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THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Mr Barnett) took
the Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: POLICE
Relations: Ministerial Statement

MR CARR (Geraldton-Minister for Police
and Emergency Services) [2.17 p.m.1: I seek leave
to make a ministerial statement.

Leave granted.
Mr CARR: My attention as Minister for Police

and Emergency Services has been directed
towards the question of relations between the
police and Aboriginal members of the community
following views put to me from a variety of
sources.

In particular, I have taken the view that the
special Cabinet committee on Aboriginal-police
relations, formed in 1976, had a greater role to
play in developing satisfactory relations between
police and Aboriginal people.

As an initial approach to improving relations, a
summit meeting was held on 28 March 1984.

That summit provided a number of interested
individuals and groups with a forum for
identifying issues amenable to change and
directed towards improving relations.

The summit was an historic event in that the
diverse and sometimes opposing interest groups
came together and, through goodwill and a deter-
mination to contribute in a positive manner, issues
for further attention were identified.

A second summit was held on 13 and 14 April
1984. The object of this summit was to
recommend methods of dealing with the issues
identified at the first summit as worthy of atten-
tion. The agenda items were-

(1) The special Cabinet committee on Abor-
iginal-police relations; its composition,
objectives, and terms of reference.

(2) Training and selection of police person-
nell at recruitment and promotional
levels.

(3) The police aides scheme; its objectives
and criteria for operation.

(4) Communication between police and Ab-
original people; directions for improve-
ment and extension.

(5) Welfare services as they affect Aborigi-
nal-police relations.

The recommendations of the summit were re-
ferred to the Commissioner of Police and to the
special' Cabinet committee on Aboriginal re-
lations, as appropriate, and I have received
positive reports from both.

The recommendations of the special Cabinet
committee have been referred to Cabinet which
has approved implementation of the report. The
key recommendations are-

(a) That representation on the committee be
expanded to include the National Abor-
iginal Conference;

(b) that there be a decentralised committee
structure with regional committees
mirroring the special committee and that
liaison at local level be either by small
committee or individual negotiators,
depending on district needs;

(c) that the above recommendations be
implemented by way of a pilot scheme to
be gradually expanded;

(d) that the secretary of the committee be
appointed full-time;

(e) that the Cabinet committee name be
changed to "special Cabinet committee
on Aboriginal-police community re-
lations" to reflect the importance of
community attitudes on police-Aborigi-
nal relations;

(f) the concept of a mobile crisis avoidance
unit be implemented; this will involve a
small subgroup of the committee being
able to move quickly to any location in
the State where urgent action is appro-
priate to help avoid any local emergency
or stalemate; and

(g) that regional subcommittees and local
committees/individual negotiators be ac-
countable to the special Cabinet com-
mittee.

The Commissioner of Police has expressed his
general concurrence with the proposed
restructuring.

The broad objective of the restructuring of the
special Cabinet committee is to minimise or avoid
difficulties in relationships through improved con-
sultation.

In particular, the establishment of the regional
and local committees or individual liaison person-
nel is considered to be the most effective way of
improving consultation between Aboriginal
people, the police, and the community at local and
regional levels.
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This arrangement will also significantly
broaden the information base available to the
Cabinet committee and Cabinet itself.

It should be stressed that this action by the
Government to upgrade the role of the committee
is only part of the Covernment response to the
issues raised.

The Commissioner of Police is presently con-
sidering other recommendations arising from the
summit meetings which impact upon the oper-
ations of the police service.

Neither the summit meetings nor the
recommendations which have flowed from them
are seen to provide a panacea for problem solving.
They do constitute a first step towards improved
relations, especially at grass roots level.

The positive responses which have been reported
to me and the obvious sense of urgency, co-oper-
ation, and compromise evident amongst the del-
egates from the Western Australian Police Force,
the special Cabinet committee, the National Ab-
original Conference, the WA Police Union area
consultative committees, the Aboriginal Legal
Service, and other concerned organisations and
individuals leads me to an optimism that relations
will improve.

Finally, I table the report on this matter from
the special Cabinet committee on Aboriginal-
police relations.

The report was tabled (see paper No. 96).

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) (2.23 p.m.]: I seek leave for the
Opposition to respond to the ministerial statement
at a later stage of today's sitting.

Leave granted.

HEALTH: DENTAL
Technicians: Petition

MR TRETHOWAN (East Melville) [2.24 pm]:
Ipresent a petition in the following terms-

Members of the Legislative Assembly in
the Parliament of Western Australia. We the
undersigned residents in the State of Western
Australia do herewith pray that the Parlia-
ment of Western Australia will support.

(i) The amendment of the Dentist's Act
1939-1972 to include provision for Dental
Technicians who qualify through legislation
to treat members of the public direct in the
fitting, manufacture and repair of removable
dental prosthesis (dentures), thereby provid-
ing members of the public with a free choice
of consultation in the matter of fitting, manu-
facture and repair of removable dental pros-
thesis; and

(ii) The establishment of a recognised
course of clinical training to be undertaken in
addition to the existing Dental Technician' s
apprenticeship to enable existing and future
Dental Technicians to qualify under the term
of paragraph (i) above.

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

I certify that the petition bears 78 signatures and
that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 32.)

LOCAL GOVERNMENT: WANNEROO SHIRE
COUNCIL

Royal Commission: Petition
MRS BEGGS (Whitford) [2.25 p.m.): I present

a petition in the following terms-
To the Honourable Speaker and Members

of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament
of Western Australia in Parliament
assembled.

We, the undersigned citizens of Western
Australia, being ratepayers and residents of
the shire of Wanneroo request an urgent
Royal Commission to enquire into the actions
of the Wanneroo Shire Council in respect to
the administration of the Shire of Wanneroo
Town Planning Development Schemes and its
general acquisition and sale of land since
1970.

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray
that you will give this matter earnest con-
sideration and your petitioners, as in duty
bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 30 signatures and I certify that
it conforms to the Standing Orders of the Legis-
lative Assembly.

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

(See petition No. 33.)

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS AMENDMENT
DILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 7 August.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [2.27 p.m.]: I ind

it somewhat strange that the Leader of the House
brought forward this measure on the agenda with-
out the Minister responsible being in the
Chamber.
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Mr Bryce: He is in the House. Don't over exag-
gerate the situation.

Mr MENSAROS: I am not exaggerating it at
all. If one were debating something which was not
controversial and one wanted to make points
which required replies, obviously it would be
necessary for the Minister responsible to be
present.

Mr Tonkin: He is now in the Chamber. Don't be
so childish. Grow up. Grow up immediately!

Mr Blaikie: It will be one of those nights!
Mr MENSAROS: I mentioned before my

remarks had to be discontinued yesterday that the
regulations in this case are virtually more import-
ant than the Bill itself, because the Bill is an
enabling legislation and the execution of the inten-
tion of the legislation really is contained in the
regulations. For that purpose I have placed two
questions on the Notice Paper, but unfortunately
the responses are not in yet. The Minister may
have them because they may have been distributed
to him. I would be very happy if he could at least
indicate the type of responses I will receive. I
asked firstly, whether the negotiations by the Law
Society have continued in order to facilitate the
implementation of this Bill with insurance
companies, whether they have been successfully
concluded, and, if so, what is the result of them;
secondly. I asked an ancillary question as to
whether the regulations had been drafted and, if
so, whether we could see them. I do not know
whether the Minister is in possession of the infor-
mation I sought.

Mr Grill: Do you want me to reply now?
Mr MENSAROS: If the Minister knows the

answers to my questions it will make it easier to
deal with the whole matter.

Mr Grill: I would have to find the answers to
both those questions.

Mr MENSAROS: The Minister has not got
them yet?

Mr Grill: I have not got them yet.
Mr MENSAROS: In this case one can talk

about the Bill but one has to give it guarded or
conditional support. We accept and laud the prin-
ciple in the Bill, but the question is how it will be
implemented.

The question arises, for instance, whether in-
demnity insurance should be arranged through
one insurance company so that everything is
grouped together and averaged, or whether it
should be allowed on an individual basis. Both
systems have advantages and disadvantages.
Theoretically, if insurance is averaged out it
should be less expensive because the risk is spread,

and according 10 the principles of insurance that
ought to achieve a lower premium. At the same
time, experience shows that if it is given to one
company and a monopoly is created so that no
competition exists, it is very difficult to control the
cost of the indemnity and it is difficult to assess
whether the premium is fair.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! It is
increasingly difficult to hear the member for
Floreat. I would very much appreciate members
keeping the level or conversation much lower.

Mr MENSAROS: Difficulties have arisen in
some of the Eastern States where a system has
been implemented so that one insurance company
caters for all indemnity insurance, and the ma-
j ority of the legal fraternity was not happy.

Another difficulty which arises through having
only one insurer is that it appears to be obvious
there must be different types of lawyers carrying
different types of risks. Solicitors who have direct
contact with clients are primarily involved in any
risk if they cause a claimable damage to their
clients. On the other hand, there are lawyers who
act only as barristers and who are responsible only
at secondhand, and appear to have no responsi-
bility whatever to the client. It appears that their
risk condition is much lower and their indemnity
premium ought to be lower than a solicitor's. Then
there is a group of lawyers who are still practising
but who are employed by one company or one
employer. The employer may be a bank or in-
surance company Or, not least, Government
agencies, and in those cases the lawyers have one
employer. The Crown solicitor's office employs
practising legal practitioners who appear in court
and who carry out normal business like a private
practitioner with the exception that they are sub-
ject to some built-in indemnity which applies to
public servants. Again, they have to be tailored
somehow into this insurance situation.

The computerisation of insurance today has
made it a schematic business. Insurance
companies like to create one or two or more gen-
eral insurance policies and try to fit every client
into those policies. It is a pity it has developed this
way because after all, insurance is nothing more
than bookmaking; the question is, what are the
odds in connection with the individually insured
person or company and the premium ought to be
tailored to the odds. Today, most insurance
companies do not even have salesmen on the road;
they do not individually discuss the risks and the
conditions with the party to be insured. They sell a
piece of paper which sets out the printed policy,
and one takes it or leaves it.
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Compulsory insurance is even more difficult for
the insurer because he has no choice. When I was
in business in pre-computer times, one was able to
go to a manager or the salesman and tell him one's
conditions and ask him as a bookmaker to make
up the odds relating to one's business, and the
premiums were set accordingly. Even with
workers' compensation, which was compulsory
even at that time, one could insure with any
company. After the premiums were set for certain
categories of workers' compensation, a great deal
depended on what sort of discount or no-claim
bonus one was able to secure. If one had a good
record and was able to explain to the insurance
company-because they listened to one and they
had influence in formulating individual poli-
cies--one was able to get quite good conditions
and discounts because one was able to tell the
insurer that one's risks were smaller, and that was
backed up by past history. Consequently, the inci-
dence of accidents was lower.

All sort of questions arise in this matter; for
instance, who if anyone should be exempt? There
may be people employed by Government agencies
who are indemnified and against whom the public
are indemnified by the Crown. This will be dealt
with in the regulations. It is not in the Bill and I
do not want it put in the Bill; it is quite normal
that it should be dealt with in the regulations. The
proper thing for any Government to do is not to
introduce an enabling Bill-or if it is introduced,
not to force it to be passed-before the regulations
are drafted so that the House can at least examine
the provisions of the regulations and measure its
support or otherwise for the Bill accordingly.

That is a fair request, not necessarily by the
Opposition. I would not oppose this Bill. I com-
mend highly the principle in it, but it would be fair
and proper to have the regulations ready and in
draft form for the Parliament to look at. It is
inconceivable that the Bill will be promulgated
before the regulations are gazetted, so the Govern-
ment does not win anything if it passes the Bill
without the regulations being ready. It would be
courtesy on the Government's part towards Parlia-
ment, not necessarily towards the Opposition, to
deal with such matters when we have virtually an
enabling Bill and all the pragmatic implemen-
tations are in the regulations; we should deal with
them together.

I understand the principle involved in the Bill
was put to the profession, and in particular to the
Law Society, by the previous Attorney General.
He encountered difficulties with implementation
with the barristers who did not like or did not want
the Law Society to arrange their indemnity. They
obviously argued, as I did, that they are in a

lower-risk category and did not want to be lumped
together and averaged with the higher-risk solici-
tors. It is understandable that barristers would not
want to pay a higher premium as a result of
averaging out premiums with the solicitors. Hence
the importance of ensuring that the regulations
are acceptable to every section of the profession
and that the proposed method is the correct one.

I do not oppose the Bill. However, I ask
the Minister to take my comments seriously and
convey them to the Attorney General and to his
colleagues so that, in future, this type of Hill,
which is an enabling Bill, will be dealt with when
the Parliament can consider the draft regulations.

MRt GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [2.40 p.m.]: I thank the Opposition for
its general support of the Bill. I indicate also that I
have been able to have a brief discussion with the
Attorney General since the member for Floreat
posed the questions to me. The answer to the first
question is that the regulations have not, as yet,
been finally drafted. Secondly, the negotiations
between the Law Society of Western Australia
and the various insurers are not yet concluded.
That is the real reason the regulations have not, as
yet, been finally drafted. It is a matter of their
coming to some sort of Finality-not an absolute
finaity-in respect of those negotiations. That is
delaying the drafting of regulations.

The member for Floreat raised a number of
legitimate concerns which also the previous
Government addressed when this legislation was
initially contemplated. Those are still the concerns
of the Law Society, the legal profession generally
and the Crown Law Department.

One problem in respect of the drafting of the
regulations and the concluding of negotiations, I
understand, is the limited number of insurers who
are interested in this type of insurance. That has
posed some problems. The Law Society indicated
to the Attorney General that it will be in a position
to report in a month to six weeks. I cannot give the
member any definite time in respect of the im-
plementation or the bringing forward of the regu-
lations after that date. However, I think that, by
indicating that the Law Society should be able to
report in that time, I have given the member some
idea of the time constraints placed on the Govern-
ment.

I do not think there is a lot more I can say about
the matter. That is the sum total of the infor-
mation I received from the Attorney General. The
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matter is being considered by the Law Society. 1
believe that this Government has adopted the right
attitude. The previous Government, of course, was
loath to proceed with the legislation without
finalising the negotiations. This Government has
brought forward the legislation. Hopefully it will
be passed by this House this afternoon. The
Government will grapple with the more difficult
problem of the regulations later.

I assure the member that his legitimate com-
ments and concerns will be taken into account.
However, in the normal course of events, the Op-
position will have the right, if necessary-I doubt
whether it will be necessary-to debate the regu-
lations.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

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

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

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

LEGAL AID COMMISSION AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading

Debate resumed from 29 May.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [2.46 p.m.]: The
Opposition accepts this legislation which was
properly explained by the Minister. To refresh
members' memories, it deals with an international
agreement, apparently accepted by a United
Nations conference as far back as 1956, nearly 30
years ago. It requests the signatory countries to
establish Certain instrumentalities to facilitate the
maintenance obligations to be implemented from
one country to the other. In other words, if a
maintenance claimant lives in one country and the
respondent against whom the maintenance claim
is already established lives in another country,
there should be an official facility which enables
that maintenance agreement or judicial decision to
be implemented.

For that purpose, apparently, the international
agreement made a request for two agencies to be
set up, one in the transmitting country and the
other in the receiving country. Apparently, the
Commonwealth decided that there should be one
agency known as the controller of overseas mai .n-
tenance claims. It also agreed with the Attorneys
General that each State and the Territory should

set up an agency. The cost of the running of those
agencies would be carried by the Commonwealth.

The Western Australian Government appointed
the Legal Aid Commission for that purpose.
Hence, we now have this amendment to the Legal
Aid Commission Act. The commission will deal
with these matters irrespective of whether the
claimant or the respondent, whoever is in
Australia, has an entitlement to legal aid.

My understanding-and I am sure the Minister
will correct me if I am wrong-is that they will be
dealt with without any cost to the applicant; that
is, the cost will be borne by the Commonwealth
Government.

My only criticism-which is not a criticism of
this Government, the previous Government, or any
number of its predecessors in the last 28 years-is
that I cannot comprehend why it has taken 28
years to implement an international agreement. I
Suppose it is Proof Of how slowly the wheels of
Government turn.

I had clients who complained about the main-
tenance situation between New Zealand and
Australia, and in dealing with those matters I had
to write directly to various courts in New Zealand
to try to facilitate my clients' claims. I hope that
by this Bill becoming an Act of Parliament these
matters will be automatically resolved.

I also hope that adverse implementations of any
future international agreements, which are against
the interests of the community and the
States-such as the Tasmanian dam situ-
ation-will not in future be hurried through as
quickly as this legislation but will rather be
delayed.

MRt GRILL (Esperance-Dundas-Minister for
Transport) [2.52 p.m.]: I thank the Opposition for
its general support of the Bill. I also thank the
member for Floreat for his clear explanation of
the legislation. His understanding of the Bill is the
same as mine. I note his concern regarding the
delay in implementation of this international con-
vention. With respect, this can only be explained
by the fact that we have had a succession of con-
servative Governments which perhaps have not
given high priority to these matters.

I think we both agree that it is high time such
legislation was passed and I am pleased to be part
of it.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.
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In Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mrs

Henderson) in the Chair; Mr Grill (Minister for
Transport) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 11 to5 put and passed.
Clause 6: Part IXA inserted-
Mr GRI LL: I move an amendment-

Page 3, lines 8 and 9-Delete the passage
"regulation 156F(l) or'.

The definition of "authorized person" as set out in
new section 68A refers to regulation I 56F( I) of
the Family Court Act regulations. That set of
regulations is presently under review and it is poss-
ible that the numbers relating to the provisions
may be changed.

Mr Mensaros: I understand; you do not want to
be restricted.

Mr GRILL: I do not think further explanation
is necessary.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported with an amendment.

ACTS AMENDMENT (ABOLITION OF
CAPITAL PUNISHMENT) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 22 March.
MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the Op-

position) [2.57 pm]: Put very simply, although
the drafting is much more complex, this is a Bill
which seeks to abolish capital punishment in
Western Australia. I make it very clear at the
outset that the Opposition parties resolved that
their members' votes on this. matter should be
determined by the individual conscience of the
members and should not be guided by a party
room decision. Therefore, no party room decision
has been made by us in relation to the Bill.

I am aware that a number of members of the
Opposition are opposed to the Bill and I am one of
those'members. At the same time I am not,' of
course, advocating that the present law, were it
retained, should be applied in every case of a capi-
tal offence.

I was once given a piece of sound advice, If one
inds people proposing a course of action for all

the wrong reasons, be careful; the course of action
will almost certainly turn out to be wrong as well.
I offer that advice to this House of Parliament.
The course of action proposed in the amendments
to the Criminal Code and other amendments
contained in the Bill, is to abolish the death sen-
tence. However, close examination of the

Premier's speech when he introduced the Bill on
22 March reveals that all the reasons advanced in
support of taking this action are fundamentally
wrong. I shall analyse those reasons and comment
upon them.

Even when the Premier's reasons cannot be
examined empirically and demonstrated to be
totally wrong, the arguments he advanced are not
illuminated by truth or right reason. I repeat that
the warning is there; the reasons for supporting
the proposed action are wrong. We ought to be
careful, because the action proposed is undoubt-
edly wrong, too.

I turn to an examination of the reasons which
have been advanced by the Premier for abolishing
capital punishment.

Since he is the Leader of the Government and
the Leader of the Labor Party, it is reasonable to
assume that his reasons are the Government's
reasons and his party's reasons. However, as mem-
bers of the Labor Party have not been given free-
dom of conscience on this issue, despite the fact
the Premier's motivation in relation to the legis-
lation is religious, opposing reasons may be held
by some members on the other side. For them it
must be of little comfort to be forced to support a
measure for such inadequate reasons as those ad-
vanced by the Premier in his speech.

The first argument advanced by the Premier
was his belief that the abolition of capital punish-
ment had the support of the majority of Western
Australian people. He gave us no reason to en-
Courage us to believe that his assessment of the
public mood was correct.

Mr Evans: I think there have been a few Gallup
polls.

Mr HASSELL: And they indicated the con-
trary to what the Premier said.

Mr MacKinnon: If there were, the Premier
never referred to them.

Mr HASSELL: If the Premier had evidence by
way of figures, it is unlikely he would not quote
them; but he did not quote them. Clearly he did
not have any such evidence.

It is not possible, without a referendum, to
prove beyond doubt that one view is held more
Firmly than another, or to prove absolutely one
way or the other what public opinion on this issue
is in this State.

There are significant indicators of public
opinion, and all of them seem to suggest that the
public believe not only in the retention of capital
punishment, but also--in places where it has been
abolished or where it has fallen into disuse-its
reintroduction.
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Mr Evans: People believe in it in every case
except where they are personally involved.

Mr HASSELL: I refer to a few examples. In
February 1976 The Herald published the results
of a poll showing that 57 per cent of Australians
wanted to see capital punishment reintroduced for
wilful murder.

In May 1978 The Bulletin published a poll
which showed that almost 70 per cent of
Australians believed that political terrorists who
killed people should be hanged. That is the second
example. Those who favoured hanging included 63
per cent of ALP voters.

The third example is this: In July 1979 The Age
published a poll which showed that 70 per cent of
Australians supported the death penalty. Support
varied between men and women and between
younger and older people, but was never less than
67 per cent. The fourth indicator concerned the
Police Federation of Australia at its annual con-
ference in Darwin in August 1979, where there
was a unanimous call for the reintroduction of the
death penalty in all States.

Mr Evans: Do you reckon they would be
biased?

Mr HASSELL: I reckon they would be con-
cerned about law enforcement. Does the Minister
not agree?

Mr Evans: I do not think it relates to law en-
forcement.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier does, because half
his speech is filled with that fifth example.

Mr Bryce: Retribution more than anything else.
Mr HASSELL: The Sydiney Morning Herald of

15 April last year reported that the 53-man man-
agement committee of the New South Wales
Prison Officers Association called unanimously
for the reintroduction of the death penalty.

Police and prison officers are people concerned
with the end products of criminal activity and with
criminals. They have pretty good reasons for being
concerned about some of the trends in this
country. The Acting Premier may interject on
what I am saying and question its validity, but I
want to tell him very clearly that if he succeeds in
having this legislation adopted, there is absolutely
no question in my mind but that before the end of
the term of this Government he and his colleagues
will come to regret it in this State.

Mr Bryce: How?
Mr H-ASSELL: If the Minister does not under-

stand that, he does not understand a very simple
situation, namely that given a serious enough set
of circumstances, such as, for example, a repeat of
the murder of nature of the one involving Karen

Bethune by an adult-it was by a child-there
would be an outcry for some action to be taken
other than simply locking the criminal up for how-
ever long a period.

Mr Bryce: How long is it since somebody was
executed in Western Australia? You are
predicting something between now and the year
1995, which will be when our term finishes.

Mr HASSELL: I am giving the Government
only till the next election. My remarks relate from
now to the next election.

Mr Bryce: I miscalculated. Forgive my assump-
tion.

Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier certainly
did. In addition to the more authoritative opinion
polls and indicators of public opinion are the in-
quiries by way of telephone random samples of
electors throughout this State which indicate a
very high level of support for the retention of
capital punishment.

While it is proper for members of Parliament to
refuse to be bound by opinion polls, just as they
refuse, I hope, to be ruled by mobs in the street, it
is nevertheless interesting to observe that while the
Premier has advanced no evidence of public sup-
port for his point of view, in fact there is consider-
able evidence to the contrary. My own view is that
the people of this State do not want us to abolish
the death penalty, even though those same people
would not expect, request or want it to be applied
to every case of capital crime.

I refer to the matter of deterrence. The
Premier's argument was that capital punishment
was not a deterrent for capital crimes. He stated
that "there is no documented evidence to suggest
that this is so". He went further and purported to
say that capital punishment incites bloodshed. His
arguments here fail on three grounds.

Firstly, there is no need to establish deterrence.
I Will return to that point later. Secondly, while
the point cannot be proved empirically, there is
strong indicative evidence that capital punishment
does have a deterrent effect in relation to some
sorts of crimes.

Thirdly, the argument about capital punishment
inciting the IRA to violence is patently dishonest
and wrong. I will return to that point also later.

The question of whether punishment should be,
could be or is a deterrent to a particular crime is a
matter of great importance to legislators, to
magistrates and to judges. There is, however, a
certain irony in the fact that the question is sel-
dom if ever raised except in relation to capital
punishment.

557



558 [ASSEMBLY]

It is almost taken fr granted in relation to all
other offences that if the penalty is made stirrer it
will be a greater deterrent. For example, in
October 1982 the Victorian Government increased
the maximum penalty for illegal weekend trading
from $1 000 to $5 000 because, in the words of the
Victorian Minister for Labour and Industry (Mr
Jolly), "Experience has shown that the present
penalties introduced in 1977 are not an adequate
deterrent".

Mr Gordon Hill: Did they have capital punish-
ment before that?

Mr HASSELL: I am afraid the Government
Whip has lost the thread of the argument.

I do not know whether the Premier thinks that
the existing penalties of imprisonment are deter-
ring rape or bank robberies, or whether he thinks
tougher penalties would be a better deterrent, or
whether he thinks lighter penalties would be a
better deterrent, or whether he has really thought
about the issue at all.

The point is that it really is not necessary to
prove that capital punishment is a deterrent in
order to conclude that it is a right and proper
punishment in certain cases. The principles behind
the question of deterrence need to be clearly
understood.

When we have reached the stage where a pen-
alty is being imposed, it is impossible for the pen-
alty to be a deterrent to the commission of the
crime for which it is being imposed. That is obvi-
ous, a truism. But it is nevertheless important.
When we think about every case of a crime we
must realise that at the point where we are
punishing the criminal, the offender, it cannot be a
deterrent to the commission of the offence for
which he has been convicted. We are imposing a
penalty on an individual, and at least in the case of
capital punishment there can be no question of a
deterrent in relation to him.

If we are to rely on deterrents at all, we have to
ask the question: Have we the right to impose on
him a more severe penalty than we would
otherwise do in the hope that it will deter some
other person from that or a similar crime? If, for
example, a man's crime warrants a month's im-
prisonment, is it right to jail him for two months in
the odd hope that by his serving that additional
sentence-that additional month-that will some-
how prevent the commission of other crimes? Both
justice and mercy might be outraged by that con-
cept. Clearly the punishment should fit the crime,
including the circumstances surrounding it. That
is an end to it. Its theoretical educational value is a
nonsense.

There is one other very important aspect of the
nature of deterrents in the imposition of sentences,
and I will deal with that later. Members should
wait for it, because it is even more important than
what has gone before.

I want it to be seen that this issue is approached
having regard to the broad issues which were so
clearly mishandled by the Premier in his speech.
What I want to do now is examine very briefly the
empirical evidence, that which is available as a
matter of fact in relation to the deterrent effect or
otherwise of capital punishment.

The Premier has told us that there is no
documented evidence to suggest that capital pun-
ishment deters crime; but that is only another way
of saying that the Premier does not know of any
such evidence. We cannot legislate on a matter as
important as this on the basis of the Premier's
ignorance, remembering that I do not have to
prove deterrence any more than the Premier has to
prove that the removal of capital punishment will
somehow reduce the Crime rate. Let us examine a
few facts.

Mr Bryce: It doesn't do you any good in making
your rather sober case to accuse the Premier of
ignorance, because everyone in this Chamber
knows that he is not ignorant.

Mr Clarko: Not everyone.

Mr Bryce: You can accuse someone of being
wrong, but do not allege for a minute that the
Premier is ignorant, because he is not and you
know it.

Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier has over-
reacted as he so often does. I am talking about the
Premier's ignorance of the existence of certain
evidence which I am about to give members and
which he said did not exist. Mine was a perfectly
normal and proper use of the word "ignorance"
and the Acting Premier has unfortunately
misconstrued it as a suggestion by me that the
Premier in a general sense is ignorant, which is not
what I was saying. It could be so, but I did not set
out on this occasion to prove some general ignor-
ance on the part of the Premier;, that is for another
time in relation to other matters.

I will refer to a few specific cases I have here.
Let us take them one by one. In 1966 in Victoria
there had not been an execution for a number of
years, and in that year 106 homicides were
reported to the Victorian police. Early in 1967
Ronald Ryan was hanged, and in that year there
were only 57 homicides. In 1968 there were only
52 homicides. In 1969 the upward march began
again and there were 66, followed by 107 in 1970,
87 in 197 1, and 132 in 1972.
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The Premier might like to argue that that is not
proof of anything, and I would agree that it does
not prove conclusively a connection between the
dramatic drop in the number of homicides follow-
ing a hanging. But it is certainly indicative, and
when we add it to the other evidence which I am
about to present, we have to wonder whether the
Premier just overlooked totally and deliberately
the facts available when he said that hanging had
no effect whatever.

The second part of my evidence is this: In the
early 1970s in Singapore there were comparatively
light sentences for law-breakers. Alarmed by the
prevalence of violent crime, the Government
rewrote the penal code in 1973 to provide the
death penalty for murder, kidnap and the use or
attempted use of guns in robberies. The death
penalty was enforced.

In 1976 the police commissioner reported the
lowest crime rate in two decades and among the
lowest in the world for cities of comparable size.
Armed robberies dropped from over 1 000 a year
in the early 1970s to 60 in 1976 and 33 in 1977.
Murders dropped from over 50 a year to 36 in
1977. There again I admit it is not conclusive
proof of the deterrent effect of tougher penalties,
but it is certainly a significant indicator.

The third part of my evidence is this: In 1962
capital punishment was enforced fairly widely in
the United States of America; but in the late
1 960s and for most of the 1 970s no executions
took place. Those who argue that the policy of
capital punishment would take us out of the age of
barbarism should have expected some evidence to
flow from this enlightened move; but that was not
the case in the United States.

In the period from 1960 to 1975, robberies
increased by 255 per cent, forcible rape increased
by 143 per cent, aggravated assault increased by
153 per cent, and murder increased by 106 per
cent-all in the period during which capital pun-
ishment was removed or not applied.

Fourthly, let us look at Canada. The position
was similar in Canada. From 1957 the Govern-
ment operated a policy of commuting all death
sentences. In February 1965 the Canadian Associ-
ation of Chiefs of Police saw fit to write to all
members of Parliament expressing great concern
about the state of lawlessness in the country, and
claiming that the policy on capital punishment
greatly contributed to the situation. The Chiefs of
Police were ignored and the number of murders
and attempted murders continued to rise steadily.
There were 354 in 1965; 351 in 1966; 420 in 1967;
496 in 1968; and 558 in 1969.

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you have the figures which
relate to Western Australia and other States too?

Mr HASSELL: I do not have those figures in
relation to this situation. As I said before, I am
going back a long time with this subject because
my lecturer in this area of criminology was pro-
fessor Erie Edwards at the University of Western
Australia. He was a person who, as I recall, in his
presentations to us, was strongly in favour of the
abolition of capital punishment. I know the sorts
of arguments put forward in this matter and I
know that nothing can be proved absolutely, but
there are indications, and 1 have presented some of
them.

I turn now to the subject of terrorism. This is a
subject which I hope will not become relevant in
Australia, but which we have to understand could
become relevant. It seems to me that those who
claim that the abolition of capital punishment has
no effect on crime one way or another should re-
examine the evidence.

When we enter the realm of terrorism the indi-
cators are particularly clear that the swift and
visible application of capital punishment has a
strong influence on the likelihood of repeated at-
tacks.

Since the Premier mentioned Turkey as the only
European country still with the death penalty, let
us examine the history of that country in relation
to capital punishment. From 1973 to 1980, under
civilian rule, there were no executions, but viol-
ence and terrorism were rampant as anyone with a
reasonabte memory knows. In September 1980
there was a military coup and several executions
were carried out soon afterwards. Violence and
terrorism have since declined dramatically.

Mr Carr: Perhaps if we had a military coup
here that would happen too. Is that what you are
suggesting?

Mr HASSELL: No. The Minister will be voted
out of office. He won't need to be removed.

West Germany is another example, and an
interesting one. It abolished the death penalty in
1949, and has suffered immensely from the
terrorism of the Baader-Meinhof gangs. Italy,
which abolished the death penalty in 1944, still
suffers from the notorious Red Brigades. An
interesting contrast is East Germany which has no
such terrorist problems even though its Govern-
ment is a self-perpetuating junta kept in power by
Russian tanks. It has a harsh penal code, and
imposes a death penalty for murder and various
political and military offences, including trying to
clamber over the Berlin wall.

According to the "violence breeds violence"
philosophy of the Premier, terrorism should be
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rampant in East Germany, but interestingly it is
not

Now take Spain. The last year when executions
took place was in 1975. In that year 25 people
were killed in political violence. During 1980, 120
people were killed in political violence.

The Basque Separatists took 19 lives in 1975
and about 90 in 1980, despite the fact the new
Spanish Government had given them back home
rule that Franco had taken away.

I now want to examine the case put forward by
the Premier in relation to the Irish Republican
Army and the British experience. The Premier
used this case as the only example he had to prove
his contention that "Many countries in this vol-
atile world are now discovering the death penalty
serves to incite bloodshed". He went on to say, "In
Britain and Ireland it has become increasingly
clear that any restoration of hanging for terrorist
murders would also certainly result in a new wave
of IRA atrocities". Is he serious in suggesting it
has become clear that the restoration of capital
punishment would result in a new wave of
atrocities? Whom has it become clear to? The
Christmas shoppers in Harrods? The Household
Cavalry who were slaughtered in the Hyde Park
parade?

Not satisfied with this insult to the rising toll of
dead in Britain and Northern Ireland, the Premier
said "Authorities there found that, far from deter-
ring terrorists, application of what is termed the
extreme penalty could result in reprisal terrorism
on an even greater and far more tragic scale".i
What authorities? How could they possibly find
out anything of the sort? The proposition is en-_
tirely hypothetical and it is utterly impossible for
any "authority" to have found anything of the
sort.

What we do know is this: For nearly 20 years
the IRA and other groups in Northern Ireland
have been committing the most brutal, cruel,
ghastly, horrible, diabolical murders and assaults
on men, women, and children. The sheer brutality
and barbarism of their behaviour shows no signs of
abating, no sign of relief; yet the Premier says that
things might start to get rough if capital punish-
ment were reintroduced! I wonder what the
people who have been the victims of that brutality
would think of that statement if it were brought to
their attention.

Mr Bryce: Just repeat their bloodiness by doing
what they do.

Mr HASSELL: And might reduce it, as evi-
dence in other places shows what might occur. The
empirical evidence, the factual, the established

evidence shows that, not theoretical assumptions
as the Premier has made.

Mr Bryce: Collective homicide is what you sup-
port.

Mr HASSELL: We will come to that, do not
worry; I will deal with that as well. "Collective
homicide"! I do not know whether the Acting
Premier is of the same religion as the Premier, but
neither seems to understand these issues at all.

There is one other important fact about North-
ern Ireland and the IRA. It may help the Acting
Premier if he hears it. During the 1950s, capital
punishment was enforced vigorously, and the pol-
itical and social problems of Northern Ireland
were worse than they are today. IRA activity in
the 1950s was like a kindergarten picnic compared
with today's terrorism and brutality.

Mr Bryce: How can you relate political sophisti-
cation of today with the 1950s and say that it
bears no relationship whatsoever with the im-
plementation of capital punishment?

Mr HASSELL: Can the Acting Premier tell me
how the Premier could suggest seriously that the
introduction of capital punishment for some of the
most brutal murderers and people who indulge in
the activities they do in Northern Ireland would
bring forth more violence?

Mr Bryce: It makes the people like that and
others guilty of the same brutal, bloody murder.
That is the simplicity of it.

Mr Clarko: The stupidity of it.
Mr HASSELL: Good heavens above!

Mr Clarko: What would you do in a war?

Mr H-ASSELL: It was not until the late 1960s,
after the abandonment of capital punishment, that
the terrorist war in Northern Ireland started. Of
course it is like a war, If the Acting Premier lived
in Bogside in Belfast, he would regard it as a war
if he had to barricade himself in. It bears all the
hallmarks of a war.

Members opposite can argue cause and effect
about the matter for as long as they like, but for
the sake of sanity, no member could vote for this
Bill on the specious arguments advanced by the
Premier. No Labor member should be compelled
to vote for a measure which is sustained on such
absurd and dishonest arguments as those which
have been put forward by the Premier.

Although it is a difficult subject, I will now
refer to the religious arguments put forward by
the Premier. The Premier said that his motivation
in proposing this legislation was his religious be-
lief. Of course, there is no reason for this House to
vote in support of the Premier's religious point of
view, and certainly no reason for members of the
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Labor Party to be forced to vote for his religious
point of view, particularly as the religious in-
terpretation advanced by the Premier would be
exclusively his own. I remind members that the
Premier said-

If people approach this subject from the
point of view of religion, as I do , they find
that hanging cannot be justified in that name.

Let us examine the Premier's religion and see
whether it bears any resemblance to the knowl-
edge and understanding of the generality of other
Christians, whether Catholic or Protestant. The
Premier relies entirely on the biblical injunction,
"Thou shalt not kill", and then goes on to say-

this is the prime commandment not only of
the Christian faith; it is also the principal
tenet of all religions.

For a start, it is not the prime commandment of
the Christian faith, nor is it the principal tenet of
any religion of which I am aware. In the ten com-
mandments it ranks either fifth or sixth,
depending on one's interpretation. Furthermore, it
was written in the Old Testament and confirmed
at least twice by Jesus Christ in the New Testa-
ment that the greatest commandment is-

You shall love the Lord your God with all
your heart, with all your soul, with all your
strength, and with all your mind, and your
neighbour as yourself.

That is the great commandment of the Christian
faith, not what the Premier quoted. I do not want
to be involved in a theological argument with the
Premier or the Acting Premier who, I suspect,
knows a little less about the question than the
Premier.

Mr Bryce: That is doing me a disservice. I am
not talking about theology; I am talking about the
philosophy of the argument.

Mr HASSELL: I am talking about theology. I
do not want a theological argument about the
principal tenet of religion; however, I feel safe in
saying that it revolves around the statement that
Christ is the son of God, that he was born, lived,
suffered, and died for our salvation, rose again,
and is now seated at the right hand of his father. I
mention those points because I would not like any
members opposite, few as they are at the moment,
to think they are being forced to vote for this Bill
because of the Premier's deep understanding of
Christianity.

There are one or two other deficiencies in the
Premier's religious argument. Perhaps the most
important of all is his understanding of the words,
"Thou shalt not kill". That commandment means,
in the language of the Bible, "Thou shalt not com-

mit murder". When it was First translated into
English in the early 1600s, the word "kill" meant
"murder". Since those days, the word has changed
its meaning in English but not in the Bible. As a
result, some of the most recent translations, such
as the New English Bible, translate it as, "You
shall not commit murder". There is a vitally im-
portant distinction there, and I will deal with it
However, before I leave the reference to the Bible,
I point out that the commandment meaning "You
shall not commit murder" is contained in chapter
20 of the Book of Exodus which records instruc-
tions given by God to Moses. Chapter 21 of the
same book reports that God instructed Moses in
various other things. Verse 12 contains the follow-
ing-

Whosoever strikes a man a mortal blow
must be put to death.

In verse 13, we see the following-

He, however, who did not hunt a man
down, but caused his death by an act of God
may flee to a place which I will set apart for
this purpose.

Verse 14 contains the following injunction-

But when a man kills another after ma-
liciously scheming to do so, you must take
him even from my altar and put him to death.

That shows the tremendous inconsistency in the
Premier's argument.

Mr Bryce: Are you saying that was Moses?

Mr HASSELL: I am saying it is in the Book of
Exodus.

Mr Bryce: By reason of philosophy, I believe it
is wrong.

Mr HASSELL: The Acting Premier will have
his chance to prove that later. If my references are
wrong-

Mr Bryce: No, I was not suggesting that you
have misquoted.

Mr HASSELL: What is the Acting Premier
suggesting?

Mr Bryce: I am suggesting that that Proposition
is wrong.

Mr HASSELL: That the propositions in the
Bible are wrong?

Mr Bryce: That one is, yes. It is a moral ques-
tion.

Mr HASSELL: It also contains the proposition,
"Thou shalt not kill", although the words mean
"You shall not commit murder". The Premier
claims it is all right to accept what is contained in
one chapter of Exodus, but it is not all right to
follow what is contained in the next chapter.
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Mr Bryce: The last time you were at church, I
am sure they taught you that the Bible contradicts
itself numerous times in countless sections.

Mr HASSELL: Of course. That is the very
message that I want the Acting Premier to receive .
What the Premier quoted from the Bible is a mis-
interpretation, out of context, for the purpose of
convenience on a particular occasion.

Mr Bryce: I just read his speech, and I did not
think he quoted the Bible.

Mr HASSELL: If he quoted the command-
ments, I assume he is quoting the Bible because
that is where they are recorded.

Mr Bryce: He was talking about his religious
views.

Mr HASSELL: I know. I am just dealing with
some of the issues relating to the Premier's re-
ligious views which he put on the public record. As
I said, I do not want to have a theological argu-
ment with him or any other member. The Premier
has his views and I have mine. I am entitled to say
that he put his argument on the record in the way
he did and presented it as the views of the Govern-
ment of the day, presumably on behalf of every
one of the members who sit around him and who
will vote in accordance with his directions. How-
ever, I suggest he is completely wrong in his argu-
ments.

Mr Bryce: The reasons people come to a de-
cision might vary significantly,

Mr HASSELL: There are numerous other in-
structions in chapters 21 and 22 of the Book of
Exodus; and the Bible which forbids murder in-
structs, with equal clarity, that the guilty shall be
put to death.

While the Premier's motivation in this matter is,
as he said himself, religion, it is probably not so
for most of us on each side of the House; so let us
look at the far more serious error the Premier
made when advancing his so-called religious argu-
ment. He claimed that the commandment "Thou
shalt not kill" was addressed not only to individ-
uals, but to the masses as well. He said that the
death penalty "amounts to no more than an
offtcially-sanctioned revenge killing", and that
"collective homicide-which is another name for
capital punishment-is no more honiourable or
justifiable. ... than any other murder".

There is an absolutely crucial principle here.
The Premier is claiming that the community has
no rights in this matter different from the rights of
individuals; hut if the claim is true in this case, it
must be true in all others. If, as the Premier as-
serts, capital punishment is only legalised murder,

life imprisonment must be only legalised kidnap-
ping, and taxation must be legalised robbery.

The notion is absurd, and it is almost incredible
that a man could accept the office of Premier with
all the responsibility for Government that that
implies, without first understanding these funda-
mental principles: No citizen can take another and
lock him away for years on end, but the State can.
No citizen can take another's money without his
approval, but the State can. No citizen can charge
licence fees or impose regulations on the public at
large, but the State can. Imprisonment is not kid-
napping; taxation is not robbery; and capital pun-
ishment is not murder.

The Book of Exodus understood that and I
would have thought every law-maker in every land
since that day has also known it; but not the
Premier of Western Australia.

Mr Gordon Hill: What happens if mistakes are
made?

Mr HASSELL: I will not go off on that tangent
right now.

Mr Gordon Hill: A mistake may have been
made in South Australia recently.

Mr HASSELL: To demonstrate yet again how
little the Premier understands his own legislation,
I will quote his own words from his speech-

No man, whether he be acting as an indi-
vidual, or as part of the community, has the
authority to destroy life.

That is what the Premier said. But I point out to
members that the Criminal Code, which the
Premier seeks to amend by this Bill, confers on
people the authority to destroy life. It does now
and it will continue to do so even if this Bill is
passed. In other words the Premier's legislation
does not remove from the Criminal Code all the
authority contained in that Code for one person to
take the life of another.

What is more, one section of the Code which the
Premier specifically seeks to amend with this Bill
will continue to authorise the destruction of life,
and rightly so. If the Premier does not know what
section I am referring to, I will leave it to him to
find out which one it is. If he read the section in
order to decide whether to amend it, he should
ind it utterly impossible to stand in this House

and make a statement about capital punishment
being equivalent to murder.

One is almost forced to conclude that the
Premier does not really know what he is asking the
House to do, and what he is forcing his ALP
colleagues to do.

None of the reasons advanced by the Premier in
support of his Bill stands the test of fact or reason.
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Let us, therefore, conclude by examining a few
reasons that do exist, way beyond the limits of the
Government's understanding, to support the
retention of capital punishment. When examining
them, we must keep firmly in our minds the prin-
ciple that, as representatives 'of the community
sitting in its Legislature, we are not merely
representing ourselves as individuals.

As individuals, we could not possibly authorise
mass kidnapping, but we are absolutely required
to provide the protection of the community by
legislating for imprisonment in some cases. What,
then, should be our statement about life and
death?

The Premier made much of the sanctity of life
in the course of his speech, but he wrongly
concluded that we cannot make a different
statement about innocent life and guilty life. For
whom are we, as a Legislature, speaking? To
whom are we speaking?

If we say that all life is sacred and none can be
taken we deny ourselves the right of self-defence
against an aggressor-whether it be an aggressor
nation or an aggressor individual. Surely we could
not possibly mean that.

What sort of statement about the sanctity of life
would we be making when a man first killed his
wife, then a policeman, then a fellow prisoner,
then a warder, and still we said that we could not
impose on him the death penalty? We would be
saying that life is so sacred we will not take it; but
not so sacred that we will defend it. That is a
lunatic statement.

1 believe that the only statement we can make
which is clear enough, firm enough, emphatic
enough, and rational enough to encompass the
sanctity of life is to say that life is so sacred that
he who wilfully violates this fundamental truth by
taking another's life unlawfully, must forfeit his
own.

It is not a question of revenge: It is a question of
clearly and rightly stating our position on life in
the community. To say less than that is to under-
value life itself.

The community that truly understands and
truly values life will have the courage to make the
statement that life will be protected to the ulti-
mate degree. That is the true deterrent. It is not
the punishment itself, or even the fear of it; it is
the criminal's encounter with a right-minded and
courageous community which truly understands
the nature of crime and the nature of the response
required from it. That is the true deterrent
contained in all punishments, light or severe.

The wrongdor-whether child or
adult--encounters justice in the form of lawful

authority which understands the relationships
involved. It is not a question of emotion or ven-
geance, but of the community calmly and with
justice insisting that the consequences must be
faced.

We utterly forbid the individual to take the law
into his own hands and inflict a revenge killing;
and in doing so we must insist that the penalty for
wilful murder is death, or else our statement in
defence of Life is a contradiction.

Mercy may lead us not to impose the penalty in
all cases, but as a community we cannot afford to
deny our right to claim that penalty.

I remind the House that there is nothing cruel
or barbaric about this punishment. Members who
vote in favour of retaining capital punishment as a
statement of defence of the value of human life,
will find themselves in sound company.

In 1980 the Supreme Court of India ruled that
the death penalty as a punishment for murder was
not unconstitutional, It did not violate the funda-
mental rights guaranteed by the Constitution and
was not an unreasonable, cruel, or unusual pun ish-
ment.

In 1976 the United States Supreme Court
stated-

We hold that the death penalty is not a
form of punishment that may never be
imposed, regardless of the circumstances of
the offence, regardless of the character of the
offender, and regardless of the procedures
followed in reaching the decision to impose it.
There is no question that death as a punish-
ment is unique in its severity and irrevoca-
bility. But it is an extreme sanction, suitable
to the most extreme of crimes.

Members need not fear the charge of barbarity in
upholding the sanctity of the life of people in our
community by upholding the right of the State to
impose the death penalty in appropriate cases with
the maintenance in full place of the right of mercy
in appropriate cases.

I oppose the Bill.

MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [3.50 p.m.]: I also
oppose this measure. I support the retention of
capital punishment. I do not do so with much
enthusiasm, because I highly value every person's
right of life. We have many difficult choices to
make in life, and the life of a person who has been
convicted of a wilful murder must certainly take
second place to giving maximum protection to the
lives of the innocent.

Capital punishment is a unique and effective
deterrent. It must always be Looked at in the light
of the argument relating to the safety of individ-
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uals in the community. We must make many con-
cessions to living in civilisation. Our rights are
interfered with in many ways. One of the factors
which comes from living in a community is that
there is a need for a certain element of protection,
and the protection of life is fundamental.

In addition, everybody in Western Australia is
aware of a considerable rise in the level of violence
in our community. Everybody in Australia is
aware of it. The people in the United Kingdom are
aware of it, and people are especially aware of it in
the United States.

We are living in a community which is much
more violent than it was even in my childhood. I
remember very clearly when my second daughter
was born, about 22 years ago when I was a young
man. On that day I went to visit a very close friend
at his home in Cottesloe. I knocked on the door,
and eventually a voice called out from inside the
house, "Who are you?" I said who I was, and
eventually a series of locks and chains were re-
moved and the door was opened.

The woman at the door said, "I am babysitting;
your friend and his wife have gone out". I said,
"That is disappointing, because I came to have a
drink with him to celebrate the birth of my second
daughter". She said, "Because of this man, Eric
Edgar Cooke, I have locked the house. I am
afraid. I was reluctant to come to the door".

Everybody who has lived in Western Australia,
as I have for half a century, knows that up to the
time of Eric Edgar Cooke, hardly a household in
Western Australia was locked. Most houses in the
metropolitan area were unlocked, and the front
door was often not even shut. People in the 1960s
believed in the complete security of their homes.

That was not the situation in other countries of
the world. One of my sisters worked for the
Australian Consul in New York in the 1950s. She
said how amazed she was to find that the girls who
worked with her and other office girls in New
York had revolvers placed either on the table
alongside their beds or under their pillows. These
revolvers were loaded and kept there for their se-
curity.

I remember her telling me when she came back
from the United States how there were condo-
miniums, as they are called now, where one went
through the front door and had to speak through
various arrangements to the people in the units
concerned before the main door could be
unlocked. I thought that was dreadful, that some-
one should live in a society like that. As members
know, we now have buildings in Perth, some 20
years later, built in the same way.

That is part of what is happening in Australia
and in Western Australia today. The situation is
now much worse than it ever was before.

Eric Edgar Cooke was hanged in 1964. I would
have thought an overwhelming majority of people
in Western Australia would have thought that was
the right thing.

Mr Davies: Do you reckon he was perfectly sane
and he knew what he was doing?

Mr CLARKO: Many people would believe the
alternative, which was to put him in gaol, would
mean that man could, if he were freed, repeat the
many murders he had committed. I spoke to senior
policemen some years ago, and they told me they
did not believe there was one prison in the world
which was totally escape-proof. That may be an
exaggeration, but very few prisons are perfectly
escape-proof. We have an obligation to those
people in our society to protect and defend the
citizens of this State. The police and the prison
warders should not have their positions made any
more dangerous than they are already. The situ-
ation is much more dangerous now, as I am trying
to point out, than it was some 20 years ago. We
should not make that situation worse.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: Let me finish my remarks. If
members regard it as a serious matter, as I hope
they do, I suggest they get up and talk about it in
a serious way. I am not trying to exaggerate the
position. I began by saying I was not enthusiastic
about the fact that I support capital punishment. I
do not want to hear members' cheap interjections.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: I was not disputing the right of
the member for Helena to say what he said. I
merely said that if he wanted to make a point, let
him make his own speech and not shout me down.

Mr Bryce: You are really being a bully, are you
not?

Mr CLARKO: If the most a murderer can ex-
pect is a term of imprisonment, for many that is
not a sufficient deterrent, particularly in a day and
age where terms of imprisonment for convicted,
wilful murderers are becoming useless. I under-
stand in Australia many murderers have been re-
leased from gaol after a period of only eight or
nine years. Even those who support imprisonment
rather than the death penalty are dissatisfied with
that.

I think it was in 1980 that the Court Govern-
ment, as a result of that situation, introduced a
minimum sentence of 20 years in certain cases. I
believe that was well received. From 1964 to 1984
not one person has had his life taken for wilful
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murder in this State. It is not as though this situ-
ation is something which needs to be addressed
urgently because people are being treated im-
properly or in an unacceptable manner. What
people like myself argue, in effect, is that we
should keep the death penalty as an ultimate de-
terrent.

Mr Tonkin: It is not a deterrent.
Mr CLARKO: It certainly is. If one is hanged,

one will never kill anybody else. If that is not a
deterrent, I do not understand the meaning of the
word.

Mr Tonkin: You sure don't.

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: Members can get up and make
their own speeches if they feel like it, but do not
make them now.

I understand it was in Tel Aviv that a group of
Japanese terrorists went into the airport terminal
building and turned their submachine guns on
innocent people sitting, standing, and sleeping in
that terminal.

As far as I am concerned, those people should
lose their lives, If they are convicted by a true
court they should forfeit their lives. As members
know, it is extremely difficult for the police to
obtain an ultimate conviction.

Recently a case was reported in the newspapers
of a man in South Australia who had been re-
leased from prison. However, as far as I know, it
has not been proved that that man did not commit.
the offence of which he was charged. That is the
core of British justice. Many people who have
committed wilful murders have never been
incarcerated. They have been released, because
the evidence necessary to convict them was not
available.

Therefore, we are not talking about a pot luck
sort of chance that this will happen. We have a
clearly-established system of justice which has ap-
plied in the British Empire for many centuries: It
has stood the test of time. As a result, few people
are convicted of wilful murder. In Western
Australia, for 20 years, of those people who have
been convicted of wilful murder, none has
forfeited his life; and some rather dastardly crimes
have been committed in that period.

A couple of years ago three prisoners were re-
leased. The name of one of them was Robinson,
another was a man who had shot a policeman
visiting him down Albany way, and there was a
third. Many people in our community would have
felt those three individuals should have forfeited
their lives for the crimes they committed. How-
ever, the Liberal Government of the day, in its

wisdom, chose to adopt the course that those
people should not forfeit their lives.

It is necessary to have that Final penalty. A
Royal Commission was conducted approximately
20 years ago at which a convicted criminal stated
that he had Fired at a pursuing policeman. He
said, "I deliberately fired low because I was aware
of the penalty which applied to a criminal who
murdered a policeman". That is one instance of a
person who gave evidence at a Royal Commission
saying he took cognisance of the penalty.

If members opposite were Englishmen, would
they like their sons to go to Northern Ireland
today and be involved in what is happening there?
War has not been declared in Northern Ireland,
but life is being treated cheaply. People are
involved in a massive campaign of terrorism. All
civilised people must regard murder as a peculiar
sort of horror and it is essential our society have a
powerful psychological preventive weapon which is
appreciated by all people. They must understand
this.

Some years ago in Western Australia a very sad
case occurred in which a lecturer at the University
of Western Australia killed his child who had vari-
ous disabilities. The child was severely retarded
and this man felt it was destroying his life. As I
understand it, he consciously took the life of his
handicapped child. That man worked out the
position. He knew the situation and he was pre-
pared to take the punishment due to him. I am not
sure of the details, but I assume he reported the
matter to the police and he stated at the beginning
exactly what he had done.

Today we have professional killers. We have a
tremendous rash of programmes on television
depicting this sort of violence. We see programmes
like "The Professionals" where men involve them-
selves in all sorts of bloody deeds. However, those
sorts of things occur in reality and everybody
knows that there are professional killers. I under-
stand professional killers operate in the Eastern
States. The records of the courts show that certain
people involved in the drug trade recently have
hired professional killers.

Mr Gordon Hill: Are you saying that they
would be deterred by this penalty?

Mr CLARKO: I am saying classes of crimes
and types of people deserve to receive the death
penalty. I believe hired professional killers deserve
it. They do not deserve anything less. Members
opposite are free to argue otherwise, but, as Car as
I am concerned, a person who sets himself up as a
professional killr-who hires himself out to kill
people--deserves to forfeit his life if he is
convicted in a court.
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Mr Jamieson: He usually does forfeit his life in
the east, because the other side gets him sooner or
later.

Mr CLARKO: A worldwide industry exists-it
has existed in the United States for many years
and I presume it is relatively new to Australia, but
I may be wrong-in which people are hired killers.
In my view, these sorts of people deserve to forfeit
their lives.

Members should take the case which occurred
in Italy a couple of years ago. People there set out
deliberately to kill certain executives of the Fiat
motor company, and they did so. They went to the
executives' houses and cars and shot them. They
killed the security men who accompanied them. In
my view, by involving themselves in such activi-
ties, those people should have forfeited their lives.

As a community, we should not consider such
people are entitled to preserve their lives when
they have taken the lives of innocent people. If
such people are not hanged, shot, or this lives
terminated in some way by the community after
they have been properly tried and convicted by a
court and if they are let out into the community
again, they will kill again, because that is their
business and their job. Therefore, as far as I am
concerned, those sorts of people do not deserve
protection and, if they are convicted of wilful mur-
der, they should forfeit their lives.

I am not enthusiastic about capital punishment,
but it is a necessity. In Western Australia we have
a very effective system in the sense that, over the
last 20 years, we have retained capital punishment
and it has not been used. However, it is there to be
used one day when we Aind hired killers coming to
this State who are, say, involved in a drug ring or
something of that sort. If they take life without
compunction and are properly tried and convicted
by the courts, the system can be brought into play.

I refer now to thrill killers. A couple of years
ago in the United States a child, who was about
four years of age, was sitting in a park. Some
young people in a car went by. One of them had a
rifle. He aimed it at the child and shot it dead in
the park. Those young people were apprehended
and they said they killed the child for thrills.
Members may say about such people, "We may be
able to rehabilitate them" and so on. However,
one would need to be very wary about letting out
of prison thrill seekers who have committed two,
three, or four murders.

I refer to political terrorists and such people
who were involved in the Baader-Meinhof gang.
They were involved in a tremendous amount of
terrorism and killed people without compunction.
Frequently they killed innocent people. If we had

a list of people who should forfeit their lives under
the circumstances I have described, political ter-
rorists and assassins would be included on it.

Recently many of the States within the USA
have reinstated capital punishment. About 20
years ago a number of them abolished capital pun-
ishment, but, as a reaction to the tremendous up-
surge of violence within American society, a num-
ber of States have reinstated it.

I stated earlier that some people would support
capital punishment on the ground that our prisons
are not secure. They would argue that, even if a
prison is secure, within a prison fellow prisoners
are liable to be killed and, indeed, many convicted
murderers have killed their fellow prisoners and
warders.

Some people say that incarceration for life is, in
itself, worse than the actual death penalty.

Justice Robert Jones, whom I know well, and
who played rugby with me many years ago, said
that long terms in gaol were most destructive to a
person. He said that-

You cannot say it turns a Person into a
vegetable, but you can say it turns him into a
different person, certainly for the worse.

Mr Read: What sort of terms? What length of
term are you thinking of?

Mr CLARKO: He was referring to the 20-year
term. He said the 20-year term introduced by the
Court Government was too long, that it actually
destroyed the person so incarcerated. So we have
those people who see the alternative to capital
punishment as giving a person a period of gaol of a
set 20 years; other people who say they should
remain in gaol until they die; and other people
who would argue that a lot of serious problems
arise with such a scheme. I presume that that is
the case. I have not had contact with such people
but I presume that a person who is locked up in
such a way would suffer serious mental deterio-
ration.

The Leader of the Opposition pointed out at
some length the opinion polls that have been con-
ducted in Western Australia and he quoted the
figure that about 70 per cent of people supported
the use of capital punishment in certain circum-
stances.

Everyone would know that Western Australia is
the only State in Australia that has capital punish-
ment. Every State had capital punishment until
1922 and in the period that followed the system
was gradually changed ini each of the other States.
The person who supports capital punishment is not
necessarily one who has no strong beliefs in human

566



[Wednesday, 8 August 19841 6

values. For example, Dr Billy Graham is one of
those people who supports capital punishment!

I have said before, and I repeat, that the death
penalty is a deterrent. It is my experience in lire
that most people seek to avoid unpleasant
consequences, and certainly death is the most un-
pleasant of consequences. That is the reason that
imprisonment is incorporated in our legislation. If
we do not believe that consequence has any effect
we should scrub entirely our system which cur-
rently is based on punishment. It is a deterrent.
Since most people regard death as the most unac-
ceptable prospect it is obviously the ultimate de-
terrent.

Capital punishment, of course, is more than just
a deterrent, and when a person contemplates a
future crime clearly he is not completely unintelli-
gent; wilful murder often is committed by intelli-
gent people and these people obviously must con-
sider when they decide to take arms with them on
a particular criminal adventure, whether they are
liable for the death penalty, for life imprisonment
until they die, or for some other form of incarcer-
ation1 such as life imprisonment, which really
means a period of only eight, to say, 20 years.

Many people argue that by not taking a person's
life the person is then available for reformation,
and certainly those people would argue in favour
of increasing the opportunity for murderers to re-
turn to the community. A significant number of
people hold the view that people who have been
convicted of wilful murder are entitled to return to
the community when they believe they have been
rehabilitated. The question and the real problem
is: How do we know when that person has been
rehabilitated? We obviously have no idea. We
have seen numerous examples of the release of
people who have been previously convicted of wil-
ful murder and who have murdered again.

It is often reported that in countries where capi-
tal punishment has been abolished, the incidence
of homicide has not increased. However, I do not
accept that as proof that capital punishment is not
a deterrent, because we live in a society which
pretends to become more and more civilised every
year. We have stricter controls by Government on
the carrying of arms and weapons and more legis-
lation to resolve disputes; we do not have them in
cases such as murder, business crimes, or what-
ever; and, if it is the case that we are becoming
more civilised one would expect there to be fewer
cases of such gross violence. When these people
produce the statistics they have great difficulty in
proving or totally demonstrating that when a State
takes away capital punishment, as a result of
which the incidence of homicide does not increase,

it indicates that capital punishment is not a deter-
rent.

The final line in all of this obviously rests with
the Government which seeks to represent the.
views of the majority of the people in Australia.
According to repeated opinion polls, the people
overwhelmingly support capital punishment in
certain case. The people of Western Australia
and Australia generally support capital punish-
ment and we have a system which now gives us the
opportunity to apply a 20-year fixed term to
people who are convicted of the most grievous
cases of wilful murder; that is the situation which
currently applies. It seems to be working
effectively and, while other countries experience
much more violent crimes than does Australia, the
signs are clear that we in this State also are about
to enter into a period where life and limb is valued
much less than previously.

We read in the newspapers almost on a daily
basis of people in certain parts of the city being
assaulted. The situation has now been reached, I
believe for the first time in my life, where people
now cannot go to every part of the metropolitan
area in safety.

The biggest, the strongest and the meanest
people would not want to go to some parts of the
city, and that is a dreadful indictment of our so-
ciety.

Television is clearly the major educator of the
opinions and attitudes of our young people, and
perhaps even our old people. We are moving into a
stage of greater violence and we need a society
with a system of justice which will afford protec-
tion when required. It needs to start with only one
case. As far as I know, no WA Premier has been
in danger of his life other than in an industrial
situation which developed in Fremantle some
years ago, but that would be an abnormal rather
than a common occurrence. In comparison to the
political leaders of other countries, our Premier is
able to live a full, open and free life. He does not
have to be protected by armed guards and so on
as, increasingly, do most leaders throughout the
world.

Mr Mensaros: The Leader of the Opposition in
New South Wales has an armed guard.

Mr CLARKO: I was not aware of that; that is a
very serious thing.

Mr Tonkin: But he is very unpopular.

Mr CLARKO: Remember, somebody once
attempted to kill "Killer Calwell".

Mr Tonkin: I have never heard him called
"Killer" before.
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Mr CLARKO: That was one of his nicknames.
He was called "Cocky" as well.

We could have a situation like that in the
United States in which the Kennedy family is
number one on the menu for any half-brained
assassin. The Kennedy clan has had to put up with
the situation of some people seeing it as a sort of
horrific game. That could come to Western
Australia, peaceful though our record has been to
date. All the evidence and signs are there, and we
should not take away any last resort such as that
we now have in capital punishment.

MR CRANE (Moore) [4.21 p.m.]: It is not with
any great joy that I rise to oppose the legislation
before the House. In fact, it makes me sad that it
is necessary to oppose such legislation. I know the
vast majority of people in my electorate, and I feel
the vast majority of people in Australia, support
the retention of capital punishment.

It is never pleasant to take away a life, whether
human or any other. I have had to take away
many in my time. There is always a feeling of
revulsion at death, and yet as a farmer I have had
to destroy many animals when necessary and I
have always felt a great deal of pain. I believe I
can feel pain and concern.

Reference has been made to the Bible and to the
commandment "Thou shalt not kill". Of course,
the Old Testament said "An eye for an eye, and a
tooth for a tooth". The people to whom we refer
when we consider the death penalty or capital
punishment do not live by those rules. They do not
live by Christ's teaching, "Thou shalt not kill". If
they quoted the Bible at all they would say "Put
thee behind me, Satan, and push". Those are the
people we are dealing with, not the everyday
people who have compassion and consideration for
others.

It would be a very wrong step indeed if we were
to support this legislation and it passed through
the Houses of Parliament. I believe the death pen-
alty is a deterrent. It must be because death itself
is so permanent and life is very dear to most
people, except a few fanatics such as the kamikaze
pilots who feel there is a higher place for them in
the hereafter.

The death penalty should not only be retained
for murder, remembering that there are varying
degrees of murder, unlike honesty-there are no
shades of honesty; one is either honest, or one is
not-and premeditated murder goes on around us
at an ever-increasing rate. Some people say the
death penalty therefore has not been a deterrent.

The population of the world is increasing and
therefore the Dumber of murders are naturally
increasing. It can be said that brown horses eat

more chaff than do white horses, but that is be-
cause there are more brown horses. So it is with
killing today.

I believe capital punishment is a great deterrent
and it should not only apply in cases of wilful
murder, but also to rape, particularly pack rape. It
is an indictment of our society that rape has be-
come a pastime. It appears to have become a sport
and we have to take stock of ourselves at some
stage and say it has gone far enough.

Nobody enjoys the fact that the death penalty
has been passed on someone; we feel sad and re-
morseful. But as responsible people, we recognise
we are left with no alternative. We have a re-
sponsibility to the police who risk their lives every
day and night of the week in apprehending these
people. What do we do when we get them in gaol?
They are put before a magistrate who gives them a
tap on the knuckles and tells them, "Be a good boy
in future". That is not being responsible to the
Police Force. We have to call a halt to what is
happening. As the member for Karrinyup said,
crime is on the increase and statistics prove it. It is
becoming fashionable to oppose the law and show
complete disregard for it.

We must retain capital punishment for the
reason that it is a deterrent to many people and
because of the ever-increasing incidence of
terrorism throughout the world. We see people
hijacking aircraft, with the terror it causes to
others, and leaving bombs to destroy people. Are
those the sorts of people to whom we should be
showing the compassion we would show to all
others? I believe they have put themselves aside by
choice; they have alienated themselves from so-
ciety by joining bands of terrorists; and therefore
they cannot expect to be protected by the goodwill
man should have for man.

I said earlier that varying shades of murder or
killing existed. Leaving a bomb in a building is
premeditated murder. Even worse, one does not
know who the victim will be. It is absolutely abom-
inable and there can be no excuse at all for people
who would do such dastardly acts. There are other
cases in which people lose their senses through
anger, but the law makes provision for that.
Retention of capital punishment does not mean
every person who is responsible for killing will
necessarily be hanged. It says that the provision
exists to remove those people from society because
they are of no further use to society, assuming that
they ever were.

I cannot speak strongly enough on this matter,
and it saddens me a great deal. I remember a few
years ago a woman had a child who was very sadly
handicapped. She chose to look after the child
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herself. She loved the child and kept it at home.
One day she said to me, "if I feel I am going to die
or that something will happen, I will take him
before I go". I carried that burden for a long time
because I was not in a position to say anything
about it to anyone. I knew it would have been an
act of love and not of killing in the worst sense of
the word. She has since passed on anyway, and the
child has been cared for in a home, so I will never
have to go to the police and tell them what I
thought I would one day have to do. I did not tell
my wife or anyone else of this; this is the first time
I have spoken of it. I felt I could understand her
feelings.

I am not the sort of person who wants everyone
who has taken a life to go to the gallows; not at all.
I believe I can feel compassion in many instances,
but at the same time I cannot tolerate, and will
never tolerate, the creeping incidence of crime
throughout the world, particularly in our own so-
ciety. I believe the retention of capital punishment
is one way to deter crime.

Leave to Continue Speech
I seek leave to continue my remarks at a later

stage of the sitting.
Leave granted.

Debate thus adj ourned.

TRANSPORT: SCHOOL BUSES
Contracts: Grievance

MR McNEE (Mt. Marshall) [4.31 p.m.]:!I have
a grievance that I wish to direct to the Minister
for Education on behalf of my electors. It relates
to some school bus contractors in my electorate. I
understand that some discussions have been held
with the Minister today, and that we have asked
for some extra time in relation to this very import-
ant issue. I understand also that the Minister has
granted an extension of time of two weeks. I make
another plea to the Minister for further extra
time, because this is a vital issue and one which
concerns the livelihood of people and their famil-
ies, not to mention the children who are being
transported to school daily.

The member for Vasse has experienced a reac-
tion in his electorate similar to the one I experi-
enced in my electorate. Only a few moments ago
the member for Greenough received a strong pro-
test from his electorate. I want those protests to be
recorded because this matter does not concern just
my electorate. It concerns other electorates
throughout the State, particularly those in country
areas.

It is important for members to be aware of this
sorry story and the saga of the changing bus con-

tract prices. I ask the Minister to consider my plea
sympathetically because I believe the whole issue
is an unfortunate one.

A letter from the Education Department dated
29 December 1983 stated-

Under this system the rate of remuneration
to contractors will be again negotiated on the
basis of approved costs and profit margins. To
achieve this, a cost contract statement must
be completed and returned to the department.

That was required to be returned no later than 27
January. That might not seem to be insufficient
time in which to provide that sort of information.
However, the contract referred to was a four-page
document involving the provision of reasonably
detailed information. I point out that the normal
procedure for a person who receives that sort of
request is for him to go to his accountant.
Unfortunately, at that time of year, most country
accountants are on holidays. It is a particularly
bad time to ask people to Supply information of
that sort. Apart from that, many bus contractors
take their annual holidays at that time. Therefore,
the timing of the original letter was most unfortu-
nate.

Nothing was heard for about six months, when*
a further letter was received from the Department
of Education. I make it clear that we are dealing
with a complex matter. We are dealing with
businesses and their profits and losses. It is not a
matter of putting the gun at someone's head and
telling them to sign a document or else. A person
could be signing away his livelihood. The depart-
ment is saying to these people, "Sign the proposal
or else".

Mr Blaikie: These businesses also have goodwill
attached to them.

Mr McNEE: Of course they have. That is why
they have been so successful over many years.

The further letter that was received was dated
27 July and covered various matters. It mentioned
a commencement date for the new arrangement. I
will not go into all the details because there is not
time for that. I ask the Minister to give the con-
tractors a further month to allow them to conduct
this business in a proper way with their account-
ants. They will then be able to fully consider the
result of any decisions they may make and will be
able to conduct their operations in a businesslike
way. The department has acted in a Gestapo-like
way. I am not suggesting that the Minister go
along with what his department suggests. How-
ever, I suggest that he take the department under
his control and that he direct it in what it should
do.
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The letter covered such matters as the com-
mencement rate, daily distances, salaries and
wages, fuel prices, the value of the contract ve-
hicle, vehicle depreciation, and so on. These are
relatively important items which need a detailed
and considered opinion by an accountant.

The letter of 27 July finishes up by saying-
Contractors should examine the enclosed

offer and notify their acceptance by
completing the declaration at the bottom of
the form and returning the original to the
School Bus Services Section, Education De-
partment, 151 Royal Street, East Perth, 6000
within 14 days of the date of this letter.

Of course, all that really means is , "Sign up, or
else".

When the Minister replies, perhaps he might
tell us what would happen if someone did not send
back his signed contract within the 14 days. I
point out to members that if one lives in a far-
flung part of my electorate or of the electorates of
Greenough or Vasse. and one's accountant is situ-
ated in Perth, it is not a matter of simply slipping
into one's car and driving to Perth. In the first
place, an accountant is paid for his considered
opinion. However, one does not then walk out with
that opinion as one would walk out with a bucket
of icecream, because there are many points to
which he must give attention. His advice will
probably be the advice that one accepts before one
signs the contract. Yet, the department has sent
out this most unbusinesslike letter and had no
further contact with the people to whom it wrote
on 29 December 1983, when it asked them to send
back information stating their position. It then
wrote and asked those people to sign a document
within 14 days. That simply is not on.

I wish to read a few excerpts from a letter from
an accountant in my electorate, who wrote to me
on behalf of some of his clients. It states-

It is my opinion that the Education Depart-
ment is trying to roughride the contractors
into signing. Giving them only 14 days to
review the Departments offer is totally un-
reasonable. One should realize that in most
cases the bus contract is the contrators sole
livelihood and as such they are too frightened
to "fight rather than sign", for fear of losing
their contract.

Many of them are in that situation. I do not be-
lieve that any Government should put anybody in
such a position. No Government will put the
people of my electorate into such a position un-
challenged. We will fight it.

The accountant continued with a whole range of
reasons as to why the situation ought to be

changed. Of course, what really happened in the
broad sense is that the contractors have been
reduced to nothing more than salaried drivers. I
am not arguing about whether these contracts
should be brought into operation. I am asking the
Minister to allow these people time in order that
they may properly consider their decisions.

I emphasise to the Minister that these people
are being asked to put their livelihoods on the line;
that is the important issue at this stage. Many of
the bus contracts have been held in the families of
these people for sonic time and form a vital part of
their earning capacity. They should not be treated
in the cavalier fashion adopted by the Education
Department, which has said that they must sign
up in 14 days but has given no real indication of
what will happen.

I make a plea to the Minister for Education to
give these people the month asked for. It is not an
unreasonable time to request. It has taken the
Education Department from January until July to
reach its decision. I have no doubt that nego-
tiations were going on on behalf of the contractors.
However, I can assure members that in any nego-
tiations carried on with any group of people in-
volving my business, I have been the person with
the final say. That is the point I make to the
Minister.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-
cation) [4.41 p.m.]: The member for Mt. Marshall
is remarkably ill-informed about the question he
raises. Building on that basis of misinformation it
is not surprising that he should have come to a
poor conclusion. The member appears to believe
that bus contractors are required to make a
reassessment of their whole business in the two
weeks given, in the light of the offer from the
Education Department; that is, the contractors are
being asked to make a heavy assessment of the
department's offer. The facts indicate why six
months was taken to reach this stage and I will
explain what has been happening since January.

As the member suggested, many bus COntra-
tors found difflculty in providing the information
sought on costs in the forms sent out in January. It
was many weeks, and in some cases many months,
before forms were returned. It was not possible to
process those forms until the vast majority had
been received because it was necessary to calculate
the rate of cost recovery that contractors were
seeking in order to establish whether they were
making a reasonable bid for the contract or were
having the department on.

The conclusion reached was that the bus con-
tractors were having us on, and to a large degree.
The net result of accepting all the claims of all the
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bus contractors would have been to increase the
cost of the bus contracts by $5 million, or nearly
25 per cent, over the level currently paid, which
the Transport Commission study had revealed was
very high. The bus contractors put in cost recovery
claims. I refer to one instance in particular, where
a person put in for a vehicle maintenance allow-
ance for a single year that was 21/ times the value
of the bus. That, unfortunately, was endemic of
the bids put in by the industry. Some contractors
had put in bids that did not include maintenance
allowances for their buses as they were prepared
to pay this item themselves.

In the light of the variance it was necessary to
establish a rate against which to judge cost claims.
I convened a number of meetings with the Road
Transport Association and negotiations were
lengthy and complex. I agreed to a set of arrange-
ments put to me by the Road Transport Associ-
ation upon which the offer to bus contractors
would be based. The association is the representa-
tive of all bus contractors and the body with whom
negotiations are undertaken. Therefore, I think it
was very reasonable for me to deal with that
group. I pay the association every credit because it
took a good deal of professional advice in this
matter, adopted a responsible attitude and a fairly
tough approach to the negotiations, and took a
different line of argument from that proposed by
the Education Department and the Transport
Commission. In the end we reached a compromise
which I think was acceptable to all parties; it
involved the Government's paying more for bus
contracts than it had been advised to pay and
which, in anyone's estimation, was a great deal
more than we would be paying if contracts were
put out to open tender when they expired.

All bus contractors are desperate to avoid com-
petition in their businesses. They do not want to
compete on the open market after five years when
their contracts expire. They want to continue to
expect a lifetime monopoly of the contracts they
currently hold. There are good reasons for that,
but they are not business reasons. It is strange that
the member for Vasse should talk in terms of
goodwill.

Mr Blaikie: I almost do not believe what you are
saying. You will disfranchise the SGIO, the way
you are going.

Mr PEARCE: Not at all. I have agreed to the
current arrangement which will effectively allow a
person with a bus contract to hold it for a lifetime
without having to compete on an open tender
system. I have no philosophical difficulties with
that. In certain circumstances monopolies are in
the public interest and I am not opposed to that

arrangement for bus contractors. I am one of the
parties who agreed to the arrangement.

However, when the new rates were
struck-which I think gave a lot more to individ-
ual contractors than they would get in a competi-
tive business situation-I authorised the depart-
ment to send out details of the agreement to all
bus contractors. The expectation is that the offer
is reasonable for every bus contractor based on the
rates agreed with the contractors' own association.
One would expect that most contractors-about
95 per cent of them-would merely need to sign
the form and return it, because it translates to a
personal situation the arrangements made with the
Road Transport Association.

In certain circumstances some people with
special cost difficulties can submit a separate case
for additional payments over and above the cur-
rent offer made in accordance with the agreed
rates. However, that is not expected to involve a
large proportion of contractors and certainly it is
not the intention of the department to accede to a
large number of special arrangement requests. In
those circumstances the two-week time limit is
perfectly reasonable. However, representations
have been made to me today by the members for
Mitchell, Bunbury, Mundaring, Mandurah, and
Karrinyup--on behalf of the members for Vasse
and Mt. Marshal-and the Minister for
Transport that people should be given longer than
two weeks in which to make a decision. The de-
partment is very reluctant to give an additional
extension as the matter is continuing some time
after it should have been settled.

Mr MacKinnon: Why has only a small pro-
portion of bus contractors received the infor-
mation?

Mr PEARCE: The letters have been sent out in
groups because they involve 1 000 or more con-
tractors. They have been sent out as processed and
no fixed time has been designated for the return of
the forms. It is just a question of returning them
two weeks after receipt. As a result of the dis-
cussions today I have agreed to extend the time by
two weeks for those contractors who seek a:
specific extension in order to make a further re-
view of their situation. That will give them a
month from the time of receipt. Any competent
businessperson who knows his job, his cash flow
and the various cost implications involving this
proposal should be able to decide whether to agree
to the departmental offer or to make some other
proposal to the department. If not, they should be
sharper business people.

Four weeks is definitely a reasonable time; and
the two-week extension, under all the circum-

571



572 [ASSEMBLY)

stances, is very reasonable. I hope it will be ac-
cepted by all members on the other side of the
House as an acceptable extension. The further
extension asked for by the member for Mt.
Marshall, seeking to extend the time to six weeks
is, under the circumstances, an unreasonable extra
request. I think in his heart of hearts he would be
satisfied with the two-week extension I have
already granted.

I appreciate that this has been a very lengthy
saga and that people's livelihoods are at stake, but
I have acted throughout in a way that has shown
me to be prepared to let the thing go and to hear
and hear again the views put to me by individual
contractors and the Road Transport Association.
But in the end there has to be a final decision and
an agreement, and the agreement reached has
been agreed to by the representatives of the con-
tractors. It is much too late in the piece for mem-
bers of the Opposition to seek to reopen the affair.

Mr Blaikie: Would you be prepared to receive
representations from contractors who may be
totally disadvantaged by the new system?

Mr PEARCE: Of course I would. I can go
further and say that some of the contractors are
concerned because the end result of the new rates
will mean a return that is less than the rate they
are currently being paid, and the agreement I have
made with all contractors is that if under the new
system they will get less, they will be paid at the
same rate as they would have been paid under the
old system until the increases in the new rate bring
the new rate up to that level.

BUILDING INDUSTRY
Kiania Constructions: Grievance

MR GORDON HILL (Helena) [4.52 p.m.]: I
rise to address a matter which has been of concern
to me for some time and which affects two of my
constituents who have incurred costs of something
like $23 000 as a result of a dispute with a build-
ing company. The matter should properly be
addressed by the Minister for Consumer Affairs,
but as he is not a member of this Chamber I
address my grievance to the Minister for Water
Resources who represents him here. I ask that the
detail be conveyed to the Minister in the other
Chamber.

In November 1983 my constituents signed a
contract with Kiama Constructions to construct a
house in Swan View in my electorate. The house
was to be based on a modified design of a display
home known as K38. However, the builders lodged
plans with the Shire of Swan prior to the approval
being given by the potential owners, and the plans
lodged were plans based on a K37 design. It is

interesting to note that the building which was
eventually under construction was in fact a modi-
fied version of that Last design and not approved
by the shire.

After five courses of bricks had been laid, the
owners noticed problems with the workmanship;
there were gaps in the mortar in some places and
it was possible to see right through the brickwork.I
say this from personal observations because I
inspected the building after this initial inspection
by the owners of the property. The owners then
complained to the company and drew attention to
the matter, but nothing happened.

The exterior wall was extended to plate height,
andl at that level the interior wall construction was
commenced. That in itself is a breach of the con-
tract, because the contract states that the walls of
each building should be constucted simul-
taneously. Anyone who knows anything of the
building industry would be aware of this require-
ment. That did not happen. The inside wall was
laid and my constituents continued to make com-
plaints to Kiama Constructions.

Because I have only 10 minutes in which to
make my comments, I will have to move quickly
and summarise what occurred.

Mr MacKinnon: Who are the owners of the
company?

Mr GORDON HILL: A good question. I do not
know.

The complaints of the owners eventually led to
an on-site inspection by a representative of the
Builders' Registration Board, the building inspec-
tor of the Shire of Swan, and the owners them-
selves.

Eventually the company itself recognised that to
some extent it was culpable and so agreed to
rectify the problem by removing the interior wall
and merely patching the exterior wall. My con-
stituents decided, on the advice of the engineers,
not to accept this proposal. They asked the
company to demolish both walls because they were
not happy with the proposal to patch the exterior
wall.' Kiama Constructions refused to accede to
the request of my constituents taken on the advice
of the engineers.

I will quote briefly from the engineer's report to
give members an idea of just how severe the prob-
lemt was. I quote as follows-

The brickwork construction in our opinion
is not in compliance with the uniform build-
ing bylaws and Australian Standard Code for
Brickwork.
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Further on we find-
Faults are of such a serious nature that the

remaining walls left by the builder should be
demolished and work recomnmenced after
cleaning up.

The report made mention of mortar as follows-
insufficient mortar, bedding widths and

depths.

..a considerable number of sand "lumps"
could be observed in external mortar joints.

Following the advice of the engineers, my con-
stituents decided to seek arbitration in an effort to
obtain some specific direction as to the remedial
action that might be necessary to rectify this prob-
lem. They went to arbitration with the complaint
that the building so far constructed did not con-
form to uniform building by-laws-

Mr MacKinnon: Arbitration to be carried out
by whom?

Mr GORDON HILL: -or to the Australian
standards code. Arbitration was then sought and
the arbitrator found in favour of Kiama Construc-
tions simply on the basis that the company was
supposed to have been prevented from rectifying
the problem; however, no evidence in written Or
any other form was presented that this was the
case.

What in fact happened was that my constituents
had disagreed with the remedial methods proposed
by the building company pending arbitration.

Mr MacKinnon: Who was the arbitrator?

Mr GORDON HILL: The member should wait
for a moment because in fact that is the crux of
the whole issue. Following the arbitrator's de-
cision, my constituents had the slab tested and it
was found to be not of the thickness required by
the uniform building by-laws. Subsequently the
slab was examined by engineers who verified that
fact. The Shire of Swan considered the matter and
carried a motion ordering Kiama Constructions to
rectify the defect. Kiama Constructions appealed
to the Minister for Local Government on the basis
that the contract was void. The Minister, having
obtained the advice of Crown Law, rejected the
appeal and found in favour of my constituents.

Kiama Constructions has now agreed to rectify
the problem, but the catch is that it will do so only
if my constituents will agree not to take any
further action.

What I want to raise during my remarks is the
whole question of arbitration, because I believe
the system of arbitration involved is inequitable. I
will describe to members what happens.

The system of arbitration was established by the
Arbitration Act of 1935. It requires four people

drawn from the related professions in the industry
to arbitrate on these matters. There is no con-
sumer representative or Builders' Registration
Board's representative on the disputes committee,
and the committee is used only if it is agreed to by
both parties. However, if both parties do not agree
to the system of arbitration, the matter is referred
to the Institute of Arbitrators. Then the chief arbi-
trator nominates an arbitrator from a pool
registered with the institute. Again, people from
the related professions are chosen. There are no
consumer representatives and there are no rep-
resentatives of the Builders' Registration Board.

This system of arbitration requires a great deal
of attention and I ask that the Minister for Water
Resources draws this matter to the attention of the
Minister for Consumer Affairs with a view to
having the problem examined. The system of arbi-
tration is well and truly outdated.

MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Minister for
Water Resources) [5.00 p.m.]: I will certainly
draw this matter to the attention of the Minister
for Consumer Affairs. When I was Minister for
Consumer Affairs last year I was concerned about
the way in which arbitration worked. I think one
of the problems here is that the people who do this
kind of work are builders, and they need a certain
kind of expertise to do this job. However, in the
minds of many consumers there is the thought
that they see things from one point of view. The
old adage and cliche is relevant here: Justice must
be seen to be done, as well as being done.

I am aware of the Taylor case to which the
member for Helena referred. I believe that there
are some provisions in our legislation which need
to be looked at so that people who have been
disadvantaged seriously can obtain some remedy.

A philosophical note which I think is usually
overlooked is that when a person builds a house it
is often the most expensive contract into which he
or she ever enters. It is not just an investment, it is
also a home; therefore, if there are any worries
concerning it, they can affect the whole way of
family life. To the businessman, of course, it is one
of many jobs, and it is not his family home. When
a controversy rages that factor is not usually al-
lowed for, and indeed, the assumption is usually
that when a dispute occurs it is usually between
two equal parties. In this respect they are not
equal parties. I am suggesting that the matter
could mean a great more to a person in an
emotional sense, if not a financial sense as well,
because it is his or her home which is being built.

This is a difficult area and one which should be
looked at. I will certainly draw this matter to the
attention of the Minister for Consumer Affairs.
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EDUCATION: IGH SCHOOL
Lyn wood: Grievance

MRt MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [5.04 p.m.]: My grievance re-
lates to the Lynwood Senior High School. I raised
this matter in the grievance debate last year. It
was a little over 12 months ago that I issued an
invitation to the Minister for Education to visit the
Lynwood Senior High School. I issued that invi-
tation to him by letter on 2 August 1983 and the
visit took place on 9 August 1983.

In my letter to the Minister for Education I
indicated the general range of problems experi-
enced at the school, which included the need for
extra facilities; the enclosure of the vacant area
beneath the languages faculty, the problems in the
manual arts area, and the problems experienced
because stairways at the school were exposed to
the weather.

I
the
my
that

appreciate the fact that the Minister visited
school on 9 August and subsequently-after
letter on I I August to thank him following
visit-he wrote on 23 August as follows-

The problems with the manual arts centre,
particularly the noise levels, are under atten-
tion from the Education Department with the
proposed remedy being separation of the vari-
ous centres as suggested in the Principal's
report.

I have passed the information about new
programmes requested in the report to the
Education Department for investigation.
Some of these items may be small enough to
be funded under the minor works programme
so that corrective measures can proceed with-
out drawing on the very scarce capital works
funds.

I followed up the matter with the Minister again
on 16 November. At that time I wrote primarily
about the problems of enrolment at the school and
the potential problems that could occur. The letter
to the Minister for Education made the following
statement-

I would, therefore, appreciate it if you
could urgently review the position being faced
by Lynwood Senior High School with a view
to-

(a) obtaining capital funds to meet the
requests previously made of you by
myself on behalf of the schoo and
as outlined in my letter to you of
August 2nd, and

The next part of the letter was about the enrol-
ment position. Thankfully, the situation outlined
to me by the principal and others at the school did

not eventuate in relation to the large increases in
enrolment, although the school still has a large
enrolment of 1 265 students.

My letter was responded to by the Minister on
14 December 1983. He referred primarily to the
enrolment decision at the school, but made no
comment about the physical structures of the
school or the request made for improvements to
the school.

Nothing more has been heard from the depart-
ment or from the Minister. As a consequence, I
arranged to visit the school some weeks ago, but
could not do so. However, I visited the school
today and I found it really is not in the best of
shape. I have made many visits to the school, and I
can say that it is looking the worst I have seen it.
The only part of the school which is in the best

Shape is the gymnasium-it looks particularly at-
tractive because it is decorated for the school
dance this evening.

As I understand it, the school has not received
any action in relation to the enclosure of the
undercroft in order to accommodate the comput-
ing facility. It does not look like a demanding task.
At present the computing facility is located in a
seminar room which is small and inadequate for
such a facility.

The manual arts area, however, is in the worst
shape. The area is overcrowded because of the
large enrolments in the school and the need for
this facility, because of the interest displayed in
the Course. Worst of all, if the Minister for Health
sent his noise control officers to the school he
would find that the school does not comply with
regulations under the Noise Abatement Act.

When I visited the school this morning it was
raining and in many areas stairways were exposed
to the weather. Despite action taken to ensure that
the surface of the stairs is not slippery, the stairs
are still dangerous. The principal told me that two
teachers have come to grief on the stairs in the
past year. Goodness knows how many students
have come to grief in a similar fashion.

I also inspected a transportable classroom at the
school, which I must say is not the best of accom-
modation. In addition the outside area adjacent to
the manual arts centre requires attention. The
point of my grievance at this stage-bearing in
mind the Minister is preparing his Budget papers
for presentation to the Treasury and Treasurer for
funds-is to ask that the Minister for Education
give high priority to improvements to the
Lynwood Senior High School, because represen-
tations made by myself to him and the previous
Minister for Education for improvements at the
school have been singularly unsuccessful.
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The undereroft area should be given attention.
It is not appropriate for minor works because of
the cost, and that has been confirmed by the de-
partment. It is an important area because it will
house the computing room. The Minister is aware
of the importance of computing studies in senior
high schools.

The manual arts area is under increasing press-
ure, and it needs action, particularly if the Minis-
ter for Health were to take an interest in the area
and he found that it did not comply with the noise
abatement regulations. It is important that the
facilities comply with those regulations and that
students become used to noise control facilities
and learn to live with the regulations at an early
age.

Mr Hodge: The primary responsibility for en-
forcing the Noise Abatement Act lies with the
shire. Have you made representations to the shire?

Mr MacKINNON: l am about to do so.
With respect to the stairways, it was interesting

to see that the social studies block, which appar-
ently, according to what the principal said, was
built at a different stage, has covers over the stair-
ways. They do not appear to be particularly ex-
pensive items. They were very effective, and I
cannot see why they should be located in one part
of the school and not in others. They are for the
use and safety of the students and teachers , two of
whom have come to grief in recent times.

I have not been critical of the need to use
transportable accomodation in schools. Their use
is a sensible policy, and it is one put into effect by
our Government, and it will continue with the
present Government. However, I am critical of the
standard of some of the accommodation, as the
Minister knows. I made representations to him
about the quality of the demountable Classroom at
the Rossmoyne Senior High School. The one at
Lynwood is the first I have seen that could be best
regarded as a shed. While I have not written to the
Minister about this, I am not criticising him for it,
but I ask him to give some attention to that class-
room. In my view, it is not up to the standard of
today's accommodation requirements.

In relation to improvements to the manual arts
area, outside a classroom, I have asked for action
before. If a roof were put over the area, it would
significantly increase the area available for
students doing manual arts.

As I indicated before, the school has a high
enrolment and it deserves better treatment. I ask
the Minister, during the framing of the Budget
papers, to give consideration to ensuring that some
of the requests made by the parents at the
Lynwood Senior High School are met.

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Minister for Edu-
cation) [5.08 p.m.]: I appreciate the sincerity and
the persistence of the member with regard to the
Lynwood High School because he has made many
representations about it in the 18 months I have
been the Minister. I have rather a soft spot for the
school, as members would probably know, because
I was the inaugural senior English master there,
and I have visited it on many occasions since mov-
ing into Parliament.

I will not canvass all of the issues raised by the
member, but I will say that his views on what
needs to be done to make the school a better one
are quite accurate, and if all those things are done,
the school-which is already a fine school-would
be very fine indeed. Of course, the difficulty is
that many schools in this State have needs which
are the same as or, in many cases, greater than
those of Lynwood, and the capital works pro-
gramme will stretch only so far.

It was particularly difficult to do anything last
year, because of the degree to which our capital
works programme was taken up by the works in
progress programmes that had been instituted by
the previous Government, which left very little
scope for new activities. However, the capital
works programme is currently being formulated,
and when it is introduced to the Parliament with
the Budget in four or five weeks, the member will
learn that some of his efforts have not been in
vain.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I will take further
grievances after questions without notice have
been taken.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Stting suspended from 6.01 to 7.15 p.m.

INDUSTRIAL SAFETY
Accidents: Grievance

MRS HENDERSON (Gosnells) [7.15 p.m.]: I
would like to direct my comments to the question
of industrial safety. I wonder whether many
people in our community are aware that almost
twice as many days are lost due to industrial acci-
dents and diseases as are lost because of strikes.
Industrial accidents have been estimated to cost
the Australian economy more than $6 500 million
every year.

For every Australian injured on the
roads, five persons are injured at work. While
there is an awareness about and continuing re-
search into accidents and injuries on the road,
there has been almost total indifference and apa-
thy towards the safety of those who may be
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injured at work. More than one million working
days are lost every year due to accidents on the
job, and each day 600 injuries and one death are
estimated to occur in this country as a result of
work-based accidents.

However, Australia is on the brink of a new
approach to occupational health and safety, and
reforms have recently been seen in New South
Wales, Victoria, and South Australia, and the
Western Australian Government has signalled its
intention to move in this direction.

Why is there a problem in Western Australia?
It is because there are 44 different Acts, 58 sets of
different regulations, and 19 different depart-
ments responsible for covering the area of indus-
trial health. Such a hotchpotch of unco-ordinated
responsibilities has ensured that this area is
characterised by neglect and lack of direction.

The record of the former Government in this
area over nine years was one of total negligence
and lack of concern. No better way exists of ensur-
ing that a job is not effectively done than by
dividing it into segments and distributing the re-
sponsibility for those segments to different persons
and making sure there is no liaison between them.

A clear link exists between social class or
occupational status and degree of injury in the
area of industrial health. Unskilled workers and
their families are always at greater risk than their
skilled counterparts. They are exposed to More
hazards and sustain more injuries.

A feature of the whole area of industrial safety
is the question of who determines the acceptable
level of risk; who decides what level of risk is to be
endured at work. For decades only one of the
parties to the work contract had any say in
determining the risk-the employer or the owner
of the workplace. It has been rare indeed for the
persons taking the risk, the employees, to have any
say in what was an acceptable risk. For many it
was a choice between taking a job with all the
attendant risks and not accepting a job at all,
which is no choice.

Mr MacKinnon: Can you give an example?

Mrs HENDERSON: I can give plenty of
examples and I will do so in a moment.

In Western Australia the number of inspections
carried out is almost laughable. Employers in
Western Australia who do not take seriously their
responsibility in the area of industrial health face
a maximum fine of $200.

If we compare that igure with New South
Wales where the maximum is $50 000, we see that
there is a very real need for action. In addition
there is no accurate or systematic method of

recording work-based accidents and diseases.
There is no data accumulation. For example, there
have been estimates that 6 000 people are
deafened at work every year. There have been
estimates that a third of all cancers are
environmentally induced as a result of hazards in
the workplace. No-one really knows the correct
position because there are no statistics.

I move on to a particular example which has
affected a person in my electorate. A dramatic
example of this problem was recently brought to
my attention. The work-induced disease,
tenosynovitis, is a repetitious strain injury that
someone in my electorate suffered after working in
the Australian Taxation Office for more than 10
years. This condition affects the tendons of the
wrists and hands. It starts off as a nagging pain in
the arms and shoulders. If not treated, it can lead
to the sufferer becoming crippled and unable to
perform small or simple tasks.

Keyboard operators who now do between
12 000 and 20 000 key strokes per hour often find
themselves afflicted with this condition. Changes
in technology in the office, incentive schemes and
bonus schemes based on the number of key
strokes per hour that employees are able to per-
form have contributed to the widespread growth in
the number of persons afflicted with this con-
dition. A self-help group has been established
called WRIST. It made the observation that most
of its members were people who worked in the
Public Service. I believe that is a very real cause
for concern because there has been a change in
office work in the Public Service and elsewhere
with a greater use of word processors and a
greater concentration of typists into typing poois.

This means that people who once typed individ-
ual letters and who had some variety in their job
and some rest between typing are now typing
names and addresses onto dozens and sometimes
hundreds of standard letters put out by word pro-
cessors. It is a tragedy that these people often end
up unable to button their children's clothes, 10 lift
saucepans, or even to turn off a tap.

Tenosynovitis is one of the many diseases in the
category of repetitious strain injuries. It includes
Severe Muscle strain in the shoulders, neck, and
back. It can go undetected for many years. It can
result in a person taking painkillers, experiencing
nervous breakdowns, or committing suicide.

Data processing operators or computer oper-
ators are particularly susceptible to this condition.
Some people suffering from this disease have
ended up becoming invalids or physically unable
to cope.
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Machine operators are not the only people to
suffer from this disease. Musicians, athletes and
cashiers have all fallen foul of this condition.

Until recently, some tenosynovitis sufferers
received compensation. Others were sacked or
were misdiagnosed as malingerers. The Workers'
Compensation Commission of New South Wales
has documented at as much as a 220 per cent
increase in work-related injuries are as a result of
this type of condition. The only cure at present is
rest and anti-inflammatory drugs. I think that il-
lustrates the urgent need for us to look at the
workplace and the hazards associated with it, at
the ways of documenting those hazards and to
initiate action to enable employees and employers
to have a say in how those hazards can be reduced.

Another major area of concern is the entry each
year of dozens, and sometimes hundreds, of new
chemicals into the workplace. Many have been
untested and their effects are unknown. We have
learnt to our horror that chemicals used in the
plastic industry have caused liver diseases, lung
diseases and other terminal conditions.

Unfortunately, the people who work in those
conditions are the guinea pigs. It is not until years
later that the proper research is carried out to
establish that those chemicals cause diseases.
There is a need for us to set up a register of these
chemicals and their effects. Chemicals need to be
properly tested before they are used, to ensure that
their effects are not discovered too many years
later.

This area is characterised by the tension be-
tween those who seek self-regulation and those
who maintain that there is a role for the Govern-
ment to play by State regulation. I think we have
seen the effects of self-regulation in the asbestos
industry. In European and American countries it
has been seen in the pesticides industry, in the lead
industry, and in the effects of PVC in the plastics
industry.

As a result of some of those substances we have
seen tragic episodes of bladder cancer in the rub-
ber and dye industries, liver cancer in the plastics
industry, leukaemia in the shoemaking industry,
sterility in the pesticides industry, and birth
deformities and spontaneous abortions in the lead
industry.

There is certainly a need for us to act to prevent
those tragedies happening.

I sincerely hope that this Government will con-
tinue; the work it has done by making known its
concern in this area and will follow up that work
by ensuring that all these problems are tackled as
soon as possible.
(19)

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Health)
[7.26 p.m.]: It is my pleasure to respond on behalf
of the Government to the grievance from the
member for Gosnells. The Minister for Industrial
Relations is responsible for this area but, as he is
in the Legislative Council, I will answer the points
raised by the member.

The member for Gosnells has delivered a very
well-researched and informative address on this
most important subject. She mentioned the multi-
tude of different Statutes that currently exist in
the State relating to safety and health. That can-
not be denied. At the moment, there are 44 Acts
of Parliament, 56 sets of regulations and by-laws,
and I I Ministers with responsibility for 13 port-
folios relating to a multitude of health and safety
regulations and their enforcement. Clearly that is
a very unsatisfactory situation.

The Government has committed itself as a mat-
ter of high priority, to doing something about that
most unsatisfactory situation. It is common know-
ledge by now that the Government intends to in-
troduce legislation in the current session of Parlia-
ment to establish an occupational health, safety.
and welfare commission. I am sure that most
members of the House will agree that such legis-
lation should be given a swift and sure passage
through Parliament.

It is envisaged that the legislation will appoint a
full-time commissioner and a secretariat and es-
tablish a part-time tripartite commission. That
commission will be made up of representatives
from employer groups, groups of employees, and
representatives of various health professions.

The legislation will also allow for the creation of
a division of occupational health, safety and wel-
fare which would be responsible to the com-
mission.

The legislation will be the responsibility of the
Minister for Industrial Relations rather than be-
ing my responsibility. The Government has made
this decision, which I support, because much wider
implications than the health implication are
involved in occupational health and safety. Many
industrial matters and conditions of employment
are also involved.

The member for Gosnells referred to the
Government's commitment in this area. That was
clearly demonstrated in the discussion paper that
we released in October last year. That paper was
universally well received. The Government
received 175 submissions in response to that dis-
cussion paper, and I am pleased to say that most
of those submissions took a very positive approach
to the subject.
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We envisage that great benefits will flow to the
work force from the establishment of the
occupational health and safety commission. Some
of those advantages will be a reduction of adminis-
trative costs; a reduction of duplication, particu-
larly in inspections and visits; improved communi-
cation and organisational efficiency, and very ef-
fective use of scarce resources. Therefore, a higher
standard of service will be available to the public.
To complement the moves being made at the State
level the Commonwealth Government is also in
the process of establishing an occupational health
and safety commission at a Federal level.

Mr Watt: Would those people suffering from
tenosynovitis be assisted by the proposed legis-
lation? I had a similar example to that with one of
my constituents who could not get workers' com-
pensation cover.

Mr HODGE: We hope the new commission will
assist not so much from the point of view of com-
pensation after the injury has occurred, but by
giving advice and studying the work methods. Ad-
vice can be given to employers and employees on
ways to avoid injuries in the first place. There is
evidence that this type of injury can be avoided by
good work practices, ensuring that workers have
proper seating and equipment at the correct level
and also that suitable breaks in the routine are
taken. The commission will have the expertise and
knowledge to give that advice to employers and
employees.

A member: Because the staff ceilings are lower
the excessive workload could contribute.

Mr HODGE: It is not necessarily caused by an
excessive workload. It is often caused by other
faults such as improper seating and conditions. It
is true that an excessively heavy workload can
contribute.

We have high hopes that the national body in
this field will be able to recommend standards that
will be adopted on a national basis and each of the
commissions will be guided by that standard. It is
hoped that Australia will have the benefit of one
set of occupational health standards throughout
the country from which employers and employees
cart benefit.

I will ensure that the comments of the member
for Gosnells are drawn to the attention of Mr
Dans, the Minister for Industrial Relations. I have
no doubt that he will closely study her speech and
will probably wish to communicate directly with
her after doing so.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Grievances noted.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Uniform Legislation: As to Motion

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the Op-
position) [7.33 p.m.]: I seek leave of the House to
proceed to the substantive motion under Notices
of Motion No. 2 without proceeding with the mo-
tion to suspend Standing Orders.

This notice of motion was given before the
completion of the Address-In-Reply and at that
stage it would have required suspension of Stand-
ing Orders to enable it to proceed. It does not now
require that and accordingly I seek leave to pro-
ceed.

Leave granted.

Motion
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe-Leader of the Op-

position) [7.34 p.m.]: I move-
The Parliament of Western Australia-

(a) expresses to the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment and Government its grave concern
at the possibility of applying Federal
legislation known as the Aboriginal and
Torres Strait Islanders Heritage
(Interim Protection) Act to restrict, de-
lay or prevent the completion of con-
struction of the Harding River Dam in
the Pilbara Region of Western
Australia;

(b) affirms its view that the legislation in-
fringes the constitutional responsibility
of the State and duplicates powerful
State legislation for the protection of
Aboriginal sacred sites,
and

(c) acknowledges with approval the reported
rejection of Aboriginal land claims to the
Harding River Dam area,

and requests the Commonwealth Parliament
and Government to:
(i) express its full support for the

completion of the construction of the
Harding River Dam in the Pilbara Re-
gion of Western Australia, to facilitate
the security of water supply in this area
so important to the local population and
the iron export industry;
and

(ii) repeal the Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islanders Heritage (interim Protection)
Act.

I make it clear that the objective of the Opposition
is to obtain the repeal of this legislation, and how-
ever long it may take us and however many
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Governments may come and go, we will never rest
until this pernicious, vicious legislation is removed
from the Statute books of the Commonwealth
Parliament. It has been said publicly and in public
debate that this legislation is an attack on State
rights; but more than that it is an attack on the
human rights of every Australian. It is staggering
that all those vigilant human rights defenders in
the Commonwealth Parliament and in the public
arena have not had one Word to say in defence of
our rights as individuals in the face of this
terrifying piece of legislation.

The people who can be summoned to take part
in rallies and demonstrations, and who are so eas-
ily aroused about all sorts of legislation at differ-
ent times, have not been summoned, have not been
aroused, and have not moved to protest about this
legislation. Every human rights organisation in
Australia that has ever stood up and attacked any
Government over human rights and said that
Government's were failing in their duty in relation
to human rights, should hang its head in shame at
its failure to be consistent in confronting this legis-
lation. Without question, at the stroke of a pen, it
has subjected every Australian to the whim of a
Minister in Canberra without rights, without re-
dress, without appeal, and without protection. One
wonders at the sincerity and consistency of bodies
that have purported to be concerned about human
rights but have failed to confront this legislation.

I refer to some of the provisions of the Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islanders Heritage (Interim
Protection) Act of 1984. It is badly drafted, ill
defined, and confers on a Minister sitting in an
office in Canberra the most extraordinary powers
that would no doubt offend the most rudimentary
Bill of Rights, whether of the United States or of
the United Nations.

This legislation has no bounds of effective con-
trol of the exercise of ministerial discretion, no
requirements as to the giving of evidence of the
things that are said, and no procedures to provide
protection for ordinary citizens. Let us look at
some of the provisions in part 11 of the Act
headed, "Protection of Significant Aboriginal
Areas and Objects". Section 9 states-

Where the Minister-

(a) receives an application made orally or in
writing by or on behalf of an Aboriginal
or a group of Aboriginals seeking the
preservation or protection of a specified
area from injury or desecration; and

(b) is satisfied-

(i) that the area is a significant Abor-
iginal area; and

(ii) that it is under serious and immedi-
ate threat of injury or desecration,

he may make a declaration in relation to
the area.

It is as simple as that. Somebody can ring the
Minister at his home or in his office in Canberra
and say to him, "We want this area protected".
The Aboriginal Legal Service can do it, an
Aborigine can do it, or an adviser of an Aboriginal
group can do it. If the Minister is satisfied that the
area is significant and it is under serious and im-
mediate threat he can make a declaration in re-
lation to the area. What is the effect of a declar-
ation? Section I11 of the Act provides that-

A declaration under sub-section 9 (l) Or 10
(1) in relation to an area shall-

(a) describe the area with sufficient
particulars to enable the area to be
identified; and

(b) contain provisions
lation to the
preservation of the
or desecration.

for and in re-
protection and
area from injury

Furthermore, when the declaration is made the
consequences of ignoring it are horrendous. A per-
son who contravenes a provision of a declaration
made under part I] in relation to a significant
Aboriginal area is guilty of an offence punishable
on conviction as follows-

(a) if the person is a natural person-by a
fine not exceeding $10,000 or imprison-
ment for a period not exceeding 5 years,
or both;

Let us consider for a moment what can be done
with this legislation. There is no limitation to its
application and no exemption from its application.
In the last week we have seen how it can be used
and abused. An application can be made to the
Minister in respect of any square inch of
Australia. It could be made in respect of this Par-
liament House, part of Kings Park, the Narrows
Bridge, or the river. It could be made in respect of
any road or national park, private prop-
erty -whether farming or domestic residence--or
pastoral lease. By declaration the Minister can
then take action to exclude people from that land
or to subject them to conditions. There is not one
law on the Statute books of Western Australia
which gives such unprecedented power to a Minis-
ter, subject to the control even of this Parliament,
to act against private property, private interest,
and private rights. No law exists in any country of
the world, apart from Communist or totalitarian
countries, which could conceivably be so extensive
and so dangerous in its implications.
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There is no protection. There is no right of
appeal, except some vague provisions about people
being invited to make submissions to the Minister.
There is power for the declarations to be extended.
There is power for the Minister to make more
general declarations.

What we are seeking to do by this resolution is
to find common ground with the Government, and
the Government members in this House and the
Legislative Council, to put forward a common
resolution from both Houses to the Common-
wealth Government and Parliament to achieve
something which the Government and the Oppo-
sition believe ought to be achieved.

Very deliberately, there is no provision in this
resolution which is directed towards criticising the
Government of this State or towards disagreeing
with what has been said in recent days by the
Government of the State about this legislation and
its application. There is no provision inconsistent
with any public utterance by the Acting Premier
or the Minister.

We have a number of criticisms to level at the
Government about its handling of this matter. We
believe that the Government was very weak and
ineffective when the legislation first went before
the Commonwealth Parliament. We believe that
the Government's acceptance of the verbal assur-
ances of the Commonwealth Government in re-
lation to the legislation was wrong and inadequate
as a response to this attack on State
responsibilities and human rights.

We believe that the Acting Premier's proposal
on Monday of this week for a working party to
review the legislation was completely wrong. The
very last thing we want is to have a working party
to review, with the Commonwealth, the Aborigi-
nal and Torres Strait Islanders heritage legis-
lation. We do not want a review of that legislation;
we want no truck with it. We want it finished for
all time, and we want the Commonwealth Govern-
ment told in unmistakeable terms to go home and
mind its own business in respect of a matter of
State responsibility which can be decided by this
Parliament in respect of the people of this State,
and which has in fact been decided by this Parlia-
ment in respect of the people of this State.

This legislation should be repealed and it should
never be replaced. It is not necessary or desirable
and it will be the source of continuing conflict and
damage not only to our wellbeing, but also to race
relations.

We are also critical of the Labor members of
Federal Parliament from Western Australia who
voted for this legislation and who made it have the
force of law by their votes. I can assure members

opposite that they will not be allowed to forget it
when the election comes around or at any other
time.

Every one of the members who voted for the
legislation in the Federal Parliament is guilty and
will stand condemned for this sort of legislation
and anything that looks like it.

However, having said that-having said that we
have a great deal of criticism about the way this
matter has been handled by the Government in
recent days and by its colleagues in
Canberra-nevertheless, we agree that there is a
wider issue than the immediate political conflict
between the Government and the Opposition over
this legislation.

We have concluded that there is an interest of
this State and its people not in narrow terms of
State rights, but in terms of the rights of the
people in this State, for the Government of this
State, however mightily we may disagree with it,
to govern as the Government of the State. Our
resolution has been framed with a view to seeking
a totally bipartisan approach from both Houses of
the Parliament to the Commonwealth to ask it to
get rid of this legislation.

I ask Government members, even if they have
some minor disagreement with the provisions of
the motion, not to amend it, so that we have a
resolution in similar terms from both Houses that
can be conveyed to the Commonwealth and have
some impact as a clear and, hopefully, unanimous
statement from this Parliament that we are con-
cerned about the Commonwealth Parliament's
legislation and that we believe it ought to be
repealed.

I say particularly that in this matter there has
never been a fundamental dispute between the
Government and the Opposition, either in our
present positions or previously about the
pretection of sacred sites. The Government, when
in Opposition, was critical of amendments made to
the Aboriginal Heritage Act. Indeed, at 6.55 p.m.
on the ABC tonight I heard a news commentator
being very critical of the Government for having
hidden behind that legislation in the recent dis-
pute. He said that the Government was hypocriti-
cal to hide behind it when it was so critical of it
previously.

Nevertheless, whatever differences there may
have been between the Government and the Oppo-
sition in whatever roles we might have had about
the terms of the legislation, we have not disputed
that genuine Aboriginal sites should be protected.

Of course, I make it clear that I do not accept
the proposition that every site can always be
preserved precisely where and how it is. On some

580



[Wednesday, 8 August 1984]58

occasions some matters would have to be seen in
the interests of the wider community as overriding
a particular claim. When I see a man in the WA
Museum give evidence to the Seaman inquiry that
there are no fewer than-in fact there are
probably a lot more than-750 000 sites of signifi-
cance-not sacred sites-in Western Australia
and that every one of them should be protected, I
have to say I think it is the most unrealistic and
foolish approach that could possibly be adopted.

Mr Wilson: Who is adopting it?
Mr Bridge: No-one has adopted it.
Mr HASSELL: That man adopted it in his

submission and I am glad to know that the Minis-
ter is not defending it.

Mr Wilson: It is his right to make submissions
to the Seaman inquiry.

Mr HASSELL: I am exercising my right to say
it is impractical and stupid and, more than that, it
is damaging to the cause of Aboriginal people who
have a genuine interest in protecting genuine sites
currently of significance. When one goes to ex-
tremes, as that man did, and talks about 750 000-
plus sites all of which ought to be protected,' one is
inviting the kind of community reaction which
every one of us here knows would occur. That
community reaction is to say that what he has
claimed is silly, impractical, and incapable of
achievement in our society.

Let me return to the point, which is that we
have not at any time disputed that sacred sites
should be given recognition and, wherever poss-
ible, should be given protection. Through many
years we maintained the legislation of this State
when we could have repealed it; but we never did
so, of course, and we never had any policy to do so.
That legislation is still in place and provides pro-
tection for sacred sites in Western Australia. The
heritage Act of the Commonwealth comes in over
the top in a very brutal, unsophisticated way to
allow issues such as those raised by the construc-
tion of the Harding River Dam to be raised and to
cause furore, trouble, conflict, and confrontation.
That is what the Commonwealth has achieved
with this legislation. It has damaged the cause of
good relations between Aboriginal and non-Abor-
iginal people. It has made the community react as
it has reacted in the Harding River Dam case.

Mr H-odge: It is really hard to believe you were
a Minister in the Court Government when we hear
you talk like this tonight.

Mr HASSELL: It has added to the com-
munity's fury at the Government's proposals for
land rights. However, I do not want to debate land
rights tonight or to stray off the point onto that
issue. For the sake of the record, I say that I

believe in many respects this heritage legislation is
no less than a disguised land grab seeking to estab-
lish land rights through the back door.

I regard this heritage legislation as being consti-
tutionally invalid. I would not like the Common-
wealth Government to believe that we accept that
it has the constitutional right to adopt such legis-
lation. For years I have challenged the claims of
Federal Ministers in relation to the outcome of the
1967 referendum. As members know, in 1967 a
provision existed in the Constitution of the Com-
monwealth of Australia which said, "The Com-
monwealth may make special laws for the people
of any race other than the Aboriginal race". The
1967 referendum deleted a few words. It deleted
the words "other than the Aboriginal race" and
left a situation in terms which said, in effect, "The
Commonwealth may make special laws for the
people of any race"

On the basis of that referendum, successive
Commonwealth Ministers and Governments have
claimed that the deletion of those few words has in
some remarkable way transferred to the Common-
wealth exclusive powers and jurisdiction over all
manner of subjects in relation to Aborigines.

In the past I have heard Commonwealth
Governments, Ministers, such as Mr Viner and
Mr Chancy, and Prime Ministers say that, be-
cause the people made that decision in 1967, the
Commonwealth has power over land; has power to
introduce heritage legislation of this kind; has
power to introduce land rights; and so on.

I challenge that proposition absolutely. The
Commonwealth has no such power. The fact that
the High Court of Australia, in its extraordinary
and perverted majority view of the Constitution,
which has lost all sight of the Federal nature of
the Commonwealth Constitution, especially in the
Tasmanian dam case, reached those extraordinary
conclusions by the narrowest majority, does not, to
my mind give validity or legitimacy to the claims
of the Commonwealth for more and more power
over more and more people and more and more
property of the State.

This State would never have been part of the
Australian federation if any of the people alive at
the time the Constitution was drafted had believed
that it was possible by any stretch of the imagin-
ation for the Commonwealth to gain control over
the Crown lands of Western Australia, whether it
be in the formation of a heritage Act, in the
granting of land rights, or anything else. Mr
Deputy Speaker, let us remember that you and I
have rights in relation to that Constitution. We
have a fundamental right to have a vote on
changes to that Constitution in a referendum and
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no referendum has ever given the Commonwealth
Parliament power over our land in this State in the
manner exemplified by this legislation, or which
may be exemplified in so-called uniform land
rights legislation.

The land of this State is subject to resumption
by the Commonwealth for the public purposes of
the Commonwealth on payment of just compen-
sation. That is the constitutional provision which
applies. The provision which says that the Com-
monwealth may make special Laws for the people
of any race, does not extend to the Commonwealth
power to seize the land of this State for purposes
of Aboriginal or national heritage or for any other
purpose. It would be a good thing if the Common-
wealth and the High Court of Australia were to
remember it because there must be a continuing
dissatisfaction with the majority of judges in the
High Court when they consistently fail in their
obligation to this nation to recognise the absol-
utely federal nature of the Constitution and to
recognise that the constitutional pact embodied in
the Constitution does not extend to the Common-
wealth power to subvert the powers of the States,
as was done in the Tasmanian dam case and as is
being sought to be done in this legislation.

In drafting the resolution now before the House
one might well have been tempted to include a
provision urging the Government of this State to
challenge this legislation in the High Court, but
that provision was not included because although
we urge the Government to make that challenge,
at this stage we seek to have a single view from the
Parliament in relation to a matter about which we
know the Government is concerned, as is the Op-
position. The Government knows, as the Oppo-
sition and every member of Parliament knows,
that the Harding River Dam case is the tip of the
iceberg and that we will see it repeated over and
Over again. Maybe next time in a different politi-
cal climate with a different issue, the Common-
wealth Minister will be tempted to exercise his
extraordinary and pernicious powers against some
individual, local government, or State Govern-
ment.

Mr Blaikie: It would have been interesting if the
State had not intervened in this case.

Mr HASSELL: I think the Federal Govern-
ment might still have been prepared to back off
because it is desperate to prepare itself for the
coming election and it is beginning to get the
message that its little schemes for land rights and
all the rest of it are getting through to the Western
Australian people, who are very concerned about
what the Commonwealth Government is up to.

Mr Bridge: To whom are you referring?

Mr HASSELL: The Federal Government. It is
scheming and plotting for land rights and heritage
legislation. The secret documents circulating in
the Department of Aboriginal Affairs are
designed to do things which the Government
would not like anyone to know about but, never-
theless, enough is on the public record for it to be
well known- that the Federal Government has
plans which are unacceptable to this State.

I remind the House that in the Daily News of
Monday of this week the Acting Premier was
reported as saying that land was a constitutional
responsibility of the State and decisions on the use
of land should be left to the State Government.

The article stated-
He said: "Before the Federal Government

can implement Aboriginal land rights
throughout Australia they need the cooper-
ation of State Governments and there is a
maze of formulae we could use to frustrate
national aspirations in this area.

"We are keen to see the politics of consen-
sus, not confrontation, that is why we have
asked for a working party."

It is clear that the Deputy Premier on Monday of
this week acknowledged that this heritage legis-
lation is a form of land rights legislation and is a
land grab but, more than that, it is a power grab.
Mr Holding and his colleagues made no secret of
the fact that it was a power grab when the legis-
lation was put through the Federal Parliament
because they said then that the purpose of this law
was to establish a constitutional footing for the
Commonwealth. What he said and what was
reported at the time was that this legislation was
intended to establish a constitutional position. In
The Australian of 29 May 1984 appears the fol-
lowing article-

Mr Holding said before yesterday's talks
that mining companies were presenting a
"worst-case scenario" which was unrelated to
the purpose of the Aboriginal heritage legis-
lation.

He said the legislation was for use in ex-
treme circumstances where there was either
no State legislation or where States were
deliberately breaking their own laws.

What an unbelievable proposition and presump-
tion from a Federal Minister to suggest that a
sovereign State of the federation needs the Minis-
ter in Canberra to supervise the State to make
sure it obeys its own laws. The presumptions of

these Federal Ministers are beyond belief. They
all suffer from inflated heads when they get to
Canberra. They lose their sense of proportion.
They seem to think that when they get to
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Canberra they are responsible for everything that
happens in Australia, or that they are entitled to
oversee the elected Governments of the States,
enforcing their own laws as if there were not pro-
visions in our legal system through which the laws
could be enforced; as if cur Ministers, whatever
their political deficiencies, were not subject to the
law as much as anyone else.

Mr Blaikie: When the Minister said that do you
think he might have had Western Australia and
Queensland in mind?

Mr HASSELL: This is the crucial part of the
article-

Mr Holding said the bill was aimed at
establishing commonwealth jurisdiction and a
capacity for the Commonwealth to involve
itself in Noonkanbah-type situations.

He made it quite clear that it was to establish a
Commonwealth j .urisdiction in a matter com-
pletely devoid of constitutional right or authority.
The legislation that the Commonwealth has
enacted ought to concern not only the Government
and the Opposition but also every person in West-
ern Australia and every other State of Australia.

The Harding River Dam case has simply started
what will be a continuing running battle. There
will not be a development in WA that will not be
challenged by this legislation. If the Government
succeeds, as we hope it will, in getting that smelter
off the ground, it can bet its last dollar that some
Aboriginal group or, more particularly, its white
advisers or the Aboriginal Legal Service, will be
down there dredging up a claim that they could
send to Mr Holding. The Government can count
on that. If the Government succeeds in getting
anything off or into the ground, it can bet its life
there will be a claim. If the Government wants to
build a road through a forest and some greenies
want to stop the Government from doing so, as
they are currently doing in Queensland in an en-
deavour to stop a road being built, a claim for a
sacred site will be sent to Canberra, and it will go
on and on with 750-plus sites of significance in
this State; let no-one doubt that there will not be
sites on every corner where anybody. Government
or private, wants to do anything that some group
of knockers wants to stop.

MrT Bridge: It is just as well you are not a
songwriter writing songs about Australia.

Mr HASSELL: The member for Kimberley is
the one who does that.

MrT Bridge: They would be able to smile.

Mr Gordon Hill: Give us a song.
MrT HASSELL: The member for Kimberley

does it very well.

MrT Gordon Hill: Give us a song, Ernie.

Mr HASSELL: He does it very well. I enjoyed
his concert.

Mr Gordon Hill: Was that the concert at the
prison?

Mr HASSELL: No, it was not. It was in the
Perth Concert Hall.

Mr Bridge: It was a good one.

Mr HASSELL: It was a good one, yes; but it
has nothing to do with this issue.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is interesting,
though.

MrT HASSELL: I want to return to the essential
point of what we are about. I repeat that OUr
objective is simply to get the Heritage Act
repealed by the Commonwealth Parliament; and,
if it will not move in that direction, we hope it will
be challenged in the High Court and we hope
anyone else who seeks to challenge it will be
supported. We hope the Government will not give
away half of the State in some kind of deal. I
personally have suspicions that the station deal
that was done in the last few days was a bit of a
pay-off for the Harding River Dam.

MrT Rushton: A sacrifice.

Mr Wilson: It is a good way to ask for a bypass.

Mr HASSELL: Leaving that aside-

Mr Wilson: Leaving that aside, leaving every-
thing else aside-

Mr HASSELL: The issue is whether this Par-
liament shouldmake a request to the Common-
wealth to do something about this bad legislation.
It is bad for Western Australia and for every
person in this State. It is legislation which confers
powers on a Minister, unprecedented by any stan-
dard-not the standard of Commonwealth-State
relations, but the standard of issues relating to the
power of a Minister and of the Government to
deal with the property of people and to deal with
people's rights. This legislation is an abnegation of
the most fundamental rights of due process, of
entitlement to be heard, of entitlement to private
property and of entitlement to be dealt with fairly.

This legislation should have been the subject of
protest by every group in Australia which has ever
professed to be concerned about human rights.
Yet not one of them has protested, to the best of
my knowledge. The Aboriginal Legal Service itself
should have been concerned about this legislation
and should have protested long and loud. The Civil
Liberties Association and others of its ilk right
around Australia should have protested. To the
best of my knowledge, none of them has.
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Mr Clarko: You wouldn't think much of the
Civil Liberties Association of Western Australia;
it is a Labor cabal.

Mr HASSELL: Whatever it is, if it were con-
sistent in its attacks on legislation it would have
attacked this legislation and said it posed a threat,
not to State rights, about which I know it would
not be concerned, but to the rights of individual
men, women and children in Australia.

That is the nature of this legislation; let there be
no mistake about it. It provides for an oral appli-
cation to the Minister in Canberra; there is no
procedure. He makes a declaration and if a person
breaches it he can go to gaol for six months. 1 had
an idea that this was the kind of law people in
Poland and other places were criticised about. I
thought these were the kinds of laws about which
our Government, when it tootles around the world
trying to make a big fellow of itself on the inter-
national stage, expresses concern, yet it has been
enacted here in our backyard.

It is not this Government's legislation, but it
was brought forward by the Labor Government in
Canberra. I ask whether Government members
will join, not in passing a resolution from one side
of this House by a majority, but in passing
unanimously a resolution of both Houses of Par-
liament. It asks the Commonwealth Government
and Parliament to support our vital development
project, and more importantly, to repeal its legis-
lation which is so offensive to every value that we
hold dear.

MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [8.18 p.m.]: I sec-
ond the motion.

We have just heard the Leader of the Oppo-
sition give a very learned appraisal of the Com-
monwealth's legislation which part of this motion
asks the Federal Parliament and the Federal
Government to repeal. It also asks the Govern-
ment side of this House to agree with this request.

I will not repeat the argument so ably put to the
House by the Leader of the Opposition. I will use
this opportunity to point out certain pragmatic
and practical aspects of the importance of the
motion, in particular as they relate to the Harding
River Dam. I had some considerable experience in
negotiating with the local Aboriginal elders on
matters of sites of significance and the like long
before the construction of the dam began.

I point out first the difference between a fairly
commendable and quite accepted principle that
anything of great significance to Aboriginal
people should be treated with consideration, and
the fairly cynical and hypocritical practice of
searching for any sign of what I could only call
graffiti, anything by way of carvings or laid out

stones, usually after a project has started. It is
done with a view to delay, obstruct, or jeopardise
the project, as in this case, or to derive some
monetary advantage, particularly when one is
talking about mineral or petroleum projects.

Although the proper legislative measures of this
State have dealt with sites of significance and
consideration of them, it is in practice very much
abused. I can tell a little story from a long time
ago when I was Minister for Mines. Two mining
companies in the Pilbara were competing to gain
Japanese orders for a new type of iron ore, the
Maramainba ore. I had looked at Goldsworthy
area C which was one of the areas competing for
the contracts, and it was pointed out to me that it
must be a site of significance because stones were
laid out there. One did not have to be a scoutmas-
ter to realise those stones were probably put there
a couple of weeks or months earlier-although
there was no proof other than similar actions in
the past not related to Aboriginal relics-and that
the company's opposition had done this to make a
farce of the situation.

These are some of the practical abuses which
can occur unless the properly enacted legislative
measures are implemented and looked after.

Mr Bridge: If it did occur it would be an ex-
treme situation.

Mr MENSAROS: When one is arguing, one
always takes the extremes to make the point that
these things can happen.

Mr Wilson: That is the way you people argue.

Mr MENSAROS: That is the way of logic in
argument.

I was not objecting; on the contrary, I was
commending proper legislation safeguarding genu-
ine sites of significance. I was objecting to the
abuses in its implementation. Practical experience
shows this can happen. There can be no objection
to treating places of special significance with
proper consideration if they are significant-and
that would be my definition-to some existing,
living Aboriginal people or tribes.

There are not too many such sites--certainly
not 750 000 or anything like the figure mentioned
by the Leader of the Opposition. They are fairly
easily recognisable by people who have respect for
them. These cannot be subject to protracted, for-
mal and legalistic arguments. They should be and
indeed are the subject of very simple, down-to-
earth negotiations with the people concerned and
their leaders, the elders. I had this experience very
frequently at the time I went to these areas as
Minister for Mines.
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I am as sure as I am standing here that had
there not been the influence of the imported white
people-the so-called "advisers"-we would never
have had the situation which arose at
Noonkanbah. Geologists went there to talk to the
people and I talked to them long before the inci-
dent occurred. It would not have been a problem
to carry out a seismic survey and drill one hole.
When the hired, paid and imported white people
came, they looked at the whole matter from a
different point of view. They were prepared to
take action which led to the issue becoming the
feast of the decade for the media, including the
international media.

It was not a problem to the Aborigines and it
did no harm to anyone. It was just a routine dem-
onstration in a much bigger form, than normal. It
was a magnificent business for the electronic and
printed media and it became a talking point for
people who had never been to such places in their
lives and had never seen indigenous people in their
lives,

The raising of legislative questions and the
suggested unhappiness of the Aboriginal
people-which is not real-always comes from
imported advisers. I say this advisedly because I
am quite convinced of it from my personal experi-
ence.

Let me explain the situation with the Harding
River Dam in connection with the Aborigines at
the time. The engineers and various other people
in the Public Works Department had for a long
time and very painstakingly negotiated with
people who were involved; that is, those they could
find. No-one was living in the area where the dam
was proposed to be built and the pipelines laid.
The Aborigines who it was established might have
some affinity with those parts were urban
dwellers. The engineers went to talk to the
people-I cannot recall and cite the name of the
tribes-and reported back to mec as Minister that
they were well advanced with the talks and there
seemed to be no problem or trouble.

At one stage, on the advice of the white ad-
visers, those people wrote and said they were not
happy negotiating with the engineers, and wanted
to go to the boss. I grabbed this opportunity-I
was happy about it-and sent back a message
saying it suited me as I wanted to talk to the
bosses without the presence of any advisers. This is
what happened. A tree-planting ceremony was
held as an indication of the start, not necessarily
of construction of the dam, but to indicate that it
would be built. On that occasion early in 1983 1
bad the privilege of talking to these people. It was
quite an experience and it was entirely different

from the claims or requests being painted in the
media.

I sat down with these people, and 1 remembher
only one name; unfortunately that man has died,
but he was a respect ful- looking tall fellow whom
they called "Long Mack". These people said "We
are not living in the bush any more. We know the
importance and significance of water is just as
great for us as it is for the white people, so we do
not oppose the dam".

They went on to say that they had pointed out
to some of the engineers where they had a burial
site. They said, "This is from our elders. We know
it. If possible, we would like it to he left alone".
The engineers advised there was not much diffi-
culty in doing that; it meant diverting a pipeline. It
would cost more money, but in the overall cx pen-
diture, even at that time, of over £10 million, it did
not matter. The Aborigines received that assur-
ance.

Then they said there was another place which,
also to their best knowledge and tradition, had
been a burial site, but unfortunately this one
would be flooded. I respected them tremendously
because all they said was "Would you please treat
this with respect?" There were no objections, or
anything like that.

From that point I sensed that, in their own way,
they wanted to strike some sort of bargain. They
started to tell me, "There are other places where
we as elders take our youngsters and teach them
the art of the bushland. We teach them to catch
lizards and things like that". These places would
be in the catchment area, so they said, "We sup-
pose we cannot use them, and we want to take
something else instead of them". I was trying to
work out what they were referring to. I thought I
had it, because it was quite obvious. I could have
said to them that they had enormous territory
around there and that these other places were no
different from the ones they might lose, so why not
lose those; but they went on to talk about educat-
ing their children, and that they now had a dual
education. The children received school education,
but the elders wanted them to keep up with tra-
ditions. I sensed that what they wanted was a little
bargain on compensation for their young people.
Without having the authority, I said to the elders,
"Look, I promise you a certain amount of
money"-I forget now, but I think it was
$25 000 annually or something like that-"for the
education of your children so that you can use it,
perhaps in a trust fund, for sending them away,
interstate or perhaps even overseas". They were
tremendously happy with this, so I promised to go
to the Cabinet and obtain the assurance of my
promise. So we finished amicably.
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They were the people I was dealing with. No
others complained that they were responsible for
the area. We went into Karratha by car-they had
their own truck-and they participated in the re-
ception that night, with the barbecue and drinks.
They were very happy.

That is the story of an agreement between "the
bosses". That decision was made and no-one else
was there. There was no trouble, either. Now,
after a long time, again because of the advisers,
the claims come in.

A telling article appeared in today's Daily News
under the headline "Money key to Dam Row".
The article reads-

Money, Thats. the name of the game in the
row over the Harding Dam.

The claim does not come from the Aboriginal
people; it comes from those who are paid with our
tax money and who are wrongly placed with these
people. They cannot add anything to their tra-
ditional way of life. They cannot help them; they
can only make them greedy, get them into trouble
and create all these problems. They are doing that
quite successfully. We started off by giving them
advisers on the white man's law. That did not
make them happy; they genuinely wanted to be
Aborigines.

This is a farce and a hypocritical situation. I am
amazed that people still talk about it in another
way. Almost everybody knows what the situation
is. I was almost flabbergasted to see a Press article
say it as it is, because that is the truth; yet it was
never said before. The hypocritical and cynical
talk about welfare, taking away rights, and that
sort of thing, is nonsense. Now the Aboriginal
advisers to the tribes are advising them to claim
compensation, which never occurred other than in
a fairly decent way, as I said before, when they
were talking-not even spelling it out-about the
education of their children.

I cannot see any arguments against this motion
which, as the leader said, is cast in a form which
should not be objectionable to anyone who wants
to serve the interests of the State. It is not offen-
sive; it does not even criticise the Government. In
fact, it contains a passage which acknowledges
and appreciates the present action of the Govern-
ment in not accepting these claims at face value.
Consequently, if the Government has any genuine
desire to serve the interests of the State, it could
not do anything but accept the motion.

MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs) [8.36
p.m.]: It has been quite difficult for members on
this side of the House to sit and not break out into
some sort of laughter while listening to the Leader

of the Opposition asking for a bipartisan approach
on this matter. For a person who has been
tramping about the State making such partisan
comments on Aboriginal affairs issues for the past
several months to come into this Parliament and
plead for the Government to join with him in a
bipartisan approach is nothing short of a joke.

Mr Evans: He should call in Job Bjelke-
Petersen as well.

Mr WILSON: The Leader of the Opposition
has approached the issue in his normal blinkered
and non-rational manner. During the life of the
present Parliament, that manner has characterised
so much of his attitudes towards the Government
on the issue of Aboriginal affairs. In the place of
policies which are so sadly lacking on the part of
the Opposition, the Leader of the Opposition can
only advance the usual negative rhetoric.

It should be remembered, to use the words of
the motion, that the powerful State legislation to
which the Leader of the Opposition referred was
in fact promoted and passed during the life of the
previous State Labor Government. No such leg is-
lation had been considered or promoted by the
Liberal Government. In the light of the current
situation, I can only assume that the Opposition
would now pass such legislation if it were to be
considered.

In fact, the Oppostion, when it was last in
Government, demonstrated its complete abro-
gation from attempting to deal sensibly and
rationally with the important issue of Aboriginal
heritage. By doing this, in all probability it has
given added strength-

Mr MacKinnon: Give us an example.
Mr WILSON: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-

sition should wait. He is an impatient little man
with a big mouth.

In fact, by adopting that attitude and that ap-
proach, the Opposition has given added strength
to the Commonwealth argument that Federal
legislation should be introduced in order to afford
protection to such sites and material. In fact, the
attitude of the Opposition has given more leeway
to the Federal Government to proceed in this mat-
ter than any attitude expressed by the present
Government.

I stress that the Government has been success-
fully able to advance the argument to the Com-
monwealth that Western Australia already had its
own legislation in force and that Federal legis-
lation was not such a necessity. As the recent
Harding River Dam issue has highlighted, the
Commonwealth has been prepared to listen to
both our particular and general arguments on this
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matter. I will return to this issue more particularly
at a later stage.

The primary point I wish to emphasise is that if
such State legislation had not been in force, our
argument would have been considerably weaker.
If the Opposition had its way, it is most likely that
such State legislation would never have been
enacted. Following this, I stress the point that the
Government is of the opinion-

Mr Williams: If you had the proper back-
ground, you would not need to read your speech.

Mr WILSON: -that mirror legislation is
probably a reasonable aspiration on the part of the
State and Federal Governments. However, this
Government wilt continue to oppose strongly the
thought that any Federal legislation should over-
ride existing State legislation. We have continu-
ally advanced our opposition to the Federal
Government in this regard.

I do not have to make that claim for myself, and
the Government does not have to make that claim
for itself. I refer lo an advertisement lodged by the
Chamber of Mines of WA (Inc.) in The West
Australian on 27 July. under the heading "Who's
acting in the best interests of Western Australia?"
Who is the person quoted at the top of the list as
having acted in the best interest of Western
Australia? The Minister responsible for Aborigi-
nal affairs! Other people referred to are Hon.
David Parker (Minister for Minerals and Energy).
the Western Australian Pastoralists and Graziers
Association, the Chamber of Mines, the Primary
Industry Association, and last of all the Western
Australian Leader of the Opposition. We do not
have to make those claims for ourselves; they have
been accepted and promoted by others, including
the Chamber of Mines.

That was done in the face of constant attempts
by the Opposition to mislead the public about this
matter. Of course, in calling for his bipartisan
appoach, the Leader of the Opposition continues
the line which nobody in Western Australia, apart
from himself and his followers, is prepared to sup-
port.

Mr Hassell: Do you accept the Commonwealth
legislation?

Mr WILSON: The position I was able to put to
the House on 8 May was that I was unconvi nced
about the Federal legislation and the coverage of
States. I said that, quite frankly, we believed
that-

Mr Hassell: Do you accept the Commonwealth
legislation? You were talking about mirror
legislation. Do you accept that?

Mr WILSON: When I spoke about mirror
legislation, I was making the point that we would
be prepared to accept mirror legislation, but only
on the basis that any complementary or mirror
Commonwealth legislation respected the pre-emi-
nence of State legislation.

Of course, we do not need the Leader of the
Opposition to tell us the constitutional laws with
respect to the prior rights of the State. We are
well aware of them. We have taken up those con-
cerns with the Federal Government. We do not
need a lecture from the Leader of the Opposition
on those matters.

Mr Hassell: You may not need to be lectured on
it, but if you accept the principle of mirror legis-
lation you are giving away the sovereignty of this
State.

Mr WILSON: We are not giving away any
sovereignty.

Mr Hassell: You are.

Mr WILSON: I know the Leader of the Oppo-
sition would like to think that, and I know it serves
his purpose to say those things. I am aware the
Government has disappointed the Opposition be-
cause it has not been nasty enough in its approach
to the Federal Government.

Mr Hassell: I'll say you haven't

Mr WILSON: The Government has not been
able to live up to the sorts of standards expected
by the Leader of the Opposition-

Mr Hassell: You have been treated poorly by
the Federal Government.

Mr WILSON: -and which be sets. It is easy to
believe that the basis of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition's racism is psychopathological; that is, he is
a racist because he suffers from a frustration ag-
gression complex or an authoritarian personality!
The Government knows that he cannot help that
and it does not blame him for it; it sympathises
with him.

The Government is not going to be sucked in to
the kinds of vicious attitudes the Leader of the
Opposition wishes to espouse in his dealings with
Aboriginal people and the Commonwealth
Government.

In respect of the approaches the Government
has made and the understandings it has reached,
the Commonwealth has also undertaken to seek
the co-operation of the State Government before
intervening in any matter. Of course, as members
would be aware, this is precisely ,hat the Com-
monwealth did on this occasion, vis-a-vis the
Harding River Dam; it responded positively to the
detailed statement on this matter.
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The House would be aware also that the Abor-
iginal land inquiry is due to submit its report in
the next few weeks and one of the specific terms of
reference of that inquiry is to review the operation
of the Aboriginal Heritage Act in order to make
recommendations about the most appropriate way
of protecting sites of significance to Aboriginal
people.

I have no idea, of course, at this stage what final
recommendations the commissioner will make , but
1 remind members in this House of Mr Holding',s
public statement, made on 23 May this year,
which clearly stressed that the Commonwealth
would heed the outcome of the Seaman inquiry.
He also stated the following-

. , claimrs by some mining industry chiefs
that the Federal Aboriginal Heritage Bill-

As it was then. It continues-
on sacred sites was- a threat to the resources
industry was an over-reaction. The legislation
was concerned only with sacred sites that
were under threat. There were already pro-
cedures in WV.A. legislation to deal with that.

At that time the House might remember the
Leader of the Opposition, with his penchant for
scaremongering and adding grist to the rumour
mill, had been asserting that the Federal legis-
lation could affect or impede the Argyle diamond
mine. Mr Holding rightfully and correctly treated
such assertions with the total contempt they de-
served.

Mr Hassell: The person who deserves contempt
is Mr Holding. lHe is an extremist and you know
it. He is a dangerous extremist.

Several members interjected.

Mr WILSON: It takes one to recogniise one.
The Opposition has consistently refused to have

any dealings with the Seaman inquiry-
Mr Hassell: It is a sham.

Mr WILSON: -and can only continue to bleat
and moan in its completely irrational and
unreasoned way. It claims that it supports the
existing powerful State legislation although, of
course, it should be remembered that the Oppo-
sition, while in Government, forced through an
amendment to this Act in order that it could bully
the trustees of the WA Museum to do its bidding
during the Noonkenbah affair. The Opposition is,
therefore, prepared to claim that the legislation is
powerful, but also chooses to ignore it when it suits
it. How can the Opposition expect to have it both
ways?

I suppose we are becoming used to this sort of
approach and stance by the Leader of the Oppo-

sition and we are coming to understand that con-
sistency is not necessarily his strongest point.

Mr H-assell: You have accepted the principle of
the Commonwealth legislation. It is mirror legis-
lation and it is an intrusion on this State.

Mr WILSON: The Government has accepted
the principle that State legislation in affairs of this
kind must be amended.

Mr Hassell: That is not right. The Common-
wealth Government is overhanging and is inter-
fering in State affairs.

Mr WILSON: There is no basis on which the
Leader of the Opposition can say that the Govern-
ment will accept a position in which the Common-
wealth will be overhanging in respect of State
affairs-whatever that means. The point is that
the Government is only prepared to accept legis-
lation on the basis that its legislation is pre-emi-
nent, and that is why it has demonstrated that the
Commonwealth should give true recognition to the
Seaman inquiry and any legislation the Govern-
ment will Prepare from the recommendations of
that inquiry will maintain that principle.

Mr Blaikie: What happens if the State Govern-
ment does not accept a number of the
recommendations that Seaman makes? You are
binding Holding to accepting them.

Mr WILSON: What will happen in that case is
that the State Government will proceed with legis-
lation on the basis of its own consideration of those
recommendations. The State Government will not
be bound by those recommendations It will con-
sider them as it considers recommendations
contained in any report and as any Government
considers "recommendations in any report. The
Government will frame its legislation on the basis
of the best consideration.

Mr Blaikie: You have said that Mr Holding will
accept the recommendations made by the Seaman
inquiry.

Mr Wilson: I did not say that.

Mr Blaikie: Yes, you did.

Mr WILSON: t did not say that. tn fact, the
member for Vasse should listen more carefully
than he does. He is quoting me incorrectly.

Mr Blaikie: What did you say?

Mr WILSON: Now the member for Vasse is
asking me what I said; he should be more consist-
ent. What I said is that the Commonwealth
Government has undertaken to consider the
findings of the Seaman inquiry and from that
point of view we consider the Commonwealth will
have due regard for any legislation that this
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Government puts forward and which is based on
its consideration of that report.

Mr Hassell: Who are you kidding? It gave that
assurance in relation to the heritage Bill and we
still have this diabolical legislation.

Mr WILSON: The Leader of the Opposition
has not heard the end of that. The Acting Premier
has informed the House that the Federal Acting
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has clearly
indicated that the Commonwealth Government is
most positive about having further discussions
with this Government about its operations.

Mr MacKinnon: Yes, until after the next elec-
tion.

Mr W ILSON: The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition should just wait and see. To this end the
Acting Premier will be moving, during the coming
week, to have discussions involving himself, my-
self, the Prime Minister and the Federal Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs. We will be moving in a co-
operative and constructive fashion, which has been
the hallmark of both the State and the Federal
Governments-the Liberals cannot do that.

Mr Hassell: You have not used the word
"consensus".

Mr WILSON: The Leader of the Opposition
cannot help being the person that he is, and the
Government understands.

We will be moving in a fashion to establish
appropriate mechanisms which will be mutually
agreeable to both the Commonwealth and the
State Governments. I have already indicated that
the Commonwealth has consistently stated its will-
ingness to co-operate in this matter and its recent
actions have fully demonstrated its good faith.

Mr Rushton: What about the Commonwealth's
commitment to the Labor Party policy, which is
contrary to what you are saying?

Mr WILSON: The Government will worry
about that; the member for Dale need not worry
about it.

Mr Burkett: We will do better than you blokes,
did with Fraser.

Mr WILSON: Unlike certain members of the
Opposition, this Government has been car and
consistent, and has acted in a commonsenise way
with the Commonwealth in the matter of sacred
sites legislation; and generally the Commonwealth
has responded positively to its approaches.

I would like to turn now to something which has
been forgotten in this issue; that is, those people
who have been affected by this matter, namely the
Yindijibarndi and Ngarluma people from the
Roebourne area. They have not been mentioned

by the Leader of the Opposition. The Leader of
the Opposition attempted to score cheap political
points, but this Government is genuinely commit-
ted to seeking a resolution to these problems in
order to help these people. The Government has
demonstrated that the dam has to proceed and it is
committed to that action. However, the Govern-
ment is also aware that those people have been
affected and it is currently looking at a number of
suggestions where more effective and positive
negotiations can be developed.

I have put in train measures that will provide, at
an early date, positive recommendations in re-
sponse to some concerns expressed by those
people.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILSON: Opposition members can be sar-

castic and cynical about those people, but I am not
going to be dragged down by them.

The Government believes it is maintaining its
commitment to take account of all citizens of
Western Australia, and not just some of them as
the Opposition appears to be suggesting.

I would like to conclude by restating a number
of general points. Firstly, this Government, unlike
the Opposition, has clearly demonstrated its com-
mitmnent to the importance of State legislation by
taking measures to ensure that -such legislation
will not be overriden by any Federal legislation
regarding the issue of Aboriginal sacred sites. The
Opposition, in what I believe is a totally irrespon-
sible abrogation of its responsibility on this issue,
has clearly strengthened the case for the Federal
legislation to afford protection to such sites.

Secondly, the Federal Government is moving
quickly to establish a co-operative mechanism
with the Commonwealth for the future
administration of Federal legislation. Thirdly, I
am currently examining measures for better con-
sultation with the local Aboriginal people who are
affected. Finally, this Government has continually
demonstrated its rational and realistic approach in
this matter.

Amendments to Motion
In view of those arguments I propose to move an

amendment to the motion.
Mr MacKinnon: Can we have a copy of it?
Mr Davies: Let him move it. It is more than we

used to get from you people.
Several members interjected.
Mr WILSON: I move-

That all words after the word "Australia"
in line one be deleted with a view to
substituting the following-
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acknowledges with approval the de-
cision of the Commonwealth to reject
claims under the Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders Heritage (Interim Pro-
tection) Act that would have disrupted
the Harding River Datn project;

applauds the swift and successful ac-
tion by the State Government to ensure
that the claims did not bait the project;

notes the constitutional duty the State
Government has to protect the rights and
interests of all its citizens, and specifi-
cally the existence of State legislation for
the protection of Aboriginal sacred sites;

supports the Government's endeavour
to reach a just settlement with the Abor-
iginal communities affected that will not
impede the construction of the Harding
River Dam,

and calls for the establishment of a
joint Commonwetlith-State working
party to further consider the operation of
the Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islanders Heritage (interim Protection)
Act in States where legislation already
exists for the protection of Aboriginal
sacred sites.

MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [9.00 p.m.] I second
the amendment moved by the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs.

I listened with interest to the comments of the
Leader of the Opposition, and I was left with only
one conclusion; namely, that while this matter IS
of great concern to us all in Western Australia, it
is nonetheless one which has been clouded with a
large degree of political point-scoring tonight,
which is regrettable.

Mr Hassell: Is that why you seconded the
amendment?

Mr BRIDGE: The motion moved by the Leader
of the. Opposition is irrelevant, given the circumn-
stances and the events which have occurred in
Western Australia in the last few days. But that
aside, the Leader of the Opposition's approach to
this matter and the summary he gave was not the
responsible, realistic approach which needs to be
adopted by Government and Opposition members,
given the difficult and complex set of circum-
stances which we have had to face in this State.

it is for that reason I turn to the motives behind
the motion moved by the Opposition tonight. I
believe it is nothing short of another attempt to
gain political mileage out of the situation; it is an
exercise directed at the plight of a group of people

who have had their share of criticism and attack in
this Parliament. That is regrettable.

We share in a very sincere and positive way
many of the sentiments of this motion. When one
analyses the approach of the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, one is left with a clear impression we should
evaluate his comments and give them their true
worth.

The Leader of the Opposition made great play
of what he termed the intolerable position of a
Minister of the Federal Government having the
sole power to make determinations under the Fed-
eral Act. It is not so long ago that the Very person
who criticised that process so vigorously here
tonight was quite happy to see a change of process
in this Parliament which created that same situ-
ation. I am not aware that the Leader of the
Opposition was critical of the State Aboriginal
Heritage Act, yet that Act is applied in the same
way.

There was a time when it was not; when there
was a requirement for a countersignature before
entry permits could be issued. Yet through the
attempt of previous Governments to change the
regulations-I think it was regulation No. 8-the
process was changed to one where at the moment
we have the very situation which was attacked so
vchemently tonight. Responsibility is thrown on
one person to make that determination.

I am not saying that is correct, but let us be fair.
Does the Opposition accept that the position in
Western Australia is the same as the position in
the Federal Parliament?

Mr Hassell: They are certainly different cir-
cumstanCcs.

Mr BRIDGE: That may be the view of the
Leader of the Opposition, but in reality it is not
the case. The application of that Act and the way
in which it is applied are no different. They are the
sorts of things which are inconsistent and they
have discredited the position which the Leader of
the Opposition may have set out to achieve
tonight. I do not suggest the Leader of the Oppo-
sition did not move his motion with good intent.

Reference was made tonight, to the Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islanders Heritage (interim Pro-
tection) Act. The Leader of the Opposition
revealed to this Parliament measures in the Act
which were seen by him as being very dangerous. I
would have thought this was something the Parlia-
ment here should know about. Section 13 of that
Act read s-

The Minister-

That is the Federal Minister: to continue-
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-shall not make a declaration in relation to
an area, object or objects located in a State,
the Northern Territory or Norfolk Island un-
less he has consulted with the appropriate
Minister of that State or Territory as to
whether there is under a law of that State or
Territory, effective protection of the area,
object or objects from the threat of injury or
desecration.

It follows from that, I would have thought, that
there is a consultation process.

Mr Hassell: Under that section, yes.

Mr BRIDGE: That is the Act.
Mr Hassell: But there are other sections which

give powers without protection.

Mr BRIDGE: Under that section the Leader of
the Opposition will agree that the consultation
process is written in?

Mr Blaikie: You have not gone on to read part
II11, which is most significant.

Mr BRIDGE: If we look-
Mr Blaikie: You are a reasonably fair person;

look at part 111.
Mr Jamieson: Look at the next part and you

will change your mind, too.

Mr Blaikie: The Minister-

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr 1. F. Taylor):
Order! The member for Kimberley is on his feet.

Mr BRIDGE: The Leader of the Opposition
must agree that this is a significant part of the
Act.

Mr Blaikie: Not when you read part 111.

Mr BRIDGE: I think it would be, no matter
what one reads. It provides for consultation with
the State. That is the whole purpose of our debate
here tonight.

Mr Hassell: You are accepting the heritage
Act?

Mr BRIDGE: No, not necessarily.

Mr Hassell: You do not accept it?

Mr BRIDGE: Do not put words into my mouth.

Mr Hassell: I am trying to find out where you
stand.

Mr BRIDGE: I am saying, whether by intent or
otherwise, there is a section of that legislation
which was not included in the summary by the
Leader of the Opposition--

Mr H-assell: Because I was referring to another
section; that is why. That section can operate quite
independently of the section you are referring to,

and it gives the Minister all the powers I said he
had without any control.

Mr BRIDGE: If one looks at the amendment, it
can be seen that what the Government is saying
tonight covers the very points raised in the Oppo-
sition's motion. The Commonwealth Government,
through its actions the other day, clearly spelt out
that the reason the application was rejected was
that the dam had to proceed. If one looks at the
Opposition's first point and the Government's sec-
ond point, those are catered for by way of' that
Provision.

If one looks at the second point, the Premier and
the Minister, as he indicated tonight, on several
occasions have clearly and positively expressed
publicly the Government's strong opposition to the
Federal legislation. We must be quite truthful
here.

Mr MacKinnon: The Minister spent more than
half an hour telling us how good it was.

Mr BRIDGE: Neither the member nor his col-
leagues can deny there have been expressions of
concern by our Premier and by the Minister.

Mr MacKinnon: Why is he expressing concern,
yet you are saying there is nothing wrong with it?
You have me lost.

Mr BRIDGE: I am saying the motion was
brought about as a result of the Harding River
Dam situation.

Mr Hassell: And the future. Think what is to
happen in the future.

Mr BRIDGE: Primarily we are talking about
the Harding River Dam situation.

Mr Hassell: The Harding River Dam simply
illustrates the nature of the legislation.

Mr BRIDGE: 11 is true there are aspects of the
legislation which have caused people to be con-
cerned.

Mr Hassell: Should the legislation be repealed?

Mr BRIDGE: The third point-and this is im-
portant-

Mr MacKinnon: You are just as bad as the
Acting Premier. Go on to the next point; do not
answer the question.

Mr BRIDGE: We are off that.

Mr H-assell: Explain to the House about your
amendment, which you are seconding.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member
for Kimberley has the floor.

Mr Hassell: You do not like him answering the
questions. I am asking him a question.
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Mr BRIDGE: If you want to, we can get stuck
into it. 1 am trying to be reasonable because, as I
said a little while ago, this is an important issue,
and I have given members credit for being con-
cerned.

Mr HaIssell: I am trying to debate with you the
fundamental issue of whether this legislation
should be repealed.

Mr BRIDGE: We will come to that. We are
looking at it now.

The Opposition's third point is that we are con-
cerned about the welfare and interests of the Ab-
original people in the area. To that end, despite
what has taken place and the decisions which have
been made, which we all agree were necessary
decisions-nobody is disputing that-we recognise
that the difficult situation in which she communi-
tics have found themselves requires us to consider
the matter with a large degree of compassion and
understanding. To that end we have set up a
subcommittee, as was announced this morning,
which will look at safeguarding the interests of
these people in a practical and sensible way.

In regard to point four, the Government accepts
that this is a State responsibility, and as far as we
are concerned, we see no point in the motion.
However one looks at it, the motion is really only
repeating and substantiating the measures which
have been taken in the weekend by the State
Government and subsequently by the Federal
Government.

So I suggest-given those decisions have been
made, and made in a way which will ensure the
completion of work on the dam-there seems to be
no substance to the final point, which seeks the
repeal of the Federal Act, and relates to the mat-
ter of constitutional power to which the Leader of
the Opposition referred.

He said tonight that as far as he was concerned,
the States had the constitutional right over the use
of its land. But who is he to argue that this is so,
and that it is not a Commonwealth responsibility?
It is a question of making a judgment as to where
that responsibility lies. I am not going to put my-
self up as a judge tonight; I think I know one or
two things, but I will admit that I do not know
jaw.

I will not say that the Commonwealth is the
body with the constitutional power over and above
the State, or vice versa, because I do not know.

Mr Hassell: Leaving aside whether it does, who
should have the power?

Mr BRIDGE: Given that the people of
Australia-and let us face it-

Mr Hassell: We have never been given a chance.
Your right to vote has never been honoured.

Mr BRIDGE: That is the view of the Leader of
the Opposition. A referendum was held and the
powers were conferred on the Commonwealth. I
think for the purpose of this discussion we can
presume that is the correct position. Given that,
then the Commonwealth has that constitutional
power. One cannot argue about that.

Mr Hassell: Do you think this State should
challenge it in the High Court?7

Mr BRIDGE: That is not for me to say. Surely,
when all is said and done, it comes back to this:
Like most things we deal with, delicate or
otherwise, touchy or otherwise, it comes back to
the fact that the most important way of
overcoming problems is to allow a balancing pro-
cess of the rights and entitlements of people to
prevail. This can be achieved by sensible debate,
practical and logical deliberations, and above all,
goodwill.

I put it to members that not one problem in this
country, be it a problem to do with the Aboriginal
Heritage Act or any other Act of Parliament, can-
not be resolved if a measure of goodwill is allowed
to enter debates, discussions, and deliberations.

Mr Hassell: What about when someone is try-
ing to steal your rights, as the Commonwealth is
trying to do in this case? Not only human rights,
but State responsibili ties.

Mr BRIDGE: It is the view of the Leader of the
Opposition that those rights are being stolen.

Mr Hassell: Don't you have a view?
Mr BRIDGE: My view is this: There have been

circumstances in this State which have clearly led
a lot of people to the view that there is a place for
Commonwealth legislation in this area. Similarly,
there is the other side of the story.-

What a terrible situation the Aboriginal people
would find themselves in were the situation to
emerge in this State where we had, say, the
Leader of the Opposition as Premier and his col-
league in the Upper House with responsibility for
Aboriginal Affairs. Really, the Leader of the Op-
position and his colleagues are set on a pretty
vicious attack on the Aboriginal people of this
State now.

Mr Hassell: That is dishonest and you know it.
Mr Wilson: The absolute truth.
Mr BRIDGE: The Leader of the Opposition

knows I am not being dishonest. I can look him
straight in the eye when I say that.

Mr H-assell: You are like Mick Young: You
were taught how to do it.
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Mr BRIDGE: A lot of people in this State are
not worried about that happening. The balancing
process needs to be looked at in the interests of all
people, and not just the way the Opposition looks
at it. The amendment moved by the Minister
should be supported.

MR HASSELL (Cotteslce-Leaider of the Op-
position) [9.19 p.m.]: This debate has served one
very useful purpose, and that has been to prove
conclusively that the Deputy Premier and the
State Government were not dinkum in expressing
opposition to the Federal legislation; because
confronted with a resolution of the House which
sought to ask the Commonwealth to repeal the
Aboriginal Heritage Act, the Minister has moved
an amendment which deletes the request for re-
peal and the member for Kimberley has seconded
it and supported it, and every request to the mem-
ber for Kimberley as to whether he supported the
existence of the Commonwealth legislation has
been met with a hedging answer. The Minister has
made it clear to us that he expects there to be a
continuation of Federal legislation; but he referred
to mirror legislation, complementary legislation,
and the kind of legislation that leaves the Com-
monwealth in there.

Mr Wilson: Be honest. I also said, "On the basis
of pre-eminence of State legislation".

Mr HASSELL: The pre-eminence of State
legislation is not worth a jot if the Minister is
inviting the predators in Canberra into our State
to exercise powers they should not have and do not
have constitutionally. These powers are powers
which belong to this Parliament. They belong to
the people of this State, they do not belong to
Canberra. I would have gone out of my way to
accept any amendment moved by the Minister-

Mr Wilson: No, you would not. Don't be un-
truthful.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I think it is
perfectly appropriate for members to have little
conversations, but not to the exclusion of the per-
son on his feet.

Mr HASSELL: I repeat-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Quite

frankly, I would have thought my comments were
perfectly clear and more than reasonable. I ask
once again for those members who want to have a
discussion to do so quietly; and if they cannot do
that to retire from the Chamber and do it some-
where else. Alternatively they should wait their
turn to make a speech, at which time I will give
them the same protection I am trying to give the
Leader of the Opposition.

Mr HASSELL: I repeat that I would have gone
out of my way to accept any amendment moved by

the Government to this motion, provided that it
retained the essential element, which was the re-
quest to the Commonwealth to repeal the Aborigi-
nal Heritage Act. Our objective, however long it
may take to achieve, is to get rid of the Common-
wealth Aboriginal Heritage Act because it is a
pernicious piece of legislation.

The Government has hedged and foxed around
and produced an amendment that calls for the
establishment of a joint Commonwealth-State
working party to further consider the operation of
the Act. What kind of weak-kneed and hopeless
approach, what kind of abnegation of responsi-
bility, and what kind of sell-out of the interests of
this State is that? Even the Acting Premier has
said that this legislation should be got rid of. but
the Acting Premier has been let down tonight by
the Minister and the member for Kimberley.

The amendment to the motion is designed to
maintain the Government's stance, which is one of
subjugation to Commonwealth power and influ-
ence. The Government is not prepared to stand up
against Susan Ryan, Mr Holding. Mr Hawke, or
any other bunch of extremist centralists in
Canberra, and that has been proved by its legis-
lation.

Mr Wilson: Full of hatred.

Mr HASSELL: Let me make it clear: I do have
a hatred for the predators in Canberra who seek to
attack the States and their rights at every oppor-
tunity-Federal Ministers, Federal Governments,
and Federal departments that spend years trying
to destroy the Federal nature of Australia's Consti
tution, trying to undermine the Constitution, and
succeeding in doing so because of State Ministers
such as this Minister with special responsibility for
Aboriginal Affairs, and his colleagues, who will
not stand up for the interests of this State and the
people of this State. The Minister stands con-
demned for having moved this amend-
ment-absolutely and totally condemned.

Mr Wilson: Condemnation by you is something
I welcome.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister stands con-
demned, and not because he has tried to amend
the motion and play politics. I knew he would do
that because he could not resist the opportunity to
find a way to amend the motion and to politicise it
when we have tried to do something useful and to
get the message to the Commonwealth Govern-
ment from this Parliament that we are concerned
about its legislation and the application of it, when
we have tried to put that forward as an approach
to the Commonwealth from this Parliament.
Whatever differences we might have-and there
are plenty of them-the Minister could not resist
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the temptation to fiddle with the motion and to
politicise it to give the Government some praise.
But much worse than that is the fact that the
State Government does not have the gumption or
the guts to stand up and tell the Commonwealth
that its pernicious and vicious legislation ought to
be repealed.

I oppose the amendment.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Deputy Leader
of the Opposition) [9.27 p.m.]: I intend to exam-
ine exactly what the Government has rejected in
the motion moved by the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, a motion to which the Government has
moved an amendment to delete all words after the
word "Australia" with a view to inserting other
words. Before doing so, I indicate now that the
speech made by the Minister with special responsi-
bility for Aboriginal Affairs was probably the
most disappointing he has ever delivered to the
Parliament in that he had to read it, and obviously
they did not appear to be his own words.

Mr Wilson: I didn't read it.

Mr MacKINNON: The judges of that will be
the members present. The first part of the motion
reads as follows-

The Parliament of Western Australia-

(a) expresses to the Commonwealth Parlia-
ment and Government its grave concern
at the possibility of applying Federal
legislation known as the Aboriginal and
Torres Stra it Islanders Heritage
(interim Protection) Act to restrict, de-
lay or prevent the completion of con-
struction of the Harding River Dam in
the Pilbara Region of Western
Australia;

By rejecting that part of the motion and not in-
cluding it in his own amendment, the Minister is
flying directly in the face of remarks made by his
own Acting Premier, because in The Australian of
today the Acting Premier is quoted as follows-

In a message to the Prime Minister, which
Mr Bryce dispatched on Sunday night. he
said that the State Government "is not pre-
pared to co-operate with federal legislation in
which applications and decisions of the
Harding River Dam type can be made".

We have the Acting Premier going out with a
great public profile saying that; yet this evening,
on the same day, we have witnessed the Minister
moving directly against the sentiments expressed
by his Acting Premier.

Mr Wilson: How can you say that?

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister has indicated
that the Federal legislation is fine and that he has
no problem or concern about it.

Mr Wilson: That is not a truthful representation
of what I said; it is a total misrepresentation.

Mr MacKINNON: So does the Minister not
like the Federal legislation at all?

Mr Wilson: It is a misrepresentation.
Mr MacKINNON: I listened carefully to what

the Minister said. He said that the State Govern-
ment would not mind mirror legislation on the
basis that the Federal powers see the State as pre-
eminent.

I ask the Minister whether the Act as it is
framed currently gives the State pre-eminence?
Of course it does not.

Mr Wilson: Quiet, bucketmouth!.
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister is condemned

by his own words. He has condemned his own
acting leader by rejecting the amendment.

Mr Wilson: This is a weak argument. It is a
pathetic argument.

Mr MacKINNON: The second part of the
resolution states, "The Parliament of Western
Australia affirms its view that the legislation in-
fringes the constitutional responsibility of the
State and duplicates powerful State legislation for
the protection of Aboriginal sacred sites".

Part of the amendment to the motion, moved by
the Minister, is lily-livered and weak. It says,
"The Parliament of Western Australia notes the
constitutional duty the State Government has

.etc. That means nothing at all.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! [ indicate at

this stage that the motion before us is to delete all
words after the word "Australia" in line I with a
view to inserting the circulated words. The amend-
ment will be in two parts. The member is really
speaking about the reason the words moved by the
Leader of the Opposition should not be deleted.
He is not talking about words which may or may
not be inserted, if this motion is successful.

Mr MacKINNON: I thank you for your advice,
and I will try to indicate that the removal of those
words in the motion is in direct contravention of
the Minister's previous statement. The Minister is
now moving to delete the words-

affirms its view that the legislation in-
fringes the constitutional responsibility of the
State and duplicates powerful State legis-
lation for the protection of Aboriginal sacred
sites.

In support of our motion I will quote an answer to
a question asked of the Minister on 8 May of this

594



[Wednesday, 8 August 1984] 9

year. His answer is in complete opposition to his
own amendment.

Mr Wilson: I have already quoted that.

Mr MacKINNON: He said-

The State Government was not convinced,
and it remains unconvinced, of the need for
the legislation. It continues to have doubts
and concerns about the lack of consultation
between the State Government and the Com-
monwealth with respect to this matter.

The Minister is moving that we delete the words
which indicate that we are quite happy with this
State's legislation for the protection of Aboriginal
sacred sites. This Minister wishes to remove those
words which are in accord with his previous words
in this House, and he is moving to say that this
Parliament, "notes the constitutional duty..."
We do not believe, in dealing with the current
Federal Government, that it is appropriate Only to
"note the constitutional duty. .. We want to
give them a clear message, as contained within the
two provisions in the motion.

Mr Wilson: Full of hate.

Mr MacKINNON: It is also passing strange
that the Minister has moved an amendment in this
House to impose new words in place of the old
which his own colleagues in another place have not
opposed. A similar motion has been moved in
another place with exactly the same words, and his
colleagues did not oppose it.

It seems passing strange that the Minister in
this House is in direct contravention again of his
colleagues in another place in moving an amend-
ment which is in direct contravention of many of
the thoughts and sentiments contained in the mo-
tion the Leader of the Opposition announced pre-
viously.

For those reasons I join with the Leader of the
Opposition in opposing the amendment moved by
the Minister.

Amendment put
following result-

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
M r Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

and a division taken with the

Ayes 21
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

(Teller)

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Grayden
Mr Hiassell
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr McNee

Mr Mensaros

Ayes

Mr Parker
Mr Brian Burke
M r Terry Burke
Mr Bertram
Mr Torn Jones
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Bateman
Mr Read
Mr Bryce

Noes 15
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams

(Teller)

Pairs
Noes

Mr Court
Mr Old
Mr Peter Jones
Mr O'Connor
Mr Thompson
Mr Coyne
Mr Clarco
Dr Dadour
Mr Cowan

Amendment thus passed.

MR WILSON (Nollamara-Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs) (9.39
p.m.]: I move-

That the following be substituted for the
words deleted-

acknowledges with approval the de-
cision of the Commonwealth to reject
claims under the Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islanders Heritage (Interim Pro-
tection) Act that would have disrupted
the Harding River Dam project;

applauds the swift and successful ac-
tion by the State Government to ensure
that the claims did not halt the project;

notes the constitutional duty the State
Government has to protect the rights and
interests of all its citizens, and specifi-
cally the existence of State legislation for
the protection of Aboriginal sacred sites;

supports the Government's endeavour
to reach a just settlement with the Abor-
iginal communities affected that will not
impede the construction of the Harding
River Dam, and

calls for the establishment of a joint
Commonwealth-State working party to
further consider the operation of the Ab-
original and Torres Strait Islanders
Heritage (Interim Protection) Act in
States where legislation already exists
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for the protection of Aboriginal sacred
sites.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloc-Leader of the Op-
position) [9.40 p.m.]: I say very clearly to the
Minister and to the Government that they will
stand condemned by their failure to call for the
repeal of this legislation. The Government has
demonstrated tonight that it is not prepared to
stand up for the interests of this State. It has
demonstrated that it is prepared to go along with
the interfering Commonwealth legislation which
has no purpose, no right, and no place in the
Australian legal system.

The Government is prepared to concede to
Canberra powers to which it has no right, and
which it has no right to claim. The Government's
resolution undermines totally the statements made
by the Acting Premier in the past few days and
shows that these statements were no less than a
sham and a front. The Government tried to get off
the hook with the legislation which it let go
through Canberra in the same weak-kneed way as
the Government is now continuing without being
prepared to support a motion in the House to say
to Canberra that that legislation ought to be
repealed. The Government will have to pay the
political price for that stance.

Amendment put
following result-

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr Macl~innon
Mr McNec
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Parker
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Bertram
Mr Tom Jones
Mr P.1J. Smith
Mr Bateman
Mr Reid
Mr Bryce

Pairs
Noes

Mr Court
Mr Old
Mr Peter Jones
Mr O'Connor
Mr Crane
Mr Coyne
Mr Clarko
Dr Dadour
Mr Cowan

Amendment thus passed.

Motion (as amended) Resumed
Question (motion, as amended) put and a division

taken with the following result-
Ayes 21

Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr Evans
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr H-odge
Mr Jamieson

Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr
Mr

and a division taken with the

Ayes 21
Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
M r A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
M r Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 16
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
M r Stephens
M r Thompson
Mr Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Willia ms

(Teller)

(Teller)

Blaikie
Bradshaw
Grayden
Hassell
Laurance
MacKinnon
McNee
Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Parker
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Terry Burke
Mr Bertram
Mr Tom Jones
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Bateman
Mr Reid
Mr Bryce

Mr Mclver
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr A. D. Taylor
Mr 1. F. Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Mr Wilson
Mr Gordon Hill

Noes 16
Mr Rushton
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Court
Mr Old
Mr Peter Jones
Mr O'Connor
Mr Crane
Mr Coyne
Mr Clarko
Dr Dadour
Mr Cowan

(Teller)

(Teller)

Question thus passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE: SPECIAL
MR TONKIN (Morley-Swan-Leader of the

House) [9.44 p.m.]: I move-
That the House at its rising adjourn until

Tuesday, 14 August, at 2.15 p.m.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 9.45 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

TAXES AND CHARGES
Increases

118. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Acting Treasurer:
(1) How much revenue is expected to be

raised as a result of increases in charges
announced recently for.-
(a) the State Energy Commission;

(b) the Metropolitan Water Authority;

(c) country water, sewerage, irrigation
and drainage;

(d) the fuel franchise levy;

(e) motor vehicle licences;

(f) the Metropolitan Transport Trust;
(g) Westrail;

(h) marine charges;,
(i) the State Housing Commission

rental account?
(2) What surplus or deficit is expected in

1984-85 and what surplus or deficit was
recorded in 1983-84 in items (a), (b),

Mr BRYCE replied:

(I) Estimates of additional revenue in 1984-
8are as follows-

(a) $ 19.0 million

(b) $ 1.2 million
(c) S 1.2 million

(d) $ 1.3 million

(e) $ 1.3 million

(f) $ 0.8 million
(g) S 1.5 million
(h) S 0.4 million

(i) $ 2.7 million

(2) (a) t refer the member to the replies to
questions 42(2) and 94(5) of 26 and
31 July 1984, respectively.

(b) 1983-84 results are not yet available
pending finalisation-of 1983-84 ac-
counts.
1984-85 project ed s urplus $1.4
million.

(c) Estimated 1983-84 deficit $36.8
million (subject to finalisation of
1983-84 accounts).
Estimated 1984-85 deficit not yet
available pending finalisation of the
1984-85 State Budget.

(f) Estimated 1983-84 deficit $33.5
million (subject to finalisation of
1983-84 accounts).
Estimated 1984-85 deficit not yet
available pending finalisation of the
1984-85 State Budget.

(g) Estimated 1983-84 deficit $68.0
million (subject to finalisation of
1983-84 accounts).
Estimated 1984-85 deficit not yet
available pending finalisation of the
1984-85 State Budget.

(h) Estimated 1983-84 deficit of De-
partment of Marine and Harbours
$4.5 million (subject to finalisation
of 1983-84 accounts).
Estimated 1984-85 deficit not yet
available pending finalisation of the
1984-85 State Budget.

(i) Estimated 1983-84 deficit $8.5
million (subject to finalisation of
1983-84 accounts).
Projected 1984-85 deficit $10.4
million.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

Hong Kong Financial Institution

122. Mr TRETI-OWAN, to the Minister
Representing the Acting Treasurer:

(1) On what date or dates did representa-
tives of the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation visit Hong Kong to
discuss possible equity investment in a
new financial institution to be located in
Perth?

(2) As equity involvement by the Western
Australian Development Corporation
was discussed, what reasons were given
for Government equity participation,
rather than allowing the private sector
participation in the proposed new insti-
tution?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) and (2) The nature and content of any
commercial discussions conducted by
representatives of the Western
Australian Development Corporation
would be confidential between the cor-
poration and the other parties to the dis-
cussions.
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WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

Tax Advisers

123. Mr TRETHOWAN, to the Minister
Representing the Acting Treasurer:

(1) Have Price Waterhouse been appointed
tax advisers to the Western Australian
Development Corporation?

(2) On whose recommendation was this firm
appointed?

(3) What fees are payable to Price
Waterhouse resulting from this appoint-
ment?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) to (3) It is normal commercial practise
that such matters be confidential be-
tween the corporation and its advisers.
The corporation, largely at the insistance
of the Opposition, is not obliged to pro-
vide information to Government outside
the terms of the companies code and the
limited specific provisions of the Western
Australian Development Corporation
Act 1983.

MINERALS: DIAMONDS

Western Australian Diamond Trust

128. Mr HASSELL, to the Acting Treasurer:

(1) With regard to the proposed Western
Australian diamond trust, is it fact that
to satisfy the minimum guaranteed re-
turn of eight cents per fully paid unit will
require an income of over $5 million per
annum to the trust as its share of profits
from the project?

(2) What is the estimated profit to the trust
from the project for the next seven
years?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) The Western Australian diamond trust
prospectus and in particular information
contained therein, has been prepared by
and is a matter for the Western
Australian Development Corporation.
The member should also be aware that
the Companies (Western Australia)
Code prohibits the corporation from
publishing, issuing, circulating, or
disseminating information likely to draw
attention to the prospectus.

(2) Such matters are strictly confidential to
the parties involved with the operation of
the Western Australian diamond trust.

134. Postponed.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Banks: Foreign

137. Mr COURT, to the Acting Premier:
When will the Federal Government pro-
vide guidelines for the entry of foreign
banks into Australia?

Mr BRYCE replied:

While this matter is entirely the re-
sponsibility of the Commonwealth
Government, I would anticipate that the
Federal Treasurer would be in a position
to announce guidelines shortly after the
presentation of the Commonwealth
Budget.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION
Financial Adviser

159. Mr PETER JONES, to the Acting
Premier:

What fees, commissions, or any other
form of remuneration has been paid to,
or will be paid to, Hill Samuel Australia
Limited of Sydney, for their
responsibilities and duties as financial
adviser to the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation?

Mr BRYCE replied:

See reply to question 123.

GAMBLING: CASINO
Applicants: Cabinet Subcommittee

179. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Acting Premier:
(I) Who were the members of the Cabinet

subcommittee who reviewed the appli-
cations for a casino proposal?

(2) On what date did applications close?
(3) How many applications were there and

would he indicate from whom?
(4) Did the Cabinet subcommittee meet with

any of the applicants after the closing
date, and if so, with whom, on what
dates, and what members of the
subcommittee were present?
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(5) On what date did the Government decide
to limit applicants to two groups?

(6) What were the reasons given to appli-
cants who were rejected in favour of the
finally selected two?

(7) What was the reason for that limitation?
(8) When does the Government expect the

casino/hotel proposal complex to be
operative?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) As the member would be aware, it is not
customary to name members of Cabinet
subcommittees in the House, as such
matters are the business of Cabinet.

(2) 31 May 1984.

(3) Twelve, although two were from organis-
ations applying to be operators only. The
10 individuals and/or organisations who
submitted proposals to build and operate
a casino were:

Swan River Park Pty Ltd
Tileska Pty Ltd
Tong Bros Aluminium Co Ltd
Jaft Corporation Pty Ltd
W. J. Adams
Burswood Ltd
Swan River Park Ltd
Bond Corporation Holdings Ltd
Cord Holdings Ltd
Pennant Holdings Ltd

(4) See (1)above.
(5) 9 July 1984.
(6) As is the normal practice with tenders or

applications on Government contracts
such information was not provided.

(7) To enable the Casino Control Com-
mittee to commence detailed examin-
ation of the two favoured proposals.

(8) This will depend on planning and other
considerations being met but the aim of
the Government is to have the casino in
operation to coincide with the defence of
the America's Cup.

ENERGY
Standing Committee

195, Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy.
(1) Is the Government still committed to the

formation of a parliamentary standing
committee on energy to undertake reg-
ular reviews of energy planning in West-
ern Australia for the Parliament?

(2) If so, in which House of the Parliament
is it likely that the committee will be
located?

(3) When will the committee be formed?
(4) If the committee is not to be formed,

why not?
Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (4) The Government has never been
committed to this. A proposal along
these lines is contained in the platform of
the State Branch of the ALP. However it
was not put forward in the Government's
election policy. The Government's com-
mitment is to the establishment of an
independent policy and planning unit on
energy matters. As I have previously
announced we are moving to implement
this election commitment.

ROTTNEST ISLAND
Hotel-Marina Complex: Contract

210. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Acting Minister for
Tourism:

Will the Minister provide to the Parlia-
ment details of the contract which has
been signed with the proposed developers
of the marina hotel complex on Rottnest
Island and, in particular, the details sur-
rounding the clause which he claims is
an acknowledgment by the Government
that the project may not proceed?

Mr BRYCE replied:

No, as this matter has not progressed to
the stage of any contracts being entered
into.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

Forests Department: Commercial Activities
222- Mr BLATKIE, to the Acting Premier:

(1) Is it fact that the Government proposes
that the Western Australian Develop-
ment Corporation is to be involved in the
commercial activities of the Forests De-
partment?

(2) Is it intended that the Western
Australian Development Corporation
will determine timber royalties?

(3) Further to (I) and (2) what other as-
pects of the Western Australian timber
and milling industry are proposed to be
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bandied by the Western Australian De-
velopment Corporation?

(4) Has the Government given any advice on
terms of reference to the Western
Australian Development Corporation
which would cover these activities?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(1) Under the Government's assets manage-
ment programme, the Western
Australian Development Corporation
has a general brief to evaluate the man-
agement of the State's major assets and
commercial activities and to recommend
the most appropriate means by which to
improve Financial returns with the appli-
cation of the latest private enterprise
methods and expertise.
The member will be aware from the
Premier's earlier public statements that
normal standards of commercial
confidentiality would apply to the cor-
poration.
As was the experience of the previous
State Government, the State continues
to receive a significant number of sub-
missions from private organisations pro-
posing various business initiatives and in-
vestment opportunities involving State
Government assets. In this regard the
forestry industry is no exception.
The corporation has also been asked to
investigate and report on a wide range of
submissions in the context of its general
brief.

(2) No.
(3) No proposals have been received from

the WADC.
(4) Answered by (1).

226. Postponed.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Lease: Mt. Anderson

228. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(I) Has he or his officers received any com-

plaint or objection to the sale of the Mt.
Anderson station pastoral lease to
Messrs Blair?

(2) If "Yes", who raised the objection and
on what grounds?

Mr MOIVER replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) (i) Hon. Minister with special re-

sponsibility for Aboriginal Af-
fairs.

(ii) Acting Regional Director, Ab-
original Development Com-
mission.

(iii) Chairman, Looma Community.
(iv) Chairman, Kimberley Land

Council Inc.
(b) Commercial and social grounds.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Lease, Alt. Anderson

229. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) When was he made aware that the Mt.

Anderson Station pastoral lease was to
be offered for sale by tender?

(2) On what date was he advised that
Messrs Blair were in possession of a con-
tract of sale and required approval of the
Minister to effect transfer?

(3) Is it fact that his colleague, the Minister
with special responsibility for Aboriginal
Affairs indicated an interest in the lease?

(4) When was that interest indicated to
him?

(5) As the Blairs have expended money in
good faith, would he consider some form
of financial compensation while the
Government is deciding whether or not
to approve their application?

Mr McI VER replied:

(1) Approval was granted by my predecessor
on 10 January 1983, for the vendors to
offer Mt. Anderson Station for sale on a
walk-in-walk-out basis. I personally be-
came aware of impending sale nego-
tiations in December 1983.

(2) 16 March 1984.
(3) and (4) Hon. Minister with special re-

sponsibility for Aboriginal Affairs wrote
to mue on 16 December 1983. supporting
the Looma Community's efforts in nego-
tiating the purchase of Mt. Anderson
Station.

(5) The Government is considering the mat-
ter of compensation to the Blairs.

236, 238, 239, and 249. Postponed.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES

Accommodation: Bun bury

264. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

In view of his announcement that the
contract for the building of the
Austmark office block in Bunbury has
been let and that when the building is
completed it will be fully occupied, will
he say which Government departments
will be located in the building?

Mr BRYCE replied:

Three floors of the Austmark building
have been allocated for use by the Edu-
cation Department regional office.

Conference and canteen/staff amenities
area occupies approximately half of one
floor.

Consideration is currently being given to
allocation of the remaining floors for use
by other departments

270 to 273, 275, 276 and 284. Postponed.

SPORT AND RECREATION

Trottring: By ford

292. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Administrative
Services:

(1) Is Byford trotting complex to receive one
or more race days a year?

(2) If "Yes", will provision for these racing
days at Byford be included in the
proposed new legislation?

(3) If "No" to (1), why is Byford denied
these race days, especially as a large
number of trotting horses are bred and
trained at Byford?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) The two existing metropolitan trotting
venues are considered adequate to ser-
vice the population in the metropolitan
area.

294, 296, 298, and 301. Postponed.

ENERGY: GAS AND PETROLEUM
Australian Hydrocarbon Corporation

302. Mr PETER JONES, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:
(1) Does the State Government support the

establishment of an Australian hydro-
carbon corporation as confirmed by the
recent Federal Conference of the
Australian Labor Party?

(2) Is the Government satisfied and support-
ive of the present administration ar-
rangements and requirements of the Pet-
roleum (Submerged Lands) Act?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) With the exception of the United States,
all the oil exporting nations and most
oil importing nations of consequence
have established Government companies
for active involvement in the oil and gas
industry.
The State Government does not foresee
any problem if the national Government
were to follow a similar course of action,
provided of course that a national hydro-
carbon corporation did not intrude into
areas of exclusively State responsibility.-

It is the understanding of the State
Government that the establishment of an
Australian hydrocarbon corporation,
although a part of the Federal Govern-
ment policy, is not high on its priorities.

(2) The present arrangements and the re-
quirements of ,the Petroleum
(Submerged Lands) Act came into force
on 14 February 1983 prior to the election
of the present Commonwealth and State
Governments. In the light of previous
legislation and previous High Court de-
cisions which led to the present Act, the
Government is by and large satisfied
with the present arrangements.

308. Postponed.

HEALTH: AIR POLLUTION
Eastern Gold fields

309. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) In reference to his letter to mec of 11

June, regarding minimum standards for
SO, ground level concentration in the
Eastern Goldfields, why has the Air Pol-
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lution Control Council recommendation
been referred to the Minister for the En-
vironment?

(2) When was the recommendation referred
to the Minister for the Environment?

Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The Air Pollution Control Council pre-
pares standards for SO 2ground level
concentration for the whole State.

It is normal courtesy on my part to refer
to the Minister for the Environment,
since the I'AMS report which made the
recommendations used by the Air Pol-
lution Control Council to set standards is
a responsibility of the Minister for the
Environment.

(2) 8 May 1984.

NATURAL DISASTERS: FLOODS

Flood Plain: Burswood Island

316. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Considering his answer to a question
without notice on 1 August 1984, that
Burswood Island is not a floodway of the
Swan River, would be please table a map
which shows the floodways of the Swan
River?

Mr TON KIN replied:

Yes. Prints are attached.

322 to 335. Postponed.

ROADS
Bicentennial Road Programme

343. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Is it fact that the Federal Government

has decided to automatically index the
Australian bicentennial road develop-
ment levy?

(2) Is it also fact that as a result of this
indexing an additional $400 million that
is ostensibly being raised for the bicen-
tennial road programme will find its way
into Consolidated Revenue, not road de-
velopment?

(3) Will he make representations to the
Commonwealth Government requesting
that the indexed bicentennial road devel-

opment levy all be applied to the bicen-
tennial road programme?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1)
(2)

Yes.
The additional revenue from indexing
will go to the Commonwealth
Consolidated Revenue Fund. Based on
collections of $430 million into the
ABRD trust fund and a CPI increase of
6.9 per cent for the 12 months ending
June 1984, an additional $29.7 million
will be raised. Of that sum only 12.3 per
cent or $3.66 million would normally be
distributed in Western Australia.

(3) Representations have already been made
to the Commonwealth Minister for
Transport on this topic on a number of
occasions at Australian Transport Advis-
ory Council meetings and elsewhere.

HEALTH: AIR POLLUTION

Abrasive Blasting
345. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for

Health:

Further to the letter which he forwarded
to me on 23 September t983, has any
action taken place with respect to regu-
lations under the Clean Air Act
governing abrasive blasting?

Mr HODGE replied:

Regulations were prepared but the
Crown Law Department advised that an
amendment to the Clean Air Act was
required. In view of the pending changes
in the responsibility for the control of air
pollution, it will be some time before new
regulations can be implemented.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Hospitals: Fees

346. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) As no increases in public hospital

charges have been announced for 1994-
85, are increases expected?

(2) If so, when will they be announced?
Mr HODGE replied:

(1) The present $80 all inclusive fee for stan-
dard shared private accommodation in
public hospitals will require to be
adjusted in February 1985 in accordance
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with the terms of the Medicare Agree-
ment.

(2) No date for an announcement has been
determined. It is likely to follow the
scheduled Commonwealth/Stale Stand-
ing Committee meeting in November
1984.

HEALTH: NURSES

38-Hour Week

347. Mr THOMPSON, to the Minister for
Health:

What is the estimated cost to the public
hospital system of the Government's re-
cent decision to introduce a 38-hour
week for nursing staff?

Mr HODGE replied:

There has been no decision in respect of
a 38-hour week for registered general
nurses.

348 and 349. Postponed.

STOCK: CATTLE

Tuberculosis

350. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:

(I) Is the effectiveness of TB testing of
cattle diminished, as has been claimed
by experienced cattlemen, when the ani-
mals are experiencing nutritional
deficiencies or stress from other causes?

(2) If "Yes", what is the estimated ef-
ficiency of testing under these con-
ditions?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) The effectiveness of the skin test
for tuberculosis is affected by various
factors, including the level of infection in
the herd and the state of the disease in
the individual animal.

While there is a belief by some that nu-
tritional stress may reduce the efficiency
of the test this has not been validated
scientifically.

351. Postponed.

STOCK: CATTLE
Tuberculosis

352. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
In a destocking programme being
required on a lease for the purpose of TB
eradication, what level of compensation
per beast is payable to the lessee?

Mr EVANS replied:

The amount of compensation which is
payable is set out in section 17 of the
Cattle Industry Compensation Act. Sec-
tion 17 requires that the compensation
value is one which is determined by
agreement between the owner of the
cattle and the chief inspector or the in-
spector by whom the cattle were de-
stroyed. In practice the amount paid is
the market value of each animal.

STOCK: CATTLE
Tuberculosis

353. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Is he aware of the concern of cattle pro-

ducers in the Kim berley region regard-
ing the costs associated with TB eradi-
cation proposals?

(2) What are the current compensation ar-
rangements in regard to--
(a) mustering;
(b) erection of yards;
(c) fencing?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Where an owner has agreed to an

approved TB eradication pro-
gramme, payments of up to $3 per
head are payable to offset the ad-
ditional costs of mustering and
holding cattle for TB testing;

(b) and (c) where it is necessary to
erect yards or fencing for TB eradi-
cation purposes concessional. loans
are available to owners who have
agreed to an approved eradication
programme.

ABA11'OIRS
Lamb Kill

354. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) Has a Government direction been issued

to the Western Australian Lamb Mar-
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keting Board to increase the lamb kill at
Robb Jetty?

(2) If "Yes", by what number is the kill to
be increased?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) The Government has issued a
direction to the WA Lamb Marketing
Board to allocate a specified number of
lambs to Robb Jetty until the end of
1984. The number of lambs concerned
does not represent an increase over the
number of lambs slaughtered at Robb
Jetty in the corresponding period in
1983.

ABATTOIRS
Lamb Kill

355. Mr OLD, to the Minister for Agriculture:
(1) What number of lambs were slaughtered

during the 1983-84 season at-

(a) Robb Jetty;
(b) Linley Valley;
(c) Katanning;
(d) Geraldton?

(2) What percentage of total lamb kill do
these individual figures represent?

Mr
(1)

EVANS replied:
I have been advised by the WA Lamb
Marketing Board that the numbers of
lambs slaughtered in 1983-84 were-
(a) 478 542;
(b) 87 737;
(c) 107 056;
(d) 15686.

(2) (a) 48.0 per cent;
(b) 8.8 per cent;
(c) 10.7 per cent;
(d) .6 per cent.

PLANNING
Authorities: Reorganisation

356. Mr RUSHTON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Planning:
(1) Does the Government intend to re-

organise the Metropolitan Regional
Planning Authority, the Town Planning
Board, and the Town Planning Depart-
ment?

(2) If "Yes", is it intended to make the
changes before the review of town plan-

ning practices in this State are
completed by the present committee?

(3) If "No" to (2), when will the review be
completed?

(4) Because of the extreme uncertainty be-
ing caused within the community and
local government as to the future of town
planning in this State, when will the
restructuring of the agencies listed in (1)
take place?

(5) Will legislation for the restructuring of
the planning agencies be introduced this
spring session of Parliament?

(6) Will local government and interested
people have the opportunity of
commenting upon the proposed town
planning changes before they become
lawv?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (6) The member is aware that the
Government has appointed a committee
of inquiry into statutory planning. The
committee and its sub-committee are
examining inter ai the appropriate
structures for better serving the State in
the administration of planning. When
the committee's report is received it will
be considered by the Government and as
yet I cannot indicate the time frame for
action.
Since full consultation is occurring with
all sections of the community any
uncertainties arising will have an adverse
effect only if fuelled by unnecessary pol-
itical speculation.

357. Postponed

COURTS: LEGAL PRACTITIONERS

Professional Indemnity Insurance

358. Mr MENSAROS, to the
representing the Attorney General:

Minister

(1) Are regulations based on the proposed
new section 85 of the Legal Practitioners
Act regarding professional indemnity in-
surance of the legal practitioners drafted
yet?

(2) If so, because the provisions of the regu-
lations are more important from a prag-
matic point of view than the provisions of
the enabling legislation, will the At-
torney General please table the draft to
assist in the debate on the Bill itself?
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Mr G RILL replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

COURTS: LEGAL PRACTITIONERS
Professional indemnity insurance

359. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Have negotiations by the Law Society

and/or others regarding suitable pro-
fessional indemnnity cover for legal prac-
titioners been concluded yet?

(2) If so, can the Attorney General describe
the result and the conditions of the an-
ticipated insurance scheme?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

WATER RESOURCES: WATER
AUTHORITY

Working Hours: Reduced
360. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for

Water Resources:
(1) Has productivity increased (as it was

proposed by union representatives) since
the introduction of reduced weekly work-
ing hours in the Metropolitan Water
Authority?

(2) What is the estimated additional yearly
cost to the Metropolitan Water Auth-
ority of the reduced weekly working
hours and how does this compare with
the estimates at the time of negotiations?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) It is not possible 'to apportion any

measurable change in the level of pro-
ductivity specifically to the change in the
weekly working hours. Also, productivity
increases were only part of a total pack-
age of cost offsets against the implemen-
tation or reduced working hours in the
Metropolitan Water Authority,

(2) Exact cost which can be directly
attributed to the implementation of
reduced working hours is not possible be-
cause of the nature of the variables
involved. Again, any such cost increases
would be offset by cost savings through
other initiatives

SEWERAGE
Mvandurah

361. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Has the Mandurah Shire Council

recommended its priorities for areas to
be provided with backlog sewerage con-
struction?

(2) If so, which are these areas?
(3) When will the respective backlog sewer-

age preparations (for statutory prelimi-
nary requirements) begin in each of
these areas?

(4) If the answer to (1) is "No", when is the
recommendation to be expected?

Mr TON KIN replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The Mandurah Shire has recommended

the following areas in order of priority
for connection to deep sewerage-

(a) Coodanup;
(b) Nairns;
(c) The Olive Road and associated

commercial areas in Falcon.
(3) The "Preliminaries to Construction" for

the Coodanup area was advertised in the
Government Gazette of 6 July 1984. The
commencement of work in the other
areas will depend on the allocation of
funds in future capital works pro-
grammes.

(4) Not applicable.

TAXES AND CHARGES
Sewerage: Increases

362. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Given the tariffs adopted for 1984-85
financial year and given that the planned
capital works programme includes a
similar or larger amount of backlog
sewerage construction as in the previous
year, what is the forecast for necessary
percentile tariff rises for the financial
year 1985-86 in order to maintain a
balanced Budget planning?

Mr TONKIN replied:
The actual amount of infill sewerage
works to be carried out in 1984-85 is
subject to a number of factors including
the timing and level of participation in
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the planned voluntary early severance
scheme for the workcforce.
Until the success of this scheme can be
assessed (and for the reasons outlined in
my answer to question 61, on 26 July
1984) it is not possible 10 be accurate
about the percentile increases in tariffs
necessary to maintain a balanced Budget
in 1985-86. However, as explained in the
answer to that question, the necessary
increases for sewerage are expected to
exceed the inflation rate, whilst those for
water and drainage are expected to be
below the inflation rate.
Further details of trends in average rev-
enue requirements per customer under
various levels of infill sewerage construc-
tion are shown in the MWA Corporate
Development Plan 1984-89.

WATER RESOURCES: UNDERGROUND
Market Gardeners

363. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) Is the policy of the Public Works De-
partment country areas water supply div-
ision regarding water quota for market
gardeners from their metered bores the
same all over the State or does it vary
from place to place and according to
yearly seasonal conditions effecting
replenishment of ground water supplies?

(2) Is this policy for the 1984-85 year still
the same, i.e. that for newly established
market gardeners the quota is 1 000 kilo-
litres per year and for existing ones the
highest consumption of the previous
three years or last year's consumption
whichever is the lower, becomes the
quota?

(3) Are special circumstances being taken
into consideration?

(4) If so, how many exemptions have been
made, where and for whom?

Mr TONKIN replied:

The only area with metered bores for
market gardens is the Carnarvon irri-

gation area proclaimed under the Rights
in Water and Irrigation Act. The allo-
cation of water to growers is based on a
formula which includes a factor Which
can fluctuate according to seasonal con-
ditions affecting replenishment of
ground water supplies.

It is believed that the question was not
intended to relate to market gardeners'
own bore supplies, but to the policy con-
cerning the use of water drawn from
country water supply schemes for market
garden use, in which case the answers
are as follows-

()Yes, the policy applies to all country
water supply schemes and is not af-
fected by seasonal conditions.

(2) Yes. Details of the policy are
contained in a statement headed-

Market Gardens Quota Policy
Approval of Applications
Annual Review
I July 1983

and I table a copy of the policy
document. The policy remains the
same for 1984-85 and the member
will note that the quota, in practical
terms, does not limit the amount of
water which may be used but
merely affects the charges for that
water.

(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

The paper was tabled (set paper No. 94).

WATER RESOURCES

Dams: Storage

364. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

Could he please enclose with his answer
the latest Public Works Department
weekly report about the levels of the
south-west dams with the indication of
last year's levels at the same time?

Mr TONKIN replied:

The weekly report for south-west dams
as requested, is as follows-
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PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

OPERATIONS SOUTH BRANCH

Major Irrigation and Country Areas Water Supply Water Storages as at Wednesday August 8, 1984

DAM

Wellington
Stirling

Logue Brook
H-farvey

Samson
Drakesbrook
Waroona
Glen Mervyn

Mu nda ring
Total Capacity

CAPACITY MILLIONS
OF CUBIC METRES

(106 in)

185
54.7

(56.12 with stoplogs)
24.3
7.9

(9.09 with stoplogs)
8.06
2.29
14.9
1.15

(1.49 with stoplogs)
77.395

378.628

STORAGE I0'6M3
REMARKS

VARI- FALL-
1983 1984 ATION FAm)

186.343 141.406 Gain 2.541 53.0
47.290 37.188 Gain 1.741 58.0

21.374 20.125 Gain 0.385 41.4
7.027 *8.070 Gain 1.130 51.0

*8.066
1.700

14.250
*1.298

08.066
*2.288
14.460

1.293

Nil
Nil

Gain 0.4 10
Gain 0.073

84.5
56.0
71.0
54.8

35.684 49.575 Gain 1.611 77.2
321.683 282.465 *Overflowing

Aggregate is 74.6% of total capacity. Decrease of 12.2% over this time last year.
REMARKS Water scoured from Wellington Dam to date: 25032 TCM

J A Stanley,
Chief Engineer, Operations South.

WATER RESOURCES

Lake King
WATER RESOURCES

Porongurup

365. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister far
Water Resources:

(1) Have studies been undertaken to estab-
lish the engineering method and cost of
reticulated water supply to Lake King?

(2) If so, what is the result of such studies?

(3) If not, why not?

M rTON KIN replied:

(1) The District Engineer of Narrogin is as-
sisting the Lake Grace Shirt to consider
the feasibility of installing a limited
scheme to supply water for septic and
garden purposes to this small town. The

-town's drinking water requiremnents are
expected to continue to be met from resi-
dents' existing rain water tanks.

(2) The District Engineer is preparing a re-
port which will be available to the Shire
in approximately one month.

(3) Not applicable.

366. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

(1) To what extent has planning and con-
struction of the new reticulated water
supply to Porongurup progressed?

(2) What is the total cost of the project?

(3) How many properties will become rate-
able including "non-rateable" services?

(4) When is it anticipated that the project
will be concluded?

Mr TONKIN replied:

(1) Planning is complete and construction is
in course.

(2) $162000.

(3) It is intended to supply 11 consumers
under non-rated conditions as provided
for in section 35 of the Country Areas
Water Supply Act.

(4) 30 November 1984.
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GAMBLING: CASINO
Applicants: Cabinet Subcommittee

367. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Administrative Services:
(1) As a member of the Cabinet

subcommittee investigating casino appli-
cations, on how many occasions did the
committee meet with applicants?

(2) Did the committee meet any applicant
on more than one occasion, and who was
the applicant?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(1) Once.

(2) No.
HEALTH

Stroke Association of Western Australia (Inc.)

368. Mr GRAYIYEN, to the Minister for
Health:
(1) Has the Stroke Association or Western

Australia (Inc.) made application to the
Government for funds to employ a co-
ordinator whose duties would include-
(a) establishing new stroke clubs and

assisting in the running of existing
clubs;

(b) publicising the existence of the
Stroke Association and Stroke
Clubs;

(c) enlisting the assistance of volunteers
in various areas;

(d) raising funds for the Stroke Associ-
ation;

(e) assisting in the establishment of a
volunteer training programme for
which current volunteers have
indicated a need;

(f) establishment of a newsletter and
other publications to increase public
awareness and improve liaison be-
tween individual stroke clubs?

(2) In view of the apparent need for such a
co-ordinator, will he give consideration
to making provision for such an appoint-
ment in the forthcoming budget?

Mr HODGE replied:
(I) (a) to (f) In May 1983, the Stroke As-

sociation of WA made application
for funding in the 1983-84 Budget.
Unfortunately, financial assistance
was not possible, however, I am
aware of the commendable work
done by the association.

(2) No, as my department has not received a
further submission from the association
for assistance in the 1984-85 Budget.

MINERALS
Tenements: Conditions

369. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(t) With respect to application for mineral

claim No. 20572 would he please state
the list of conditions which the Mining
Warden recommended be attached to
registration of the mining tenement?

(2) Has he considered each of the
recommended conditions?

(3) If "Yes", what decision has been made
in respect of each of the conditions?

(4) If "No", on what date does he expect to
make his decision?

(5) On what date does he expect to com-
municate his decision to the-
(a) applicant;
(b) objectors?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) to (5) The numerous matters raised by

the honourable member will require con-
siderable research to provide the answers
to all of his questions.
I will advise the honourable member
further in writing when I have obtained
the information.

ENVIRONMENT
Herdsman Lake: Study

370. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for the
Environment:

(1) Would he please state on what date a
study of the Herdsman Lake catchment
and the lake basin commenced?

(2) Has this study been completed?
(3) If "Yes", on what date?
(4) If "No", when is it expected to be

completed?
(5) Which authority set up a technical com-

mittee at Herdsman Lake?
(6) What is the brief of this technical com-

mittee?
(7) To whom does it report?
(8) On what dates has it reported?
(9) Who are the members of the technical

committee?
(10) What recommendations has the techni-

cal committee made on long-term man-
agement of pollutants?
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(11) Arc the reports of the technical com-
mittee available to the public?

(12) If "Yes", where are they available?
(13) If "No", why not?
Mr DAVIES replied:

(1) to (13) The information requested by the
member is complex and will require that
details be obtained from the Department
of Conservation and Environment and
the Metropolitan Region Planning Auth-
ority.
The collation of this information will
take some time and I will advise the
member in writing as soon as the infor-
mation is available.

MINERALS
Tenements: Environmental Review and

Management Programmes
371. Dr DADOIJR, to the Minister for

Minerals and Energy:
(1) Was a condition of the grant of mining

tenements Nos. 70/16893 and 70/16894
that "no developmental or productive
mining be commenced without the
holder first supplying the Minister for
Mines with a detailed environmental re-
view and management programme and
obtaining written approval thereof"?

(2) On what date did the holder of mining
tenements Nos. 70/16893 and 70/16894
supply to him the detailed environmental
review and management programme?

(3) On what date did he give his approval of
the environmental review and manage-
ment programme, in writing, to the
holder of these mininglecnerment?

(4) Has there been any change to the holder
of these mining tenements?

(5) If "Yes", on what date/dates were
changes registered?

(6) On what date did the holder of mining
tenements Nos. 70/16893 and 70/16894
complete exploration programmes on
these tenements?

(7) On what date did the holder of these
tenements submit reports on exploration
programmes?

(8) To which agencies were these reports
submitted?

(9) With respect for the monitoring and
management programme for develop-
mental and productive mining on mining

(20)

tenements Nos. 70/16893 and
70/16894-
(a) who is responsible for carrying out

the programme; and
(b) for the years 1983, 1984 and

1985-
(i) what is the estimated cost of

the monitoring and manage-
ment programme;

(ii) who is providing the funds to
meet the costs of monitoring
and management?

(10) To whom are monitoring and manage-
ment programmes submitted for assess-
ment?

(11) Will he provide a copy of any monitoring
and management projects which are rel-
evant to land comprising mining ten-
ements Nos. 70/16893 and 70/16894?

(12) If "No" to (11), why not?
Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (12) The numerous matters raised by
the member will require considerable re-
search to provide the answers to all of his
questions.
I will advise the member further in
writing when I have obtained the infor-
mation.

372. Postponed.

MINERALS
Claim: Excision

373. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for Minerals
and Energy:
(1) Is it fact that the Mines Department, in

a letter dated 5 December 1979, made
the following statement- ". . . approval
of Mineral Claim 70/16893 was subject
to complete excision of any portions
encroaching on Herdsman Lake lots..
401, 402, and 404". "These excisions are
legal and no additional procedures are
required. They were expressly requested
by the applicants for the claim."?

(2) Is he aware that the applicant for min-
eral claim 70/16893, then Mallina-
Biala, now has the name Mallina Hold-
ings Ltd.?

(3) Has he been informed that an appli-
cation by Mallina Holdings Ltd. for
mining lease 70/39 covers land identical
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with lots 401, 402 and 404, previously
excluded from mineral claim 70/16893?

(4) What reasons were given by the appli-
cant for mineral claim 70/16893 for
requesting that lots 401, 402 and 404 be
excised?

(5) Has he been informed that application
for mineral lease 70/39, comprising lots
401, 402 and 404, covers land adjacent
to the World Wildlife Study Centre?

(6) Has he been informed that lots 401, 402
and 404 are densely vegetated areas
which provide safe habitat for rare and
endangered birds?

(7) Has he been informed that the Environ-
mental Protection Authority in its report
and recommendations on the Herdsman
Park Estate recommended that "No
further excavation on the central
wetland area should be countenanced
unless research shows it to be necessary
for habitat management for broad con-
servation ends, or for drainage control?

(8) On what date was research commenced
into the effect of excavating land com-
prising lots 401, 402 and 404, being land
adjacent to the World Wildlife Fund
Study Centre?

(9) Has ibis research programme been
completed?

(10) If "Yes", on what date?
(11) If "No' to (9), when does he expect it to

be completed?
(12) Will the results of the research be made

public?
(13) Is he aware that mining development at

Herdsman Lake entails destruction of
vegetation and deep extractive oper-
ations?

(14) What is the total area covered by ap-
proved mineral claim Nos. 70/16893
and 70/16894?

(15) Within mineral claim Nos. 70/16893
and 70/16894, what is the total area
which has already been the subject of a
dredge and fill operation, or excavation?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) to (15) The numerous matters raised by
the member will require considerable re-
search to provide the answers to all of his
questions.
I will advise the member further in
writing when I have obtained the infor-
mation.

ENVIRONMENT
Herdsman Lake: Grant

374. Dr DADOUR, to the Minister for the
Environment:
(1) Is it fact that he has made available a

grant of $75 000 in 1983-84 for cultural
development at Herdsman Lake?

(2)

(3)

Has this grant been allocated in full?
From which departmental Budget has
this money been made available?

(4) For what particular purpose/purposes
will the grant be used (Or has been
used)?

(5) Have funds been made available in
1983-84 in the Department of Conser-
vation and Environment Budget for en-
vironmental studies and/or monitoring
at Herdsman Lake?

(6)

(7)

If "No", why not?
jf "Yes", to (5)-

(a) what studies have been undertaken;

(b) what is the cost of each study;
(c) when will the studies be complete;

and

(d) to whom will the studies be submit-
ted?

(8) Since dredging began at Herdsman Lake
in 1979 would he state-
(a) which species of birds have been

recorded at Herdsman Lake which
had not previously been recorded
there; and

(b) which species of birds previously
recorded at Herdsman Lake, are no
longer found at the lake?

(9) Does he support Sir Peter Scott's
recommendation that "a substantial area
of fenland habitat as a completely wild
environment" should be maintained at
Herdsman Lake?

(10) If "Yes", what action will he take to
ensure that such a "wild area of several
hundred acres" is retained?

(11) Does the land adjacent to and north of
the World Wildlife Fund Centre fulfill
criteria set down by Sir Peter Scott (as
referred to above)?

(12) If "No", what other area would fulfill
these criteria?

(13) If "Yes" to (11), what action will he
take to prevent disturbance and degra-
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dation of this land adjacent to the World
Wildlife Fund Centre?

(14) How many people have contacted him
requesting that the undeveloped area of
Herdsman Lake be accorded a conser-
vation status?

(I5) In view of his statement of 9 December
1983, of the importance of the undevel-
oped area of Herdsman Lake for conser-
vation, of his Government's grant of
$150 000 to enable work on the World
Wildlife Centre and the need to provide
feeding and breeding areas as well as
open water, if the study centre is to
fulfill its purpose, has it been
recommended to him that urgent action
needs to be taken to prevent any new
large-scale extractive operation within
the parks and recreation zone?

(16) If "Yes" to (I5), will he detail the action
that is planned to prevent any new large-
scale extractive operation within the
parks and recreation zone?

Mr DAVIES replied:
(1) to (16) The information requested by the

member is complex and will require that
details be obtained from the Department
of Conservation and Environment, the
Metropolitan Region Planning Authority
and the Western Australian Arts Coun-
cil.
The collation of this information will
take some time and I will advise the
member in writing as soon as the infor-
mation is available.

MOTOR VEHICLES
Foreign

375. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What was the number of new cars of
foreign make registered in Western
Australia in each of the past five
financial years, and what was their
country of manufacture?

(2) What was the total number of new cars
registered in Western Australia in each
of the last Five financial years?

(3) What was the number of cars converted
from left-hand drive (second-hand)
registered in Western Australia in each
of the last five financial years?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Statistics of foreign manufactured ve-
hicles registered in Western Australia
are not maintained.

(2) 1983-84--6 640
1982-83--68 455
1981l-82-64 780
1980-81-60 721
1 979-80--57 062

(3) 1983-84-23
1982-83-20
1981-82-16
1980-81-20
1 979-80--9

376 to 381. Postponed.

SPORT AND RECREATION
Olympic Games: Government Assistance

382. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Youth and Community Services:
(1) Referring to question 200 of 2 August

1984, concerning State Government as-
sistance to Western Australian
olympians, was the direct total grant of
$8 000 to Western Australian olympians
a straight-out cash grant?

(2) If not, what was the nature of the 58 000
grant to Western Australian olympians?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) and (2) As indicated in the answer to
question 200, the grant to Western
Australian olympians was to the eligible
athletes selected under guidelines estab-
lished by the Board of Management of
the Western Australian Institute of
sport. If the member wishes detailed in-
formation relating to that selection and
the method of payment then I suggest he
contact the Director of the Institute.
The member should be aware that the
Western Australian Institute of Sport is
moving towards incorporation.- -He
should also be aware that the Govern-
ment wishes to encourage a bi-partisan
approach to the Western Australian In-
stitute of Sport and would welcome an
exprersion of support from the Oppo-
sition for this major initiative which is
designed to assist our talented amateur
athletes.

I..
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TOUR ISM
Bungle Bungle: Working Party

383. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for the
Environment:

Will he state why it was that the
Warrnun Aboriginal Community was
invited to be represented on the Bungle
Bungle working party yet other groups
interested in the area were not invited to
be so represented?

Mr DAVIES replied:

The working group was carefully
chosen to include those with technical
knowledge of the key issues at Bungle
Bungle.
The Warmun Aboriginal Community
was known to have a long and well-
documented interest in, and knowledge
of, the area, and was therefore able to
provide expertise on Aboriginal sites that
could not be obtained elsewhere.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING
Community Employment Programme

384. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

(1) Is it fact that Western Australia was
entitled to spend up to $25 million for
the year ended 30 June 1984 under the
Commonwealth Community Employ-
ment Programme?

(2) Why was the full amount not spent?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

PORTS AND H-ARBOURS
iervoise Bay

385. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Employment
and Training:

Why was it possible for the Minister to
provide me with accurate employment
figures in answer to question 401(f) of 3
August, 1983, yet on 2 August, 1984, he
could not provide the employment fig-
ures in answer to the same question
asked at that time?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The answer given to question 401 (r) on 3
August 1983 by the then Minister was
based on information obtained by tele-
phone from principals of firms in the in-
dustry. The respondents indicated at that
time that they would prefer in future for
such information to be sought in writing
by formal survey.

HOUSING
Land: Sales

386. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) What land has the State Housing Com-
mission sold in the metropolitan area
since I July 1983?

(2) I-ow much did the commission receive
from these sales?

(3) What land has the State Housing Com-
mission sold in non-metropolitan areas
since 1 July 1983?

(4) How much did the commission receive
from these sales?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) to (4) As the information will take some
time to finalise, I will reply to the mem-
ber in writing as soon as possible.

DRAINAGE
Rates: Murdoch Electorate

387. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Water Resources:

What income did the Metropolitan
Water Authority receive from drainage
rates collected within the Murdoch elec-
torate during the years ended-
(a) 3O June, 1981;

(b) 30 June, 1982;

(c) 30 June, 1983;

(d) 30 June, 1984?

Mr TONKIN replied:
(a) to (d) The Metropolitan Water Auth-

ority does not maintain revenue infor-
mation on an electorate basis. The pro-
vision of the information requested
would involve a considerable amount of
work in manual data extraction and col-
lation.
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EDUCATION: PRIMARY SCHOOL
Wijicuion

388. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) Referring to question 259 of 2 August

1984, concerning the Willetton Primary
School, with whom are negotiations to be
held concerning the proposal to use Part
of the superseded library for office
space?

(2) Is not this proposal the same one that
was referred to by him in his letter to me
of 17 May, 1984?

(3) If so, why has it taken so long for this
scheme to be detailed and costed by the
Public Works Department?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) and (2) Any scheme for upgrading the
administration areas at the Willetton
Primary School depends primarily on
funds available. This fact has been
clearly communicated in my answer to
the member's question 2584 on 24
March 1984 and in my letter of 17 May
1984.

Discussions have been held with the
school staff concerning proposed modifi-
cations for their staffroom and with the
principal on possible alternatives for
office space. The last of the consul-
tations, with a Public Works Depart-
ment architect in attendance, occurred
on 19 July. These procedures are normal
practice in considering details of such
projects, following description of the
general requirements, as indicated to you
in the letter of 17 May.
The final details and latest costings re-
ferred tomi the answer to question 259
(3) and (4) of 2 August are not yet avail-
able.

(3) Projects to be funded in 1984-85 will be
announced when the Budget is presented
to Parliament.

389-396. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: BUSES
School: Subsidised

397. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Education:
(1) How many towns have a commercial

subsidised school bus service?

(2) What are the weekly number of students
carried in each instance?

(3) What is the-
(a) total cost; and
(b) per student cost,
to the Government of each service?

(4) What would be the cost to Government
to provide a free transport service to
existing towns?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) 10.
(2) and (3) As per table below:

Location Weekly Total CbSr Cast
Student Nos. Per Week Per Student

Sns Per week
Banbury
Town 3675 2415 3,30
Country 820 2425 14,80
Cathedral 520 150 1.45
Grammar

Basselton 435 65 .75
Albany 2545 1000 .195
Brunswick 140 430 15.30
Dardanap 255 180 15,30
Gcraldlon 325 240 3.30
via"ey 625 1910 16.30
Kalgoorlie 2 620 725 [L35
Mandurah 1355 870 3,20
Narrogin 640 115 .90
Weekly TOTAL 13955 IN 125

(4) The provision of free student transport
on the aforementioned services would
cost the Government an additional
$339 220 per annum-making a total
cost of S784 220 per annum.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
INSTRUMENTALITIES
Accommodation: Bun bury

398. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Regional
Development:
(1) When does he expect the Austmark

Bunbury building to be completed?
(2) How many-

(a) State;
(b) Commonwealth,

(i) Government departments;
(ii) Government agencies,

will be located in the building?
(3) Further to (2), how many personnel in

each category are proposed for the new
building?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) October 1985.
(2) (a) (i) Refer to parliamentary ques-

tion 264;
(ii) none are under consideration at

this stage;
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(b) (i) and (ii) none are being considered
at this stage.

(3) Refer to parliamentary question 216
(1)-approximately 450 State Govern-
ment officers.

399 to 401. Postponed.

TRANSPORT: RAILWAYS
Railcars

402. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for Regional
Development:
(1) Has he seen the report by the Friends of

the Railways allegedly criticising the
fact that the "improved" railcar system
proposed by the Government for the
Danbury 2000 concept will be 30 years
out of date?

(2) As the Government gave the people of
the south-west the view that they would
be given the best system, can he advise
why the Government did not propose an
XPT service similar to that in New
South Wales?

Mr GRILL replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The member simply quoting the XPT

service in New South Wales does not
establish its suitability for the Bunbury
service.
There are advantages and disadvantages
with both railcar and XPT type trains.
I have recently arranged for a further
examination of their relative merits.
However, it is immediately evident that
provision of an XPT-type service would
be extremely costly and, for the com-
paratively short Perth-Bunbury journey,
the Cull potential of the technology would
not be attained.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

AUSTRALIAN LABOR PARTY
Herb Graham House

79. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for Housing:
Notice of this question was telephoned to
the Minister's office some time ago. As
the Minister has refused to table corre-
spondence relevant to Herb Graham
House, will he tell the House-

(1) Precisely what undertakings were given
by the member for Balga (Mr Brian
Burke), the ALP, or the agents of either,
in relation to the conditions of purchase
imposed by the State Housing Com-
mission on the land on which Herb
Graham House was built?

(2) Precisely what description was given by
the member for Balga, the ALP, or the
agents of either, of the uses proposed for
Herb Graham House?

(3) Precisely what undertakings or descrip-
tion of the proposed use were given by
the member for Balga, the ALP, or the
agents of either, in other correspondence
with the commission or the then Minister
for Housing?

(4) Was there correspondence from resi-
dents of the area to the Minister or the
commission in relation to the proposal to
develop Herb Graham House?

(5) If there was such corresondence, what
descriptions of the proposed use of Herb
Graham House were used by the various
correspondents?

(6) Is there any correspondence or other
written material in possession of the
Minister or the State Housing Com-
mission which indicates that it was
proposed to establish a commercial
Chinese restaurant on the land pur-
chased for Herb Graham House?

(7) If there is such correspondence, will he
quote to the House precisely the relevant
sections with dates and identification of
the author?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) to (7) 1 thank the Leader of the Oppo-
sition for notice of this question. As he
will know very well, it is not this Govern-
ment's intention to disclose the contents
of the State Housing Commission ites
concerning commission clients. However,
I am perfectly willing to make the file
available to the member in my office fol-
lowing the establishment of a convenient
time, and this will, of course, be subject
to the usual conditions of confidentiality.

I believe that the House has been well
and truly informed of the general ramifi-
cations of this matter.
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HEALTH

Aboriginal Medical Service

80. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for Health:

In its election policy the Government
gave strong support to the need for
increased Aboriginal involvement in the
provision of health care services and rec-
ognition of the role of the Aboriginal
Medical Service of Western Australia
(Inc.). I ask-

Can the Minister advise whether he
has been able to provide financial
support to assist Aboriginal involve-
ment in the delivery of health care
services, particularly in the northern
areas of the State?

Mr HODGE replied:

The Government recognises the need for
increased Aboriginal involvement in the
design and delivery of health care ser-
vices to Aboriginal communities.

I am pleased to be able to advise the
member that, in addition to the sum of
approximately $8 000 granted for the
purchase of a vehicle to assist in the es-
tablishment of an Aboriginal medical
service in Kununurra last year. this year
the following grants have been made-

a sum of $ 10 000 was approved to
the Ngoonjuwah council to pur-
chase a transportable house to pro-
vide the base to establish an Abor-
iginal medical service in Halls
Creek; a further sum of S3 600 was
also approved to cover transport,
connection costs, and some basic
furnishing;

$2 000 was given to the Streley
community to enable the purchase
of a "conversion unit" which will
provide a vernacular literacy pro-
gramme for use in health education;
and

a sum of $1 500 was granted to the
Cheeditab group near Roebourne to
purchase furniture for a
transportable house which is to be
used as a health clinic.

In all a total of $25 000 was provided to
encourage new initiatives or to provide
support for the improvement of estab-
lished facilities.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS: LAND RIGHTS
Legislation: Agreement

81. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister with
special responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Is it true that in May of this year he

claimed that he, on behalf of the State,
had won a series of undertakings from
the Commonwealth that satisfied his
Government's objections to the Com-
monwealth's Aboriginal and Torres
Strait Islander Heritage (interim Pro-
tection) Act?

(2) If so, what were those undertakings?
(3) Will he table a list of the undertakings

for the benef it of members?
M r WILSON replied:
(1) to (3) If the Deputy Leader of the Oppo-

sition is serious about this inquiry, I ask
him to put the question on notice and I
will see that it is answered directly.

Mr MacKinnon: Don't you know what they
were?

TRANSPORT: BUSES
Shelter: Odin Road

82. Mr BURKETT, to the Minister
Transport:

for

Can he advise me why a bus shelter was
removed from Odin Road, Innaloo, near
Kyarra Street, in my electorate, without
any reference to more than 75 people
who use the shelter every week and who
have been greatly inconvenienced by its
removal?

Mr GRILL replied:
It is always appreciated by the general
public and all members that local
authorities are responsible for the
placing of bus shelters.
In this particular case I understand that
one resident living adjacent to the shelter
complained to a Stirling City councillor
who in turn advised the council's engin-
eer to remove the shelter.
The MTT opposed the removal because
after a survey it was found that the 75
people mentioned would have been
inconvenienced. The Stirling City Coun-
cil was advised by MTT officers that the
removal would attract many complaints,
however, the council went ahead and re-
moved the shelter against the MTT's ad-
vice.
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PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Leases: Amalgamation

83. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Is it the policy of this Government, as it
has been with previous Governments,
that unviable pastoral properties should
be divided and added to adjacent proper-
ties so that by such amalgamation the
viability of adjoining properties could be
improved?

(2) If it is not the policy of the present
Government, what is its policy towards
unviable pastoral properties?

Mr EVANS replied:

(1) and (2) 1 would hesitate to move into the
area which is the responsibility of my
respected colleague, the Minister for
Lands and Surveys. The Administration
Certainly does depend on advice from the
land management section of my depart-
ment, but this is the area of responsi-
bility of the Minister for Lands and Sur-
veys, as the member for Gascoyne would
know from his previous experience.

LAND: MANAGEMENT
Accountability

84. Mr JAMIESON, to the Acting Premier:

I ask the Acting Premier a question
without notice which he had some diffi-
culty in answering at the end of question
time last night due to the combined ef-
forts of the Opposition, the Leader of the
House, and you, Mr Deputy Speaker.

Would the Acting Premier inform the
House of progress towards developing a
comprehensive system of land manage-
ment in this State?

Mr BRYCE replied:

I inform the member for Welshpool, who
has demonstrated an interest in this issue
over a number of years, that the Govern-
ment is very proud to be able to an-
nounce that it will introduce legislation
to create a department of conservation
and land management. Forty-three per
cent of Western Australia is Crown
land and when this Government came
into office there was considerable debate
and difference of opinion about the
duplication of resources and effort, and
general inefficiency, in respect of the

best possible management of that public
land.

In general terms, the proposal involves
the amalgamation of the Forests Depart-
ment-

Mr Blaikie: The emasculation of the Forests
Department?

Mr BRYCE: -the National Parks Authority
and the wildlife section of the Wildlife
Conservation Act. That Act will be
repealed-

Mr Mensaros: What about the department of
environment?

Mr BRYCE: No, the department of environ-
ment will not be affected. It is under a
separate Statute.
It is intended that the Statutes of the
bodies to which I have just re-
ferred-that is, the Forests Act and the
National Parks Authority Act-and the
amendments to the Wildlife Conser-
vation Act will, in fact, transfer precisely
those same powers under the auspices of
a new department to be called,
"department of conservation and land
management".

The sort of land management functions
to which I refer briefly involve questions
such as fire management, land degra-
dation, and matters relating to exotic
weed and feral animal control. There is a
short list of related questions.

Mr Blaikie: The member for Warren is
almost going pale. He has almost fainted
because of what you have said.

Mr BRYCE: The member for Vasse, when he
sees not only the substance of the Bill,
but also the second reading speech in a
few weeks' time, will be thrilled to bits.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY
Lease: Mt. Anderson

85. Mr BLAIKIE. to the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs:

My question follows question 228 that
was answered today, which I asked of
the Minister for Lands and Surveys after
the Minister had revealed he had
received complaints and objections re-
garding the sale of Mt. Anderson pas-
toral station to Mr Blair. The answer
indicated that the Minister with special
responsibility for Aboriginal Affairs had
raised objections on commercial and
social grounds.
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Would the Minister indicate to the
House what the commercial and social
grounds were that were referred to in the
answer of his colleague?

Mr W ILSON replied:
I will take mercy on this member and
provide him with an answer to the ques-
tion which more properly should have
been directed to my colleague, the Min-
ister for Lands and Surveys.

Mr Blaikie: You raised the objection.
Mr WILSON: Given a chance I will try to

answer the member for Vasse. I think I
have had to tell this member before, be-
cause he has not been a Minister, that it
is quite common for Ministers to receive
approaches from people around the State
with respect to the responsibility they
bear. I often receive approaches from
Aboriginal people and communities to
represent them because I have a re-
sponsibility to represent them in Cabi-
net. I cannot recall the particular details,
but I have had a representation from this
community to represent what it saw to
be its interest in this matter and I took
those matters up with my colleague, the
Minister for Lands and Surveys. It is
quite normal for a Minister to do that
and there is nothing unusual about it.

Mr Blaikie: You were the one who raised the
objection.

Mr WILSON: Unlike the member for Vasse,
his colleagues, and people on that side of
politics who are supposed to represent
Aboriginal people and who, in fact, go
against Aboriginal people most of the
time, I try to represent Aboriginal people
when they ask me to.

GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE
Palgarup

86. Mr GORDON HILL, to the Minister for
Housing:

Will the Minister say what is going to be
done to assist the residents of the south-
west township of Palgarup?

Mr WILSON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of
his question. Palgarup is an old timber
mill town of 20 houses.
The question of how the town should be
sold was considered today by the Board
of the State Housing Commission. The

commission chairman has informed me
that the maintenance of the township as
a commission estate was too high in view
of other priorities, and it has been de-
cided to dispose of the Palgarup prop-
erty, subject to giving the highest pri-
ority to the welfare of present tenants.
A senior officer of the State Housing
Commission will visit Palgarup early
next week to discuss offers to purchase
by those tenants who wish to buy their
homes. Those residents who do not wish
to purchase will be assisted in acquiring
secure tenancies wherever possible.
It is known that several of the existing
tenants have expressed a strong desire to
buy their own homes.
Whatever may be the future of the town,
I want it to be known that the responsi-
bility to provide secure homes for the
families affected will not be reneged by
this Government.

HEALTH: AIR POLLUTION
Australind

87. Mr BRADSHAW, to the Minister for
Health:

The Minister, in answer to my question
without notice last Wednesday, said,
"Read the answer to my question". The
question related to pollution, but that
question and answer were different from
my question without notice.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: What is the ques-
tion?

Mr BRADSHAW: Last week, when I asked
the question without notice, the Minister
said, "Read my answer to your question
on notice," which was actually different
from the question I asked last
Wednesday.

Several members interjected.
Mr BRADSHAW: Is the Minister prepared

to initiate an investigation of Laporte to
find out if the factory is up to a satisfac-
tory standard, in view of the fact that the
Public Health Department has found the
air pollution at Laporte to be too high,
and the fact that residents claim-
(a) their health is being affected;
(b) paint and chrome on their cars is

being adversely affected; and
(c) fumes from Laporte from time to

time make breathing difficult and
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they suffer a burning sensation in
the nose and throat?

Mr Tonkin: You are against industry; you
always want to close something down.

Mr HODGE replied:
(a) to (c) I am tempted to refer the member

to the answer I gave him the other day.
The question was remarkably similar in
part to the question on notice. I think I
did answer part of the question.

Mr Bradshaw: It is a serious matter. I hope
the Minister will take it seriously.

Mr HODGE: I am taking it seriously. I will
elaborate, if that is what the member
would like.
The member for Murray-Wellington
asked, in a previous question on notice,
whether the Health Department would
organise a health survey of the residents
of Australind. I advised him in the pre-
vious answer that was not possible,
unfortunately, because the population in
the area of Australind is not sufficiently
large for a statistically accurate survey
of health to be held. That is the advice I
have been given by the experts in my
department, and that is the advice I pass
on to the member.

Several members interjected.
Mr H-ODGE: I do not want to convey to the

member or to the House that the
Government is not concerned about the
problem, or that it is standing idly by. As
other members have pointed out by way
of interjection, this is not a new problem;
it is a problem we have inherited from
our predecessors who did very largely
stand idly by.

Several members interjected.
Mr HODGE: A survey of noise pollution

from Laporte was carried out at the end
of July. The results are currently being
studied by my department. When that
study is completed discussions will be
held with the Shire of Harvey, as is
required by the Noise Abatement Act. It
is hoped a solution will be arrived at and
the appropriate action taken. The re-
sponsibility for enforcing the Act rests
with the local shire.
In respect of the emissions from the sul-
phuric acid plant at Laporte, Dr
McNulty, the Chairman of the Air Pol-
lution Control Council, has had corre-
spondence and discussions with the

company, and I am pleased to say that
the company has agreed to spend about
$1.3 million on upgrading the plant as a
result of approaches made to it, and we
envisage a considerable improvement in
the emissions from that plant when that
new equipment is installed.

In addition, Dr McNulty has required
the company to report to him monthly on
standards of emission from the plant so
that the Air Pollution Control Council
can keep a very tight control and can
monitor the situation at Laporte very
closely. I think that indicates that the
Government is doing all it can to try to
bring about an optimum position in
Australind. It is in no way complacent.
Unfortunately the health survey which
the member has requested is not a prac-
tical proposition.

DAYLIGHT SAVING
Referendum

88. Mrs WATKINS. to the Minister
Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

for

Has a final analysis been made of voting
figures from the 7 April 1984 daylight
saving referendum, and if so, what does
the statistical analysis indicate?

Mr TONKIN replied:
Statistics are available and the patterns
revealed by them should be pleasing to
all those who are interested in the main-
tenance of an efficient electoral system.
Although the percentage vote is a couple
of points down on the February election
turnout, the percentage disguises the fact
that there were 63 337 more votes cast at
the referendum than were Cast at the
1983 election.
The reduction in section votes was as-
tounding. Only 0.2 per cent of electors
recorded section votes at the 1984 refer-
endum. In 1975 the figure was 2.0 per
cent and at the 1983 election it was 6.67
per cent.
It is one thing for a Gover nment to speak
of its achievements, but it is another
when hard facts speak the same message.
The increase in the percentage of ordi-
nary votes and the dramatic decline in
the number and percentage of section
votes is a clear indication of the value of
the new co-operative rolls agreement
with the Commonwealth which followed
the Electoral Act amendments made last
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year. Many thousands of people pre-
viously enrolled only for the Common-
wealth are now properly enrolled for
both State and Commonwealth.
The beneficial effects of last year's
reforms are best demonstrated by two
illustrations. Firstly, the smooth conduct
of the recent referendum, where the ac-
curacy of the rolls ensured that, unlike
the 1983 election, polling proceeded
without problems. A second more con-
crete illustration is in the comparison of
the number of section votes recorded at
the 1983 election with the number
recorded at the referendum. The two fig-
ures are 48 558 and 1 582 respectively.
A reduction of nearly 47 000 in section
votes is a splendid improvement, and
forms a part of a picture for which I
thank all those who assisted on 7 April,
including the entire Staff of the State
Electoral Department and the now re-
tired Mr Doug Coates, who was Chief
Electoral Officer at the time these im-
provements occurred. I also thank the
legislators of this Parliament who, after
decades of slothful neglect, passed the
legislation that made this improvement
possible.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: TRAVEL

Companions: Expenses

89. Mr MacKINNON, to the Acting Premier:
What is the current State Government's
policy relating to expenses and allow-
ances being granted to companions other
than wives accompanying Ministers on
Government business-
(a) within Western Australia;
(b) outside the State?

Mr BRYCE replied:
(a) and (b) It is a matter of policy which has

not even occurred to me as yet. I have
not been asked to deliberate on the ques-
tion if we have established a clear policy.
The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
can either drop me a note or ask me
formally. I will take heed of his interest
on this subject and let him know.

AGRICULTURE

Technology

90. Mr I. F. TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Technology:

One of the State's great strengths is
agriculture and the Department of

Agriculture has been instrumental in
developing WA's potential in this area.
In view of this strength, has the Ministry
of Technology initiated any moves which
will assist new products and services to
emerge from this important sector of our
economy?

Mr BRYCE replied:

Biotechnology will have an enormous im-
pact on agricultural practises. Officers
from the Technology Directorate and the
Department of Agriculture have
together been exploring a number of
options. Two areas are open to immedi-
ate development. They are the pro-
duction of high value-added products
from agricultural waste, and the flora
culture industry. A position paper on the
flora culture industry has been prepared
by the Department of Agriculture. It
contains a significant statement about
the value of new technologies to the in-
dustry.

In the area of information technology,
an officer has been seconded from the
Department of Agriculture to work in
the Technology Directorate for a period
of six months.

The degree of liaison and co-operation
between the two Ministries is high and
we expect it to develop still further.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY

Leases: Amalgamation

91. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for Lands
and Surveys:
(1) Is it the policy of this Government, as it

has been with successive previous
Governments, that unviable pastoral
properties should be divided and added
to adjoining properties so that, by such
amalgamation, the viability of adjoining
properties should be improved?

(2) If this is not the policy of the present
Government, what is its policy towards
unviable pastoral properties?

Mr McIVER replied:

(1) and (2) Yes. We are certainly examining
all facets of that matter. A special pas-
toral committee is examining not only
ways to amalgamate leases, but also
ways in which that amalgamation may
be expedited. That matter is being
examined currently.
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TECHNOLOGY
Information Technology Month

92. Mrs BEGGS, to the Minister for
Technology:

With the Government having made a
contribution to Information Technology
Month, what are the objectives of Infor-
mation Technology Month and what is
its value to Western Australians?

Mr BRYCE replied:
Mr Deputy Speaker-

Mr Clarko: Thank the member for some no-
lice of the question.

Mr BRYCE: I would have thought members
opposite would have treated this subject
with some seriousness.

Several members interjected.
Mr Clarko: Why didn't you have a cup of tea

with her and tell her then?
Mr McNee: I thought it was time for a laugh!
Mr BRYCE: The member thought that, did

he?
Mr MacKinnon; The member asking the

question did.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The Min-

ister must be given some opportunity to
start his answer before interjections
reach their current level.

Mr BRYCE: That is eminently reasonable.
"Information technology" is a term for
handling information, in the form of
words, pictures or signals, devices that
handle the information, and the systems
and services made possible by these de-
vices.
The objectives of Information Tech-
nology Month are to present a balanced
view of both the benefits and problems
presented by information technologies
and include the following aspects-
(a) to promote greater awareness in the

community of the potential and im-
pact of information technology;

(b) to highlight the economic and social
benefits, while not ignoring the dif-
ficulties, to firms and people, at
work and at leisure, from the use of
integrated information technologies;

(c) to demonstrate the use of infor-
mation technologies in achieving
and maintaining economic
competitiveness;

Mr Blaikie: Just on that point-

Mr BRYCE: I know that you, Sir, would
want me to resist answering that inter-
ject ion, but, as it comes from such an
attractive and intelligent member of the
Opposition, it is very hard to do so.

Mr Blaikie: What I intended to say was that
your reading was improving.

Mr Cla rko: But not very much!

Mr BRYCE: If the member for Vasse would
like me to rely on my imagination and
intellectual capability in respect of this
subject-

Mr MacKinnon: Then deafening silence will
prevail!,

Mr BRYCE: -1 would be very happy to
continue at greater length; but let him
bear in mind that the pain will be signifi-
cantly less if he allows me to inish read-
ing the answer, because it will be some-
what shorter.

Mr Blaikie: I can assure you I am sitting on
the pain; that is where it is all coming
from.

Mr BRYCE: I would have thought the mem-
ber was sitting on something else as well;
not just the pain!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER:- Order! Could I
just indicate that that earlier piece of
advice is probably very appropriate? The
Minister should continue and we shall
proceed with questions.

Mr BRYCE: To con tinue-

(d) to highlight the need to prepare so-
ciety to cope with these develop-
ments, especially by education,
retraining, employee participation,
and informed debate; and

(e) to provide the public with the oppor-
tunity to interact directly with the
technologies and form a broad
appreciation of their capability.

The Government appreciates the major
impact information technology will have
on the lives of Western Australians.
In conclusion, I am delighted to say to
the member for Vasse and all members
of the House, that I have available a
250-page specially produced book on the
subject and I will be happy to make sure
the member for Vasse receives the first
copy. I look forward to an opportunity to
exchange views about our separate and
individual interpretations of what that
book suggests.
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FIRES

Firefight ing Equipment: Farm Trailers

93. Mr STEPHENS, to the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services:

Is the Minister in a position to indicate
the date on which he intends to introduce
the amendments to the Road Traffic Act
which will permit the licensing of
firefighting trailers?

M rCARR replied:

No,.I am not able to announce a date for
the introduction of that legislation, but
drafting is proceeding and there is an
absolute commitment by the Govern-
ment that the legislation will proceed
through the Parliament during the cur-
rent session.

TRADE

China

94. Mrs BUCHANAN, to the Acting Premier:

Can the Acting Premier advise of any
further developments with the prospect
to increased trade with China, particu-
larly in respect of iron ore?

Mr BRYCE replied:

Mr Deputy Speaker-

Mr Clarko: That's Dorothy!

Mr BRYCE: That member just happens to
represent the iron ore territory in this
State.

Mr MacKinnon: At the moment.

Mr Clarko: And she has kept supermarket
prices down!

Mr Spriggs: Especially in the Pilbara.

Mr BRYCE: We on this side of the House
have no doubt that the member will en-
joy a very long political tenure as the
member for Pilbara. I take this oppor-
tunity to remind members opposite in re-
spect of the history of that seat and its
allegiance to the Labor Party, that the
brief interregnum during which Mr
Sodeman held it was nothing but an ab-
erration. The seat of Pilbara has been
returned to the Labor fold and we antici-
pate well into the next century the people
of that district will exercise the good
commonsense of returning a Labor rep-
resentative.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I expect
the Acting Premier will relate those
remarks to his answer in the near future.

Mr BRYCE: I am delighted to inform the
House that there will be another visit to
Western Australia by a group of influen-
tial Chinese Government representatives
to further progress their interest in pur-
chasing more iron ore from Western
Australia. In a couple of weeks' time, a
delegation, to be lead by Mr Lin Hua,
the Vice Minister for Metallurgical In-
dustry, will visit Perth, following hard on
the heels of a visit by the Minister for
Metallurgical Industry.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRYCE: I am absolutely certain that,
you, Sir, want me to succumb to the
temptation to answer those interjections.
I can only assume that you do, and I
shall be very brief.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Just be-
fore you do succumb, I indicate to mem-
bers on my left that it is becoming pain-
fully obvious that every time members
interject during question time, their in-
terjections are accepted as questions. I
suppose really they are questions, when
they are put in that way. However, if the
Acting Premier succumbs to that inter-
jection, I suggest he do so quickly and
then we can get on with questions.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRYCE: The income that would flow to
a Chinese restaurant in this city follow-
ing a visit by a principal representative
of the Chinese Government-implying
as it would that the quality of the cuisine
was worthy iof such a visit-would be
absolutely outstanding. I am certain that
the proprietors of that Chinese res-
taurant would have every reason to be
proud that, of more than 400 Chinese
restaurants in this city, their restaurant
was chosen as the one in which to enter-
tain this visiting head of State from
China. It would indeed be an honour. I
conclude on the serious part of the mem-
ber for Pilbara's question by
commenting that it is very good news
indeed that the Vice Minister for Metal-
lurgical Industry, Mr Lin Hua, is
about to visit this State, to further prog-
ress talks between the Government of
Western Australia and the Government
of China in respect of this important
question.

Mr Clarko: That is your dim sim, is it?
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EDUCATION: TERTIARY

Residential Colleges

95. Mr WATT, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is it a fact that the Commonwealth

Government is to cease its funding of
subsidies for residential colleges at ter-
tiary and post-secondary educational in-
stitutions next year?

(2) Can he tell me the extent of the present
level of subsidy?

(3) If the subsidy is to be paid to the tertiary
institutions in the future and dispersed
by them on a needs basis, does he have
any knowledge of the basis upon which
eligibility will be assessed?

(4) Is he aware that this is a further impost
on country people in particular who need
metropolitan accommodation for tertiary
studies, particularly as the tertiary edu-
cation assistance scheme is already
means-tested?

(5) Will he make appropriate represen-
tations to the Commonwealth to review
its decision to provide a more equitable
situation for country students?

Mr Blaikie: Hear, Hear! Very good question.
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) to (5) 1 am afraid the member for
Albany has misunderstood the purpose
of the changes that the Commonwealth
is seeking to make to provide accommo-
dation for tertiary students.

The accommodation subsidy currently
given-I cannot tell the member the
exact amount, off-the-cuff, but I could
certainly find out if the member wishes
to put that question on notice-largely
goes to pay for the accommodation of
city students. At the moment, for
eiample, the subsidy goes to the colleges
at the University of Western Australia
and equivalent ones where more than
half the students are from the city, so
they are being subsidised to live in a
college that is within a few miles of their
own homes.

Mr Watt: It wouldn't be half, surely?

Mr PEARCE: My understanding is that that
is the case- At those hosits more than
half come from the city because they

choose that style of living near the uni-
versity as part of their education.

Mr Watt: My point is that it is still not as
necessary for them to live in the college
as it is for country people, who must do
so.

Mr PEARCE: I understand that; that is
exactly what I am telling the member.
The Commonwealth understands that
too, so it has removed the blanket sub-
sidy that goes to a university college, ir-
respective of the origin of the student, or
the need for him to live there, and it
intends to change the sum of money that
it is currently paying in that subsidy to
tertiary institutions to properly subsidise
students who need to live there. So I
would think the money provided under
the new arrangements is much more
likely to find its way into the pockets of
country people than under the present
state of affairs.

As I understand it, the discussions about
the way in which the guidelines will
operate are not yet complete and I cer-
tainly have no knowledge of any
finalisation of those kinds of guidelines,
but I will Make inquiries of the WA
Post-Secondary Education Commission
and, if necessary, make a statement in
the House. The purpose of the Common-
wealth's initiative in this regard is to en-
sure that subsidies for tertiary accommo-
dation go to those people who need them
most and not to people from the city who
choose to live in the university colleges as
a way of continuing their education.

Mr Watt: That would mean they may not be
means-tested.

Mr PEARCE: It is possible that they will not
be means-tested, although the member
will appreciate-

Mr Watt: I am not asking you for a commit-
ment.

Mr PEARCE: Remember, it is not my de-
cision; it has to do with the Common-
wealth. However, my understanding is
that the manner in which those moneys
will be dispersed has not yet been
finalised. The crucial point I am making
is that the new arrangements should suit
country people more than did the old
arrangements.
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EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOLS
Aboriginal Communities

96. Mrs HENDERSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has the Minister seen the announcement
reported in today's The West Australian
that the Commonwealth Government
has allocated $2 million for secondary
education facilities in ive remote Abor-
iginal communities?

(2) If so, can he elaborate on what plans, if
any, the State Government has in hand
to further develop educational
opportunities for Aboriginal secondary
students in these areas?

Mr

(I)

PEARCE replied:
and (2) 1 did indeed see the announce-
ment in a newspaper. In fact, the Com-
monwealth Minister (Senator Susan
Ryan) was good enough to send me ad-
vice in advance of that announcement
which referred to a provision for second-
ary education facilities in five remote
Aboriginal communities; namely.
Loomna, La Grange, One Arm Point,
Warburton, and Wiluna. The initiative
for the establishment of these facilities
came from myself and the WA Edu-
cation Department and I think I was
able to convince the Commonwealth
Minister of the viability of our proposals
when taking her to three of those com-
munities, Looma, La Grange, and One
Arm Point, in July last year. I was very
appreciative of the Commonwealth's co-
operation in helping to provide secondary
facilities in Aboriginal communities in
the north and far east of the State, which
will mean that Aboriginal students will
not have to leave their own communities
to go to Perth or other country centres in
order to obtain a secondary education.
At present they have to do that and in
most cases they do not last long away
from their communities because of
homesickness, and lack of support, and
thus are effectively deprived of a second-
ary education.

The proposal will be that the Common-
wealth will build proper facilities in each
of these communities. The State Govern-
ment's. contribution will be to provide
staff and curriculum support and also
part-time salaries, because one of the key
points of the proposal is that we will be
employing on a part-time basis members

of each of those communities who have
particular skills, such as mechanics,
bookkeeping, and particularly station
trades, to be the teachers in those areas.

Mr Clarko: Will they be district high
schools?

Mr PEARCE: No. Each of those places
already has a primary school which is
staffed and operated on the normal basis.
This is totally an experimental arrange-
ment which will have as its initial basis,
two or perhaps three teachers, but
probably a married- couple in the first
instance.

Mr Clarko: Will they be attached to the pri-
mary school?

Mr PEARCE: No, they will operate separ-
ately, but I guess there will have to be
some liaison between the principal of the
primary schools and the secondary facili-
ties; but they will be largely independent.
It is a totally new approach. It is not one
that fits within any of the normal
schemes but one which is well adapted to
the needs of those communities.

Mr 1. F. Taylor: Good idea.

TRANSPORT: FREIGHT
Joint Venture: Sale

97, Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) Did Cabinet agree to sell Westrail's.

share of Total West to Gascoyne
Trading Company?

(2) Why has the sale not proceeded?
(3) Have negotiations been concluded or is

Gascoyne Trading Company still pre-
pared to proceed to acquire all the shares
in Total West?

Mr GRILL replied:
(I)
(2)

No.

and (3) The member should direct these
questions to Gascoyne Trading
Company.

LAND: HOLDINGS
Government

98. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Housing:

(1) Is it correct that the Minister and
Premier have previously been critical of
the fact that previous Governments did
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not have sufficient record of Government
assets and, in particular, land holdings?

(2) Is it also correct that he has been unable
to answer questions on notice I have
asked requesting details of land sold by
the State Housing Commission, housing
activity in Bunbury, and the number of
homes built last year by the State Hous-
ing Commission?

(3) Why is it that he is unable to provide this
information in answer to those ques-
tions?

Mr WILSON replied:
(I) to (3) Certainly it is true that the pre-

vious Government did not get busy and
provide that material and did not ever
concern itself with the deplorable state of
a ffa irs-

Mr Rushton: How long are you going to go
on with that spiel?

Mr WILSON: -which existed prior to this
Government coming into office.

Several members interjected.
Mr WILSON: I take pleasure in the confir-

mation by the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position that this was the fact and that
this was the state of affairs under the
Government of which he was a Minister.

Mr MacKinnon; But you cannot tell me how
many homes you built l-ast year.

Mr Blaikie: Fire and brimstone!

Mr WILSON: This information will be made
available to the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in due course. I do not in-
tend-

Mr MacKinnon: In due course? Why can't
we have it immediately? What is wrong
With your records? They have not been
updated?

Mr WILSON: -to distract officers of the
State Housing Commission from their
important day-to-day work to answer the
frivolous questions of the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition-

Mr MacKinnon: A cover-up!
Mr WILSON: -simply to satisfy him so that

he can do what he wants to do with these
figures.
I really do not understand why he wants
the figures. 1 cannot imagine he will
make any good use of them. The Deputy
Leader of the Opposition simply asks
questions for the sake of asking them. I
cannot see why the commission's import-
ant work, which is taxed to the full ex-
tent by implementation of the Govern-
ment's increased programmes, should be
devoted to answering questions by this
member immediately he asks them.

Mr MacKinnon: Pontius Pilate!
Mr WILSON: That information has not been

denied him. It will be-provided to him in
due course when it is available.

Mr MacKinnon: You haven't got it.
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