1982.

(4) This depends on the applicant(s) chosen.

EDUCATION: TECHNICAL

Rural Co-ordinator

1639. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

(1) Has a decision regarding the appoint-
ment of a technical and further edu-
cation rural co-ordinator for the lower
south-west region been made?

(2) If "Yes"-

(a) when will such an appointment take
effect;

(b) where will the officer be stationed;
(c) what area will he cover?

(3) If "No" to (1), when is it expected that
a decision regarding this appointment
will be made?

Mr CLARKO replied:

(1) No.
(2) (a) to (c) Not applicable.

(3) Subject to finance being available
through the 1983-84 Budget.

POLICE: STATION

Nannup

1640. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

(1) Is it proposed to rebuild the Nannup
Police Station, and if so, when is it
intended work will proceed?

(2) Has a site for a future police station at
Nannup been selected, and if so, what is
its location?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Yes, subject to budgetary consider-

ations.
(2) Yes, portion of lot 242 Warren Road,

Nan nup.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT FINANCE

Beef Producers

1641. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Primary
Industry:

(1) How many applications for rural ad-
justment finance were received from
south-west farmers who are predomi-
nately beef producers in each of the
1981 and 1982 years?

(2) Is there any special funding available for
beef farmers at this present lime?

(3) If "No" to (2), is it intended that
funding assistance will be made
available to beef producers in the near
future?

(4) What avenues of obtaining funds are
available to beef farmers who are in ex-
treme financial difficulties?
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Mr OLD replied:
(1) Year ending 30-6-SI-Nil;

year ending 30-6-82-2.
(2) No.
(3) No. However beer farmers can apply for

assistance through the normal provisions
of the rural adjustment scheme.
Beef farmers who are considered not to
be viable and therefore unable to obtain
a loan, could be eligible for the house-
hold support and rehabilitation pro-
visions of the RAS.

(4) Any farmer in such circumstances
should contact the 'rural adjustment
authority.

HOUSING

Kalgoorlie and Boulder

1642. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Housing:
(1) In Kalgoorlie- Boulder, how many State

Housing Commission houses and flats
are currently unoccupied?

(2) How many of these unoccupied units are
awaiting-
(a) major repairs;
(b) routine maintenance?

(3) What is the average time period that un-
occupied units remain unoccupied prior
to allocation?

Mr SIIALDERS replied:
(1) Kalgoorlie- Boulder houses and

currently unoccupied-
COMMONWEALTH/STATE
ABORIGINAL HOUSING

TOTAL
(2) (a) Major Maintenance Nil

damage) 9
(b) Routine Maintenance 5

flats

5
4
9

1 (fire

3
(3) Average time units remain unoccu-

pied-
about 5 weeks

weeks.
about 10

POLICE: FIREARMS

Repairers: Licences

1643. Mr 1. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

(1) What are the conditions and require-
ments applicable to the issue of a fire-
arm repairer's licence?

(2) Who is able to issue the licence?
(3) What is the cost of the licence?
(4) Is the licence issued on a permanent

basis or regularly reviewed?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) A repairer's licence under the Firearms
Act shall not be issued if in the opinion
of the commissioner-

(a) it is not desirable in the public
interest; or

(b) the applicant is unfit to hold a li-
cence.

In addition, ant applicant is required to
complete a questionnaire to prove his
knowledge of firearms.

(2) The Officer-in-Charge of the Firearms
Branch as the delegated officer of the
Commissioner of Police.

(3) $16.
(4) Licences are renewable every 12 months

and are subject to review at any time.

HOUSING

Priority: Church and Salvation Army View

1644. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) Has he received a letter from the
Anglican, Catholic and Uniting
Churches and the Salvation Army in
WA, forwarded through his colleague,
the former Minister for Housing, enclos-
ing their statement on housing?

(2) Did the church leaders call on the State
Government to give housing a greater
priority in the allocation of its funds
even at the expense of roadworks and
other construction programmes such as
the Alexander Library?

(3) Did the church leaders also ask for im-
mediate Government action in the pro-
vision of tenancy laws to protect the
rights of tenants and landlords and in
the broadening of categories of people
eligible for public housing to include
families without children and single
people?

(4) If "Yes" to (1) to (3), what action does
the Government intend to take in re-
sponse to this call for specific action?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(I ) Yes; the letter addressed to the Hon. Ian
Laurance, MLA, Minister for Lands,
was redirected and I received it today.

(2) and (3) Yes.
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(4) The Government has already initiated
schemes to assist the housing needs. I
refer to the member the recent news-
paper advertisements of the Govern-
ment's 19-way plan. Furthermore, the
Government has increased the State's
Housing allocation by $13.2 million to
$20,2 million from the previous year.

The Government has determined its
priorities after extensive and exhaustive
consideration of all of the needs which
must be attended to by it, Whilst ap-
preciating the genuine concern of -the
people concerned, the Government be-
lieves that its allocation for housing for
1982-83 is the maximum which it can
provide considering all of the cireum-
sta nces.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Social Security Payments: Deductions

1645. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) When did he or his predecessor receive
the report of the proposed warrantee
scheme for use by Aboriginal tenants of
the State Housing Commission to allow
deductions from social security pay-
ments to ensure regular payment of
rent?

(2) What were the recommendations of the
report, and to what extent have they
been implemented?

(3) What difficulties, if any, have been en-
countered in administering the scheme?

'(4) How many tenants are currently paying
rent through the warrantee scheme?

Mr SH-ALDERS replied:

(I) 2 March 1982.

(2) Copy of recommendations will be sup-
plied to the member. Recommendations
1, 2. and 5 have been implemented.

(3) No administration difficulties have been
encountered.

(4) 43.

ANIMALS: DOGS
A tracks

1646. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Referring to the recent ruling of the WA

Supreme Court clarifying the position
concerning the liability of dog owners
for attacks made by dogs on neighbours
and others, is it considered thaL the com-
mittee established to recommend
amendments to the Dog Act should take
the court's ruling into consideration in
its deliberations?

(2) If "Yes", has she made contact with the
committee to ensure that this matter is
taken into consideration in compiling its
recommendations?

(3) If "No" to (I1) and/or (2), why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) The committee is considering

the general question of dangerous dogs
under its terms of reference. I am in-
formed that the case referred to will be
considered by the committee in the near
future.

(3) Answered by (1) and (2).

ROADS
Dia nelia Electorate

1647. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is the Main Roads Department in agree-
ment with a proposal by the Shire of
Swan for the northward extension of
McGilvray Avenue in Noranda as an
important niorth-south road for through
traffic as part of a concept plan for
future traffic movement?

(2) If "Yes", is this proposal tied to the
eventual southward extension of Weir
Road to join McGilvray Avenue as part
of the development of the Malaga indus-
trial estate?

(3) Why has McGilvray Avenue been
chosen for development as a major road
link as opposed to Crimea Street which
has been developed as a dual car-
riageway road as far north as Widgee
Road?

(4) in choosing McGilvray Avenue for de-
velopment and extension as a major road
what consideration was given to the fact
that it terminates at Morley Drive at a
point severely restricted vision for con-
flicting streams of traffic?
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Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The southward extension of Weir Road
and its connections are primarily mat-
ters for decision by the Swan Shire
Council.

(3) The selection of McGilvray Avenue as a
major north-south connection was made
some 20 years ago and the provision for
it together with a traffic interchange at
the North Perimeter Highway was in-
cluded in the metropolitan region
scheme in 1963. Further, McGilvray
Avenue is more centrally located to
serve the area than Crimea Street bear-
ing in mind the adjacent location of
interchanges on the North Perimeter
Highway at Alexander Drive and the
Beechbboro-Gosnells Highway.

(4) The intersection of Morley Drive and
McGilvray Avenue has been the subject
of preliminary investigation by the Main
Roads Department and it was concluded
that it is possible to effect some
improvements at this location.

ROAD

Alexander Drive-Morley Drive Roundabout

1648. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is the Main Roads Department aware
that the Alexander Drive/Morley Drive
roundabout in Dianella has possibly the
worst traffic accident record in the
metropolitan area?

(2) What was the number of recorded
traffic accidents at this roundabout in
each of the past five years?

(3) Does the department approve of the pro-
posal by the City of Stirling to convert
this roundabout into a major signalised
intersection?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) Year

1977
1978
1979
1980
1981

recorded accidents
34
51
64
63
55

(3) As yet the department has not received
any proposals from council to convert
this roundabout to a signalised
intersection.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Aged

1649. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) What surveys, if any, have been conduc-
ted by the State Housing Commission to
assess the need for the provision of Ab-
original aged housing accommodation in
the metropolitan area and what has been
the result of any such surveys?

(2) What plans does the commission have
for the construction of such accommo-
dation in the metropolitan area and in
which localities will it be situated?

(3) How many such units will be con-
structed in 1982-93?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) No survey was conducted however the
State Housing Commission considered
the construction of an Aboriginal aged
pensioner complex in the metropolitan
area last financial year (1981-82). The
Aboriginal Housing Board investigated
the requirements of pensioners and
found there was insufficient demand to
justify construction of an aged pensioner
complex.
As at 31 August 1982 the commission
has a waiting list for 2 x I bedroom ac-
commodation in the metropolitan area.

(2) and (3) Answered by (I).

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Pinja rra

1650. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) How many Aboriginal families are
currently listed for accommodation as-
sistance in the Pinjarra area?

(2) For what types of accommodation are
these applicants listed in each case?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) Four families and two pensioner appli-
cants.

(2) The families are listed for three-bed-
roomed accommodation.
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HOUSING: ABORIGINES
Aboriginal Home Purchase Scheme

1651. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:
(1) When was the Aboriginal home pur-

chase scheme instituted by the State
Housing Commission?

(2) What funds were allocated to the
scheme in 1981l-82 and what additional
funds have been allocated for 1982-83?

(3) How many applicants have been assisted
under this scheme?

(4) What are the factors governing eligi-
bility of applicants for such assistance?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) 24 February 198 2.
(2) 1981-82-$650 000

1982-83-SI 300 000.
(3)
(4)

38 applicants have been allocated funds.
Applicants-

(i) must have the ability to service the
loan repayments;

(ii) must have dependent children (i.e.
under 16 years and/or still at
school) unless they are a couple
under 30 years;

(iii) must not own a house or land any-
where in Australia;

(iv) must not have previously received a
low interest loan;

(v) must establish proof of Abori-
ginality;

(vi) must be permanent residents of
Australia.

COMMUNITY WELFARE
Child Cart: Centres

1652. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Com-
munity Welfare:
(1) I-ow many private child care centres are

currently operating in Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) How many private child care centres
have changed hands in each year since
1979?

(3) How many of these centres operated at a
profit or loss at the time of changeover?

(4) What procedures are required of child
care centres to record casual or emerg-
ency attendances by children?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) 53 day care centres

6 occasional care centres.

(2) 1979-7 (4 changed hands more than
once)
1980-17 (4 changed bands more than
once)
1981-l1 (1 changed hands more than
once)
1982-3 (all 3 changed hands between
1979 and 198 1).

(3) Private child care centres are not obliged
to reveal their business motives or
financial records to the department. Ac-
cording to the department's statistics,
however, child attendances generally fell
in 1979 and rose in 1980 and 1981,
which suggests a belier financial situ-
ation for the latter two years. Similar
figures are not yet available for 1982.

(4) A daily record of all children attending
the centres must be kept including cas-
ual attendances.
Centres are asked to notify the depart-
ment's advisers of any emergency at-
tendances.

HOUSING: ABORIGINES

Applicants

1653. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:
(1) What are the current numbers of Abor-

iginal applicants listed for accommo-
dation assistance in-
(a) the metropolitan area;
(b) non-metropolitan areas?

(2) I-ow many units of accommodation of
the following types will be constructed
for Aboriginal applicants in 1982-83 in
the metropolitan area and in non-metro-
politan areas-

(a) two bedroomed duplexes;
(b) three bedroomed duplexes-,
(c) three bed roomed detached houses;
(d) four bedroomed detached houses;
(e) one bedroomed pensioner units?

(3) In which suburbs in the metropolitan
area and in which country towns will
these units be built?

(4) What consultation took place with the
Aboriginal Housing Board in reaching
decisions on the number and location of
these new units of accommodation?

Mr SHALDERS replied:
(1) to (4) As the answer requires detailed

information the member will be advised
by letter.
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ANIMALS: DOGS

Attacks

1654. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Arc statistics kept by Princess Margaret
Hospital and other public hospitals on
the number of admissions of children
suffering from injuries resulting from
dog attacks?

(2) If "Yes", how many children have been
treated at Princess Margaret Hospital
for such injuries in each of the past five
years?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I) No, records of injury describe the nature
of the injury but records are not kept ac-
cording to the nature of the cause of in-
jury.

(2) Not applicable.

ANIMALS: DOGS

AlI acks

1655. Mr WILSON. to the Minister ror Local
Government:

()Has the committee established by her to
consider amendments to the Dog Act
called for and obtained statistics of dog
attacks on other animals and people
from local government authorities and
public hospitals?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) What other factual information has

been sought or is before the committee
as a basis for forming recommen-
da tions?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) and (2) The committee has conducted a
survey of selected councils to obtain
statistics on various offences under the
Dog Act including dog attacks.

(3) The committee has obtained consider-
able information from councils and
other people and organisations.

HOUSING: INTEREST RATES

Subsidy Scheme

1656. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) With regard to the scheme to provide
mixed lending of funds from the
Government and the permanent building
societies at the commencement interest
rest of 121h per cent, on what basis was
the income ceiling of $350 per week for
the main breadwinner of a family set, as
a measure of eligibility?

(2) What particular levels of income, in'
terms of established award rates and
public service salaries were taken into
account in setting the income ceiling of
$350 per week as the measure of eligi-
bility for this home loan assistance
scheme?

(3) What consideration has been given to
graduated lower interest rate assistance
schemes so that, for instance, in cases
where the main breadwinner in a family
whose weekly income was between $350
and $375 the commencement rate could
be fixed at 13 per cent?

(4) What other family income is taken into
account in deciding on a family's eligi-
bility for assistance under this scheme?

(5) What would be the weekly repayments
on loans of $30000, $35000, and
$40 000 under this scheme in cases
where the weekly income of the main
breadwinner of a family is-

(a) $280;
(b) $300;
(c) $330;
(d) $350?

Mr SHALDERS replied:

(1) to (5) As the answer requires detailed
information the member will be advised
by letter.

1657, This question was postponed.
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EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Como

1658. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Edu-
cat ion:

(I Is he aware that-
(a) at the close of school each day at

the Como Senior High School, a
large number of cycling students
are required to leave the grounds
from a bike enclosure located near
the main entrance to the school and
that this adds to the congestion
caused by the buses serving the
school and the numerous cars
driven by parents;

(b) the problem is causing increasing
concern to the school and parents?

(2) As an increasing proportion of the
school enrolment live in areas to the
south-east of the school and the pro-
vision of additional bike racks and an
access path to the Karawara end of
Henley Street would have the effect of
relieving the current congestion in Bruce
Street, will he have an officer of the
Education Department make an im-
mediate investigation of the matter?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) (a) and (b) Yes.
(2) Following a recent approach by a mem-

ber I have arranged already for an
officer of the Education Department to
investigate this matter and provide
recommendat ions as to how the bicycle
congestion at the Como Senior High
School can be resolved.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS

Coma and Kent Street

1659. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Edut-
cation:

(1) In respect of the Budget statement that
more than $11I million will be spent on
schools in the south and east suburbs of
the Perth metropolitan region this
financial year, will he give details of the
additions and improvements to be car-
ried out at-
(a) Kent Street Senior High School;
(b) Coma Senior High School?

(2) What is the timetable envisaged for the
proposed work?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(1) (a) Kent Street Senior High School-

A start will be made on the follow-
ing-
(i) upgrade home economics;
(ii) conversion for medical centre:
(iii) new commerce building.

(b) Come Senior High School-
A start will be made on the follow-
ing-
(i) a new library;

(ii) conversion of the existing li-
brary for offices and staffroom;

(iii) upgrade of existing
administration area.

(2) Tenders are expected to be called during
first term next year with construction
proceeding during the year.

EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOLS

Improvements

1660. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

Are any additions or improvements en-
visaged this financial year for the fol-
lowing primary schools, and if so, what
are the details of the work planned:-
(a) South Perth, 51 Forrest Street;
(b) Kensington, 71 Banksia Terrace:
(c) Koonawarra, Goss Avenue,

Manning;
(d) Manning, Ley Street;
(e) Como, Thelma Street?

Mr CLARKO replied:
(a) to (d) Nil.
(e) A new library building is scheduled.

STATE FINANCE

Budget Allocations

1661. Mr GRAYDEN. to the Minister for
Works:

What are the details of the work pro-
posed in the following Budget allo-
cations:-
(a) Agriculture Department head-

quarters-South Perth, $549 000;
(b) Forests Department head-

quarters-Coma, $300 000;
(c) jetty at Como, $186 000?
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Mr MENSAROS replied:
(a) Agriculture-

South Perth headquarters-
Hk 1t I- .hmni ad

,laIi - c 'c' cc.diding

teed 'tor;, and pocun

(5) If "Yes" to (4). what action has been
taken as a result?

20000O

10"0600

(b) Forests Department- £549000

Como Stare headquarters-final
completion $300 000
This project was commenced in
1979-80 at a contract price of
S33190 000 and the expenditure of
$300 000 for 1982-83 represents
final completion costs and architec-
tural consultant fees. Other major
items of expenditure in the
$300 000 are for computer facili-
ties, stores extensions and
roadworks.

(c) This allocation provides for the
completion of the reconstruction of the
Como jetty which was commenced in
the previous financial year, and which
will be officially opened on 5 November.
Fifty per cent of the cost was met by the
City of South Perth.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

H EA LTH

Joel Warner

603. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the Crown Law Department ad-

vised the Public Health Department that
section 51 of the Justices Act precludes
a prosecution for an offence against the
Poisons Act in the case of the poisoning
of Joel Warner on the grounds that the
boy's father bought the allegedly
improperly labelled bottle of poisonous
fluid more than six months ago?

(2) Has the Public Health Department
taken steps to establish whether the fluid
concerned in the Warner case is
currently being sold in containers
labelled in accordance with the Poisons
Act?

(3) If "No' to (2), why not?
(4) Have any other cases of this particular

fluid being sold in allegedly improperly
labelled containers been brought to the
attention of the Public Health Depart-
ment?

Mr YOU
(I) Yes.

(2)

FNG replied:

The company was ordered to withdraw
the wrongly labelled fluid and it has
been withdrawn from the market. To the
best of my knowledge, none is being
currently offered for sale.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) Due to other commitments I personally
received notice of this question not long
before we came to the House, although
the member actually provided the
question in plenty of time. I give an
undertaking that, if the answer to this
part of the question is not in the proper
form as far as the member is concerned,
I shall provide a further answer in
writing.

The answer is that shortly after the
poisoning of Joel Warner, a Public
Health Department poisons inspector
purchased a bottle of the fluid.

(5) The Crown Law Department was asked
to consider a prosecution and I under-
stand this is proceeding.

ACTS AMENDMENT
(BETTING AND GAMING) BILL

Western Australian
Showm~en's Association (Inc.); Representations

604. Mr NANOVICH, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:
(1) Has the Minister received represen-

tations from the showman's association
concerning the Acts Amendment
(Betting and Gaming) Bill?

(2) Do the members of that association have
anything to fear from the Bill?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) Yes; I have received representations, as I
understand have some of my colleagues.

(2) No. The association and its members
have nothing to fear from the Bill. As
stated in thesecond reading speech, the
Government has no intention of chang-
ing the substance of the present law.
Certainly it has no intention adversely to
affect the showmen in their business.
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The Government has been advised by
Parliamentary Counsel that the Bill does
not change the law as it is generally
understood now, although, of course, it
is updated by the Bill and some pro-
vision for change is incorporated. It has
received similar advice from legal coun-
sel from the independent bar.
In addition, the showmen have two other
assurances. Firstly, the problem they
have raised is under consideration, and
if changes are shown to be necessary,
they will be made.
Secondly, the Bill itself contains an
exempting provision to allow such a situ-
ation to be covered if thegSeneral words
of the Bill create some unexpected prob-
lem.

Mr Parker: I agree with you that the Bill
contains that exemption provision; but
would you use that provision with re-
spect to their machines, if necessary?

Mr HASSELL: If it were necessary, yes; but
the problems they have raised have been
examined already. I understand that in
fact a problem does not exist.

Mr Parker: That is not my understanding of
it-

Mr HASSELL: I am having the matter
examined further and if it is shown that
a problem exists, we will deal with it. I
am just making a tentative comment; I
cannot promise it will be dealt with in
that way, because other considerations
may need to be taken into account. If
the existence of a problem is demon-
strated, we shall deal with it when the
Bill is before the House.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Responsibilities: Mcetings With GOrganisations
605. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

I refer the Premier to question 1590
which I asked yesterday and in which I
referred to a circular that had been sent
to Ministers asking that they arrange
meetings with organisations. I point out
that the Opposition has received several
complaints from public servants who al-
lege they are being forced to take part in
political exercises in ministerial offices. I
note the Premier's reply to my question
indicates that the ciruclar is confidential
and was sent to Ministers and I ask-

(1) Could the Premier reconsider my
request that the Opposition be
shown a copy of the circular?

(2) Will the Premier assure the House
the meetings that are arranged as a
result of the circular are not politi-
cal in nature?

(3) If the meetings are political in
nature, would the Premier under-
take that the Government will do
what the Opposition does; that is,
pay for the cost of the functions
which are arranged?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) No. The circular is not a public docu-

ment. It was issued within the party and,
therefore, it should not be distributed to
anyone else. I would not ask the Leader
of the Opposition to circulate freely
documents of that nature which he
issues.

Mr Hassell: My constituents get copies of his
letters. He keeps sending them out
asking people to lunches, etc.

Mr Brian Burke: They keep coming, too!
Mr H-assell: No, they don't-not the ones

that come back to me!

Mr O'CONNOR: I would be surprised if
anyone was being forced against his
wishes to attend these functions, but I
will make inquiries of the Ministers
involved. The functions usually are held
at approximately 3.30 p.m. and they are
part of an exercise designed for com-
munication purposes so that Ministers
and others can ascertain problems which
arise in connection with industry.

(2) and (3) We began running functions of
this nature approximately 1 2 months
ago and the Leader of the Opposition
has adopted that practice also and is
holding similar functions.

Mr Davies: A lot of free lunches are being
given

M r O'CONNOR: In most cases, the
functions are held at Parliament House
and if the Leader of the Opposition
checks the records he will see I have
issued a number of sizeable cheques in
payment for them.
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REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Hour man Abroihos Islands

606. Mr TUBBY. to the Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development:

(1) Has the Minister received the report on
the Houtman Abroihos Islands prepared
by the Geraldton mid-west regional de-
velopment committee?

(2) If so, what action does he plan to take in
relation to the report?

Mr MacK(INNON replied:

(1) Yes, I have received the report.
(2) I will now read the report, prior to sub-

mitting it to Cabinet for discussion and
decision. An announcement will be made
when Cabinet has considered the report
and its recommendat ions.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Signs. Approvals
607. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Local

Government:

My question relates to question 1608,
which the Minister answered today. It is
as follows-

()Can the Minister recall how long
she has had the letter from the
company which made represen-
tations to her regarding difficulties
with local government?

(2) When will the Minister be able to
provide a reply, because the matter
concerns jobs of married men with
families?

(3) A possible solution is for the Minis-
ter to have direct contact with the
firm, ascertain the local authority
concerned, and use her good offices
to suggest to it that it provide a de-
cision quickly.

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) to (3) I could not say with any accuracy
exactly how long I have had the letters. I
recall having read one of the letters
involved within the last week. In my
reply to question 1608 1 indicated I had
received the letter from the company.
The matter is being kept in train. As the
member would know, local government
has a right to make by-laws in regard to
signs, and it has been exercising that
right for a long time.

Mr Davies: The company is complying with
the by-laws and it still can't get a de-
cis ion.

Mrs CRAIG: When companies are com-
plying with the by-laws, under the Act
they have a right of appeal to the court,
not to the Minister Or the Town
Planning Appeal Tribunal.

Mr Davies: But they can't get the authority
to say, "Yes", or "No".

Mrs CRAIG: If the company is faced with
that difficulty, a meeting should be held
with the people concerned in an endeav-
our to arrive at a reasonable solution. I
have taken similar action previously.
The member would know that it is not
within my competence, nor should it be,
to order a local authority to act-

Mr Davies: Would you use your influence,
because jobs are at stake?

Mrs CRAIG: -on provisions contained in a
by-law which has been accepted by the
Parliament. A solution could lie in a
round table conference between myself,
representatives from the local authority,
and representatives from the advertising
company. If those people are willing to
come to the meeting, a suitable compro-
mise may be worked out.

HOUSING: INDUSTRIAL AND
COMMERCIAL EMPLOYEES'

HOUSING AUTHORITY

Opera iions

608. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister for Hous-
ing:

(1) When did the Industrial and Commer-
cial Employees' Housing Authority first
commence operations in Western Aus-
tralia?

(2) How many homes are currently owned
by the authority?

(3) In which towns are they located and
what are the number of houses in each
town?

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Why didn't you put the
question on notice? This is ridiculous!

Mr SODEMAN: To continue-

(4) How many additional homes are
being constructed by the authority
in the 1982-83 financial year?

(5) In which towns are they located and
how many in each instance?

3837



3838 ASSEMBLY]

(6) What was the schedule of rentals
charged from inception?

(7) On what dates did subsequent in-
creases come into effect and what
was the amount and percentage on
each occasion?

(8) Is a further increase planned and, if
so, when is it to take effect?

(9) What is the amount and percentage
of thc increase'?

Mr SH-ALDERS replied:

(1) to (9) It is obvious the member for
Pilbara gave notice of the question. I re-
gret I have not been able to compile an
answer-

Several members interjected.

Mr SHALDERS: -and I shall reply to him
by letter as soon as possible.

FUEL AND ENERGY: SEC

Public Relations Manager

609. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

(1) Is the State Energy Commission
currently seeking a public relations man-
ager at a salary of around $35 000 a
year?

(2) If it is, is this a new position and why is
it necessary, since the commission
already has a public relations staff?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1) and (2) I know nothing about the sub-
stance of the question and if it is put on
notice I will answer it.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT

Financial Considerations: Commissioner of Police

610. Mr GRAYDEN, to the Minister for Police
and Prisons:

In respect of allegations that certain
members have been offered financial
considerations to vote against particular
regulations, is the Minister in a position
yet to advise whether the matter has
been referred to the Commissioner of
Police?

Mr HASSELL replied:
In accordance with the undertaking
given by the Premier, the matter has
been referred to the Commissioner of
Police.

ACTS AMENDMENT (BETTING AND
GAMING) BILL

Showmen's Association: 'The Bulldozer"

611. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Police and Prisons:

(1) Can the Minister recall playing a game
called "the bulldozer" at an Albany
show in the past year or two and does he
recollect that, as a result of his skill, he
won a giant banana?

(2) "The bulldozer" is the machine about
which the showmen are most concerned
as to the effect of the application of the
proposed changes to the law; therefore.
can the Minister give an unqualified as-
surance that the legality of that machine
will not be subject to any challenge by
the passage of this proposed legislation?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) and (2) I have no recollection of playing

a machine called "the bulldozer" at
Albany and I certainly have no recollec-
tion of receiving a giant banana.
I recall having visited the Albany Show
with the member for the district and
talking with some of the showmen who
were concerned about certain matters
affecting the operations of their
machines. I do not know whether those
machines included "the bulldozer".

Mr Parker: But you did play it!
Mr HASSELL: As I said, I do not recall

having played it. As a result of dis-
cussions and other work we have under-
taken. the problems of the showmen
were resolved to their satisfaction, for
which they were grateful.

Mr Brian Burke: This is the machine in re-
spect of which they had to take out an
injunction against the Commissioner of
Police. Do you now know the machine
about which I am talking?

Mr HASSELL: If it is the machine about
which an injunction was taken out at
one stage, very well. I am saying the
issue was not resolved eventually as a re-
sult of legal proceedings, but as a result
of the action I took after a meeting with
these people-my taking up their prob-
lem.

Mr Brian Burke: So that machine is okay?
Mr H-ASSELL: As I have said, the matter

was not resolved as a result of legal pro-
ceedings, but was resolved by a process
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of having the whale issue re-examined. I
only can repeat that which I stated in
reply tonight to a question by the mem-
ber for Whitford. It was stated in the
second reading speech that the Govern-
ment did not set out to amend the sub-
stance of the law by way of the Acts
Amendment (Betting and Gaming) Bill.
We have been advised by the Parliamen-
tary Counsel and by independent legal
counsel that we have not changed the
substance of the law. The President of
the Western Australian Showmen 's
Association (Inc.) this morning sent a
telegram to me requesting my
examination of the problem he believes
to exist in the legislation. Immediately I
gave instructions to a senior officer of
my department to contact the president
to try to identify precisely the nature of
the problem. Unfortunately this officer
had great difficulty in contacting the
president of the association because his
line was busy, presumably engaged in
sending various telegrams and making
various represen tat ions.

Mr Brian Burke: You don't know that.
Mr HASSELL: However, contact has been

made since that time.
Mr Brian Burke: 1 thought he was at the

Narrogin Show.

Mr HASSELL: The president or his rep-
resenitative has arranged to see my
officer, and is doing so at the moment. A
little while ago I spoke with that officer
in connection with another matter, and
he advised me that as a result of his dis-
cussions to that point he did not believe
a problem existed. However, I say again
that if a problem exists which affects the
legitimate business operations of these
people, that problem will be resolved:
We have not set out to damage, affect,
or to make illegal the legitimate business
operations of these people and we have
no intention of doing so.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN

Responsibilities: Meetings with Organisations
612. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Premier:

I refer to the previous question relating
to meetings Ministers arrange with
groups interested in the matters dealt
with under ministerial portfolios. The
Premier said meetings had been held at
Parliament House.

Mr O'Connor: I said I have conducted
luncheons at Parliament House with a
group.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: He referred also to
meetings held about 3.30 in the after-
noon. t ask him to clarify the situation.
Were those meetings resulting from the
circular sent out held at Parliament
House or at ministerial offices? In ad-
dition, what was the nature of the re-
freshments and so on?

Mr Hassell: Perhaps you would like to come
into our offices to watch what is going
on.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: Give us about six
months and we will do that. It is a legit-
imate question.

Mr O'CONNOR replied;
These meetings are held to get together
various members of organisations. which
have a connection with Minister's de-
partments so that all parties have an op-
portunity to discuss informally problems
that may exist. These problems are con-
nected with industries which reflect on
Government circles.

Mr Blaikie: Open government!
Mr Pearce: Scared government!
Mr O'CONNOR: I think light refreshments

are provided with light beer, and that is
about all.

HEALTH: NURSING HOME

Penn-Rose; Inquiry

613. Mr BERTRAM, to the Minister for
Health:

Again I refer to the concealmnt-if the
Minister likes, to the suppression-of
the Penn-Rose Nursing Home docu-
ments. Has he yet received advice from
the Attorney General, and if so, is it still
his intention to conceal, or suppress,
those papers and documents to which I
have made reference?

Mr YOUNG replied:
The continuing saga. The member for
Mt. Hawthorn continues to use the word
-conceal" as a pre-judgment of whether
certain documents will be made
available to the Houe. Twice already I
have answered the question, and this
answer is no different from those two
earlier answers.
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FUEL AND ENERGY:
ELECTRICITY AND GAS

Accounts: Payment

614. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:

Several weeks ago the Minister told me,
in answer to a question I asked in this
Parliament, that the State Energy Com-
mission intends to provide a new system
of instalment payments of energy ac-
counts. I have not been made aware of
any announcement with regard to the
institution of such a new system, and I
ask him to tell me whether that system
has been instituted. If not, when is it
intended to institute that system?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

I am unable to answer the latter part of
the question. I understand from advice
received that the SEC is trying to have
some discussions with various banks. For
example, one of the matters being dis-
cussed relates to the amount of the fee
banks would charge for this kind of ser-
vice. In fact, a charge presently is made,
and could be brought forward, but the
amount of the charge is under nego-
tiation in relation to more regular pay-
ments. A survey is being carried out by
the SEC to determine how regular these
payments should be. Instead of the pay-
ments being made on a iwo-monthly
basis when the accounts are rendered,
they could be made on a weekly basis,
but we do not want to pay the same fee
as is charged now. I will find out what
has happened and let the member know
tomorrow.

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Houiman A bra/has Islands

615. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Industrial,
Commercial and Regional Development:

Further to the question he answered on
the report relating to the Abrolhos
Islands, I appreciate his wanting time to
assess what action should be taken, but
is he prepared to table now a copy of the
report for the information of members
and the public?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
Previously I indicated that I will not
table the report until such time as Cabi-
net has considered it. When Cabinet has

considered the report I will give con-
sideration to the member's request.

FLAGS

Australian and Western Australian

616. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:
Has any momentous decision been taken
on the purchase and the size of the 6-
inch by 3-inch Australian and Western
Australian flags for distribution to
sporting bodies, schools and other patri-
otic organisations and institutions?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
Yes. The decision has been made, and
30 000 flags of that size have been or-
dered. The member queried the size. If
they were longer they would drape down
and not stand out properly.

Mr Davies: 1 was talking about flags 6 feet
by 3 feet.

Mr O'CONNOR: Flags of that size would
cost a great deal of money. The smaller
flags will be able to sit on desks in
schools for children to view, or be placed.
in hospitals for patients to view.
Certainly this practice reflects a pride
we should continue to feel. I have asked
that the flags be provided as quickly as
possible. I was told they would be de-
livered towards the end of January, and
I said that time would be inappropriate,
as I am sure the member would agree. I
have asked for the flags to be delivered
about November.

Mr Davies: I suppose you would be against
any change in the design of the flag!

Mr O'CONNOR: I certainly would be, and
especially so at this stage, having
already purchased 30 000 of them.

SMOKING AND TOBACCO PRODUCTS
ADVERTISEMENTS BILL

Government Support

617. Mr HODGE, to the Premier:
Has the Government made a decision on
whether it will support the private mem-
bers' Bill relating to the banning of
tobacco advertising of which notice was
given by the member for Subiaco?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

No Government decision has been made.
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MINING ACT

Section 20

618. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:

When the Mining Amendment Bill was
before the House he indicated that there
would be further amendments to section
20 of the Act. In view of the fact that
the Pastoralists and Graziers Associ-
ation was to meet with miners to agree
on a formula for the changing of that
section, has any formula been agreed
upon, and if so, when will the amend-
ment be brought forward?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

In my reply yesterday to the third read-
ing of the Bill I advised the House of
that which followed what I had advised
the House before the recent week's ad-
journment. More discussions have taken
place, and an amendment -will be moved
in another place by the Government,
and that amendment naturally will come
back here for our consideration.
The compromise that has been ad-
vanced-I will not say "reached"-has
the support of the mining industry, but
it does not have the unqualified support
of the pastoral industry. The compro-
mise represents a middle position, but
the pastoral industry is still representing
its case. I discussed this matter this
morning with the President of the
Chamber of Mines, and the mining in-
dustry has again confirmed to me the
need to clarify that situation so there is
no stupidity about any passage through
the 100 metre buffer zones. It has
clearly accepted the compromise and
during the debate in the other House,
the attitude of the pastoralists will be
considered. Amendments will be made
but they have not been agreed to by the
pastoral industry although they have
been agreed to by the mining industry.

TRAFFIC: MVIT

Investigation

619. Mr TONKIN, to the Premier:

(1) Has the Minister completed his
investigation into the MVIT in accord-
ance with the undertaking he gave to the
Leader of the Opposition some months
ago?

(1211

(2) If so, would he inform the House of his
findings?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) I spoke to the Chairman of the
State Government Insurance office re-
garding the matter and asked for certain
details which were given to me. I will
provide those details to the honourable
member.

Mr Tonkin: We are talking about the MVIT.

Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, I know that, but the
SGIO is involved, and it is our contact
in that area. I have spoken to the SGO
a couple of times on this issue. I will try
to get the information for the member
within the next couple of days.

EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL

Enrolments

620. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:

What action has he taken to prevent a
recurrence of the situation with regard
to pre-primary enrol ments-which oc-
curred again this year after the fuss I
raised in Parliament last year-where
parents were forced to queue overnight
in some cases to enrol their children at
pre-primary schools for next year in
areas where the pre-primary system can-
not cope with the number of parental
demands?

M rC LA RKO replied:

It is important that we clarify that we
are not speaking about five-year-olds,
but about four-plus-year-olds. As the
member no doubt is aware, the enrol-
ments took place last Friday. I have had
discussions with officers of my depart-
ment and within the next two weeks I
will receive a report on this matter. I
have asked that all the information be
supplied to me so I can explore the
possibilities necessary to take action.
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EDUCATION: PRE-SCHOOL
Three-plus-year-aids: Subsidy

621. Mr EVANS, to the Minister for Education:
(1) My question arises from the Minister's

reply to question 1637 today. Upon what
criteria may pre-school aides who em-
ploy their own staff for the three-plus
group qualify for a subsidy equivalent to
the cost of an aide?

(2) Is that criteria identical with that of last
year?

Mr
(1)

CLARKO replied:
and (2) I am not able to turn up the
question to which the member referred,
but I have the purport of it. The situ-
ation in regard to three-plus-year-olds

where the four-plus formula is applied is
that they may enter the class where
there are vacancies because it has no
effect on the cost of staffing. In regard
to children who are three-plus-year-olds
and who are members of a play group
then if the centre provides two half-day
programmes we supply an amount of
money which is really equivalent to the
aide's salary for the second session, and
for a single unit in a full year it would
amount to approximately $800. That
has been provided this year and will be
provided next year.

Mr Evans: The same as last year?

Mr CLARKO: No changes are proposed.
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