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

HILL.S (3): INTRODUJCTION AND
FIRST READING

I., Rural Youth Movement Amendment Bill.
2. Murdoch University Amendment Bill.

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr
Grayden (Minister for Education), and
read a first time.

3. Adoption of Children Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Hassell

(Minister for Community Welfare), and
read a First time.

CANCER COUNCIL OF
WESTERN AUSTRALIA AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)

12.21 p.m.): I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

I am moving the second reading of this Bill on
behalf of the Minister for Health. The Bill
proposes to amend five areas of the present Act.
The first relates to the composition of the council
itself.

The Cancer Council of Western Australia Act
was drawn up in 1958, at a time when
radiotherapy, as a treatment for cancer, was
undergoing a major reorganisation in our State.
This naturally influenced, to a considerable
degree, the qualifications and representative
bodies sought in members of the council. Some
were required to hold specialised medical,
professional or academic qualifications. This was
so the board would be equipped with the expertise
necessary to deal with problems caused through
higher usage of radiotherapy in treating cancer.
Since then, there have been changes in the
management of cancer.

The emphasis is now more on community
aspects of patients' management, rather than
medically-oriented treatmeni. The latter, while
still requiring some medically qualified
representatives on the council, does not require
the medical specialisation currently nominated in
the Act.

Accordingly, the composition now proposed is
much more simple. It also allows the council to
nominate five persons it considers would be
suitable to contribute significantly to its
particular projects.

Another amendment is to change the term of
appointment of the council, as at present the
council as a whole is appointed for two years.

To avoid the situation, which could occur, of a
completely new council, being appointed-one
which could be lacking in knowledge of policies
and experience in the council's workings-it is
proposed to extend the terms of appointment of
members to up to three years. Also it is proposed
to provide for progressive expiration of these
terms of appointment by arranging them
administratively so that one third of the members
retire each year.

Much of the success of the council's activities
depends on the effectiveness of the work carried
out by its committees.

At present, the Act requires the chairman of
each committee to be a member of the council.
From experience, it is not always the council
member on the committee who is best suited to be
the chairman of that committee.

Therefore, another amendment proposes that
the council be empowered to appoint, as the
situation requires, its nominee as chairman of
each committee.

The Council has recently developed an
extensive network of community services for the
benefit of cancer patients. These range from
housekeeping services to home nursing for the
terminally ill. This function is not one itemised in
the Act, so it is proposed in a further amendment
that this be included to cover this c hange in
emphasis of the council's activities.

The final amendment proposed is to change the
council's financial year from a July-June one to a
January-December one. This is in order more
correctly to report; in the one annual financial
statement, the promotional costs of fund-raising
activities, and the revenue derived from that
expenditure.

At present, with fund-raising acitivities being
based on a calendar year, promotional costs
incurred before June are shown in the same
financial statement as revenue derived from a
previous campaign, the year before. In published
financial statements, this of course is confusing.
Financial results of the year's activities are
misleading, as they are linking unrelated
activities.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Hodge.
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METROPOLITAN (PERTH) PASSENGER
TRANSPORT TRUST AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR RUSHTON (Dale-Minister for

Transport) [2.26 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this Bill is to introduce a system of
modified penalties, such as now operates under
the Provisions of the Road Traffic Act, for fare
evasions in any form,

The trust is planning changes to its ticketing
and revenue collection system with a view to
speeding up boarding times.

The first stage of the system involves the
marketing of pre-sold tickets. These tickets will be
sold at a discount from selected outlets and will
replace the present 28-day periodical ticket.
Because they will be readily transferable between
persons and will have no expiry date, they are
expected to have a wider appeal than the
periodical ticket.

Pre-sold tickets are to be validated by the
patron by inserting them in a cancelling machine
on entering the bus or ferry or on railway stations
before boarding a train.

It is expected that the number of cash' tickets
sold by the driver under this scheme will decline
It is also expected to have the effect of reducing
both the need and the opportunity for driver
supervision over passengers entering the bus.

At present, the incidence of fare evasion is
fairly low, attributable partly to the level of driver
supervision and partly to the zonal fare system
which permits transfer from vehicle to vehicle.

With pre-sold tickets, the opportunities for fare
evasion will increase and will need to be countered
by additional inspectorial supervision. The trust
sees a system of on-the-spot fines. as being a
strong deterrent to fare evasion. The Bill before
the House will introduce such a system. It will
provide for inspectorial staff, appointed by the
MTT and Westrail, to be authorised by the
Chairman of the MTT to issue infringement
notices to alleged offenders at the time of the
offence.

The notices will give notice that the recipient
may either pay, within a specified time, the
prescribed penalty or, alternatively, elect to have
the matter dealt with by a court of summary
jurisdiction.

Failure to pay the penalty within the prescribed
time will be deemed to be an election to be dealt

with by a court. The legislation will permit the
withdrawal of an infringement notice within 28
days of its issue and the refund of the penalty
should one have been paid.

Once an offender has paid the penalty, no
further action can be taken against him for that
offence. Payment of the penalty will constitute a
conviction, but it is specifically provided that it
will not be regarded as an admission or
prejudicial to any civil case relating thereto.

Authorised persons will be issued with a
certificate of identification which will have to be
produced on demand when an infringement notice
is being issued.

The Bill also contains provisions for the
promulgation of regulations to prescribe offences
to be covered by this scheme-it is intended that
these will all be related to fare evasions in any
form-and penalties for these offences to a
maximum of $20.

1 commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Mclver.

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE
AMENDMENT BILL (No. 2)

In Committee

Resumed from 9 September. The Deputy
Chairman of Committees (Mr Blaikie) in the
Chair; Mr Grayden (Minister for Cultural
Affairs) in charge of the Bill.

Progress was reported after clause I had been
agreed to.

Clause 2: Section 5 substituted-
Mr PEARCE: As I indicated during my second

reading speech, it is the intention of the
Opposition to move a number of amnendments-a
comprehensive set of amendments-which
together constitute what would have been our
alternative proposition to this Bill.

Before I move my first amendment I seek your
indulgence, Mr Deputy Chairman, to explain at
the outset the cumulative effect of all the
amendments. It will then be possible for me to
move the separate amendments and be relatively
brief in my comments.

In essence, we seek to limit section I I of the
1972 Act which provides ministerial power. We
wish to define more clearly the area in which the
Minister has power to direct. As a corollary to
administrative power, we wish legislatively to
strengthen the role of other bodies such as the
Museum and the Museum Trustees, and to
maintain the role of the Aboriginal Cultural
Material Committee. We' wish to set up an
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independent apparatus for judging disputes
consisting of a tribunal-a judge of the Supreme
Court of Western Australia. The tribunal, along
with the registrar of Aboriginal sites, would have
an independent role in registering Aboriginal
sacred sites.

Any person, community, or group of persons
who wished to have a sacred site protected would
approach the tribunal with an application. The
application would be advertised, and any other
interested person, such as the freeholder of land,
the holder of a lease, or the holder of a mining
tenement would have the right to lodge objections
to the registration of the application. In the event
of such an objection, the matter would go to the
tribunal-the Supreme Court judge-who would
determine whether or not the site would be
registered.

Once a site is registered it. would come under
the purview of the Aboriginal Heritage Act, and
its protection would be automatic. The proposal
would be relatively uninvolved. There are two
corollaries to our proposition. Firstly, it would
remove the protection of Aboriginal sites, and the
definition of what constitutes an Aboriginal site,
from the hands of the Government or the
Minister, It would be a matter of objective fact to
be determined by an objective and impartial
tribunal. The application would make it possible
for the Museum to play the role of striking down
spurious applications. Secondly, during the course
of hearing applications for registration of sites,
the Museum would be able to point out instances
where no cultural claim could be laid to the piece
of land concerned. The Government at all times
would be able to overview efforts to register
spurious sites. The Minister could go to the
tribunal through the Crown Law Department. As
far as we are concerned the matter would be
determined objectively, and not on political
grounds.

The CHAIRMAN: For the purpose of
clarification, although you have tabled your
amendment, I understand you have not moved it
yet.

Mr PEARCE: That is right, Mr Chairman. I
did ask the indulgence of your predecessor, the
Deputy Chairman of Committees, at the outset of
my remarks to be able to explain to the
Committee the thrust of our amendments. When
I have done that very briefly, I will seek to move
each individual amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: I do not wish to inhibit you
in any way, and while your comments are
extremely lucid, would you please move your first
amendment?

Mr PEARCE: Thank you for your guidance,
Mr Chairman. I move an amendment-

Page 2, line I-Dlete all words after the
word "Act".

l indicate that a further move will be to make a
punctuation change at the end of paragraph (d) in
the Act in order to add a new paragraph (e).

Clause 2 of the Bill will amend section 5 of the
parent Act, which sets out the definitions of what
constitutes an Aboriginal site. The proposition
which the Government is putting to the
Committee is that the definition ought to be
tightened considerably by adding criteria which
are not objective; they are subjective. For
example, the parent Act refers to any place where
persons of Aboriginal descent have, or appear to
have, left any object, natural or artificial, used
for, or made or adapted for use for, any purpose
connected with the traditional cultural life of the
Aboriginal people. The amendment proposed by
the Government refers to any place of importance
and significance where persons of Aboriginal
descent have, or appear to have, left any object.
The amendment then goes on in the terms of the
original definition.

By inserting subjective terms such as
"importance" and ",significance", the
Government is removing the objective criteria.
The purpose is to provide the Supreme Court with
grounds whereby the registration of a site could
be struck down if the Supreme Court decided that
the site was not important or significant.

Nowhere in the amendment proposed by the
Government is there any indication of the grounds
on which a judge of the Supreme Court would
decide whether or not a site was important or
significant. There are no guidelines or reasons on
which to base a decision. One can only guess that
the judge will listen to what is said, and then use
his own judgment. That is an unfortunate way to
go about legislating. The intention of the
amendment appears to be to give the Supreme
Court judge grounds for limiting the protection of
Aboriginal sacred sites, and that particular aspect
is not in any way acceptable to us.

We want to vary the definition of what
constitutes an Aboriginal site by including any
site which is registered under the provisions we
are seeking to add to the Act.

Under our proposition, once a site has gone
through the registration procedure without
objection, or after the objections have been struck
down by the Supreme Court, the site will be
registered. Quite clearly, it will then be an
Aboriginal sacred site.
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It is important that that be mentioned in the
definition so that a further legal dispute cannot
arise over whether or not a registered site falls
within the four or ive categories listed in the
parent Act. It is only a procedural matter to give
greater legal validity to the registration
procedures which I will move subsequently, and it
is necessary for that provision to be written into
the definition of what constitutes an Aboriginal
site right at the beginning,

The Opposition is making two paints with
regard to this provision. The First is that the
tightened-up definitions which the Government
wishes to write into the legislation are not
acceptable to us because we can see why this is
being done. It does nothing to protect sacred sites,but it opens up lines of legal challenge to mining
companies which wish to prevent sacred sites
being protected. We are not happy with that.

In addition we wish to open up a separate legal
line by writing into the definition of what
constitutes a sacred site the words "any site which
has been registered" arid 1 am consequently
moving an amendment to that effect. I am dealing
with a complex matter but I hope I am making
the Opposition's intentions clear.

Mr GRAYDEN: I oppose the amendment.
Clause 2 of the Bill is sufficiently all-embracing.
It differs very slightly from the original Act. The
original Act went far beyond what was intended
in legislation to delineate and preserve places of
significance to living Aborigines and places of
significance to the national heritage.

Paragraph (b) or section 5 of the parent
Act reads-
(b) any place-

That is, any place at all in Western Australia. To
continue-

(b) any place, including any sacred, ritual or
ceremonial site, which is of importance
or of special significance to persons of
Aboriginal descent;,

All we have done is delete the passage "any place,
including" and say that the Act applies to "any
sacred, ritual or ceremonial site, which is of
importance or of special significance to persons of
Aboriginal descent".

The honourable member has said this is
subjective and not objective. Certainly, it is
subjective. The trustees have to make their
judgment and recommendation based on that
provision. The honourable member's proposal
would cut right across these provisions. We are
leaving it to the discretion of the trustees; and he
proposes we should insert the words "any place

registered as an Aboriginal site by the Registrar".
In other words, it does not have to be a place of
any significance or importance as far as the
Aborigines are concerned, if the registrar agrees
to register it as a site. We could not agree to that
in any circumstances.

Mr SKIDMORE: I support the amendment. I
take the Minister up on his naive attitude in
regard to the words he wishes to remove from the
section in the parent Act. He made the statement
that The words "any place" are to be deleted
because "any place" could be the whole of
Western Australia. I would have thought the
Minister had knowledge of Aboriginal culture and
the endeavours to retain something of the
Aboriginal life style rather than to destroy it. He
is saying that unless a place has sacred, ritual, or
ceremonial significance it is not of importance to
Aboriginal people.

Mr Grayden: No.
Mr SKIDMORE: That is the effect of

removing the words "any place". The Minister is
restricting it to the criteria of sacred, ritual, or
ceremonial significance. The original Act says
",any place". Who will say a site is important or
significant? That is the basis of the dispute at
Noonkanbab and elsewhere.

The criterion is to be the importance the
Government is prepared to place upon a site, as
distinct from the importance the Aboriginal
community places upon it. That is something the
Government cannot understand. It cannot
comprehend the depth of feeling these people
have about places which are sacred to them. They
are not necessarily ceremonial sites. A sacred site
might be a river, a stream, a mountain, or a
featureless piece of land in the Simpson Desert or
the Gibson Desert, or out on the Rawlinson
Range. Any of those places could be of great
significance to an Aboriginal community. But the
Government is saying, "We will not have a bar of
that; we want to tie the people down to the three
criteria of sacred, ritual, or ceremonial
significance."

Mr Grayden: Or a place of importance and
significance.

Mr SKIDMORE Who determines whether or
not a place is important?

Mr Grayden:. The Trustees of the Museum.
Mr SKIDMORE: When the trustees made a

determination about Noonkanbah, what did the
Government do? It overrode the trustees and said,
"We will tell you what to do." So much for the
honesty of the Minister and the Government he
represents when it comes to Aboriginal culture. I
do not want to be drawn into the debate about
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what is right or wrong in regard to Noonkanbab,
which I have refrained from joining in at other
times. I say that on the Minister's own admission
by interjection today he clearly demonstrates that
the Government will take no notice of anybody
who says any place is of importance and
significance, He says the Trustees of the Museum
will determine it. They determined it under the
parent Act.

Mr Grayden: And under this amendment, too.
Mr SKIDMORE: The Government rejected

the determination of the trustees under the parent
Act, as it wilt reject it under this amendment.

Mr Grayden: Absolute nonsense!
Mr SKIDMORE: That is exactly what the

Minister and the Government will do. It is raise to
say the Government is giving something to the
Aborigines. It is removing from them the
opportunity to designate the places which are of
great social significance to them. The Minister
knows that better than I do.

I am giving the Minister credit here or having
knowledge of the Aboriginal community far and
above that of any of us. Let me say this: The
Minister knows that his conscience troubles him
when it comes to the question of what he is trying
to do. He is trying to hold the Aborigines down to
three particular places or significance, and no way
can he say other than that.

I do not agree with the provision in the Bill,
and our amendment will attempt to remedy the
situation. Certainly the amendment will make it
better for the Aboriginal communities throughout
Western Australia so that those items and places
of great social significance to them can be
preserved for the future, as they should be.

Mr PARKER: I wish to support the
amendment moved by the member for Gosnells,
and to oppose the proposal put forward by the
Minister. That proposal is quite seminal to the
whole course the Government is charting through
this legislation.

Section 5 virtually determines the scope of the
Act. It determines those matters to which the rest
of the legislation will and will not apply. If
something is determined either by omission or by
deliberate exclusion, no matter what other powers
the trustees or anyone else may have under the
Act, they are not in a position to do anything
about matters so excluded because they would not
be within the scope of the Act.

The clause we are discussing shows up
completely the difference in attitude between the
Government and the Opposition. The Government
wishes to restrict quite considerably the scope of

the Act, and to bring it back to a much narrower
basis. On the other hand, the Opposition wishes to
strengthen the basis of the Act.

I would like to go through the paragraphs of
proposed new section 5. Paragraph (a), both in
the parent Act and in the amending Bill, is
designed basically to relate to areas where
Aborigines have placed something of significance
for some reason or other. To give an example, I
would like to mention the debate that took place
in this Chamber in 1972 when the originating
legislation was discussed. The former member for
Kimberley (Mr Ridge) said that he came across
some burial board and he painted it with dieldrin
in order to preserve it. That is the sort of item the
legislation refers to.

By adding the words "of importance and
significance" the Government will restrict the
legislation to any area where Aborigines have left
objects of importance. As the member for Swan
said, the paragraph does not say of importance
and significance to whom. That is something the
Government has not explained. Firstly, the
legislation should define the term "of importance
and significance" and, secondly, it should set out
to whom this phrase is to apply. Some things are
important to some people and not to others.

Paragraph (b) of the parent Act was intended
to include any area of land whether or not there
was anything on it. Such land could be important
to Aborigines because it was a sacred, ritual, or
ceremonial site, or it could be important for some
other reason, and the original intention was
achieved by the inclusion of the passage "any
place, including".

Mr Grayden: That is covered in paragraph (c).
Mr PARKER: That is not the case at all.

Under the provisions of paragraph (b) of the Act,
it was intended that the Aborigines would make
the decision whether or not a place was of
importance to them. It did not have to be because
it was a sacred site, and of course, in certain
circumstances the Minister had the power to
override the decision of the Aborigines. However,
the proposed paragraph (b) will allow the
Aborigines to make the decision only in regard to
sacred, ceremonial, or ritual sites.

The Minister has said that paragraph (c) could
be said to refer to such places. Therefore, I would
like to put forward a simple example. Let us
imagine an Aboriginal Stonehenge where rocks
have been placed in certain formations but which
perhaps is not being used now by the Aboriginal
people. Such places exist all over the State;, there
are some quite close to the metropolitan area. On
one occasion when I was in the north-west the
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Managing Director of Goldsworthy Mining Ltd.
took me out to an area near Packsaddle where
there are some unusual rock formations erected
by Aborigines at some time. That company is
endeavouring. to preserve these- 'I'am not sure
whether they are of significance to living
Aborigines, but they arb of significance to the
cultural heritage of th State in so Car as it relates
to our Aboriginal people, and one would hope to
all the people of the State. That is the type of*
thing paragraph (c) is intended to protect.

The paragraph contains various technical
words, and these have not been altered. Kowever,
the place must now also be of importance and
significance to the cultural heritage of the State.
Again, I endorse the remarks of the member for
Swan when he asked: What is important to the
cultural heritage of the State?

So proposed new paragraphs (a), (b), and (c)
are designed to restrict considerably the whole
scope and purpose of the Act. Even if the
Government were to leave unchanged the powers
in other sections of the Act relating to the
Museum Trustees or to the Aboriginal Cultural
Material Committee-and of course under the
proposal the Government has put forward they
are not to be left unchanged; they are
considerably weakend-those powers would be
diminished;, in fact, they would be eliminated
altogether in relation to a good portion of what
the Aboriginal people regard as important to their
cultural heritage and their way of life.

In my view the most objectionable of the
Government's proposals is the deletion of the
passage "any place, including" from paragraph
(b). This restricts the Act more than it was
intended to. Aborigines would be able to make a
decision as to what is important only in relation to
sacred sites. All other decisions would be made by
some unnamed authority, presumably the
Minister, who would make the decisions not on
what is good for the Aborigines but on what he
considers best for his Government or for the
State.

As I said last night in my second reading
speech, I believe occasions arise when it is
important that the interests of the Aboriginal
community do not override those of the general
community, and when it is felt it is so important
to the national interest that the general
community interest should override the views of
the Aboriginal community. On such occasions the
matter ought to be debated in this place by the
elected members of Parliament. It should not be
left to the discretion of the Minister of the day.

Turning now to paragraph, (d), I do not know
why the Government has chosen to add the word
:'traditionally" before the word "stored". Perhaps
the Government could explain the reason for this.
By contrast, the Opposition's proposed
amendment would extend the provisions of the
paragraph, rather than restrict them.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am afraid I cannot agree
with members of the Opposition in their criticism
of this proposed new section. They will have to
agree with me that the Act is worded
extraordinarily loosely. After all, the whole object
of the Bill is to preserve places of consequence to
living Aborigines and places of consequence to the
Australian heritage. Instead of the legislation
being limited to that particular intention, it was
worded loosely and it could apply to any place in
the State irrespective of whether or not a place
was of any importance or significance at all.
Paragraph (b), applied to any place, including
any sacred, ritual, or ceremonial site which is of
importance or of special significance to persons of
Aboriginal descent. All we are seeking is to delete
the passage "any place, including" so that the
paragraph will apply to any sacred or ceremonial
site.

There has been some criticism of the final
paragraph of the proposed new section as a result
of the inclusion of the word "traditionally".

Mr Parker: I did not criticise that; I asked why
you included it.

Mr GRAYDEN: The present Act refers to any
place where objects to which this Act applies are
stored, or to which such objects have been taken
or removed under the provisions of the Act. The
Act was originally drawn up to protect places
where Aborigines may conceal, for example,
tjurunga boards. Some years ago Aboriginal
demonstrators put up a tent on the lawns of
Parliament House and camped there for some
considerable time. Mr Ken Colbung buried a
tjurunga board in the grounds of Parliament
House.

Under the Act as it stands, automatically
Parliament House became a site of significance as
a result of that action. Therefore, we have added
the word "traditionally" because we do not want
to protect places such as the grounds of
Parliament House simply because someone buried
a tjurunga board there. The new paragraph
simply says the application of the Act is limited to
those areas where such things are traditionally
stored.

Criticism has been made that the proposed new
section is subjective. I point out that it is no more
subjective than the existing section. We could
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have altied the Act drastically, but we wanted to
effect the minimum number of amendments
possible: and, therefore, we have used exactly the
same wording with minor amendments. Section 5
in the Act provides a tremendous amount of
latitude to the trustees, and refers to any place
which is of historical, anthropological,
archaeological, or ethnographical importance and
significance; and all such places will be preserved.

Therefore, the Opposition has no reason to fear
the amendments in the Bill. They are relatively
minor amendments which will slightly tighten up
the provisions. Certainly they will exclude the Act
from applying to any place whether or not it is of
significance, and will limit its operation to those
places which in the opinion of the trustees or the
Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee are of
importance and significance. Surely that is all this
Act should do.

M r COWAN: I regret the member for Gosnells
did not place his amendments on the notice paper.
We cannot support the amendment because in
essence what the member for Gosnells is doing is
adding a further paragraph relating to any place
registered as an Aboriginal site by the registrar;
and Aboriginal sites can be determined only by
the definition contained in section 5 of the Act.
The member for Gosnells has done nothing in his
amendment to alter the way in which sites may be
defined. So in effect the registrar can only define
an Aboriginal site under the specifications of the
proposed new section 5 contained in the Bill.

I believe an amendment should have been made
to the definition, but that cannot be done now.
The word "Act" appears four times in the clause
and I assumed the member for Gosnells was
referring to where it applies first. I would have
liked to see an attempt made to amend the rules
in respect of the defining of sacred sites. That is
not being done.

The amendment contains some significant
changes, and I presume the Opposition has taken
no notice of the changes to the Act contained in
the amending Bill. It is clear the Bill will place
strict limitations on the specific areas of land
which can be defined as having some importance
or significance, or to be sacred, ritual , or
ceremonial sites. In my opinion such matters are
now to be much more clearly defined. It appears
the consensus is that there needs to be a clearer
definition of the various sites.

What is most significant to me is that
paragraph (c) of the proposed new section refers
to any place which should be preserved because of
its importance and significance to the cultural
heritage of the State; it does not say anything

about the cultural heritage of Aborigines. This is
a significant change, but the Opposition has not
even tried to do anything about that.

Mr Parker: Yes we .have. We want that in the
Act.

Mr COWAN: There is nothing in the Act that
would change that.

Mr Parker: You misread the amendment.
Mr COWAN: Regrettably I have been

precluded from seeking to remove those words
"the cultural heritage of the State". The
Opposition's amendment changes nothing.

Mr Skidmore: Why don't you do it?
Mr COWAN: Because I have been precluded

from doing so.
Mr Skidmore: You had an opportunity.
Mr COWAN: Yes, but unfortunately the

amendments were not on the notice paper which
is probably due to incompetence on somebody's
part. How am I able to pick up what the member
for Gosnells is talking about at the speed at which
he speaks in this place?

It is the view of the National Party that the
Opposition's amendment does not get to the crux
of the matter; that is, the rules under which the
trustees or the committee may define sacred sites
or areas of importance and significance.
Therefore the amendment would make no
difference. The registrar is confined to the rules
laid down in proposed new section 5.

We oppose the amendment.
Mr PEARCE: I apologise to the Leader of the

National Party for not providing him with a copy
of my amendments before this debate began,
although, at his request, I now have provided him
with a full copy of my amendments. The reason I
did not place my amendments on the notice paper
was that it was my belief the Opposition's Bill
would be given at least a second reading before
the Government proceeded with its Bill. We gave
notice of our Bill before the Government gave
notice of this Bill but, due to the procedural
shenanigans which have gone on, the Government
will be able to push its Dill through all stages
before the Opposition's Bill is even given a second
reading. We had an alternative Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Whilst I would
allow you to make some sort of explanation, I
assume you are going to be fairly brief, and then
go on to the main point.

Mr PEARCE: You are perfectly accurate in
your assumption, Mr Chairman. It was only
during the second reading debate yesterday that I
was forced to tell the Chamber that I would be
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moving amendments during the Committee stage
of this Bill. That was the only alternative left to
the Opposition. We had sought a cognate debate
on the two Bills, but that appeared to be ruled out
under our interpretation of Standing Orders. We
have been forced to produce our Bill, not in its
complete form, but split up in the form of
amendments to the Government's legislation. This
has caused inconvenience to all members,
particularly the Opposition; nevertheless, we must
proceed on that basis.

The reason the Opposition seeks to add an
extra section which refers to an Aboriginal sacred
site which has been registered under the Act is
very simple. The Leader of the National Party is
quite right in saying that registration could be
agreed to only in accordance with the other five
criteria. The reason for adding the sixth criterion,
which refers to "any place registered as an
Aboriginal site by the Registrar" is to make sure
that when we refer to a site, the fact that it has
been registered is enough to make it safe in terms
of the legislation, without occasioning argument
or appeal on any of the other five categories.

Mr Grayden: The registrar already has several
thousand sites on his books, and they are all
protected. He would not put a site on his books
without the recommendation of the Museum
Trustees.

Mr PEARCE; Unfortunately, the Minister
does not understand his own Act, because sites
are protected before they go on to the registrar's
list. The fact that it is a site means it must be
protected under the terms of the Act, whether or
not it is registered. The purpose of our~
amendment is to give some legal force to that
protection and some legal processes for the
settling of what constitutes a "site".'

Mr Grayden: The registrar is not going to put
sites on his books without the consent of the
trustees.

Mr PEARCE: I realise that; however, the fact
that the Registrar of Aboriginal Sites has a list of
sites does not give any further legal protection or
strength to those sites; it is just for his reference.
What we are seeking to do is to give that register
of sites some legal force.

To return to the points made by the Leader of
the National Party, the reason we have not sought
to vary the original very wide provisions of the
1972 legislation concerning what constitutes a site
is that we believe the definitions need to have an
objective rather than a subjective basis. Let me
explain: At the moment, if a person were to
interfere with an Aboriginal sacred site and were
charged by the police-I must admit, that is a

very unlikely eventuality; however, let us suppose
the Commissioner of Police were persuaded to so
act-that person could plead he did not know it
was an Aboriginal site, and that would be a valid
defence under the present Act. It would mean the
person was not culpable of destroying that site.

However, under these revised definitions, how
will the ignorance plea operate? A person could
go to a site, knowing it was an Aboriginal site and
dig it up, and then say, "I did not know it was an
important or significant site". The whole matter
then becomes one of subjective argument about
the value or otherwise of the particular site.
Nothing would prevent a mining company from
excavating, destroying or damaging a site and
then arguing afterwards, "The site was not
significant enough to be registered."

Mr Grayden: You could use the same argument
under the present Act.

Mr PEARCE: No we cannot, because a site is
objectively determined. Let us take the Devil
Devil Springs example-I hope the Minister is
aware of what is going on there-where the
mining company knew darned well it was
interfering with a sacred site, but was prepared to
go ahead with its operations. Under this
amending Bill, that company could go ahead and
later argue quite legally that it was not aware the
site was significant or important. That is why we
cannot have a subjective test instead of the
objective test which the Act lays down. It would
provide too much scope for damaging sites now,
and fighting for years about the legalities
afterwards.

The alternative proposition put forward by the
Opposition allows for the objection the Minister
has raised that all sorts of sites could be put
forward as Aboriginal sites, because the registrar
would delete those which were of no significance
and nobody-the Government, the Museum,
pastoralists, or mining companies-could object.
Any objections would be based on objective, not
subjective grounds.

The Minister has not answered the point that
nowhere in the amending Bill are there guidelines
for the judges deciding these matters as to what
factors they will take into account when
determining what is a sacred site.

Mr Grayden: It is unchanged.
Mr PEARCE: There are clear anthropological

factors to be taken into account; straight practical
tests can be made to determine whether a site is a
sacred site. The site can be checked for paintings,
Aboriginal materials, and whatever else may
constitute a sacred site.
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Mr Orayden: That should be easy enough to
establish.

Mr PEARCE: Of course it should.

Mr Grayden: Then you have no worries.

Mr PEARCE: We certainly have no worries
under the present legislation; however, we are
considerably concerned about this additional step
the Government is seeking to insert into the
legislation.

The Minister says they are only minor
amendments which have little practical value. If
that is so, why is the Minister fighting so hard for
them? He should leave them out. The answer.
quite specifically, is that the Minister is hoping by
this amendment that a future Supreme Court
judge will rule that what are now called "areas of
influence" do not constitute sacred sites. That is
the whole purpose of this exercise. The
Government is not prepared to provide for a
sacred site definition by legislative Or Government
action; it is seeking by a potential future decision
of the Supreme Court to pinpoint areas like Pea
Hill, and to ignore areas which are of lesser
sacred significance, which some people call
"spheres of influence". The Government is not
game to take that step in this place.

Mr Grayden: We would expect the trustees to
do it.

Mr PEARCE: We on this side are not prepared
to give the legislative beginnings to that sort of
decision.

Mr PARKER: I would like the member for
Merredin to reconsider his position on the
Opposition's amendment. The honourable
member seemed to imply that if our amendment
were carried, the words to which he objects-and
I object to them too, as I have indicated
previously-would remain in the Act. That is not
the case at all.

Our amendment would leave in all the
provisions which are currently in section 5 of the
Act. Our amendment does not seek to add
paragraph (e) to the Minister's legislation, but to
the Act. Therefore, the honourable member's
objections would be dealt with, because if our
amendment were carried, those words to which he
objected would not be in the legislation.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr B. T. Burke
M r Carr
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman
Mr Hedge

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nanovich

Ayes
Mr Davies
Mr Bryce
Mr Taylor
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr E. T. Evans

Ayes I8
Mr Jamieson
MrT. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
M r Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 24
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr MacKinnon
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Watt

(Teller)

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr COWAN: Now I have the opportunity to

return to the issue which I raised; and that relates
to paragraph (c) of proposed new section 5. Every
member of the Chamber would agree that there is
a significant difference between what relates to
the cultural heritage of the Aboriginal race and
the cultural heritage of the State. This changes
rather markedly the significance of the amending
Bill brought before the Chamber by the Minister.

I have no argument with the tightening up of
the definition in relation to places of importance
and significance, and also the sacred, ritual, or
ceremonial sites. I believe there is a degree of
ambiguity in relation to the definitions of
"importance" and "significance"; but there is
certainly no ambiguity about paragraph (c) which
relates to the cultural heritage of the State as
opposed to the cultural heritage of Aborigines.

I move an amendment-
Page 2, line 22-Delete all words after the

word "significance".
That will keep the redefined section of the
principal Act in the area where we are dealing
with the cultural heritage of the Aborigines and
not the cultural heritage of the State as a whole.
We should attempt to remove those words from
the clause of the Minister's amending Bill.
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Mr GRAYDEN: I assure the member for
Merredin that he need have no qualms about the
wording in the amending Bill. This is a Bill to
amend the Aboriginal Heritage Act. It relates to
Aborigines. The purpose is to preserve places of
consequence as far as Aborigines are concerned,
and places associated with Aborigines which are
of consequence to the heritage of Australia.

Mr Skidmore: The Act does not say that.
Mr GRAYDEN: We do not have to include

words relating to Aborigines. The whole Bill
relates to Aborigines. I refer to the wording of
that clause. It will be of importance and
significance to the cultural heritage of the State
only because of any association i t may happen to
have with Aborigines. It certainly will not apply
to any place which has no significance as far as
Aborigines are concerned. Therefore there is
absolutely no reason for anyone to have qualms
about the wording of the amending Bill.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition will support the
National Party's amendment on this matter. It
does not go to the heart of the problem; but I
agree with the member for Merredin that the
deletion of the words "to the cultural heritage of
the State"-

Points of Order
Mr O'CONNOR: Mr Chairman, on a point of

order, I would like to seek your guidance. The
previous amendment was to delete all words after
the word "Act" in that clause. We are now
dealing with line 22. Is that permitted! I seek
your guidance in that regard.

Chairman's Ruling
The CHAIRMAN: I take the point of order.

We did have a motion to delete all of those words.
I uphold the point of order. I rule the amtendment
out of order.

Mr COWAN: On a point of order, the original
amendment was to delete all words after the word
"Act" in line I of this clause. That amendment
has been defeated, and we arc now dealing with
the whole of the clause again. I have come down
to paragraph (c). I maintain we are in order in
dealing with this amendment.

The CHAIRMAN: My ruling was that the
Committee decided that all words would stay in.
We rejected that all words would come out. I
abide by that ruling.

I agree with the member for Merredin that it is
unfortunate. I think he expressed it clearly when
he said that he was denied that opportunity. It is
the practice of this Chamber-

Mr Cowan interjected.

The CHAIRMAN: Do not interject on me
when I am making a comment. I understand your
dilemma, and I sympathise; but the practice of
this Chamber as I have experienced it and
interpreted it is that we cannot return in that way.
I have been given advice confirming my view. If I
had a contrary view, I would give the member the
opportunity; but I do not believe I am in a
position to do so and not transgress the traditions
of the Chamber. It is with reluctance that I rule
that way.

Mr COWAN: On a further point of order, it
has been the practice in this Chamber to take
amendments on the clause we are debating as
they occur. The original amendment sought to
remove all words after "Act" in the first line.
That amendment was defeated. We are now
dealing with the amending clause 2 in the Bill.

As a consequence, I stated that I would have
been denied the opportunity to move my
amendment had I supported the amendment
moved by the member for Gosnells. We opposed
that amendment.

We are now back to the original clause. We
cannot go back, but we have gone forward to
paragraph (c). I am dealing with the last line of
paragraph (c) of the clause. I say the advice you
were given is in error and that we are entitled to
do this. Every time we have dealt with matters in
Committee we have dealt with an amendment to
the clause first and then we have gone back to the
original clause.

The CHAIRMAN: That is not so. Those who
have been here for some time know that whilst I
have been Chairman of Committees we have had
situations where I have suggested to members
that they give way in the moving of their
amendments to allow another member to move an
amendment affecting an earlier part of a clause.
On other occasions members have agreed to do
this to overcome this sort of impasse.

I am readvised that my ruling is in accordance
with the traditions, Standing Orders, and
practices of this place. The amendment was to
remove the whole of the clause. If we do not do
that which I have stated we could be here
interminably. We could have an amendment to
remove the whole clause and then another
amendment to remove the whole clause less the
first word or the second word, and we could go on
ad infinitum. I must abide by the ruling I have
given.

Mr PARKER: I freely concede that I know
very little about the Standing Orders of this
Chamber and it is for that reason I seek your
guidance, Mr Chairman. Could you please direct
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me to the Standing Order which supports your
ruling? It seems extraordinary to me to have a
situation where the Chamber rejects a proposition
that a whole lot of words be deleted only to find
that a pr~oposition that a much smaller number of
words be deleted is not allowed.

One amendment was to remove entirely a whole
lot of words and the other is one which would take
out a few words for a completely different
purpose. It is not as though the Committee has
changed anything; it has not had the opportunity
to do so. I would be astonished if this situation
could occur anywhere else in the world and I
would be grateful to know of the relevant
Standing Order.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! It is usual to rely on
Standing Order No. 189. 1 make it very clear that
I am not relying only on that Standing Order but
also on the past practices of this Chamber.
Standing Order No. 189 states-

No amendment shall be proposed to be
made to any words which the House has
resolved shall stand part of the Question
except it be the addition of other words
thereto.

As I explained earlier, it has been the practice in
that case that if a member seeks to delete all three
subclauses and his amendment fails, another
member has not been able to go back and to seek
the deletion of perhaps just one of the same
subelauses.

There might be weaknesses in that tradition
and in that Standing Order, but this has been the
practice and my position has been reaffirmed.
Those are the reasons I am continuing to abide by
my ruling.

Mr COWAN: Mr Chairman, I was always of
the understanding that if I had jumped to my feet
First and you had recognised the member for
Merredin in preference to the member for
Gosnells, I could have moved immediately to
delete paragraph (c) of this clause. This would
have enabled me to deal with the removal of
words after the word "significa ne".

If the member for Gosnells later had tried to go
back to the word "Act" in the first line, you
would have advised him that he could niot go
back. I thought I made it clear that if I was to
support the member for Gosnells I would not be
able to introduce my own amendment. Now I find
that because I have opposed his amendment, we
have gone forward after having dealt with the
clause as a whole.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! 1 am saying that if
we have a clause with 97 subclauses and a
member moves to delete the lot, when that is

defeated we cannot then have a member seeking
to delete all of the clauses except one. That is a
practice with which the member may disagree,
but it is the practice of this Committee.

I can understand the argument being put
forward; however, I have made my ruling and
whilst I welcome any point of order, if the
member thinks my ruling is wrong he is free to
take the necessary action.

Mr PARKER: Mr Chairman, 1 seek your
guidance. I agree with you that the situation is
absurd and I understand that you believe you
must go along with past practices even though
there is a weakness.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I do not have to
follow the traditions of the Chamber; but this
particular Chamber would run on to the end of
Christendom if we were to allow people to be able
to move the deletion of the whole and then the
deletion of the whole less one word. I am sure all
members in the Chamber would agree that that
would not be a very practical way of dealing with
the situation.

Mr O'CONNOR: I rise not only to agree with
your ruling, because it is one I have heard given
in this Chamber many times in the past,
irrespective of which Government has been in
power, but also to point out that Standing Order
No. 188 confirms your stance. That Standing
Order reads-

No amendment shall be proposed in any
part of a Question after a later part has been
amended, or has been proposed to be
amended-

I presume the question was proposed to be
amended by the member for Gosnells. To
coninue--

-unless the proposed amendment has
been, by leave of the House withdrawn.

The member for Gosnells' amendment was not
withdrawn by leave of the House. Irrespective of
whether or not members like it, your ruling is
correct and it fits in with the post practices of the
Chamber.

Mr PARKER: Mr Chairman, I agree with you
that there is a weakness in things as they are and
I ask if you could explain the procedure for
changing the traditions of the House? You have
said you could change them by changing your
ruling, but you are not prepared to do so.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I am not ruling
against the Standing Orders; I am ruling about
the interpretation of the Standing Orders only. 1
could make a decision which would then set a new
tradition. We have a Standing Orders Committee
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and those members on the member for
Fremantle's side who are on the Committee may,
if they wish, make a recommendation to change
the Standing Orders. But 1 am not saying that I
do not accept this tradition. 1 have tried to point
out at least one very logical reason why this
practice is enforced.

Mr STEPHENS: Mr Chairman, I seek your
guidance. I assume that before proceeding to the
next clause you will put the question, "That
clause 2 stand as printed"?

The CHAIRMAN: Yes.
Mr STEPHENS: Standing Order No. 189

states-
No amendment shall be proposed to be

made to any words which the House has
resolved shall stand part or the Question ..

We have not resolved that the clause stand as part
of the question, because you have not put the
question. All we have decided is that the
amendment to delete all the words should not be
accepted. But you have not put the question,
"That clause 2 stand as printed". The clause is
not standing and, therefore, the member for
Merredin is correct.

The CHAIRMAN: In regard to Standing
Orders Na. 188 and 189, according to the
traditions of this House, the ruling I have given
conforms with past rulings, as far as I am aware.
There has certainly been a number of rulings on
this particular matter. I am sure members will
agree that, if we allowed an amendment to delete
the whole clause to be debated, then allowed an
amendment to delete all but one word of the
clause to be debated and then an amendment to
delete all but two words, we would never complete
the Committee stage of the Bill.

I have said previously and, indeed, I have urged
members in my capacity as Chairman to give way
to other members, to allow an amendment seeking
to delete part of a clause to be dealt with prior to
an amendment seeking to delete the whole clause.

The member for Merredin was not aware the
Opposition intended to move an amendment to
delete the whole clause, and 1 was not aware that
the member for Merredin intended to move an
amendment to delete part of the clause.
Therefore, that member did not have the
opportunity to move his amendment. I believe
that is a point which could be looked at; but I
stand by my ruling. If members do not agree with
that interpretation of Standing Orders, they may
take other action.

Dissent from Chairman's Ruling
Mr COWAN: I move-

To dissent from the Chairman's ruling.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I will now report to
the House.

[The Speaker (Mr Thompson) resumed (he
Chair]

The CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES: Mr
Speaker, I have to report that during the sitting of
the Comimittee the member for Merredin
dissented from my ruling that his proposed
amendment was not in order.

The SPEAKER: Firstly I shall need to have the
motion for dissent in writing and I understand the
Clerk of the House has asked the member
concerned to provide that.

I shall leave the Chair until the ringing of the
bells in order that I may study the motion which
has been moved.

Sitting suspended from 3.43 to 4.22 p.m.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: The Chairman has ruled that

an amendment to delete words in clause 2, page 2,
line 22 of the Bill before the House is not in order
because the House has already decided not to
delete all the words in the clause after the word
"Act" in line 1.

The Standing Orders in this matter have, I
understand, been quoted already. They are Nos.
188 and 189. The practice of the House is well
established. Once the Committee has voted on an
amendment to delete words, and rejected the
amendment, all of the words are beyond further
amendment, except that words may be added.
This is a firm practice and is soundly based on
Standing Orders Nos. 188 and 189.

Part of the difficulty is created by the fact that
none of the proposed amendments were placed on
the notice paper. If this had been done it might
have been possible for the Chairman to offer a
suggestion so that both amendments could have
been tested. However, the opportunity for that is
past. The only suggestion I have for the member
for Merredin is that he consider moving to
recommit the Bill at the appropriate time.

I uphold the Chairman's ruling.
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Committee Resumed
Clause put and

following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig;
Mr FC rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Karman
Mr Hedge

Ayes
Mr Sodeman
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadaur
Mr Wait

a division taken with the

Ayes 22
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Spriggs
M r Trethowan
MrTubby
Mr Williams
Mr Young
M r Shalders

Noes 19
M r Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Davies
Mr Bryce
Mr Taylor
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr T. Hl. Jones

(Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Clause 3: Section I11 amended-
Mr PEARCE: I wish to move an amendment to

this clause. Perhaps I could seek the advice of the
Committee to discover whether anyone else
wishes to amend the same clause as my
amendment is a rather comprehensive one. There
being no other offers, I move an amendment-

Delete all words after the word "Act" on
page 2, line 29, down to and including the
passage "direction." on page 3, line 6, with a
view to substituting the following passage-

is amended-
(a) by inserting after the word "Act" in

line 5 of subsection (2). the
following passage-

other than the registration of
Aboriginal sites and the
declaration, registration and
management of protected areas;
and

(b) by adding the following subsections
after subsection (4)-

(5) For the purposes or this Act,
there shall be constituted
under, and in accordance with,
the 'provisions of this Act a
tribunal to be called the
Tribunal, having the duties
imposed and the powers
conferred by this Act.

(6) The Tribunal shall consist of a
Judge of the Supreme Court
nominated by the Chief Justice
of that Court. The Chief
Justice may withdraw such
nomination and make a new
nomination at any time, at his
discretion.

(7) The Tribunal may adopt
whatever procedures it
considers fit in the conduct of
its proceedings and in matters
related thereto.

Clause 3 proposes to amend section I I of the
parent Act. This section deals with the power of a
Minister, and the amendment refers to the
infamous subsection (2) under which the Minister
has given directions to the Trustees of the
Museum to allow, among other things, mining at
Noonkanbah.

In our view, this use of the power was never
envisaged by the draftsmen of the original
legislation and had never been used in this way
prior to its use by the then Acting Minister for
Cultural Affairs in June last year. In his speeches
on this matter, the current Minister, as the keeper
of the light for the 1972 legislation. has tried to
tell us that that was always the original intention
of Parliament and the Government at that time. I
say to the Minister, this Chamber, and the people
that that was never the intention of the original
legislation. We on this side saw the Minister's use
of overriding powers as a subversion of the
original intention of the Act. In our opinion, it
was dishonest and immoral, if not illegal in the
strictly technical sense.

The Opposition seeks to amend section I I by
adding a limitation to ministerial power. Under
our amendment, the Minister will have the ability
to give directions to the Museum Trustees of a
general or specific nature, other than to do with
the registration of Aboriginal Sites, and the
delcaration, registration and management of
protected areas. We seek to remove the overriding
ministerial power contained in subsection (2),
which currently gives the Minister the authority
to direct the Museum with regard to the
registration of Aboriginal sites, and the
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declaration, registration and management of
protected areas.

Obviously, machinery then must be established
to manage these powers. Somebody must have the
power relating to the registration of Aboriginal
sites and the declaration, registration and
management or protected areas. It is for that
reason we seek now to write into section IlI of the
parent Act provisions which would create the
tribunal 1 outlined during the second reading
debate, and which I have mentioned publicly, and
earlier in the debate today.

Our amendment would provide a very
important balance of ministerial power. On the
one hand, we would have the Minister. doing the
sorts of political jobs any Minister does in relation
to Acts of Parliament and departments. On the
other hand, we would have an impartial tribunal
objectively registering Aboriginal sites and
determining disputes which may arise with regard
to the registration of an Aboriginal site or the
variation of a registration decision. The
Opposition seeks to add the following words-

(5) For the purposes or this Act, there shall
be constituted under, and in accordance
with, the provisions of this Act a
tribunal to be called the Tribunal,
having the duties imposed and the
powers conferred by this Act.

(6) The Tribunal shall consist of a Judge or
the Supreme Court nominated by the
Chief Justice of that Court. The Chief
Justice may withdraw such nomination
and make a new nomination at any time,
at his discretion.

(7) The Tribunal may adopt whatever
procedures it considers lit in the conduct
of its proceedings and in matters related
thereto.

This is the crucial element in the proposition we
are putting to this Chamber. There must be a
limitation on ministerial power of veto and of
overriding decree if we are not to have a
continuing series of Noonkanbab-style
confrontations from now until the end of the
century. We must establish objective and
impartial procedures to take the place of
unlimited ministerial power. We believe that a
tribunal, constituted by a justice of the Supreme
Court would be the fairest and most objective way
of achieving this aim and the most likely way of
gaining the confidence of all sections of the
Western Australian community.

The other parts of our proposal, which I will
come to in a later amendment, deal with the one
extra executive step necessary to attach to the

tribunal we are seeking to establish. Someone
must do the actual day-to-day management of the
individual sites to make sure they are being
protected, and to look after the way in which they
are used and-potentially-abused. We seek to
establish site management groups to do exactly
that. They will operate under the purview of the
Museum, which would appoint an executive
officer of these management councils. However,
ultimately they would be responsible to the
tribtinal by making sure all sites were protected.

I believe the Opposition's compromise proposal
contains the best of all worlds. It does not strip
ministerial power any further than is necessary to
provide a fair situation. It leaves the Minister
with considerable powers in the administrative
areas where he should have power. In any
dealings with the Museum, the Minister is still
paramount. The Museum will not be given a
totally independent authority and an ability to
override the Minister which it should not have.

On the other hand, it recognises that
circumstances last year have shown that
ministerial power, if absolute, is not to be trusted
in matters relating to the protection of Aboriginal
sacred sites. It is encumbent upon members of
this Chamber, as the custodians of the value's of
the community to ensure that one Minister-who
appears to us not to be very responsible-cannot
override the legislation this Parliament brings
down.

Our proposal is an alternative to what we did in
the past, when we crossed our Fingers and hoped
the Minister would do the right thing. The way to
ensure the Minister will do the right thing is to
circumscribe his powers in the manner we have
proposed. I believe the Opposition's proposal of
administrative ministerial power plus an objective
tribunal constituted by a Supreme Court judge is
the best way of handling this matter.

Mr GRAYDEN: The Government, of course,
opposes this amendment. One of our objectives
was to alter the parent Act as little as possible
and, in fact, the provision to which the member
for Gosnells has taken exception is contained in
the existing Act, and nobody has complained
about it. Indeed, every member, including
members of the Opposition, have hailed the
current Act as a splendid one- The current Act is
very specific. Section ]I(]) and (2) states as
follows-

(t) Subject to the Minister the
responsibility for the administration of this
Act is vested in the Trustees who are
required to have regard to the
recommendations of the Committee but are
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not bound to give effect to any such
recommendation.

(2) The Minister, after consultation with
the body concerned, may give to the
Trustees, or to the Committee, directions of a
general or specific character as to the
exercise of any function under this Act and
that body shall give effect to any such
direction.

Yet the member for Gosnells comes along at this
late stage and claims the Minister has no right to
act in this way; he says the Minister is not acting
in accordance with the principle of the Act if he
gives directions to the Museum.

Mr Pearce: I have been saying that all year.
Mr GRAYDEN: Of course the member for

Gosnells has. I should like to refer members to a
letter I received from the Western Australian
Museum dated 29 August in reply to a question I
asked the Museum about Noonkanbah.

Mr Parker: Is that the same letter you tabled
last week?

Mr GRAYDEN: No, it is a different one.

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: Could I ask that, at the end of
his speech the Minister table the document from
which he is about to quote?

The CHAIRMAN: The member for Gosnells is
entitled to make that request.

Committee Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I will welcome the

opportunity to table it; it will save me a long
explanation.

In question (2) I asked the Museum whether it
took compensation into consideration when
making a recommendation as to the area of
influence at Noonkanbah. The Museum replied as
follows-

The question of compensation is not
included in the criteria considered by either
the Aboriginal Cultural Material Committee
or the Trustees in evaluating the significance
of an area being considered for protected
area status. The relevant criteria are those in
Section 39(2) and (3) of the Aboriginal
Heritage Act. The Trustees assume that the
question of compensation should be taken
into account by the Governor in making a
declaration that a site should be a protected
area under Section 19.

Mr Pearce: You denied that compensation was
a factor in the Government's thinking.

Mr GRAYDEN: Yes.

Mr Pearce: You admitted it in the House.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member is putting words

into my mouth. In the case of Noonkanbab the
Museum made a recommendation in respect of an
area of influence. It did not take into
consideration matters affecting the national
interest, one of which was compensation. Let us
assume compensation of $100 million was
payable; the Museum would not want to have to
make recommendations in that regard.

Point of Order

Mr SKIDMORE: My understanding is that the
clause makes no reference whatsoever to the
subject of compensation.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The situation is that
the amendment before the Chair as moved by the
member for Gosnells is that certain words be
deleted from clause 3. The Minister is free to
develop an argument as to why those words
should not be deleted.

Committee Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells has

indicated that the Government was acting
contrary to the spirit of the Act in giving a
direction to the Museum. I am pointing out that
the Museum very clearly is saying to the
Government, "it is up to the Governor, or the
Government, to take into consideration these
wider matters of public interest, such as
compensation." They are simply saying, "We will
make recommendations on issues appertaining to
Aborigines; but you take into consideration the
other issues."

As the member for Gosnells knows only too
well, we have that power to direct under the
present Act. We do not want to alter that power
except to add a few words which will give us the
power also to direct the Director and the
Registrar of the Museum. The Crown Law
Department has suggested that under the present
Act, those two officers are given all sorts of
discretionary powers which effectively remove
them as employees of the Museum. Even the
Museum is not in a position to direct them.

What we wanted to do was to amend the Act as
little as possible and that is the reason we are
opposing this amendment.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister's comments
confirm one of the things the Opposition has been
saying all along; that is, as far as the Government
is concerned, this is simply a cash matter. That
ties into the argument about the significance and
importance given to this matter by the
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Government. The Minister is saying that the
crucial matter to be decided is whether a site is
worth the compensation to be paid for it. He is
saying, "Do we have a $50 Aboriginal sacred site
or a $5 000 Aboriginal sacred site? Perhaps we
would have had it as a sacred site if we were able
to get it for $500 and not $5 000." That is the
undeiiiable approach by the Government to the
preservation of sacred sites.

In this sense, sacred sites are quite priceless.
When the Minister talks about compensation of
hundreds of millions of dollars for specific sites he
is living in cloud cuckoo land, a dreamntime of his
own.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I trust the member
will refer to this matter only briefly. He will
remember that the member for Swan asked that
the Minister should refrain from speaking on this
subject.

Mr Skidmore: And you agreed I was wrong!
Mr PEARCE: I was not intending to go on in

this vein much longer except to say the relevance
of my amendment is that the clause we are
dealing with relates to the level of ministerial
power. We are attempting to remove the type of
power which we are discussing because of the
sorts of bases on which the decisions might be
made. I am criticising the basis on which the
Minister might make a decision. I am saying it is
for these reasons ministerial power has to be
taken away.

With regard to compensation of hundreds of
millions of dollars, if an Aboriginal sacred site is
excised from someone's pastoral lease or freehold
property, that person is entitled to compensation
only for the area of land removed. In terms of the
value of pastoral properties, that is not going to be
a very significant sum. With regard to mining
companies, although they are classed as owners of
the land in terms of the Act, they are not the
physical owners of the land, so they cannot be
compensated for any land taken away, because in
that sense they did not hold it. A company could
be compensated for the amount of money it had
spent on setting up the exploration in an area that
it was now prevented from mining because it was
a sacred site.

A sacred site being registered properly under
our procedure or in any less legal way would
mean there would be no excuse for the mining
company incurring significant expense on an area
that it owned where it was a sacred site and from
which it may yet get no return for its money. So
the amount of compensation for mining
companies would be very minimal once the system
was running properly.

Only in a situation such as that which involves
Amax could we be up for significant
compensation because the Government has
allowed the company to go ahead with exploration
virtually on the understanding that the
Government would waive the sacred site provision
to allow the company to go ahead. That is the
situation the Government has got itself into and it
is not one a reasonable Government would get
itself into if it were prepared to enforce the
provisions of the Act. So the question of
compensation is not one that ought to be
occupying the time of the Minister when
determining what constitutes a sacred site.

The Minister's comments underline the need to
have objective criteria to decide whether a site is
an Aboriginal sacred site. He should not weave
into the matter the idea of paying compensation if
we seek to protect a site; he should not be
thinking that it will cost money to protect a
sacred site. That undercuts what the Minister
claims is the Government's commitment to the
preservation of Aboriginal sacred sites. Clearly we
have a Tom the Cheap or Woolworths type of
Government. It seems to say. "We can get you
Aboriginal sacred sites wholesale. If we cannot,
we will not protect them at all."

That is not the approach to sacred sites people
are wanting to see. We are not prepared to have
the Minister exercising powers in that way. The
only way to prevent this is to appoint reasonable
Ministers, and we know that is not within the
power of the Chamber. With Liberal
Governments, the Premier appoints the Ministers.

The only other option is to have legislation to
circumscribe the Minister's powers.

Mr SKIDMORE: I support the amendment. I
agree with your ruling, Mr Chairman, in regard
to the theme the Minister was developing with
respect to compensation. You were quite right.
because on page 3 of the Bill it mentions
directions in the exercise of the doing of anything,
and compensation is anything.

Let us face it, it is the creed of the Liberal
Party that, "Everything has its price and can be
bought'. It believes that if it has the money,
anything can be bought. The Liberals are offering
the Aboriginal community dollars and cents for
the right to drill holes and desecrate sacred sites.

There should be an outside tribunal established.
I refer the Minister to that body of people he says
is guiding him with respect to what the
Government should do.

My understanding of the document-the
anthropologists' notes in volume 17 of July
1980-is that the anthropologists are the same
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professional people, the very same people who are
advising the Museum Trustees. They are the
people who have written this document and I can
only assume that the advice given to the
Government by these anthropologists was the
same advice given to the Museum.

From that, one can only conclude that there
should have been a board set up to deal with the
matter. The Opposition believes that a tribunal
should be set up, thereby taking the matter well
away from the emotional scene where we have
comments about the headstone of a grave having
a greater significance to Caucasians than an
insignificant stone over the grave of an
Aboriginal.

A tribunal would be in a better position to give
an unbiased opinion on the intent or attitude with
regard to the desecration of Aboriginal sites and
the absolute mutilation of the social heritage of
the Aborigines of Western Australia. A tribunal
would be in a better position to do this than the
Liberal Government which is passing the
judgment to a Minister to determine a sacred site.

The Opposition wishes to be able to establish a
tribunal with which no-one can quarrel. The
tribunal could consist of a judge of the Supreme
Court, nominated by the Chief Justice of that
court. We would then not have a situation such as
the one at Noonkanbah, where the Minister chose
to ignore the advice of the Museum Trustees. It is
history now that the Government chose not to
uphold the wishes of the Museum Trustees.

We can be sceptical in the future about the
recommendations of the Minister, especially when
he says he has consulted with a body set up to
consult with the trustees.

When we note the words of the amendment we
can only draw the conclusion that the
Government does not wish to accept the proposed
amendment because it does not wish the
Aboriginal community in Western Australia to
have the same rights as the Aboriginal
community in the Northern Territory. Then, we
consider that State with the horrible racist
Premier-Mr Bjlke-Petersen-and we find that
State is more tolerant of Aborigines than this
Government is with its proposals.

When the Minister says that the change is of
small consequence I am surprised because he has
argued about it so vehemently. I would have
thought he would throw the matter out.

This Government has no desire to protect
sacred sites: it will follow the institution of
capitalism, whether the Aborigines like it or not.
It will desecrate the sites which the Aborigines
hold dear, whether they like it or not. The

Government will do as Mr Charlie Court,
Premier, says-

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I remind the
member that he should refer to the member by his
constituency.

Mr Bertram: The member for Nedlands-
Several members interjected.
Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Nedlands.
The CHAIRMAN: I would ask the member

for Mt. Hawthorn not to comment on my
statement about the traditions of the Chamber.

Mr SKIDMORE: The member for Nedlands,
who I understand is the Premier of the State, is
one of those who will have his way whether or not
we, as legislators, disagree with him. He will have
his way even if the entire population disagrees
with him. It is evident that the Noonkanbah

dispute is an example of this man's bias.
When we have a Minister defending such a

Premier, we should be suspicious of any small
proposed alteration to legislation.

The Opposition wishes an independent tribunal
be set up to adjudicate on this matter. If this is
not done the Aboriginal community in Western
Australia will have to fight for the right to exist in
this State.

Mr COWAN: I presume that the purpose of
the amendment moved by the member for
Gosnells is to remove some of the ministerial
power which the Minister has over the trustees at
the moment. I can accept that. The more
ministerial power one removes from Ministers, the
better the legislation.

However, whilst my party supports the
amendment, I just wish to question whether or not
the member for Gosnells took note of the first
section of the principal Act where it quite clearly
states, "subject to the Minister". As I understand
it. the word "subject" is defined quite clearly by
judges as meaning "under".

So, section I I of the principal Act states quite
clearly that the trustees shall act under the
Minister. I believe the amendment will have no
value unless an amendment is made to subsection
I11(1) of the principal Act. However, that does not
mean we should not support this amendment
because if a further amendment is made to the
legislation, at a later stage, to remove that
requirement in section I I([) of the principal Act,
we will be able to implement what we are
attempting to do here, and that is to remove the
ministerial power.

The National Party supports the amendment.
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Mr PEARCE: Let me say to the Leader of the
National Party that our legal advice is that the
restriction on ministerial power in the amendment
to subsection (2) is such that the words "subject
to the Minister" at the beginning of subsection
(1) would not apply. The Minister would be
legally bound not to give directions of the type
which have existed. I take the point made, but our
advice is that the legal effect of our amendment
would be as I have said. Mr Chairman, during the
course of the Minister's speech 1 asked that the
documents referred to be tabled. They have not
been tabled as yet.

The CHAIRMAN: 1 will direct that they be
tabled at the end of the passing or otherwise of
this amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result:-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T.J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill
Mr Harman

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Bryce
M r Taylor
Mr T. H. Jones

Ayes 21
Mr Hedge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 24
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
M r Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Old

Amendment thus negatived.
Mr COWAN: There is no doubt that this

clause tends to strengthen the hand of the
Minister. Members will know that it was this
section of the principal Act which gave the
Minister the power to direct the Tustees of the
Museum to authorise that drilling take place at
Noonkanbah. The purpose of the amending clause
in the Bill is purely and simply to ensure there is
less ambiguity about the role of the Minister. It
states his authority far more clearly.

As I have said time and time again in this
place, legislation such as this which provides for
ministerial power is bad legislation. it should be
opposed by all members on both sides of the
Chamber. Consequently, we are opposed to this

clause.

Clause put and a division taken with the
following resulIt-

Mr Blaikic
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Graydon
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurence
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Menisaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge

(Teller) Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T.J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Grill

Ayes
Mr Coyne

(Teller) Mr Crane
Mr Old

Ayes 24
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeinan
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 22
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
M r Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
Mr Taylor
Mr T. H4. Jones

(Toller)

(Teller)

Clause thus passed.

Clause 4: Section 13 a mended-

Mr PEARCE: I have inadvertently numbered

the proposed new subsections as (6) and (7), when
they should be (5) and (6), and 1 seek permission
to make that alteration. I move an amendment-

Page 3, line 7-Delete all words after the

word "amended" with a view to substituting
the following-
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by adding new subsections-
(5) For the purposes of this Act, the

Minister shall establish bodies by
the name of Site Management
Councils for the control and
management of one or more
Aboriginal sites, to the intent that
every Aboriginal site registered
under the provisions of section 38
shall be controlled and managed by
a Site Management Council, which
shall have the duties imposed and
the powers conferred by this Act.

(6) Each Site Management Council
shall consist of not less than two
and not more than five persons of
Aboriginal descent being
Aboriginals with a traditional
interest in that site or nominated by
and acceptable to Aboriginals with
traditional interest in the site and a
member of the staff of the Museum
nominated by the trustee who shall
act as executive officer and
secretary and provide appropriate
administrative and secretarial
facilities.

We are putting a package before the Committee,
and the defeat of the last amendment which
struck out the establishment of a tribunal has
made the rest of the package not
meaningless-because some of our propositions
have meaning on their own-but has considerably
weakened the force of the Bill as it would have
worked had our proposal been adopted.

The two proposed new subsections would have
the effect of setting up site management councils
which would have responsibility for each specific
site, to protect it and ensure it is not interfered
with, destroyed, or damaged by any form of
incursion, and to give or deny approval for
activities to take place on the site.

Aboriginal sacred sites by their very
nature-particularly those of current
sign ificance-a re often located in very isolated
areas, making it almost impossible to police them
to ensure they are not subject to threat or
destructive activities. That being the case, it is
necessary to have an overview which is
decentralised from Perth, and our proposition is
that a site management committee be appointed
for each site Or group of sites from people in the
area-Aboriginal people in the main-who have
an interest in preserving the site and would look
after it and police it properly. That matter is not
considered in the present legislation or in the
Minister's amendments. It seems to be a practical

alternative way to manage the sites and ensure
they are properly looked after and preserved.

It would make more sense if the sites operated
under the purview of a tribunal. Nevertheless, it is
necessary that they be policed to ensure they are
not damaged by people who might hope to get
away with destructive activities simply because
the sites are located a long way from any of the
policing forces which the Act envisages.

Mr PARKER: I support the proposition of the
member for Gosnells and rise to ask the Minister
to advise us when he is replying. As I understand
it, the Government's proposal in this clause is to
delete the passage "or to the Committee," in
section 13 of the Act, consequential upon its
proposal elsewhere in the Bill that the Aboriginal
Cultural Material Committee revert from being *A
body of an executive nature to a body of an
advisory nature. That has not been explained by
the Minister and I wonder whether he could
explain it in his reply.

Mr GRAYDEN: The explanation is that on the
recommendation of the Museum we intend to
make the Aboriginal Cultural Material
Committee an advisory body to the Trustees of
the Museum. I have the actual recommendation
from the Museum in relation to sections 28, 29,
and 39. It reads-

it is felt inadvisable to reduce the
Committee's present ability to represent a
wide body of Aboriginal opinion.

I might mention there are several Aborigines on
the committee, and they will remain. The
recommendation goes on-

It is appropriate for the person having
responsibility for the administration of
Aboriginal Affairs to be retained on the
Committee, ex officio, but for consideration
to be given to deleting reference to the
Surveyor General.

We have not made any of those changes. We have
left the committee precisely as it is. The
recommendation continues-

However, it is recognised that a more
fundamental question is the role of the
Committee. In principle its role should be
advisory to the Trustees.

They have asked us to move an amendment to
ensure that the Aboriginal Cultural Material
Committee, instead of being able to make
decisions in its own right, may make
recommendations to the trustees.

Mr PEARCE: I would ask that the Minister
table the document from which he is quoting; and
when he does that perhaps he will table the one

1269



1270 ASSEMBLY]

from which he quoted earlier and for which I have
already asked twice.

The CHAIRMAN: There is no critical paint at
which the paper should be tabled. I think the
proper thing to. do is to ensure that it is tabled
before the Committee stage is finished, unless you
feel there is a need that it be tabled earlier.

Mr GRAYDEN: I would like to move that the
document be tabled and incorporated in Hansard.

The CHAIRMAN: I ask the Minister to desist
for the moment and to do it at the end when we
get to the Final clause. I understand there are now
two papers to be tabled, one from which the
Minister has just quoted, and another he quoted
earlier.

Mr JAMIESON: Often we hear the
Government talking about decentralisation, and it
creates all sorts of offices around the country for
this purpose. Most of the appointees seem to
spend their time trying to find out what they are
supposed to be doing. At least in the case of the
arrangement proposed by the member for
Gosnells, the proposed councils would have a
specific task. It is confusing to members of
Parliament to try to deal with Weebo stones,
secret and sacred sites, and areas of significance
and interest; we are a long way from being able to
deal with such matters properly. I do not think
the Minister is much closer than we are, although
he may have his advisers. On the other hand, we
have seen what has happened when his advisers
give him certain advice; he is inclined to take the
opposite point of view.

It seems to me fair and proper that we as
legislators should set up management councils for
the control of Aboriginal sites. I suppose if we did
so the next thing we would know is that they
would be accused of being unduly influenced by
overseas financial organisations or political
philosophies.

However, if the management councils were set
up in the manner proposed they would have a fair
amount of local knowledge, and matters could be
dealt with on a much more pleasant basis and on
the basis of what the members know. With all due
respect to the Museum, the Minister, and his
department, I think it would be better to have
local knowledge.

If this State had a religion and if someone
wanted to establish a Christian church, we would
hear a lot of objection if a Minister of the Crown
tried to direct the church to a particular site.
Under those circumstances he would get himself
into all sorts of bother; probably he would be in
trouble with every religious organisation in
Australia.

That argument is rnot far removed from what
we are debating now. People do not know much
about Aboriginal sites, and that is where local
knowledge is necessary. The facts are more likely
to be known by those who live close by than by
those who live a couple of thousand kilomnetres
away.

I suggest there is a great deal of justification in
the proposition put forward by the member for
Gosnells, and it deserves the support of the
Chamber.

Mr GRAYDEN: I might be able to throw some
light on the proposal to remove the words "or to
the Committee" from section 13 (1) of the Act.
This is simply removing a specific reference to the
committee. The Act still contains power to
delegate even after the removal of those words.
The Museum, at the direction of the Minister, can
continue to delegate powers to the committee.
Therefore, the removal of the words does not
mean anything.

The amendment proposed by the member for
Gosnells has merit, but the situation is already
provided for inasmuch as under the existing Act
the Museum has power to make all sorts of
regulations. I have one such regulation in my
hand which says that "The trustees may
determine what protected area or proportion of a
protected area the public or any person or class of
person specified by the trustees shall be admitted
to, and the conditions upon which admittance
may be made..-And so it goes on. The trustees
can make regulations in respect of virtually
anything at all, and they can make adequate
provision for various circumstances. They can
erect fences around areas, appoint custodians, or
set up site committees to enable special protection
to be given to an area. It is possible to provide
protection in a myriad of ways, including the one
suggested in the proposed amendment, without
having it written into the Act. Therefore, it is of
no benefit to amend the Bill.

Mr COWAN: This clause deals with the
delegatory powers of the trustees. The trustees
already have power to delegate their authority in
respect of the management and care of sacred
sites. The amendment moved by the member for
Gosnelis states that the Minister shall establish
bodies to do this.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The member for
Gosnells has not moved that amendment; he has
merely moved to delete words with a view to
inserting other words.

Mr COWAN: Yes, Sir; but if I am to speak
about the deletion of words I must speak about
the reasons that they are to be deleted. I do not
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support this amendment because I do not see any
need for this compulsion to form site management
councils. The power to do that rests with the
trustees who have sufficient integrity and ability
to make appropriate recommendations to the
Minister. If the Minister does not accept the
recommendations, he is the one who must stand
condemned -

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr B, T. Burke
Mr T, J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mc Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Harman

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
M r G rayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H~erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mr Bryce
M rT. H. Jones
Mr Taylor

Ayes 19
Mr F-odge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Noes 26
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Rushton
M r Sibson
Mr Sodeman
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
M r Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Old

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 5 put and passed.
Clause 6: Sections 17, 18 and 19 substituted-

Mr PEARCE: I shall persist with my
amendment, although the package of amendments
is getting a fraction tatty as a result of the
deliberations of this august Assembly.

The CHAIRMAN: I advise you that clause 6
cannot be deleted as you propose; it is appropriate
that you oppose the clause and if you are
successful in doing so, you may move to insert
another clause in its place.

Mr PEARCE: This clause repeals sections 17,
I8, and 19, and I would seek to defeat the clause
and to move for the insertion of a new clause to

amend sections I8 and 19; 1 would be prepared to
drop the amendment to section 17 because the
reference to site management councils is
inappropriate as the Committee was not prepared
to agree to their establishment.

The proposition we would like considered with
regard to this is the ability to give Aboriginal
groups a right of court appeal where they are
aggrieved by a decision taken by the trustees, or
anybody acting under the authority of the trustees
or the Minister, to allow excavation or damage to
occur to an Aboriginal sacred site.

During the course of my second reading speech
I indicated that one of the most reprehensible
aspects of this amending Bill from the
Opposition's point of view is that the rights of
appeal are very one-sided. If a mining company
wishes to appeal against a decision to preserve a
site, it has a full series of appeals. If an
Aboriginal group or community is aggrieved by a
decision, no right of appeal exists. The Opposition
is proposing to give those people a right of appeal
to the Local Court. Although our tribunal and
site management councils have disappeared, the
Local Court system still exists, and we wish to
give Aboriginal individuals and communities a
right of appeal to the Local Court if they are
dissatisfied with a decision in relation to a sacred
Site.

We are attempting to write in an appeal
provision for those who wish to protect sacred
sites. Our appeal provision is similar to the appeal
provisions existing in relation to mining
companies and others who wish to appeal against
decisions relating to sites.

I take your advice, Mr Chairman, and I
indicate that the Opposition opposes clause 6 in
its entirety. If our opposition to this clause is
successful, it is our intention to move to amend
section 18 of the principal Act in the way I have
indicated. We would seek to amend section 19 by
giving a role to the Museum Trustees in the
declaration of protected areas.

Accepting the way we are forced to do this, I
think our approach is preferable to the right of
appeal the Government is giving to mining
companies by repealing sections 17, 18, and 19.

The Minister did not attempt to justify this in
any coherent way during the course of his second
reading speech. We cannot expect much from him
now. However, if there is to be fairness in the
provision of the right of appeal, there has to be a
right for Aboriginal groups and for mining
companies to appeal against a decision by which
they are aggrieved. Giving an appeal to mining
companies only and not to Aboriginal groups
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underlines most forcefully the hypocritical
attitude that the Government is taking to the
whole matter. The Government is saying, "We
will protect Aboriginal sites. We are bringing in
an amending Bill", but it is allowing all sorts of
extra rights and legal possibilities for mining
companies.

A§' I said during the course of the second
reading, this is not an Aboriginal heritage Bill; it
is not a Bill to protect Aboriginal sites; it is a Bill
of rights for the mining companies; and clause 6 is
the most obnoxious of its provisions.

Mr GRAYDEN: We cannot accept the
argument advanced by the member for Gosnells.
There is no right of appeal along these lines in the
Act. We are trying to amend the Act as little as
possible.

There is absolutely no right of appeal in the
current Act, for a very good reason. Here is an
Act of Parliament not designed to protect
pastoralists. and not designed to protect those who
own freehold land. It is not designed to protect
mining companies who have mining tenements. It
is designed specifically to protect Aboriginal
sites-sites of significance to living Aborigines
and the cultural heritage. It is an Act of
Parliament which has the full weight of the law
behind it. It is designed to protect every site in
Western Australia, registered or otherwise, unless
a special exemption is granted.

That is the import of the Act. Obviously
Aborigines do not have to have a right of appeal,
and that is why it is not written into the Act.

The only person given a right of appeal is an
owner of land. There might be a farm at York,
and someone says, "That is an Aboriginal site.
You cannot till that land." The owner will be
given the right to go to a court to establish that it
is in fact a site of significance.

There is absolutely no need for the right of
appeal as far as Aborigines are concerned. There
is no right of appeal in the current legislation, for
a very good reason. The whole Act is for the
purpose of protecting Aboriginal sites; and it is
only the people from whom the land will be taken
who need to have any appeal.

Mr PARKER: I will take the Minister through
a slightly different procedure than that adopted
by the member for Gosnells. When we were
discussing this matter amongst ourselves, some
members on this side of the Chamber were
concerned at the way in which the phrase "the
owner of any land" is used in different parts of
the subelause. In section I8, it is defined in a
certain way; and that is basically the same as the
proposed provision except that it adds rights for

people operating under the Petroleum Act.
Hitherto, that was not the case.

Proposed subsection (2) provides that the owner
of the land can object; then the Minister and the
Museum Trustees go through a certain procedure,
and they advise the owner of the land of the
results of such procedure. It seems to us that the
Government ought to be prepared to agree to all
of the owners of the land being informed of the
decision of the Minister or the trustees, and not
simply the owner who has applied under proposed
new subsection (2).

I deal now with proposed new subsection (5) on
page 5 of the Bill. It deals with the case when the
owner of any land is aggrieved by a decision of
the Minister; and it goes on to deal with how he
may appeal, There was some doubt on our side as
to the meaning of the words "the owner of any
land" in that context.

The Committee will be aware that we have
considerable weight of legal opinion on this side of
the Chamber and in another place. Some of our
legal men were of the view that those words
allowed any of the owners of the land to appeal to
the Supreme Court. Other people were of the view
that it was restricted to the owner of the land who
had given notice under proposed new subsection
(2). It seems that proposed subsection (5) would
allow any of the owners of the land to appeal to
the Supreme Court; and it concerns us that the
way it is written may give rise to argument which
may or may fiot be upheld by the court. This
situation could be solved by deleting the word
"the" and inserting the word "any". That would
allow any of the owners of the land-Aborigines,
the holder of a mining tenement, the holder of a
petroleum permit-to appeal, even if that owner
had not been the initial objector.

Proposed subsection (5) could give rise to legal
argument; and our amendment would make the
position clearer.

Mr GRAYDEN: I will raise this matter with
the Attorney General, and obtain the opinion of
the Crown Law Department in respect of that. If
necessary, we can make an amendment in another
place.

Proposed new section 18(l) defines fairly
exactly what an owner is. I do not think there
should be any dispute about it; but I would be
prepared to check it.

The member for Fremantle spoke about
including the Petroleum Act 1963. Under the
present Act, "the owner of any land" includes a
lessee from the Crown or the holder of a mining
tenement. We have gone a little further because
at Noonkanbah there was possibly no obligation

1272



[Wednesday, 10 September 1980]127

on the part of the petroleum company to make
application for a deleterious use. There was also
no way for the company to make an application
for permission to work in the area.

Mr Pearce: That does not mean they could
interfere with the site, though.

Mr GRAYDEN: The Act simply said that the
owner of any land had to do certain things, but it
did not say specifically that it applied to anyone
who held some sort of permit under the Petroleum
Act. It gave rise to another difficulty because
there was no way for them to make application.
Such a provision has been included, for that
reason. It makes the Bill more embracing.

In addition, people ate given the opportunity, if
they are on Aboriginal land, to make an
application for the right to use it. It then rests
with the trustees to make a recommendation
whether portion of the land or all of the land can
be used, or that certain conditions be applied.

To return to the original point made by the
member for Fremantle, I will be pleased to raise
that matter and, if necessary, to have the Bill
amended.

Mr Parker: Is that in respect of proposed
subsection (5), or subsection (3) as well?

Mr GRAYDEN: It applies in respect of both.
Mr COWAN: The two most significant factors

in this clause relate to the approval of the powers
of the trustees. If the Hill becomes law, instead of
the trustees being required to give consent, the
Minister will be able to give consent, for various
reasons, for use of the land in question. That is
something which should be opposed.

Part of this Act will be subject to the Petroleum
Act; and it is clear that the Aboriginal people will
be unable to deal with their land. In addition, the
Aboriginal occupiers of land who are given a
pastoral lease will be required to appeal to the
Supreme Court, as opposed to the nearest Local
Court. I ask whether that change is advisable. It
will be a lot more difficult for the occupiers of the
land to lodge an appeal to the Supreme Court. It
would be easier for th~ir to lodge an appeal to the
Local Court. Consequently, we oppose the
proposition.

Mr GRAYDEN: This clause is as a result of
recommendations by the Museum Trustees. I
have the comments from the Museum Trustees,
and I ask that they be tabled.

The CHAIRMAN: That may be done.
Mr GRAYDEN: And that they be

incorporated in Mansard.
The CHAIRMAN: They will be tabled; but the

incorporation is a separate question.

Mr GRAYDEN: The trustees believe they
should not be put in the position of being the
arbiters in respect of the general interest of the
community in the protected area. The proposals
would be submitted by the trustees to the
Minister, and the Minister would make a
decision. The proposals would then be submitted
to the Governor-in-Executive-Council for
approval and declaration. That is precisely what
we are doing; but it is at the recommendation of
the Museum Trustees. I should like this paper to
be tabled for the information of members.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister was asked
earlier and agreed to table two documents, one of
which was referred to in regard to clause 3 and
the other in regard to clause 4. I ask him to table
those two documents now.

The papers were tabled for the information of
members.

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister also seeks to
have a paper incorporated in Hansard. Is there
any dissentient voice? In that case, subject to my
examination of the material, it is agreed it will be
incorporated in Hansard.

Mr Grayden: May I also seek leaveto have the
other two documents incorporated in Mansard?

The CHAIRMAN: The Minister seeks
permission to have two further documents
incorporated in Hansard. Is there any dissentient
voice? Subject to my examination of the
documents, they will be incorporated in Mansard.

The following documents were incorporated in
Mansard by leave of the Committee-

Section I8: General Comment: The
Trustees believe they should not be put in a
position of being the arbiters "in regard to
the general interests of the community" and
that Protected Area proposals should be in
the form of recommendations from the
Trustees to the Minister, upon which the
Minister would make a decision. The
proposal would then be submitted to the
Governor in Executive Council for approval
and declaration.

Section I 8(l): The holder of any right and
privilege under the Petroleum Act should be
included here. For drafting consistency there
should also be mention of the Mining Act.

Sections 28, 29 and 39:
It is felt inadvisable to reduce the

Committee's present ability to represent a
wide body of Aboriginal opinion. It is
appropriate for the person having
responsibility for the Administration of
Aboriginal Affairs to be retained on the
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Committee, ex officio, but for consideration
to be given to deleting reference to the
Surveyor General.

However, it is recognised that a more
fundamental question is the role of the
Committee. In principle its role should be
advisory to the Trustees.
Telephone 328 4411

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MUSEUM
Francis Street

PERTH, Western Australia 6000
Our ref: D4/79 29th August, 1980

MEMORANDUM
TO: Hon. Minister for Education,

Cultural Affairs, Recreation &
Responsible for the Aboriginal
Heritage Act.

FROM: Director, Western Australian
Museum

SUBJECT: MINING EXPLORATION:
NOON KANBAH STATION

I refer to your request for urgent advice on
the matters raised in your memorandum of
26th August, 1980 on the above.

The Trustees have considered the matters
and have asked me to reply as follows:

Question (1)
When giving consideration to the

application from the State Government
the Trustees were required by Section
I8 of the Aboriginal Heritage Act either
to make a recommendation for a
protected area or to give consent. They
were not willing to give consent and
accordingly they were required to
recommend the site as a protected area.
Had the area become a protected area
as recommended, they would certainly
have given consideration to the factors
listed by you under Item (1])(a) in
accordance with the Regulations already
in force under Section 26. In giving that
consideration they would have taken into
account the views of the relevant
Aborigines in respect or current or
established activities in the area.

Question (2)
The question of compensation is not

included in the criteria considered by
either the Aboriginal Cultural Material
Committee or the Trustees in evaluating
the significance of an area being
considered for protected area status. The
relevant criteria are those in Section
39(2) and (3) of the Aboriginal

Heritage Act. The Trustees assume that
the question of compensation should be
taken into account by the Governor in
making a declaration that a site should
be a protected area under Section 19.

J1. L. BANNISTER
Director

Clause put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr B. T. Burke
M rT. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans

Ayes
M r Coyne
Mr Crane
Mr Old

Ayes 24
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Trethowan
M r Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 21
Mr Harmian
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Bryce
Mr Taylor
Mr T. H. Janea

(Teller)

(Teller)

Clause thus passed.
Progress

Progress reported and leave given to sit again at
a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr
Shalders.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

Sitting suspended from 6.16 to 7.36 p.m.

ABORIGINAL HERITAGE AMENDMENT
BILL (No. 2)
In Committee

Resumed from an earlier stage
The Chairman of Committees (Mr
Chair; Mr Graydeni (Minister
Affairs) in charge of the Bill.

of the sitting.
Clarko) in the
for Cultural

Progress was reported after clause 6 had been
agreed to.

Clauses 7 to I I put and passed.
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Clause 12: Section 58 repealed-
Mr PEARCE: During the second reading

debate I indicated that this clause was one to
which we strongly object. In our opinion it is one
of the most offensive clauses in a Bill which is
sufficiently offensive to have provoked the sort of
opposition this Bill has received here in the last
few days, and in public in the last few months.
Section 58 reads as follows-

Where a person-
(a) is convicted of an offence against this

Act in relation to any place or object
located on any land: and

(b) the court is satisfied that the offence
was committed-
(i) knowingly;
(ii) for the purposes of gain; and
(iii) with intent to defeat the purposes of

this Act,
the court by which the person is convicted
may order the suspension or forfeiture of any
right, title or interest held by that person in
or affecting that land or anything on or
under that land or any mining tenement or
mining privilege relating thereto, and effect
shall be given to that order notwithstanding
the provisions of any other Act or law of the
State.

That is the section the Bill proposes to repeal.
During the second reading debate the Minister
said that we had to consider the situation of a
mant who owns a property of one million acres of
land worth perhaps $0.5 million, and who may
innocently dig up an Aboriginal rock or two, and
the whole station could be forfeited. Put in that
way the penalty contained in section 58 seems to
be rather drastic. However, no court is likely to
order such a forfeiture. It may order the
forfeiture of a small part of the land. In fact, the
main aspect of the penalty relates to mining
tenements and the claims of mining companies
over certain areas of land.

Let us assume that a mining company knew
there were precious metals under an Aboriginal
sacred site and although it knew it would be
breaking the law of the land to proceed with
mining, it weighed up the risk and decided to
desecrate the sacred site. That is the sort of cost-
benefit analysis that every criminal undertakes
before deciding to break the law.

Under the Act the company concerned would
not be likely to suffer a great penalty. The person
to be prosecuted would be the one who actually
desecrates the site. This person would be liable to
a gaol sentence of up to 12 months, or some such
penalty, although he would not be the criminal in

the first instance. The one who benefits from the
desecration is the mining company. Under the
present legislation the company has everything to
risk because it could lose the tenement.

We do not need concern ourselves with
accidental desecration because the court would
have to be convinced that the person desecrating
the site did it knowingly, secondly, that he did it
for the purpose of gain, and thirdly, that he did it
in an attempt to defeat the purposes of the Act.
That is a fairly stringent test. It would be difficult
for a court to Find an accused guilty of an offence
under the Act.

If a mining company excavated an Aboriginal
sacred site knowingly, for the purpose of gain,
with the intent of defeating the purposes of the
Act, the forfeiture of a mining tenement would be
the most effective deterrent imaginable.

The forfeiture of a mining tenement by an
offending company would be a very appropriate
penalty in terms of justice. Why then should we
repeal this section? One reason springs to mind,
and that is that, to my knowledge, the section has
never been enforced. However, I believe that is
more a comment on our law enforcement agencies
than on the legislation.

Knowing as we do that conflicts between the
Aborigines and mining interests are likely to be
more frequent in the future because of
developments at Noonkanbab, this section could
become extremely important as a way to protect
sacred sites from the incursions of rapacious
mining companies. I mentioned before the
incursion of CRA at Devil Devil Springs. If it
were made quite clear to that company that it
would be likely to lose its tenement, it would stop
the activities there. If we remove this provision,
such companies would not be risking much.

The Opposition is very much opposed to any
weakening of this section. and to seek to repeal it
totally seems to be a very perverse attitude on the
part of the Government, although not a surprising
one. It underlines yet again the point the
Opposition has been making: this amending Bill is
designed to strengthen the position of the mining
companies and to weaken the position of the
Aborigines. The repeal of this section could take
away the most effective deterrent against illegal
mining activities. The repeal of the section would
mean that the desecration of Aboriginal sacred
sites would become such a trivial offence that
people who do so knowingly for the purpose of
gain and with the intent to defeat the purposes of
this Act will suffer no real punishment at all.

Mr GRAYDEN: We suggested the repeal of
this section because of its severity. Section 57, as
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the member for Gosnells pointed out,
commences-

(1) A person convicted of an offence
against this Act is liable on summary
conviction, where no penalty is expressly
provided for the offence,-
(a) if he has not been previously convicted

of any offence against this Act, to--
(i) a penalty of five hundred dollars;

(ii) imprisonment for three months; or
(iii) both such a fine and imprisonment;
or

(b) if he has been previously convicted of
any offence against this Act, to-
(i) a penalty of two thousand dollars;
(ii) imprisonment for twelve months; or
(iii) both such a fine and imprisonment;
and

(c) in the case of a continuing offence, to a
daily penalty of one hundred dollars for
every day that the offence continues
after the offender is convicted.

If the members in another place want to increase
these penalties, I would be very happy about that.
Personally, I believe the penalties in the
legislation are sufficient.

We are proposing to delete section 58, and, as
the member for Gosnells pointed out, it would be
only in extraordinary circumstances that the
provision of this section would be invoked.
However, while the section remains, the owner of
a property of, say, one million acres, may face
forteiture of the whole property if he commits an
offence under the Act. Let us take the case of the
manager of a mining company with a capital of,
say, $500 million. Some of the shareholders of the
company might have invested their entire life
savings in it, and without question, pensioners
would be involved if the company were a large
one.

If such a company were to commit an offence
under the legislation, it could forfeit the leases on
which the company was capitalised. The provision
for a penalty of 12 months' imprisonment will
remain in the Act, and so there is no need for
forfeiture Provisions of this kind. As I have said, if
the members in another place wish to increase
drastically the penalties in the legislation. I will
be quite happy to accept that.

Mr PARKER: I wish to oppose this clause. At
least section 58 provides some deterrent to any
company or individual who intended knowingly to
breach the Act. As the member for Gosnells said,
the test that must be met to enable section 58 to
come into operation is a very serious hurdle

indeed. Certainly the provisions of this section
could not be applied easily, or even mandatorily,
unless all the conditions in subparagraphs (i), (ii),
and (iii) were met. Any person wishing to
prosecute must prosecute initially under the
provisions of section 57 or one of the other
sections, and then if an offence is proven, he must
further convince the court in regard to the
subparagraphs I have referred to. All three
provisions must apply together. An offence must
be carried out knowingly, for the purposes of gain,
and with an intent to defeat the purposes of the
Act. I do not imagine such a case would be easy
to prove-il is very difficult to prove what is in a
person's mind. 1 understand that in such
circumstances an accused person would not have
to give evidence under oath, although I could be
incorrect on that point.

We must remember that the court has a
discretionary power. This is not something the
court must do, and if it decides on the forfeiture
of land or property, it does not have to insist on
the forfeiture of the whole of the land or property
concerned. For instance, a mining company which
owned a tenement over an area of one million
acres, or a person who had a pastoral lease over
one million acres, may not be subjected to the
penalty of the forfeiture of the whole of that
mining tenement or pastoral lease.

It may be that the owner of a freehold or
leasehold area of land on which there is an
Aboriginal sacred site as contemplated by this
legislation may be concerned about having such a
site on his property and seek to remove it. If the
sacred site forms part of a larger property, it
might be said that the person does not deserve to
hold all that land and that it should be transferred
to the Aboriginal Lands Trust or to some other
body. That seems a perfectly proper course to
contemplate.

However, let us take the situation of an
unscrupulous mining company holding a mining
lease over certain areas of land. This company
could consider the provision of section 57(l)(a)
and decide that it was worth the risk of
committing such an offence. 1 understand that the
sentencing of a first offender is at the discretion
of magistrates or judges, and it is very rare for
them to prescribe the maximum allowable penalty
for a first offence. So a person committing a first
offence would face a $500 fine or imprisonment
for three months or both. A director or manager
of a mining company who had been previously oif
good character as far as the law is concerned
would be most unlikely to be sent to prison. It is
likely that he would be put on a good behaviour
bond, and fined say, $50 or $ 100.
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For a mining company contemplating doing
something which is conceived by the current
section 57(a) and (b), the risks involved in putting
up one of its managers or directors to take action
which would come within the purview of that
section are not very great. The company might be
able to get away with a one-off action which is
very important to it with perhaps a fine of $100,
and having one of its managers or directors placed
on a three-month good behaviour bond. I do not
regard that as particularly significant when I
think in terms of the amount of money involved.
Once one of these sites is desecrated or destroyed.
it will not be able to be brought back to existence
again.

I believe that same company might be a little
more careful if it knew that under section 58 of
the Act, it could also have taken from it portion
or whole of the mining tenement to which it holds
claim. This section was put into the Act in 1972
by agreement of all parties. To my knowledge, it
has never been used since that time. In my
opinion, the provisions of section 58 should be
liberalised so that a prosecutor does not have as
much to prove in order that the provisions of this
section can come into effect. Certainly, it should
not be deleted. This is yet another example of the
Government's intention to weight this legislation
away from the protection of Aboriginal sites and
other areas or importance to Aborigines, i n favour
of the mining companies.

Let me finally deal with a point the Minister
made concerning companies with a market
capitalisation of $500 million or $1 000 million. It
is true that many people who are involved as
shareholders in those companies have no control
or power over what goes on in those companies.
However, there are a whole host of other
legislative enactments both in this State and in
other States and the Commonwealth which
require restrictions to be placed on such
companies. People can sue these companies in
courts of law for millions of dollars for negligence
leading to accident, or for damage done to
property.

Exactly the same position applies in respect of
the shareholders. Probably, they do not know
what is going on; all they know is what they read
in the annual reports, and as long as they receive
their dividend cheques at the appropriate time,
they do not complain. Nevertheless, shareholders'
funds held by the company can be diminished by
the amount awarded in damages against that
company.

The Minister claims that should not be the case
in respect of this clause. We are talking about
companies with a market capitalisation of up to

$1 000 million. We are not talking about
something which would materially affect, for
example, the investment of pension funds in such
a company. The taking away of one mining
tenement as a result of action under section 58
would have very little effect on the dividends paid
to company shareholders. However, it could well
persuade the company to think more seriously
before embarking on a course of action
contemplated in section 58.

The Government would be more advised to
make convictions under section 58 easier to
obtain,' rather than repealing the entire section.

Clause put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Harman

Ayes
Mr Young
Mr Crane
M r P. V. Jones
Sir Charles Court
Mr Rushton

Clause thus passed.

Ayes 24
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mir Slialders

Noes 17
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Wilson
Mr Batenman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Barnett
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Bryce
Mr Taylor
Mr Grill

Clauses 13 and 14 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported without amendment.

Recommittal

MR COWAN (Merredin) [7.54
move-

(Teller)

(Teller)

p.m.]:

That the Bill be recommitted for the
further consideration of clause 2.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [7.55 p.m.]: The
Opposition will support this move by the Leader
of the National Party because we felt he was
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unfairly deprived of an opportunity to move an
amendment to clause 2. We do not question the
fact that the Chairman's ruling was accurate;
nevertheless, the strict application of Standing
Orders resulted in the member for Merredin
being unfairly deprived in this way, and we
believe he should be given the opportunity to
move his amendment.

Question put and negatived.
Report

Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister
Cultural Affairs) [7.56 p.m.J: I move-

That the Hill be now read a third time.

For

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [7.57 p.m.]: It is not
my intention to delay the House for long at the
third reading stage, because we have had a
lengthy debate on the terms of the Government's
amending Bill, which will shortly become part of
the new Aboriginal Heritage Act.

I wish to indicate very clearly to the House and
the people of Western Australia that the
Opposition does not accept that this new Bill is
the last word with regard to Aboriginal sacred
sites. I believe it represents a great setback to
Aboriginal communities and, indeed, to other
people who are concerned about the cultural
heritage of our State; it is a setback to people who
are concerned about the depressed minorities in
this State. On the other hand, it is a great step
forward for the supporters of exploitative mining
companies and the other speculative activities we
see going on throughout our State.

The Opposition will not stop here. We still
intend to proceed with our own Bill during the
current session; we will proceed to a vote, or until
we are ruled out of order. If we cannot proceed in
those terms this session, I assure the House and
the people that amendments to the Aboriginal
Heritage Act will be an early priority of the next
Labor Government.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [7.58 p.m.]:
Members will recall the National Party attempted
to have this Bill referred to a Select Committee
after it had passed the second reading stage, and
that that move failed. We felt that whilst both
sides of the House had an opinion on this Bill, it
would be in the best interests of the Parliament
and the public of Western Australia to have a
Select Committee established which was able to
summon witnesses to deal clause by clause with
the merits of the Bill. However, that opportunity
was denied us.

Several amendments to the Bill were moved by
the Opposition during the Committee stage.
Unfortunately, I was precluded from moving the
one amendment I felt to be extremely important.
My amendment related to the cultural heritage of
Aborigines as opposed to the cultural heritage of
the State of Western Australia. The National
Party supported some of the amendments moved
by the Opposition because we believed they were
reasonable in what they were trying to achieve.

One of my greatest disappointments with this
Bill is that it does not provide for Aborigines to
have a greater say in their own affairs, or in what
happens to areas which are of significance to
them. I am extremely disappointed that the entire
slant of this Bill appears to be towards more
ministerial power and more access by mineral
seekers to areas of land which the occupiers of
that land believe should be preserved and
protected against such activities.

It disappoints me greatly that the Government
has not accepted any amendment whatsoever.
Consequently, I oppose the third reading of the
Bill.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Cultural Affairs) [8.01 pm.]: I did not intend to
speak to the third reading, but I am going to do so
after hearing some of the comments made.
Firstly, I disagree entirely with the member for
Gosnells when he says this Bill is a setback for
Aborigines. On the contrary, the Government will
be in a position to expedite the location of sacred
sites of consequence to living Aborigines and the
location of sites which are part or the national
heritage. These sites having been located, they
will be able to be preserved. We definitely will be
in a position to expedite this action. So, rather
than being a setback for Aborigines and those
who wish them well in various walks of life, in
fact, this Bill is going to be a step forward.
Similarly, I contradict the member's statement
that the Bill is a step forward for the mining
companies. It does not assist the mining
companies at all.

Mr Davies: It is not even a step sideways for
Aborigines.

Mr GRAYDEN: I am surprised that the
member for Merredin should have spoken in
terms of the Bill not providing a greater say for
Aborigines. The whole purpose of the
Government's amendments is to interfere as little
as possible with the existing Act which has such
wide support throughout Western Australia. We
are not altering the position in respect of the say
Aborigines will have or the say anthropologists
will have.
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We have a Cultural Material Committee
chaired by Professor Berndt, who is possibly the
leading anthropologist in the State. There are
several Aborigines on this committee.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAYDEN: So it is absolute nonsense for

people to say that Aborigines will not have any
say in these matters. They will have the same
amount of say as they had formerly.

I am terribly perturbed about some of the
comments made in this House and throughout the
State which are in line with the type of comment
we hear from the Opposition and from members
such as the member for Merredin and one of his
colleagues.

In tonight's edition of the Daily News we have
the same sentiments being echoed. There is an
article headed, "Experts hit out at new heritage
law". I quote as follows-

Society president Mr John Stanton
released a statement by the society which
said that changes now being put through
State Parliament would be unfair to
Aborigines.

Mr Bridge: How right that is.
Mr GRAYDEN: I find it difficult to believe

that the Anthropological Society of WA could be
so ill-informed that it would lend its name to the
statements by its president, Mr John Stanton, as
reported in the Daily News. I can assume only
that Mr Stanto~n is allowing his professional
judgment to be obscured by his political leanings.

Mr Pearce: Shame!
Mr GRAYI3EN: Every single statement is

incorrect,
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order.
Mr Davies: He is probably a card-carrying

Liberal.
Mr GRAYDEN: His statement is completely

unfounded and I hhve serious doubts that
members of his society would support his
remarks. He does not seem to have any
comprehension at all of the amendments to the
Act. To say that the changes now being made
would be unfair to Aborigines is a gross
distortion.

Mr Stanton was quoted as saying that the
changes would give the Minister responsible for
the Aboriginal Heritage Act complete power over
Aboriginal sites. That is what the Opposition has
been saying.

Mr Pearce: It is true.
Mr GRAYDEN: It is absolute nonsense. Under

existing sections of the Act the Minister already
has unlimited powers. I quote further-

Mr Stanton said: "The new law would give
the minister power to determine the
importance and significance of a site without
consultation with any other body.

That statement is false. The amendment will not
affect the situation. In fact, this statement is an
outrageous one which is echoing the sentiments of
the Opposition. It is absolutely ludicrous to say
the Government is preventing participation by
Aborigines and other people with special
competence in Aboriginal affairs.

Mr Stanton is probably not aware chat there
are several Aboriginal members of the Aboriginal
Cultural Material Committee and that its
chairman is a leading anthropologist. Yet he
makes statements like this. I point out to Mr
Stanton that there are several anthropologists on
the staff of the Museum who are always available
to make recommendations to the Museum and to
the Government.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, am I right in

assuming the Minister is reading his speech?
The SPEAKER: There is no point of order.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: There are quite a number of

points I could make, hut I will be brief as I do not
want to take up the time of the House
unnecessarily. However, these statements demand
an answer because the people of Western
Australia have been fed this rubbish by the
President of the Anthropological Society of WA.
It is exactly the same sort of rubbish we have read
previously in the Daily News over the past several
weeks. These views have been the same as those
put forward by the Opposition.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr GRAYDEN: The reporting by the Daily

News has been absolutely reprehensible.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order.
Mr GRAYDEN: By saying that the spirit of

the original law had been to protect sites which
were significant to Aborigines, Mr Stanton is
implying that we are doing something to change
this situation. The spirit of the original Act will
be preserved to exactly the same extent with these
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amendments. Mr Stanton has made another
assertion which is not correct. He said-

The changes would alter this to protect
sites which were important to the cultural
heritage of the State rather than Aborigines.

He then refers to appeals.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: I ask that the Minister, at the

conclusion of his speech, table the document from
which he is quoting.

The SPEAKER: Order! As far as I can
ascertain, the document from which the Minister
is quoting is the Daily News. I ask the Minister if
he is quoting from a document? If he is, I ask that
the document be laid on the Table or the House at
the conclusion of his speech.

Debate resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: To save the time of the House

I have summarised several of the statements made
by Mr Stanton. I would be very happy to table
the paper as I want to give those statements the
widest publicity.

Mr Stanton's reference to appeals is irrelevant.
He said that appeals would not be written into the
Act. However, because sacred sites are protected
under the current legislation there has never been
any reason for Aborigines to have the right of
appeal. I reiterate: the Minister responsible for
the Act will have no more power than he has
under the present Act.

Points of Order
Mr B. T. BURKE: In response to the question

from the member for Gosnells you, Mr Speaker ,asked the Minister whether he was prepared to
table the document from which he was quoting.
The Minister proceeded to continue quoting
without answering your question. He is still
quoting.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
.Balcatta probably did not hear the Minister as I
did, when the Minister said that he would be
quite happy to table the document from which he
was quoting. I took that to mean at the conclusion
of his speech, which is the normal time that such
documents are tabled.

Mr DAVIES: On a further point of order, I
believe there is an existing ruling by Speaker
Guthrie to the effect that the reply by the
Minister to the third reading debate must be
related directly to the debate that has taken place
during the third reading and not to the whole Bill.

The Minister is introducing new material. It has
not been raised by any member of the House. I
ask that you rule that he be no longer allowed to
continue in this way.

The SPEAKER: Order! Speaker Guthrie's
ruling does apply and I would suggest to the
Minister for Cultural Affairs that if he is
introducing new material he should desist. The
object of a mover of a motion being given the
opportunity to reply to a debate is to do just
that-to reply to the debate. No member who
moves a motion ought to introduce new material
in the time made available to him to make his
reply. The Minister should desist from raising
new matters at this particular part of the
proceedings.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I will be brief.
Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: I reply to statements made by

members of the Opposition. The statements made
by Mr Stanton are the same as those made by
Opposition members.

Mr Mclver: It would not happen to a member
on this side of the House.

Withdrawal of remark
The SPEAKER: I take offence at the

interjection made by the member for Avon. I
finished ruling that the Minister for Cultural
Affairs must not raise new material. By way of
interjection, the member for Avon implied that
the Minister was being allowed to do something
which members on the other side of the House
would not be permitted to do. I ask the member to
withdraw that statement.

Mr Mclver: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: it would almost seem that the

sole purpose of the statement made by the
President of the Anthropological Society of WA
is to create work for anthropologists.

Mr B. T. Burke: You are an absolute disgrace.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to

hand to the attendants a copy of the document
from which he was quoting and which shall be
placed on the Table of the House for the balance
of this day's sitting for the information or
members.

The document was tabled for the information
of members.
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Question put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Clarko
Mr Coyne
Mrs Craig
Dr Dadour
Mr Graydcn
Mr Grewar
Mr H-assell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T, J. Burke
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mvr H. D. Evans
Mr Harman

a division taken with the

Ayes 23
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
M r Sabson
M r Sodeman
M r Spriggs
M r Trethowa n
M r Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
M r Shalders

(Teller)
Noes 20

Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Meclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Young Mr Carr
Mr Crane Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr P. V. Jones Mr Bryce
Sir Charles Court Mr Taylor
Mr Rushton Mr Grill
Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the

Council.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY:
ELEVENTH DAY

Motion
Debate resumed from 4 September.
MR CLARKO (Karrinyup) [8.18 p.m.] As it is

tradition, I congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on
your appointment to the position of Speaker.

Mr Davies: Made a bad blue, though.
Mr CLARKO: I would suggest that whilst

there are some members in this House who do not
agree with every decision you make, Sir, they
have generally agreed with you. However, it
seems to me that some of them are tending to fall
into the position where they like you when you
agree with them. If this House were run on that
basis it would be a complete farce. I urge you to
continue in the way you have because you have
done an outstanding job and I think everyone in
this House agrees with me.

Most of the time members have felt this way.
and time will tell whether you have been right on
such issues where people have disagreed with you.
However, I expect you to be right again.
(41)

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!
Mr B. T. Burke: The Speaker likes this.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I believe for the

dignity of the House there should be relative
quiet. I also happen to like what the member is
saying.

Mr CLARKO: As I have been interrupted. I
think it is the practice of many speakers to go
back to the beginning, so I repeat, Mr Speaker,
that your record is of the highest level, and I am
sure that when this motion-which has been lying
around-has been disposed of and a little time
has passed, certain members of this House will
then not oppose you when you are making
decisions. You will then return to your pristine
state and there will be no reservations about your
position.

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I have been interrupted again;,

maybe I should go back to the beginning.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mir CLARKO: As it is traditional, I wish to

offer also my warmest regards to the three new
members in this House. Firstly, I congratulate my
colleague from East Melville, who has already
shown that he is a person who will contribute
greatly in this House, and for a long time.
Secondly, I am sure the member for Fremantle
and the member for Kalgoorlie will hold their
seats for a long time-in Opposition. Whilst I
would prefer to call the seat of East Melville a
blue ribbon seat, I will call the Opposition
members' seats, red ribbon seats. I expect those
members to be here for a long time in Opposition
and I am sure they will perform their duties at a
very high level.

Mr B. T. Burke: What about the member for
Kimberley?

Mr CLARKO: I wish to make the point, as
strongly as I can, that it is important that the
people of Western Australia adopt a more
confident attitude in regard to the future of this
great State.

Mr B. T. Burke: Pretty hard!
Mr CLARKO: Day in, day out, we hear and

read comments of a pessimistic nature about our
great State.

Our State has a tremendous future and those
people who are not too myopic and who have an
opportunity to travel to other places and read and
hear what other people in Australia and overseas
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have to say about Western Australia, will gain the
feeling that everyone else has a great confidence
in our future. We as Western Australians should
espouse that confidence much more strongly than
others.

Last weekend my confidence was destroyed a
little, particularly when the Claremont Football
Club-unfortunately due to certain
circumstances-was unable to win the first
semifinal. The next day-after East Perth had
defeated Claremont by some sort of freak
luck-my local rugby team, the North Beach
Rugby League Club, which had lost only one
game throughout the season by one point, was
defeated in the second semifinal. I must say I was
disappointed by this; being a person who is
extremely interested in sr particularly the
football sports.

Mr Harman: What has this to do with the
economic situation?

Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, I must say that I
am unable to stand here and quote a report from
a learned academic and then just happen to slip in
that he is mry brother. I take nothing away from
Dr Harman; obviously when they shared out that
one measure of brains to the brothers of the
family, one received the lot!

I did want to say something about football
because I believe it is related to the confidence,
and certainly the fears-

Mr Harman: That is only one claim, we have
two.

Mr CLARKO: I must say that the member for
Maylands seems to be in fine voice. I can handle
that comment, but I keep hearing little rattles
from the back.

Mr Steve Marsh, the champion rover of the
past, described the loss by the Claremont Football
Club as being due to the fact that they were
college boys with a college attitude and that
presumably their attitude to the sport was that it
is only a game. I do not know whether he is trying
to suggest that at a high school one would have a
much more determined desire to win. My view is
that the Claremont Football Club lost the match
because it was not as good as the East Perth
team; even though I can come up with many other
excuses.

A couple of years ago I had the privilege to
meet the late Sir Bruce Small, one of the most
outstanding Australians of recent times. I met
him with a couple of my colleagues, who happen
to be sitting beside me now-which I like-and
he said that we should look at every setback as a
basis for the beginning of a new attack and a new
success.

He gave an example of the time when he had
arranged to go to Melbourne with meter
maids-they were the girls who wore bikinis.
About two days before he was due to leave there
was a long range weather forecast which said that
Melbourne would experience one of the greatest
storms it had had for a long time. However, Sir
Bruce Small said that if they went there in the
middle of a snowstorm they would be reported
world wide. If they had gone on a sunny day they
would have made only the Melbourne papers.

It is essential that we think more positively. I
am concerned at the continual gloom which is
expressed in this House and in Perth generally. It
gives me a great deal of pleasure when I go to the
outback areas of Western Australia, the north of
this State, the Northern Territory, or Queensland
and find there is a much greater vibrancy and
positive outlook and attitude in those Pilaces than
there is in some southern parts of Australia.

Australia is one of the wealthiest countries in
the world. It has a potential for tremendous
growth which will thereby provide the higher
standard of living which Australian people desire.

When I read the newspapers I gain the
impression that Western Australia is in the throes
of a tremendous and dreadful depression,
economic and otherwise. I gain the impression
that there is someone out to put everyone down
and that the future of our suburbs is in a dreadful
plight. I gain the impression that our children
have no future and that the way to solve our
unemployment problems is to take all the people
of 55 years of age and put them on some sort of
industrial scrapheap. This is nor the way to solve
the problems of Western Australia.

When we read descriptions of the two
outstanding leaders of Australia, the Federal
Prime Minister and the Premier of Western
Australia, we are continually told that they are
too strong and too tough and as well too ruthless.
These are attributes which are lauded by winning
football teams. Yet in contrast when describing
the actions of my colleagues they are regularly
said to be insensitive, arrogant and unfair.

It should be noted, that when the news media of
Australia are referring to the leaders of the
Australian Labor Party, they are portrayed as
Australia's political darlings. The political darling
at the moment is Neville Wran. He has received
tremendous adulation from the Press.

Mr Carr: And the public!
Mr CLARKO: I do not question the fact that

he is a first-class Premier. However, he has
received publicity to a much greater degree than
he deserves and it is not amazing that at the end
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of this publicity, he becomes the new leader of the
Australian Labor Party. He is a man who has
received some of the greatest publicity ever given
in modern Australian history.

It has been excessive even in comparison with
the dreadful excesses of publicity given to his
predecessor, Mr Bob Hawke. I will not go into all
the reasons that Bob Hawke failed on his only
past attempt to enter Parliament. He was
defeated by a bike rider in the early 1960s. He
failed to win a seat which people forecast could be
won by Labor because it was in the strong
industrial area of Geelong. Hubert Opperman
won the seat, although this man has ben in
Parliament for many years. Hawke seems to be
able to get his photograph on the front pages of
newspapers whenever he plays cricket.

Another Labor Party leader to receive excessive
publicity from the Australian Press is the former
Premier of South Australia-

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CLARKO:-Mr Don Dunstan.
This particular man was praised by all the

media in Australia when in fact he was noted for
only two things-for his promotion of aberrant
sexuality and the actual beginning of the
destruction of secondary industry in South
Australia. Playford set that agricultural State on
the path to a very strong secondary sector but
Dunstan, in addition to promoting a few elements
of aberrant sexuality, was responsible for the
virtual close-down of secondary industry in South
Australia. Thai is the reason-

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The language of the member

for Morley is so limited I am not surprised he
used the word "lie".

Mr Tonkin: It is true.
Mr CLARKO: He himself is very rarely in the

vertical position. Members opposite do not like
the fact that Don Dunstan was responsible for the
destruction of secondary industry in South
Australia. That is the reason his seat was last and
went to the other side when he retired. It was won
back later On, of course, by the Labor Party filling
up all the caravan parks in that- particular
electorate just to get a few votes, so I am told.

Dunstan deserted the sinking ship, and,
curiously, although he. claimed that he was
extremely sick when he did so, within a short time
he was studying arts and languages in some
secluded, lovely spot in Italy, and in no time at all
we found him back as a member of the Australian
media. No doubt for the rest of his media life that

particular man will be equally noted for his lack
of political partiality. I find it very curious that
the Australian media cannot find any non-Labor
."goodies".

Mr B. T. Burke: What about the Minister for
Cultural Affairs?

Mr CLARKO: I like the member for Balcatta
when he smiles but unfortunately he looks very
unhappy mast of the time. He will have an
opportunity to say his piece.

At the present time some attention is being
given to the number of people who are allegedly
living below the poverty line in Australia. It is
claimed to be 1.9 million people. I read that the
poverty line for a single person is $75 a week. I
regard a poverty line which is based on dollars as
being of no use whatsoever. A single person living
at home at Peppermint Grove, driving his father's
Rolls Royce, being given pocket money whenever
he wants it, having his food bill paid, and
receiving an income of $55 a week does not seem
to be a proper indicator of poverty. It is a very
limited outlook to say a person's poverty can be
judged in terms of his stated dollar income.

Most Australians have never had it so good. It
is not true to say there are no people who are in
difficulties. Clearly, there are some. But it is
typical of members opposite, who comprise a
party of gloom and doom, that they should try to
embrace problems of unemployment and poverty
which exist in our society.

I was recently in the Northern Territory, and
while I was in Darwin I was going through the
Centre of the town; and there, at the entrance of a
building which some people think it is important
to find at the right time, was a notice saying,
"This toilet is closed because we are unable to
obtain labour to clean it." When I mentioned it to
a friend of mine who is a Minister in the
Northern Territory Government, he said, "We
recently sought to obtain 12 clerks in the
Government service. We received only five
applications and not one of the applicants was a
genuine clerk. They were storemen and so on."

When I went down to Alice Springs a senior
civil servant there told me that they had shortages
of staff in every Government department. He said
that recently there were shortages in every section
of every Government department in Alice
Springs. There was also a shortage of teachers in
Alice Springs.

Unemployment is certainly a very serious and
worrying matter but some people like to build it
up and get great pleasure out of the amount of
unemployment. It is members of the Labor Party
who do this. Let us look at the record of the
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Labor Party in Government federally and the
percentage increase in unemployment in the
period 1972 to 1975 when it was in office. In 1972
about 90000 people were unemployed in
Australia, and in about 18 months the number of
unemployed had increased to 190 000. Let us
compare it with the situation today. Nobody likes
to see the levels of unemployment we have in
Australia today but there is no question that it is
the policies of Liberal Governments which have
ensured the level is not higher than it is.

If we compare the situation in Australia in
1980 and in 1955-25 years or a generation
ago-we will see in that period there has been a
sevenfold increase in average weekly earnings. In
1955 average weekly earnings were $34.50.

Mr H. D. Evans: What was the increase in the
cost of living? Give the full story.

Mr CLARKO: I will come to that. In June
1980 the figure for average weekly earnings was
$240.70, seven times the figure for 1955. Let us
look at the prices of some commodities. A bottle
of milk in that period has increased 2.9 times, a
loaf of bread 5.2 times, a bottle of beer-in which
some members will be interested-4.2 times, and
a motorcar 3-25 times, as compared with a
sevenfold increase in average weekly earnings.

Mr H. D. Evans: I question your figures. They
are about as false as you are.

Mr CLARKO: These figures are from the
Institute of Public Affairs in Sydney.

Mr Davies: You don't believe that document,
do you? Get something reliable.

Mr CLARKO: I invite members opposite to
refute them. They cannot. Commodity prices in
those 25 years increased about Fivefold.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many

interjections.
Mr Harman: Look at the source he uses for his

figures.
Mr CLARKO: The Institute of Public Affairs

gathers its information on the basis of sound
economic fact, and I would suggest it is as sound
as the member opposite who goes around quoting
his big brother. Wages increased sevenfold in that
time.

Mr Tonkin interjected.
Mr CLARKO: The member for Morley is the

biggest whiner and whinger in this place.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Order! The

House will come to order.

Mr CLARKO: His mind is as sterile as his
head.

Mr Davies: Tell us how you lost weight since
the last session.

Mr CLARKO: And the Leader of the
Opposition is becoming the same. I invite
members opposite to say those figures are wrong.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order! I invite the

member for Karrinyup to address his remarks to
the Chair and perhaps ignore some of the
interjections.

Mr CLARKO: When we look at other
movements in that 25-year period, we find a
seven teenfold increase in the level of taxes
collected by the Federal Government.

Mr H. D. Evans: What about the fuel tax?
Mr CLARKO: Now the teddy bear comes into

it.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Point of Order

Mr H-ARMAN: I believe it is Standing Or-der
No. 118 which the member for Karrinyup is
infringing, and I think it ought to be brought to
his notice. That Standing Order deals with
making allegations about members, calling them
teddy bears and so on.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is improper for
members to use language which is hurtful to other
members. It is obvious from the point oF order
taken by the member for Maylands that members
are taking offence at the type of language which
is being used by the member for Karrinyup and I
ask him to desist from using it.

Mr CLARKO: Not only shall I desist, but I
withdraw any remarks I made which might have
embarrassed members opposite.

Debate Resumed

Mr CLARKO: Let me say in all fairness
though-

Several members interjected.
Mr CLARKO:-that this is typical of the

Australian Labor Party. Members opposite
always blame the umpire.

Several members interjected.
Mr B. T. Burke: The member for Bunbury, the

member for ClontarF, and the member for
Karrinyup-lI never thought I would see the day.

The SPEAKER: Order!

1284



[Wednesday, tO September 1980] 18

Mr CLARKO: It is typical. Interjections are
disorderly. They are against the Standing Orders
of this House. But members opposite sit there like
animal farm-we know about the people in
animal farm. The five of them think it is okay to
interject on me all at the one time, and live of
them are roughly equivalent to one Liberal. But if
I transgress the Standing Orders they want to pull
me up; if they transgress, the typical Labor
attitude is that is okay-one rule for them and
one for us. That is what I would expect. The real
truth is they do not like what is being said, so in
typical animal farm fashion they try to shout
down the speaker.

Mr Skidmore: What about the Watermans Bay
dart club?

Mr CLARKO: Grandfather also comes into it.
I do not know whether an empty tin can is rattling
up there, but I think we would have more
intellectual remarks from an empty tin can.

What we got out of the brief period when the
last Labor Government was in office was a
tremendous escalation in the level of taxation
which eventually led the Australian people to
throw out the Federal Labor Government in one
of the most massive political revulsions which
have ever occurred in Australian History.

Mr Davies: Tell us about the fuel tax-I 260
per cent increase.

Mr CLARKO: Running up to a Federal
election, Labor is now strongly embracing all the
worthy causes. Fortunately, the people of
Australia will not buy it; they rarely do. We need
only look at Labor's record in Federal politics and
see how brief its periods in office have been, and
the situation in Western Australia is very similar.
The people of Australia can be relied on to cast
their votes properly.

Labor Governments make the large promises
and when they implement them they have to
collect more taxes. Look at their Budgets,
particularly the Budget of the man who is not the
greatest favourite of the press. Mr Hayden for
some reason has not been able to capture the
same adulation from the Press as Bob Hawke has;
he is not getting Full support at the moment. But
anyone who has an elementary knowledge of
economics or Government budgeting knows how
dreadful was the Budget Mr Hayden brought
down in August 1975. What a recipe for disaster
it was! It is interesting to read it to see what he
says about inflation and to see 'the dreadful mess
the Labor Party got itself into.

Labor, through its various policies, created a
level of inflation which, in the full quarter
immediately prior to the departure of the Federal

Labor Government from the scene, reached the
level of 19 per cent per annum. Had it not been
for world oil prices, the Fraser Government would
have kept inflation down to the order, not of 5 per
cent as it hoped, but of 7 or 8 per cent. Certainly
our economy has improved greatly in the eyes of
the 23 or 24 OECD countries. For 23 years we
had an inflation rate of about 3 per cent and an
unemployment rate of about 3 per cent. That was
unmatched by any country in the western world,
with the possible exception of South Africa, which
is not directly comparable with us for special
reasons.

Look at the Australian record for the 23 years
the Liberal Country Party Government was in
office and contrast it with the tremendous blight
that took over suddenly for a three-year period.
The promises made by the Labor Party were
promises to be honoured only by the turning of
the printing press. It is interesting to see Labor
leaders occasionally talking about an attitude of
some fortitude. It is interesting to see, hear and
read some of Neville Wran's criticisms of the
operators of the Kurnell oil refinery, who have a
long record of destroying and disrupting the
economy of Australia. Wran came out in
public-it is rather rare for a Labor leader to do
this-and criticised those workers quite correctly.

A strike of that nature has only one effect: it
hurts the ordinary citizens of New South Wales
and,' of course, it hurts the nation. However, I do
not think that would ever worry any Australian
Labor political leader.

Mr B. T. Burke; Don't be stupid.
Mr CLARKO: If a Liberal leader came out

and criticised the workers at the Kurnell oil
refinery, I am sure it would be reported as union
bashing and intimidatory and an unfair action
against the Australian workers.

Australia is in the grip of strike mania. I abhor
strikes. Most strikes are carried out by a very
small proportion of the Australian work force and
by a small number of unions. The same few
people call strikes repeatedly.

Mr Bertram: You went on strike yourself.
Mr CLARKO: Many strikes do not achieve

their objectives; they are pointless. Recently we
noticed an increase in strikes which are purely a
publicity tactic. The normal processes of
conciliation and arbitration are proceeding, or
various other steps are in process to resolve the
dispute, but the strike is called to give publicity to
the matter and to bring it to the attention of the
public. I put it to the House that that is senseless
and, furthermore, it is very unfair to the
Australian working people, to the public at large,
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and to the Australian nation. It is one thing to
have a strike when all the processes of negotiation
have been exhausted, but it is another thing to
call a strike simply to draw public attention to a
cause.

The thing that grieves me most about strikes is
the fact that they are meant to hurt. Strikes are
examples of industrial muscle, and are meant to
intimidate and bully people, and to deprive them.
In particular, strikes hurt the innocent--children,
young people, poor people, and the weak people.

Mr B. T. Burke: So do SEC charges, bus fares,
petrol increases-

Mr CLARKO: The member for Balcatta is
bubbling on again.

Mr B. T. Burke: Just answer the question!
Mr CLARKO: He is a bundle of laughs.
Mr B. T. Burke: You are pregnant.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come

to order!
Mr CLARKO: Just because the mind of the

member for Balcatta-
Mr B. T. Burke: Fancy anyone answering you,

you little jam jar!
Mr CLARKO: When the member for Balcatta.

took that job as a labourer at the age of 14 or 15,
did they get rid of him because he could not
handle it intellectually; and was the wide screen
brought in because he was a television
newsreader?

Mr B. T. Burke: You are two bob short of a full
quid.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for
Karrinyup to ignore the interjections of the
member for Ralcatta, and I ask the member for
Balcatta to cease interjecting.

Mr Barnett: We don't believe he is pregnant at
all.

Mr CLARKO: That was a pregnant pause!
Who really suffers when there is a petrol strike,

a bread strike, a power strike, a rubbish strike, a
transport strike, or a teachers' strike?

Mr Bertram:. The worker.
Mr CLARKO: Who really suffers when the

nurses of the Swanbourne and Graylands
Hospitals go on strike? It is the little people.
Strikes do affect others; they do affect the
employer and the management. Of course, today
increasingly strikes lead to stand-downs of other
employees. The fellow workmen of strikers are
stood down and those people are particularly hurt.
Of course, many resent being stood down. At
election time there are many electors around

Australia who, if one judges people by their
membership of unions, one would be certain they
would return a Labor Government; but when they
get into the secrecy of the ballot box they cast
their votes without the atmosphere of those
bullying tactics which take place at the Perth
Oval, and they are able to vote in the way they
want to. The proof of those bullying tactics is here
tonight; those powerful people opposite are trying
to bully me.

Several members interjected.
Mr Davies: You go home and tell your mummy

tonight.
Mr CLARKO: Strikes affect seriously the

Australian economy; they affect prices, they
affect the rate of inflation, and they destroy
standards of living. They cruelly and unfairly hurt
the Australian public-people who are in no way
responsible for the cause of a dispute are made to
suffer for it. Strikes waste resources, and they
damage the economy.

Various countries have various attitudes
towards striking. In France, for example, the
Constitution debars strikes and, interestingly, it
prevents go-slows. A worker in France who is
involved in a go-slow breaches his employment
contract. Communist countries pay lip service to
the right to strike, but I have not heard of any
strikes in the Soviet Union in a long time.

Mr Davies: Tell us about the trade unions in
Poland.

Mr CLARKO: In Poland the workers were
lucky the Government did not bring in Russian
tanks, as seemed likely.

What we have in Australia is an industrial
arbitration system which is one of the most
comprehensive in the world, yet certain unions
seek continually to disrupt it. As you know, Sir,
many of these unions are not being disruptive
simply over matters of wages and conditions; they
are causing disruption in respect of political
matters. Strikes are called over such things as
Medibank. Fortunately the majority of the
workers do not join the strikes.

In the case of the Kurnell oil refinery, ordinary
operators are said to receive $23 000 a year, while
senior operators receive $28 000. Most people
would agree that is a fairly high wage.
Negotiation is not sufficient for those workers;
they brutally use the strike weapon.

How unfair it is to those people in Australia
who do not strike and to those who really cannot
strike. One of the most ineffective strikes I have
ever heard of was a recent strike of news
department workers at a radio station. It seems to
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me such people can go on strike forever
nobody would be harmed. The only people
could harm would be themselves. At least
sort of strike does not harm others, but
strikes hurt other people unnecessarily
undeservedly.

and
they
that
most
and

Also we have the problem that while key unions
often use the strike weapon, they are also the ones
who cause the greatest harm to our society.
Workers in, say, the power, oil, or transport
industries can cause a great deal of disruption if
they strike.

I believe the day is very close in Australia when
it will be necessary for Governments to set up
some form of emergency force which will be able
to do what has often happened in the past, such as
when Ben Chifley, that great Labor leader of
Australia, took soldiers into the coalmines of New
South Wales.

Mr Davies: You should not be allowed to call
him great.

Mr CLARKO: Strikes are really like a person
having an argument with his boss, and then going
home and hitting his children or having a row
with his wife. The wrong people are always
punished, and a great waste of resources occurs.
The innocents are the main sufferers in strikes;
and Australia has one of the worst records in the
world in this regard. Unfortunately some parts of
Western Australia are almost leading the way in
this area.

I want to say also that a great deal of praise is
due, irrespective of the bleating which will come
from the Opposition benches, from the unions,
and from all those people who are opposed to our
politics, to the Court and Brand Governments of
Western Australia for the tremendous record of
development this State has achieved. I invite any
academic to sit down and compare the economic
record of the Court and Brand Governments with
that of the Tonkin and Hawke Governments. The
latter Governments did nothing.

Western Australia had long been called the
Cinderella State, and it took the tremendous
development of the 1960s, when the present
member for Nedlands was the Minister for
Industrial Development to overcome that title. In
those years the present Premier, along with the
then Premier pushed Western Australia with
great confidence to the forefront in this nation
and it is only from the 1960s onwards that
economic journals, newspapers, and magazines
have carried articles in this respect. Magazines of
repute in the United Kingdom and the United
States also started to look towards Western
Australia and to see it as a place with a

tremendous future of *which everyone can be
confident and proud.

The 20 years of that period led to all sorts of
dramatic improvements. When we consider the
period from 1961 to 1976 we find the Western
Australian work force increased by 76 per cent,
compared with the increase in the Australian
work force over the same period of only 43 per
cent.

Mr Harman: Why?
Mr CLARKO: Because of the development of

the 1960s. Between 1966 and 1976 manufacturing
employment in Western Australia increased by
8.2 per cent, while it fell in Australia generally by
8.5 per cent. Between 1961 and 1976 the work
force in the finance, insurance, and the business
parts of the tertiary sectors, generally, rose by 30
per cent. Between 1961 and 1976 the population
of Western Australia rose by 48 per cent, while
Australia's population rose by only 27 per cent. It
is those figures over that period of time which
show-

Mr Harman interjected.
Mr CLARKO: I ask the member for Maylands

to cut out his ignorant interjections. They are not
new; they are not clever; they are nothing. I would
not like to say what they are motivated by.

We are in the middle of a dramatic exploration
boom in Western Australia. Fifty per cent of the
cost of mineral exploration in Australia is now
spent in Western Australia. When we consider
offshore petroleum exploration over the next six
years there will be an expenditure of $510 million.
That amount will be spent in Western Australia
on offshore petroleum search alone. It is a vast
sum of money. Much more is expected to be spent
in that period.

That is a record of which Western Australians
can be truly proud. It should give everybody a
positive attitude and confidence about the future
of this State. I am very proud to be a Western
Australian in 1980. Over the next 20 years, our
future could be blighted only if we happened to
have a Labor Government, because the future of
Western Australia is in firm hands.

MR BERTRAM (Mt. Hawthorn) [9.02 p.m.]:
At the outset, I should remind the House that the
speaker who has just resumed his seat
participated in the biggest strike in this State-

Mr H. D. Evans: Shame!
Mr BERTRAM: It was probably the biggest

strike ever called in Western Australia. It was an
occasion when every Western Australian was
taken out on strike by an act of the Court
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Government, of which the speaker who has just
resumed his seat was a member.

The Western Australian parliamentary
representatives to the Constitutional Convention
were scheduled to go to Melbourne; but for no
good reason the Court Government withdrew the
whole of that delegation. Effectively, every man
and woman in Western Australia was out on
strike. This State withdrew its services from that
Constitutional Convention. That was the biggest
strike this State has ever known. In a sense, it was
a statutory strike.

Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Watt), it is not my
intention to join the seemingly endless queue of
congratulators of the Speaker and sundry others
who have turned this Address- in- Reply into
something of a spate of congratulations. One
might say it was something like the proverbial
spilling or sprinkling of confetti at a double
wedding.

A person like myself cannot Come into this
place following a State general election and offer
congratulations to his opponents when those
opponents have, during the last State election and
many before it, been instrumental in depriving me
of my fair vote-discriminating against me-

Mr Old: Bad luck!
Mr BERTRAM: -to the extent of fifteen-

sixteenths of my vote. If I did not know a little
about politics, I would ask the question-

Mr MacKinnon: It is not worth that much.
Mr BERTRAM: There you are, Mr Acting

Speaker-mirth from the people opposite who
steal. They are the people who rob me of my vote
at every State general election. Instead of the
people opposite robbing me of my vote, if they
were each to rob me of $1 they would find
themselves in a court, with the Commissioner of
Police and his staff pursuing them and dealing
with them. If they exercised the option open to
them, they may very well find themselves before a
jury because they stole $I each of my money.

Mr Nanovich: What about the documents you
stole from Government departments? Is that
stealing? Is that an offence?

Mr BERTRAM: We are told we should be
proud of the laws of this State. Those people have
not stolen $1 from me, but effectively they have
stolen my personal vote.

Mr Sodeman: That is not a nice thing to say
about your colleagues.

Mr BERTRAM: They steal fifteen-sixteenths
of my vote from me.

Mr H-erzfeld interjected.

Mr BERTRAM: Members opposite are the
people who do it. As far as I am aware there is
not one member opposite who does not do it. They
steal not only my vote but also the vote of
something like 90 000 other Western Australians.
They steal fifteeri-sixteeniths of their vote.

Mr Sodeman: You are laughable.
Mr BERTRAM: if the member for Pilbara

cannot understand that, he should not be here.
Mr Sodeman: How many electors were in the

northern seats when they were held by Moir,
Strickland, Bickerton, and Wise, and what did
you have to say then?

Mr BERTRAM: Firstly, I was not in this
place. Secondly, the jiggery pokery that went on
with elections in years gone by was, perhaps.
acceptable. It is not acceptable t~oday.

[Laughter from Government benches.]
Mr BERTRAM: That is a fact. Do not

Government members understand that?
Mr Sodeman: I understand you are levelling

criticism at your previous colleagues.
Mr Clarko: Why is your Labor Party still

organised on a non one-vote, one-value basis?
Mr BERTRAM: I am not discussing that at

the moment.
Mr Clarko: And your branch has just recently

tried to change your rules.
Mr BERTRAM: If the member for Karrinyup

were a medical practitioner and one asked him to
remove one's appendix, he would operate on one's
tonsils.

The fact remains that most of us in 'this place
who really know anything about politics know
that for many years political parties of all
persuasions were culpable in that they did not do
the right thing with electorates. They
gerrymandered electorates, and they
malapportioned electorates.

Mr Clarko: But it is the same right through in
the Labor Party.

Mr BERTRAM: By world standards today,
comparable nations find-

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr WATT):

Order!
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! When the

House has been called to order it is quite
improper for members to continue conversations
across the Chamber. There would be considerable
advantages iF members would cease their
interjections, The member for Mt. Hawthorn.
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Mr BERTRAM: It is not my intention- and it
would not have been my intention if I had entered
this debate a week ago-to extend
congratulations to the Speaker. I do not believe it
is an honour to preside over a rigged forum,
whether it is a Legislative Assembly or a
Legislative Council. To be appointed the Speaker
of a rigged Assembly by the votes of the people
who have rigged it would not give me any joy. It
is not an honour, so far as I am concerned: and it
is not worthy of congratulations.

The previous speaker, the member for
Karrinyup, took in very good part and spirit the
defeat, firstly, of his football team; and then,
within 24 hours, the defeat of his rugby team.
However, would he have taken it in good spirit if,
before the game started, somebody had organised
the scare board so his side would be well behind
the eight-ball before the ball was bounced, so the
result would be known before the game started?
Would he have taken it with the same
equanimity? He most certainly would not. He
would have written letters to the media, which he
does not seem to like very much, heaven knows
why. He and his party do remarkably well
through the media.

Mr Clarko: Are you criticising the media?
Mr BERTRAM: I am just reminding the

member for Karrinyup that if his teams had been
defeated fraudulently, he would not have been
happy to accept defeat. There would have been a
tremendous din about it. The most substantial
reason there has been no din about what this
Government does to the people of the North
Metropolitan Province is that those people-from
my own knowledge, from direct evidence, from
contact over the years, and from objective
notation of their attitude-do not understand the
magnitude of the swindle being put over them.
That is the reason.

Could 90 000 people imagine, unless it was
pointed out to them, that they would be electing
two people who were discriminating against
them-their own members in this place? They are
the people who are discriminating against them to
the tune of IiFteen-sixteenths of their vote. It is
unbelievable; but it also happens to be perfectly
true.

Mr Herzfeld: You do not believe that, do you?
Mr BERTRAM: I most certainly do. Those are

the facts, and there is no need for nonsense.
Let us look at it in another way. There are

roughly 90 000 people in the North Metropolitan
Province; and in the State of Western Australia
there are about 700 000 electors, using round
figures. That should entitle the people in the

North Metropolitan Province to something like
five members. Under the present law, they are
allowed to elect two only, out of an entitlement of
five.

There is nothing in this Parliament to indicate
that that state of rottenness will be improved
during this Parliament or, For that matter, during
the next.

Mr Davies: The Premier said he is not going to
move on it.

Mr BERTRAM: Correct. Why should he
move. His attitude is. "We have it sewn up. We
are in the position where the outcome of elections
in this State is known at the moment they are
anounced. If you are on a good thing, stick to it.
A bird in the hand is worth two in the bush."

Mr Davies: There are 27 000 in one electorate.
and 2 000 in another.

Mr BERTRAM: I never cease to be amazed.
Even in recent times I have heard people in this
Parliament talking about a Labor Government
having been in power in Western Australia.

The fact of the matter is that is totally untrue.
Since 1829 Labor has never been in power in the
State of Western Australia. In any event, what
constitutes being in power? Being in power
involves one party, the Government of the day,
having a majority in the upper House as well as in
the lower House. Labor has never achieved that.

As I mentioned a while ago. 40 elections have
taken place in the upper House since 1890 when
responsible government was established here.
Every one of those elections has been won by one
side and every one of those elections has been lost
by the other side. Therefore, that might be
regarded as some justification for what I said a
moment ago in regard to results of elections in
this State in terms of the power which has resided
permanently on the present Government.

I want to put to rest the completely erroneous
concept that Labor has been in power in this
State. The truth is, Labor has never been in power
in Western Australia.

In this State we have elections without a choice
and, for all practical purposes, we have a single
party Parliament.

The reason people stand up in this place and
talk about Labor being in power is that they do
not really think out the matter. As I understand
the position, this Parliament is made up of two
Houses; but a number of people in this Chamber
seem to think that is not the case. They take the
view that there are two Parliaments in this place
and that is not the case. The two Houses make up
the one Parliament.
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We complain that countries such as Russia and
Singapore-perhaps other countries also-have a
system of Government which is abhorrent,
because their Parliaments are single party
Parliaments.

If one entered the Parliament in Singapore on a
sitting day, one would see one side of the House
was occupied and the other side was empty. At
least the people in Singapore and, indeed, people
throughout the World, are aware that that is a
single party Parliament. I am led to believe the
same situation obtains in Russia.

I suggest to members of this place that this
Parliament, for all practical purposes, is a single
party Parliament. If one party only has power and
the other party does not have a chance to obtain
power, how can it honestly be said that this
Parliament is anything other than a single party
Parliament?

The Parliament in this State is a single party
Parliament and the people of Western Australian
have no choice in regard to which party is in
power. It has been intimated already that it is
unlikely the situation will change. The Premier of
this State revels in power. He really enjoys it.
Over many years we have seen the extraordinary
lengths to which the Premier will go to gain and
maintain power. To mention only a couple of
examples, we have seen crooked electoral
boundaries and an increase in the membership of
the Parliament from 8I to 87, when the
Government neither had a mandate nor
justification for such an increase.

To cite another case of the extraordiniary
lengths to which the Premier will go in his pursuit
of power, we saw recently the removal of
limitations on electoral spending, so that the
advantages of the Liberal Party in regard to
contributions from its supporters far outweigh
those of the Labor Party.

We have witnessed many examples recently of
the Premier's extraordinary lust for power and the
lengths to which he will go to gain and maintain
it.

Recently the Attorney General was asked
whether he would do anything about
implementing the provisions of the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. As most
members are aware, Article 25(b) reads as
follows-

Every citizen shall have the right and the
opportunity, without any of the distinctions
mentioned in article 2 and without
unreasonable restrictions:

(b) To vote and to be elected at genuine
periodic elections which shall be by
universal and equal suffrage and shall be
held by secret ballot, guaranteeing the
free expression of the will of the electors;

The Australian nation is about to, or has recently.
ratified that covenant. Not long ago the Fraser
Government dealt with legislation in the Federal
Parliament concerning ratification of this
covenant and I understand there were some
exclusions in that legislation so that this State
would not be bound by it.

A few weeks ago the Attorney General was
asked the following question-

(1) In view of the State Government's
support for the Federal Government's
decision to ratify the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights,
will the Government consider the
establishment of a human rights bureau
in Western Australia similar to that
established by the Federal Attorney
General to investigate infringements of
human rights?

The Attorney General replied-
(2) It is understood that the human rights

bureau to be established by the
Commonwealth Government was
designed as an interim body only
pending the passage of Commonwealth
legislation.
The State Government does not propose
to set up a similar bureau, but is keeping
a close watch on developments in this
area.

The next part of the question addressed to the
Attorney General reads as follows-

(2) Has the Government carried out any
survey of State legislation to determine
whether any Statutes or regulations are
contrary to the provisions of the
international covenant?

The Attorney General replied-
(2) Yes, a general survey has been made.

Part (3) of the question reads as follows-
(3) If not, will such a survey be made?

The answer was-
(3) Not applicable.

The fourth part of the question asked of the
Attorney General was-

(4) Does the Government intend to make
any changes to existing legislation
and/or regulations to bring them into
line with the international covenant?

1290



[Wednesday, 10 September 19801 19

The answer, in part, was-
(4) This is not considered necessary.

So, it was not considered necessary. I have just
read to the House Article 25(b) which referred to
universal rights and equal suffrage. Members will
be aware that there are 90000 people in the
North Metropolitan Province and that those
people are deprived of a vote to the tune of
flfteen-sixteenths when compared with the votes
of other "equals". However, the Attorney General
answered that it was not considered
necessary-that was the relevant part of the
answer.

In the past when we had conservative
Governments in this State which had absolute
power-the same absolute power they have
today-the leaders of those Governments were
not dynamic people. However, the present
Premier is a dynamic personality who loves to
have his own way. He likes to charge in and bash
on!

When we have that type of personality with
absolute power we experience the excesses and
extremes of the oppressive stand-over kind which
are occurring in this State so often today. In a
sense, the community is being turned into an
army camp and the people of Western Australia
would be well advised to look closely at the
situation before it deteriorates further.

We read in the newspapers daily of the
tremendous breakthrough and the greater rights
and freedom which have been won by the Polish
people and Polish workers. It would be a great
thing if tomorrow we read in the Daily News that
the people of Western Australia and the people of
the North Metropolitan Province were about to
receive equal rights-something equivalent to the
rights which are about to be enjoyed by the Polish
workers.

Mr Sibson: Do you have to go on talking like
that?

Mr BERTRAM: If the member for Bunbury
has 'an interjection to make, I wish he would
speak up so I can hear him.

According to the figures of the Minister for
Health, 1 300 Western Australians die each year
as a result of their smoking cigarettes. That is not
my figure; it is the figure supplied by the Minister
for Health. To present that in a slightly different
frame, every day of every week four people die
because they have smoked cigarettes; that is, 25
people die every week. This Government is doing
virtually nothing about the situation; however, it
has a fair amount to say. The Government intends
to bring in even more legislation to deal with hard
drugs. Very Few people are happy about hard

drugs and the people who become involved in the
taking of hard drugs. However, only seven
Western Australians die each year as a result of
the use of hard drugs, but as I said, we hear a
great deal about hard drugs.

Approximately 300 to 400 people die on our
roads each year. Every three months Or so the
Government, aided by the media-the
Government seems to receive extraordinary co-
operation from the media, so I do not understand
why the member for Karrinyup is disturbed to
think that the news media is not on the side of the
Government-conducts a campaign to reduce the
road toll. This campaign is prevalent at
Eastertime, Christmistime, and even last month
we read headlines such as "War on drinking and
speed", "Breath tests and hard line"', "Ease up.
says the RTA". This is an attempt to do
something about the carnage on our roads. It
would be hard to ind something to compare with
that aggressive response by the Government to the
carnage on the roads. However, nothing is done
about cigarette smoking which is carving into the
people of Western Australia.

What has the Government done? Very little. It
has set up a committee to monitor the question of
cigarette advertising. That is one of the actions it
took slightly prior to the last election to take off
some of the pressure. It is a well-known technique
for Governments, when they do not want to do
something, to set up a committee and that is what
the Government did in this case.

I am sorry the Minister for Health is not in the
Chamber at the moment because it has been
interesting to watch his performance over the
years. I remember about 10 years ago he
exhibited certain compassion and human
kindness--even at the time before he was a
member of Parliament he was
concerned-because a certain man had been sent
to prison unlawfully for a year and this same
conservative Liberal Government was not
prepared to make any monetary or other amends
to that man whose life-economically and
otherwise-had been ruined. The Minister for
Health, on that occasion, was disturbed because
he thought that was very unfair and against the
course of justice.

A few years later the same person, the
Minister, became greatly concerned about the
action taken by the Premier in respect of
Tresillian. From memory, on that occasion he
resigned from that significant post of
Parliamentary Secretary to the Cabinet-or
something of that sort-to indicate the nature of
his protest to what was going on at Tresillian-
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There are two examples aver a space of time
where he showed some real concern. Now he is
Minister for Health and instead of just one person
being treated unjustly and not being
compensated-which was bad enough-and
instead of a relatively few people being pushed
about by the Premier at Tresillian, currently there
are 1 300 Western Australian people dying
annually. His human compassion and desire to do
something for people has suddenly become non-
existent.

The Minister for Health has told this
Parliament, and the people of Western Australia,
to provide evidence to show that advertising of
cigarettes is causing people to smoke cigarettes.
That is what he wants us to do-the impossible.
He has asked the members of Parliament of this
State to prove something which is impossible to
prove.

Many things which are certainties are
incapable of being proved. I can think of two
instances of people who have been murdered in
this State-probably wilfully murdered, It may
well be that the police know who perpetrated or
who committed the murders;, I do not know. But,
in neither case has anybody been charged or has
anybody been tried or convicted. Does it follow
that those people were not murdered? It simply
does not; it means that for technical reasons and
lack of evidence those murders cannot be proved.

The Minister for Health well knows it cannot
be proved that advertising causes any particular
person or group of persons to smoke. What we do
know is that once they start to smoke, the chances
are their health will be adversely affected to the
tune of 1 300 Western Australian people dying
per annumn as a result of smoking. Usually they
die 10 or more years earlier than their ordinary
life expectancy.

Mr Nanovich: Would you agree that a certain
number of people die because they eat certain
foods?

Mr BERTRAM: Yes, I would not deny that. It
is strange how, on this question of cigarette
advertising, the Government takes an opposite
position to that which it takes in respect of the
Tronado machine. As I understand the position
with respect to the Tronado machine the
Government has asked for it to be proved that the
device is effective, and when that proof is
available the Government will allow the machine
to be used. The person promoting the product is
given the onus of proof. In the case of cigarette
advertising, the person promoting the
advertising-the person pushing the
advertising-is not asked to prove that the

advertising will not be deleterious and will not
cause people to smoke. He is not asked to do that
at all. The onus of proof is shifted to the
consumer. He is asked to prove the impossible.

That is a double standard. That is Government
ineptitude at its very worst. I happen to be one of
the people who believe that the Liberal Party is
receiving very sizeable sums of money.

Mr Spriggs: Why did you not do something
about it when the Tonkin Government was in
power? You were a Minister in that Government.

Mr BERTRAM: The member opposite would
want'us to put the whole State right in three
years. I appreciate the compliment, but it was not
possible.

It is my belief that the tobacco companies are
paying huge sums of money-not nominal sums
of money-into the funds of the Liberal Party
and, possibly, also into the funds of the Country
Party. What other reason could there be for the
lack of action on the part of the Government?
Why does the Government behave in this manner;
to allow people to die like flies and take no
action?

It is not only my own suspicion; Senator Don
Chipp had something to say about it. He was
prepared to put in writing what he had to say.
What he said made it apparent that the tobacco
companies were paying huge sums of money to
the Liberal Party. If we think of probability, is
that not almost a certainty? Why would the
Government neglect this area of health unless
there was an extreme reason-ineptitude or
bribery, or a bit of each? Take one's pick. If
members of the Government can provide other
reasons, let them.

Mr Spriggs: You are also attacking the Labor
States.

Mr BERTRAM: If the conclusion demands it,
I will.

I must say I was "greatly impressed" a few
months ago when I saw the Premier of Western
Australia strut onto the platform of the Concert
Hall to deliver his policy speech. It was the same
Premier who, only a few months earlier, expressed
amazement-he thought it was incredible-that a
move was made by a political party on the use of
marihuana. What a tragedy! The Premier could
not concede tfiat anybody possibly could do that;
he was terribly upset.

There is virtually no evidence that marihuana
has ever hurt anybody. Please do not read into
that remark that I am a pro-marihuana person.

This same Premier shared the platform that
night with a man who I suppose effectively pushes
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more drugs than any other Australian, and the
whole of the viewing public of Western Australia
saw him. He shared the platform with a man who
incessantly pushes the drug contained in
cigarettes. What would the Premier have said had
the Leader of the Labor Party occupied the same
platform with a communist or a person who had
been a communist even, say, 50 years ago? What
inferences would the Premier have drawn from
that? But there he was occupying the same
platform with the best known pusher of drugs in
Australia today. It set a wonderful example for
the young people of Western Australia!

The Premier then explained to the people
assembled at the Concert Hall his tremendous
achievement in balancing the Budget. He was
extraordinarily proud that he had balanced the
Budget. I thought it was a wonderful opportunity
for him to explain to the people of Western
Australia how he did it, but unfortunately, for
some reason best known to himself, he did not go
into the mechanics of it.

A drycleaner or a used-car dealer in business
would use two receipt books, one for his ordinary
receipts and one for the amounts in reserve. At
the end of the financial year he would tally up his
conventional receipt book to see how his
percentage of profit was going, and if the
percentage was falling he would bring in some of
the money from the other receipt book. That is
what the ordinary drycleaner or used-car dealer
would do if he were following the precedent set by
the Treasurer in balancing the State books.

The Treasurer keeps some millions of dollars in
reserve, and in the run-up to 30 June each year
the computers are ticking away telling him what
has been spent in the year. If there is a deficit he
takes money out of the reserve and balances the
Budget. Any clown can do that with any set of
books. It is not the most honest or conventional
procedure. I do not think the Taxation

Department would think very much of a
drycleaner or used-car dealer who did that. If the
same procedure of accounting were used by the
Treasurer of the Norseman police club, he would
probably finish up in gaol or as a Minister in the
Court Government.

It seems to me to be quite extraordinary that
the Treasurer of this State-the great
housekeeper-should be done over like a dinner as
Fraser is doing him over in respect of federalism.
This State receives from the Commonwealth
Government a share of income tax. Fraser is well
aware of that; so is Mr Howard. Therefore, they
are keeping the income tax at a low figure so that
the share of Western Australia is also kept at a
low figure. They suddenly thought up the bright
idea of bringing in a fuel levy, and they are
collecting umpteen million dollars, of which
Western Australia gets how much? Not one cent.
On the other hand, the added cost of running
State Government departments as a result of the
increased price of fuel comes to millions and
millions of dollars. This is our eminent Treasurer
being done over by the Prime Minister.

Two or three times a year, for public
consumption, the Premier and Treasurer protests
about Fraser. He does that so that the people
might regard him as being genuine and really
opposed to Fraser on financial matters of great
importance to this State. In the next few weeks
during the Federal election campaign he should
get up at the relevant time, on the eve of and
during the election, and honestly come out with
his protestations against Fraser and Howard so
that the people will realise he is really concerned
and not only parading Or performing; or as the
member for Subiaco would say, being a mere
pretender.

Question put and passed; the Address-in-Reply
thus adopted.

House adjourned at 9.45 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

691. This question was further postponed.

ELECTORAL
Kimberley

707. Mr DAV IES, to the Chief Secretary:

(I) Will he table the complaint made to the
Chief Electoral Officer concerning
police investigation into alleged voting
irregularities in the Kimberley?

(2) Will he table the Chief Electoral
Officer's complaint to the Police
concerning postal voting in Kimberley?

(3) Was the complaint directed only with
reference to Aboriginal postal votes?

(4) If so, how did the Electoral Office
identify Aboriginal original postal
votes?

(5) Why were inquiries only directed to
Aboriginal postal voters?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) No, for the reason stated in answer to

question 709.
(2) No, for the reason stated in answer to

question 709.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) They were not.

FUEL AND ENERGY

Petrol: Country Areas
708. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Consumer

Affairs:
Further to his answer to question 386 of
1980 concerning the Commonwealth
Government's petroleum products
freight subsidy scheme, will he please
detail the information which enables
him to conclude that "the benefits of the
subsidy are already passed on to
consumers"?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
The Commonwealth Government
controls the freight subsidy scheme. The
freight differential in the wholesale price
is established by the Prices Justification
Tribunal. The oil companies and their
registered distributors are required to
reduce the passed on freight charges by
the amount of the differential.

ELECTORAL

Kimberley
709. Mr DAVIES, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) (a) Did the Chief Electoral Officer
receive any complaints with
reference to the casting of postal
votes in Kimberly; and

(b) if so, what was the substance of the
complaints?

(2) From whom did they come?
Mr HASSELL replied:
(I) (a) Yes.

(b) That there may have been possible
breaches of the provisions of the
Electoral Act relating to-
(i) persuasion or inducement to

apply for a postal vote;
(ii) signing or marking a postal

vote application;
(iii) the marking of ballot papers;
(iv) bribery.

(2) The source of these complaints will not
be disclosed, just as it is not the general
practice for the source of any complaints
of alleged law breaking to be disclosed
in this place.

ELECTORAL

Kimberley
710. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Police

and Traffic:
What were the prevailing circumstances
which led to the police decision to arrest
people in respect of alleged voting
irregularities in the Kimberley, instead
of proceeding by way of a summons?

Mr HASSELL replied:
The arrests were made in accordance
with section 564 of the Criminal Code.

TRANSPORT: AIR

Domestic: Fares
7ll. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for

Transport:
(1) Is his department satisfied with the

reduction of I5 per cent in fare increases
for domestic air journeys exceeding
2 200 kmn?
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(2) Is he aware that the full distance
component was charged for
Perth-Adelaide, a distance of 2 100 kin?

(3) Is he aware that for Perth- Melbourne'
a distance of 2 707 kin, the distance
component was reduced only 2.8 per
cent?

(4) Is he also aware that there will be an
increase in domestic air fares in the near
future?

(5) Will he make urgent representations to
the Federal Minister requesting a
reduction in the fare increases for
Western Australia which are reasonable
and equitable?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) No.
(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) There was an increase of 5 per cent in

domestic air fares announced last week.
The new fares came into effect on 2
September. I am not aware of further
increases planned for the near future.

(5) The size and structure of domestic air
fares affecting Western Australia have
been the subjects of frequent
representation to the Commonwealth by
the Premier, my colleague, the Minister
for Tourism, and myself. These
representations will not cease until a
more equitable situation exists. The next
opportunity for comment will be at the
independent public inquiry into domestic
air fares which will be sitting in Perth
and Port Hedland later this month. The
Government will be making detailed
verbal and written submissions to that
Inquiry.

LIBERAL PARTY AND NATIONAL
COUNTRY PARTY

Ex-members of Parliament: Ernpioyment by
Government

712. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

.Further to question 264 of 198
concerning ex-Liberal or National
Country Party Members of Parliament
now employed by the Government, is he
now able to give a reply?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
The question should be answered early
next week.

IMMIGRATION

Immigrants: Skilled Labour

713. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

In what categories will Western
Australia begin recruiting skilled labour
from overseas?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

Some employers are currently engaged
in recruiting overseas for some
professional and semi-professional
categories. The needs of industry
regarding tradesmen shortages to meet
time factors connected with major
developments is continually under
review and the type of overseas
recruitment programme should be better
determined later in the year.

However, wherever possible and
practical, local work force will be use.

IMMIGRATION

Immnigranits: Intake

714. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister
Immigration:

for

(1) Has he set up a special committee of
State Government industry and trade
union representatives to look at Western
Australia's migrant intake?

(2) If so, who are its members?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) and (2) In December 1978 I invited
relevant groups to participate in a study
of the future labour market as a
tripartite manpower planning
committee. The committee is composed
of representation from the Department
of Labour and Industry, Department of
Resources Development, and the
Technical Education Division of the
Education Department, the
Commonwealth Department of
Employment and Youth Affairs, the
Confederation of Western Australian
Industry, and the Trades and Labor
Council of Western Australia.
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IMMIGRATION
Pilbara Office

715. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) Is he aware of the statement by the
Pilbara Regional Administrator that
unless moves were made to establish a
permanent office of the Department of
Immigration in Karratha, skilled
migrant workers could face enormous
social handicaps?

(2) If so, what action wilt he take on this
matter?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) No.
(2) Answered by ([).

PUBLIC SERVANTS
Declaration of Pecuniary Inrerests

716. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Is he aware of moves by the Victorian
Government to have senior public
servants declare their Financial interests
to the Government?

(2) Is he aware that the declarations of
pecuniary interests by permanent heads
of departments and heads of major
statutory authorities are mandatory?

(3) (a) Does the Western Australian
Government intend to move along
similar lines;

(b) if not, why not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) and (2) 1 have been advised that general

guidelines for the conduct of Victorian
Government officers and employees
were introduced by the Victorian
Government in May 1980.

(3) (a) and (b) Although this question was
adequately covered in my answer to
question 681. 1 reiterate that the
conduct of public servants is
progressively regulated by the
Public Service Act and regulations,
together with administrative
instructions made under the Act,
and the Public Service Board
considers that there is adequate
provision in these areas to deal with
any situations which may arise.

FISHERIES
Rock Lobsters

717. Mr CRANE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for fisheries and Wildlife:

(1) Taking into account the fact that the
rock lobster season is presently closed
and no processing is in progress, will the
Minister please advise how many rock
lobster export licences are currently
issued?

(2) Who are the holders of these licences?
(3) What is the address of the processing

works at which these licences are
operating?

(4) Were all licenees currently held,
operational during the 1979-80 season?

(5) When was the last export licence for
processing rock lobsters issued and to
whom?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) The registration of fish export
establishments for rock lobster is
undertaken by the Commonwealth
Department of Primary Industry under
the provisions of the Export (Fish)
Regulations under the Customs Act
1901 and Trade Descriptions Act 1905.
Information relating to the registration
of fish export establishments for rock
lobster may be obtained from the
Department of Primary Industry,
Fisheries Division, Canberra.

The Western Australian Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife issues licences to
process fish under the provisions of the
Fisheries Act 1905. There are 27 land-
based establishments and seven seagoing
establishments licensed to process
Western rock lobster under the above
Act.

(2) A list of licence holders and their
addresses will be forwarded directly to
the member for his information and to
any other member of the House on
request.

(3) Answered by (2).
(4) No. Five establishments did not process

Western rock lobster during the
currency of the 1979-80 season.
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(5) The last processor's licence granted for
the processing of Western rock lobster
was on 9 March 1979, to Kalbarri
Seafoods for a processing establishment
at Kalbarri. On 10 June 1980,
ownership of this rock lobster processing
establishment at Kalbarri was
transferred to Kalbarri Processors Pty
Ltd.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT

Amendment: Draft Bill

718. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Which department drafted the Bill on
part IV of the Local Government Act
circulated by her earlier this year?

(2) Who received copies of this draft Bill?
(3) Will there be alterations to the draft Bill

before it is introduced to the House?
(4) Will the Bill presented to the House

abolish plural voting, and extend the
franchise at local elections to all resident
adults?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The Department of Local Government

gave the instructions for the preparation
of the Bill.

(2) All councils, Government members of
Parliament, and other members of
Parliament who requested a copy.

(3) Because the proposed legislation covers
such a wide range of detailed
procedures, some changes will almost
certainly be made.

(4) The member will have adquate
opportunity to examine these matters
when the Bill is brought before the
Parliament.

LOCA L GOV ER N MENT ACT

Amendment: Draft Bill

719. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) For what purpose was the draft Bill on
Part IV of the Local Government Act
circulated to local councils by her earlier
this year?

(2) Do the views and provisions in the Bill
have the endorsement of the
Government'?

(3) Do the views and provisions in the Bill
have her endorsement?

(4) (a) If the views and provisions in the
Bill do not represent those of the
Minister or the Government, whose
views are represented in the Bill;

(b) how were these views ascertained
and when?

(5) If the views and the provisions in the Bill
do not represent those of the Minister or
the Government, when will the
Government's views be incorporated in a
Bill, and will local councils have an
opportunity to comment on these views
before the Bill is introduced?

Mrs

(1)

CRAIG replied:

To enable councils to comment on the
measures proposed in the Sill.

(2) Not necessarily.

(3)

(4)

Not necessarily.

(a) They represent a whole
compendium of views which have
accumulated over the very long
period during which the review of
part IV has been in train;

(b) largely by consultation with local
government.

(5) The Bill will be drafted in its final form
having regard to the comments
submitted on the initial draft. It is
unlikely that further opportunity could
be given for council scrutiny.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Elections: Councils' Views

120. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Is she aware of the views of a majority
of metropolitan councils supporting the
abolition of plural voting and allowing
adult residents the right to vote?

(2) When assessing local councils' opinions,
does she attach equal weighting to each
council irrespective of its population or
does she attach greater importance to
the views of councils with larger
populations?
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Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) Of the metropolitan councils which
submitted comments following
circulation of the draft Bill, a majority
supported the abolition of plural voting
but only a small minority advocated full
adult franchise.

(2) The degree of importance attached to
the view of a particular council would
depend on a number of factors including
the nature of the question under
consideration and the reasons given in
support of that view.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Elections: Adult Franchise

721. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) The board of review on local government
in Victoria reported at the end of 1977
that submissions and statements by
major political parties showed
consensual support for an extension of
the franchise in local government
elections. Accordingly, the board
recommended adult franchise for local
elections. Is it her policy to support the
extension of the franchise to all resident
adults in Western Australian local
government elections?

(2) Is this the view of the Government?
(3) If not, what grounds are there to justify

Western Australia retaining possibly the
most restrictive franchise in local
government elections of all States?

Mrs CRAIG replied:

(1) My policy is that issues of this kind
should be determined having full regard
to the views of local government.

(2) 1 believe that the Government shares my
view.

(3) This question is based on a premise
which is not necessarily correct.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Elections: 1980

722. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) In the 1980 municipal elections, how
many vacancies were there?

(2) How many candidates were re-elected
unopposed?

(3) What proportion of candidates were
retiring councillors who renominated?

(4) How many vacancies were contested?
(5) What were the voter turnouts in those

vacancies where an election was held?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) to (5) This question seeks similar

information to that sought by question
402 asked by the member for Fremantle.
On that occasion I advised that the
information was not available at my
department in the form requested
although most could be extracted from
the annual election returns of the 138
municipalities.
I also indicated to the member that if he
himself was prepared to extract the
particulars which he required. I would
be happy to make the returns available
for this purpose at the department.
That situation still pertains.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Elections: Triennial

723. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) Does the Government have a policy with
regard to the introduction of triennial
elections for local government?

(2) If "Yes", what is the policy?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) I should think that the

Government's policy on an issue of this
kind is that it should be determined
having full regard to the views of local
government.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Elections: Adult Franchise

724. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:

(1) How many resident adults do not get a
vote in local elections because of the
property based franchise?

(2) If this information is not readily
available, will she initiate steps to have
estimates prepared?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) 1Ido not know.
(2) No.
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Advisory Council for Infer-Government Relations

725. Mr CARR, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Federal Affairs:

(1) Did the meeting of the Advisory Council
for Inter Governmental Relations on or
about 15 August consider a discussion
paper on local government franchise,
voting and other electoral matters, as
prepared by its projects officer?

(2) Alternatively, did a committee of the
council consider such a document?

(3) Does the discussion paper highlight the
Western Australian system as being the
least democratic of all States?

(4) Will the Minister please arrange for a
copy to be tabled at the earliest
opportunity?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) to (4) 1 am informed that a draft paper
was discussed at the meeting of the
relationships committee on 14 August
and the advisory council on 15 August.
In the light of comments made at those
meetings, the paper is to be re-drafted
and considered at a future meeting.

It would be inappropriate to comment
on the paper in its present form or to
table such a document before it has been
approved for release by the advisory
council.

FUEL AND ENERGY: GAS

North- West She/f. Decentralised Firms

726. Mr CARR, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Will he please detail any and all steps
taken by the Government to ensure that
non-metropolitan firms, at towns such as
Karratha, Port Hledland and Geraldion,
have the' maximum opportunity to
secure work associated with the North
West Shelf development?

(2) What indications are there that non-
metropolitan firms may be successful in
getting such work?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) The agreement between the State and

the developers of the North-West Shelf
project includes a requirement that
preference be given to the use of local
labour, products and expertise provided
products and services are competitive in
price, quality, and delivery.
The joint venture partners have abided
by the rules and much work has been let
to Western Australian industry. My
department has been most active in
drawing to the attention of regionally
based industries the opportunities
available to them, especially those that
are by virtue of geographical location
favourably based to capitalise on the
project.
The medium through which this occurs
is by many visits by myself to talk to
industrial and commercial associations,
through the regional administrators and
regional officers of this department and
various departmental seminars.

(2) The type of work associated with the
North-West Shelf project is of a high
technical standard demanding skills
which are sometimes outside the
capability of regional industry to supply,
but there are also contracts available
which are within their capabilities to
perform.
Indications are that non-metropolitan
firms in the areas listed in the question
are well placed to provide support
services to the major subcontractors to
the project and success will be
determined by their equipment, skills,
pricing, and abilities to meet demanding
time schedules on delivery.

POLICE STATION

Manning
727. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Police

and Traffic:

(I) Will he arrange for the establishment of
a fully manned and continually
operational police station in the
Manning locality?

(2) Alter-natively, will he agree to the
rationalisation of police services within
the Manning area and surrounding
suburbs by establishing a fully manned
and operational police station to service
the entire district?
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Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) No.
(2) The locality of Manning and

surrounding area are presently serviced
by a fully manned and operational police
station at Victoria Park.

728. This question was postponed.

RAILWAYS

Freight Rates: Beer

729. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:

What has been the total revenue
received by Westrail for beer freight in
the 1979-80 financial year?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

Total revenue received by Westrail
under the classification of beer, wine,
and spirits in 1979-80 was $2 131 120.
Separate statistics are not kept for beer.

RAILWAYS

Wagin Bypass

730. Mr McIVER, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What is the estimated cost of
construction for the new rail bypass at
Wagin?

(2) How many hectares or portions of land
was it necessary to resume for the
bypass, and what was the cost of
resumption?

(3) Have all Financial arrangements re
negotiations been finalised with the land
owners?

(4) If not, what is the cause of delay?
(5) How many Westrail employees will be

transferred when the by-pass is
operational at Wagin?

(6) When is it anticipated the bypass will be
completed?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1)
(2)

$94 000.
1.004 hectares. Values have yet to be
assessed.

(3) No.

(4) Approval was given to proceed with the
project on I I August 1980. The
statutory notice regarding resumption
was published in the Government
Gazette on Friday 5 September. The
Valuer General will now be asked to
proceed with acquisition of the land
involved.

(5) A maximum of six employees-two
crews-will be transferred from Wagin,
but employees with families resident in
Wagin will not be shifted.

(6) November 1980.

RAILWAYS

Road Bus Services

731. Mr McIVER, to the Minister
Transport:

for

(1) Will he advise if any discussions have
taken place between Westrail and
private companies to negotiate takeover
of Westrail's road bus services?

(2) (a) If "Yes" what company is involved;
and

(b) what are the reasons for Westrail to
relinquish its road bus services?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) No discussions have taken place on this
matter.

(2) (a) and (b) Answered by (1).

HOUSING

Avon Electorate

732. Mr MOtcVER, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Housing:

Will he advise what is the building
programme for-
(a) pensioner units;
(b) two bedroomed homes;
(c) three bedroomed homes,

in Northam, York, Beverley and
Wundowie, in the 1980-81 financial
year?

Mr LAURANCE replied:

(a) to (c) The building programme for
the 1980-81 financial year will not
be finalised until details of the
State Budget are known on
September 30.
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EDUCATION: SCHOOL

South KalIgoorlie

733. Mr E. T. EVANS, to the Minister for
Education:

(I) Would he be prepared to review his
department's decision not to air
condition the junior cluster building at
the South Kalgoorlie primary school in
view of the fact that the principal's
office and the office of his secretary
have both been air conditioned since the
request for air conditioning of the junior
cluster was made?

(2) Has the Public Works Department given
a cost for air conditioning this cluster?

(3) What was the cost of installing ceiling
fans in these classrooms?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Not at present, but in the long term,
subject to the availability of funds, it is
intended to air-condition all classrooms
in the Kalgoorlie area.

(2) No.
(3) Approximately $3 850.

HOSPITAL

Kalgoorlie Regional

734. Mr E. T. EVANS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) How many construction stages are
planned in the proposed re-development
of the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital?

(2)
(3)

What are the details of each stage?
What is the anticipated completion date
of each stage?

Second stage-has been scheduled in the
capital works programme for a
commencement this financial year. The
anticipated completion date would be in
the 1982-83 financial year.
Third stage-unknown-to proceed
when funds available.
Fourth stage-unknown-to proceed
when funds available.

HOSPITAL

Kalgoorlie Regional

735. Mr E. T. EVANS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) What is the total capacity, in bed
numbers, of the Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital?

(2) What was the average occupancy rate
for each of the last six months?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(I ) Total Capacity
Planned ward beds
Verandah beds

(2) Average
Bed

Occupancy
Month

March 1980
April 1980
May 1980
June 1980
July 1980
August 1980

180
20

TOTAL 200
Planned Total

Ward Beds
Beds %
Total
Beds

82.2
84.3
93.9
93.1
98.5

103.2

74.0
75.9
84.5
83.8
88.6
92.9

Mr YOUNG replied:

Four stages.
The first stage is presently under
construction and consists of a
replacement operating suite and central
sterile supply department block.

The second stage is a replacement multi-
storied building to provide
administration, X-ray, outpatient,
casualty, Morgue, and kitchen/dining
facilities.

The third stage is a 60-bed ward block.

The fourth stage is a further 60-bed
ward block.

(3) First stage-January, 1981.

HOSPITAL

Warren District

736. Mr H-. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Has the Warren Hospital Board been
informed that the proposed day care
centre for the hospital is to be referred
for further investigation?

(2) If "Yes", who will carry out such
further investigations?

(3) In view of previous detailed planning,
what further investigations are
necessary?

(1)
(2)
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(4) For what reasons was the plan for the
proposed day care centre rejected?

(5) Were Mr Smith and Miss Page of
extended health care satisfied with the
plans which have been approved by the
board and planning sub-committee?

(6) Will the proposed day care centre for
Warren District Hospital be included in
funding for the current year?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

Yes.
Executive ufflcer-xtended care
service.
Overall review of the type and extent of
facilities to be included.
Medical division planning committee
requested a review due to cost indication
far beyond programmed amount of
$200000.
Reservation expressed at the overall
level of provision of proposed facilities.
The project is included in the revised
capital works programme under new
work to commence in 1980-8 1.

LAND: AGRICULTURAL
Release

737. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Is the report in the Daily News of 2
September 1980, which stated the
Government will release a further three
million hectares of land for farming, an
accurate statement of Government
policy?

(2) Will the Minister table a map showing
the location of the land which it is
intended to release?

(3) What area of land per annum is to be
released?

(4) What percentage of this area is prone to
the effects of salt when cleared?

(5) (a) Has the Environmental Protection
Authority been required to examine
the effects of the release of this
land; and

(b) if so, what recommendations were
made?

(6) If the Environmental Protection
Authority has not examined the effects
of the release of this area, will the
Minister ensure that this is done?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No. The article is not an accurate

statement of Government policy as
announced in July which proposed that
up to 50 farm blocks per year would be
released from within areas considered
suitable for investigation and totalling
three million hectares.

(2) to (6) These investigations are
proceeding through an
interdepartmental committee which
includes the Department of
Conservation and Environment. No
details have been finalised as to when or
where the first release will take place.
The policy announcement stated that
final consideration would be given to
areas with the best soil type and rainfall
and where current agricultural practices
were known to be sustainable and
environmentally acceptable.

MARINE DEALERS
Beer Bottles: Price

738. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Labour and Industry:

(1) In view of the apparent discontent
among marine dealers brought about by
the price discrimination between the
Swan Brewery and the soft drink
manufacturers, would he advise why the
Swan Brewery only pays 45 cents per
dozen for empty returns as against $1.44
per dozen from soft drink
manufacturers?

(2) Will he further advise, as labour costs
on all bottles collected and returned to
the various factories are the same, how
can this discrepancy of prices be
justified?

Mr O'CONNOR replied;

(1) The difference in price paid for returns
relates directly to the deposit system.
There is no deposit on beer bottles. Of
the $1.44 per dozen paid to marine
dealers for soft drink bottles, 96c covers
the refund to consumers.

(2) There is a 3c differential in net return. I
am advised that this arises from the fact
that dealers are required to sort soft
drink bottles, whereas beer bottles are
not required to be sorted.
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ROAD
Nicholson Road

739. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) In view of the state of repair of

Nicholson Road from the Canning Vale
industrial complex through to
Forresidale, will he advise when it is
anticipated this whole road will be
upgraded?

(2) Is he aware of the numbers of large
trucks daily using this road?

(3) Is he also aware of the large numbers of
private vehicles using this road?

(4) Is he generally aware of the ever
increasing development taking place in
this area?

(5) If answers to (1) to (4) are "Yes", why
has his department allowed this road to
appear to become neglected for more
than ten years?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
(1) The care, control, and management of

Nicholson Road in the section from
Canning Vale industrial complex to
Warton Road is equally shared by the
Gosnells and Canning City Councils;
from Warton Road to Forrestdale it
becomes the sole responsibility of the
Armadale Town Council. The
responsibility for programming and
carrying out improvement works
therefore lies with these local
authorities.

(2) and (3) No counts are available within
this section. However, just north of
Forrest Road 4 700 vehicles per day
were recorded in 1979. No break-up
between heavy trucks and cars is
available.

(4) Yes, 1 am aware of the level of
developme 'nt occurring.

(5) The local authorities are able to decide
the priorities for expenditure on their
roads and no doubt other projects have
been decided by council to have
precedence over this section of
Nicholson Road.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Line: Forrest field

740. Mr BATEMAN. to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:
(I) Is he aware of the height of long grass

and lupins growing along the State

Energy Commission power line reserve
near Woodlupine Brook and Stringybark
Drive, Forrestfield?

(2) If "Yes", would he arrange to have this
area mowed before summer in order to
prevent a bush fire hazard, together with
the ever increasing snake problem?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1)
(2)

Yes.
In line with normal State Energy
Commission practice, Fire breaks will be
arranged prior to the summer around
the property owned by the commission.
The future use of this area is currently
being negotiated between the
commission and the Kalamunda Shire
Council.

(3) Not applicable.

NEEM TREE
Research

741. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) Has he read "Third World Chemical

Plant Produces the Goods" in New
Scientist of 19 June 1980, regarding the
neem tree?

(2) If "Yes", does his department consider
it to be the greatest boon of the century
in respect of its remarkable survival in
arid and desert countries?

(3) Is he aware that-
(a) it has the ability to thrive and

improve impoverished soil;
(b) it also has an insect repellent

quality which enables it to protect
new crop;

(c) it also produced thioremone and
azadirachtin which are non-toxic
replacements for D.D.T?

(4) Is he further aware the neem tree
produces an antiseptic oil, also an oil for
heating, lighting and lubricant
purposes?

(5) As there are so many uses that can be
made of this tree in our salt-affected
areas, would he give consideration to an
experimental exercise in our most
affected area?

(6) If not, why not?
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Mr OLD replied:

(1)
(2)

No.
to (6) 1 have asked my department to
comment on the stated benefits of the
neem tree and will inform the member
in due course.

HEALTH: MENTAL

Patients: Deaths

742. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Do Mental Health Services keep details
on the number of deaths and cause of
death of out-patients attending Mental
Health Services clinics?

(2) (a) In the past five years how many
patients of Mental Health Services
hospitals have suicided;

(b) how many patients who suicided
had previously been given ECT
treatment;

(c) how many of the patients referred
to in (b) received the ECT
treatment voluntarily?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) No.

(2) (a) Seven;
(b) four;
(c) in all cases the course of treatment

would have been fully explained to
the patients and, where possible,
their agreement obtained to
undertake such treatment.

HEALTH

Dental Therapy Centres: Schools

743. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to question 401 of 1980 relevant
to dental therapy centres, can he now
advise how many fixed dental therapy
centres will be built this year?

(2) How many extra mobile clinics will be
brought into operation this year?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Two-refer to paragraph 2 of my reply

to question 40 1.
(2) Ten-refer to paragraph 2 of my reply

to question 401.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Broomie

744. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) When will the existing toilets be
replaced at the Broome District High
School?

(2) Has work commenced on the new
toilets?

(3) If "Yes", when will they be ready for
use?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Replacement of the toilet block at the
existing site of the Broome District High
School is listed for the 1980-81 capital
works programme.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

LAND

Derby

745. Mr BRIDGE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Lands:

(1) Following the first moves made by the
Lands Department four years ago, what
progress has the department made
towards releasing the Gibb River Road
garden blocks situated near Derby?

(2) Is there a date scheduled for the release
of the Gibb River Road garden blocks?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) Release of lots on the Gibb

River Road has been dependent on the
Public Works Department being able to
prove an adequate underground water
supply.

A report on the results of recent test
drilling is awaited.

BUN BURY FOODS LTD.

Crude Oil Imports Commission

746. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Is there a commission or other similar
payment made in respect of crude oil
shipments from overseas to Bunbury by
Bunbury Foods Ltd.?
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(2) If so, what is the commission and who
receives it?

Mr MacK INNON replied:
(I) and (2) This information is considered

confidential to the company and for
commercial reasons, I am not prepared
to provide this information to the Leader
of the Opposition.

EDIBLE OILS
Bunbury Refinery: Imports

747. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

Further to part (3) of question 523 of
1980 concerning the import of vegetable
products, what types of vegetable
products does Bunbury Foods Ltd.
import from overseas and distribute?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
This information is considered
confidential to the company and for
commercial reasons, 1 am not prepared
to provide this information to the Leader
of the Opposition.

MINING ACT
Draht Regulations

748. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What are the attitudes of the following
bodies toward the need for the 1978
Mining Act regulations to retain the
requirement that applications for mining
tenements be publicly advertised:
(a) Environmental Protection

Authority;
(b) National Parks Authority;
(c) W.A. Wildlife Authority?

(2) Has each of these bodies made their
attitudes known to-
(a) the Minister for Conservation and

the Environment;
(b) the Minister for Mines;
(c) the Mines Department?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) (a) and (b) That the requirement for

public advertising should be
retained.

(c) The matter has not as yet been
referred to the WA Wildlife
Authority.

(2) Environmental Protection Authority-

(a) Yes.
(b) No.
(c) No.

National Parks Authority-

(a) No.
(b) No.
(c) Yes.

WA Wildlife Authority-(a) to (c) See
answer to (1) (c).

MINING
Tenements: Advertising

749. Mr BARN ETT, to the Premier:

(1) Have applications for mining tenements
to be publicly advertised?

(2) Did the Committee of Inquiry into the
Mining Act recommend that
applications for mining tenements be not
publicly advertised?

(3) Did the State Government give
assurances that the public advertising of
mining tenement applications would be
continued in regulations under the new
1978 Mining Act?

(4) For what reasons has the State
Government abrogated this undertaking
by omitting such provisions from the
Mining Act draft regulations (December
1979)?

Sir CHIARLES COURT replied:

(1) The regulations of the 1904 Mining Act
required all mining tenements to be
publicly advertised by placing a copy of
each application on the notice board at
the Mining Registrar's Office and, in
addition, certain applications must be
advertised in a "local newspaper".

(2) The report of the committee of inquiry
recommended that the mining tenement
applications be advertised in a gazette
published by the Mines Department.
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(3) and (4) No. It was stated that the
regulations would contain provisions
relating to the advertising of
applications, and the method of
advertising proposed in the draft
regulations is for a copy of each
application to be placed on the notice
board at the registrar's office. The 1978
Act itself also provides that, where
appropriate, copies of applications shall
be given to vested authorities, private
property owners, mortgagees, local
government authorities, and pastoral
lessees.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL

Rockingham

750. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
Education:

for

Will he please advise full details of the
plans to establish a special remedial
class at Rockingham High School
including a date on which it can be
expected the class may start?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

The establishment of a special class at
Rockinghanm is under consideration. At
this stage no definite decision has been
made.

CONSERVATION AND THE
ENVIRONMENT

South Coast: Advisory Committee

751. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Conservation
and the Environment:

(1) What is the brief of the South Coast
Advisory Committee?

(2) Who are the present members of the
committee?

(3) What is the procedure for making
appointments to the committee?

(4) Have plans been prepared to consolidate
reserves and Crown land affected by the
proposal for a south coast national park?

(5) If "Yes", would the Minister please
table these plans?

(6) If "No" to (4), when does the Minister
expect these plans to be available?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) To make recommendations to the

National Parks Authority in respect of
management of the proposed south coast
national park.

(2) W. G. Young (Chairman)-Member of
National Parks Authority
A. R. N. Candy-Shire of Manjimup
Cr. Gardner-Shire of Manjimup
J. M. McKittrick-Shire of Manjimup
C. P. Hutchinson-Department of
Lands & Surveys
F. J. Bradshaw-Forests Department
H. R. Gorringe (Secretary)-National
Parks Authoriy.

(3) Members are appointed by the National
Parks Authority subject to the
Minister's approval in accordance with
section 12(3) of the National Parks
Authority Act.
The normal procedure for making
appointments is that the Chairman is
nominated from National Parks
Authority members; local government
representatives are chosen from a panel
of names submitted by the local
authority, and other members are
nominated by relevant Government
departments.

(4) to (6) Preliminary plans have been
prepared to assist in the consideration
and planning for the creation of a south
coast national park, but no final plan
will be available until the full extent of
the land available for reservation has
been determined. It is not possible to
predict when appropriate plans will be
available, but work toward the creation
of the park is continuing.

WATER RESOURCES

Alcoa: .Iarrahdalc Minesite

752. Mr BARNETrr, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

Excluding water supplied by the State,
what quantity of water was drawn from
natural sources in catchment areas or on
Crown land by Alcoa of Australia Ltd.
at its Jarrahdale minesite in each of the
years 1964 to 1979?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Under the terms of the State agreement,
Alcoa of Australia Ltd. can obtain water
supply for its uses within its lease with
the approval of the MWB.
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This is normally extracted from
excavated sumps, etc. The quantity so
extracted cannot be related as run off
denied to MWB storages.

Required statistics of the quantities so
extracted are not available.

STATE FORESTS

Pine: Donnybrook Sunklands

753. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) Have any problems been experienced in
the growing of pines in the Donnybrook
sunklands?

(2) If so, what is the problem?
(3) What is being done to overcome these

problems?
(4) What is the size of the area affected?
(5) In what areas are difficulties being

experienced?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Problems were anticipated in growing

pines in the Donnybrook sunkland.
(2) The problems experienced relate to plant

nutritioni and to dieback disease.
(3) Research indicates that the nutrition

problem can be overcome. The preferred
technique is low level fertiliser
application to stimulate clover growing
in association with the pine and an
appropriate operational technique has
been developed.

Research is in progress to assess the.
potential of the disease factor and to
screen Pinus radiata for resistant strains.
Pinus pinaster is being planted on some
of the more susceptible sites.

(4) The nutrition problem occurs over the
whole of the sunkland.

The disease problem occurs as small
scattered patches on highly susceptible
sites. The total area has not been
defined.

(5) Answered by (4).

STATE FORESTS

Karri Regeneration

754. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) In what year was karri first regenerated
by means of hand planting!

(2) How large was the area regenerated in
this way?

(3) How old are the first hand planted trees
now?

(4) Where were they planted?
(5) How far apart were seedlings planted?
(6) Has any supplementary planting or'

seedlings been carried out?
(7) If so, in what year or years?
(8) In what year or years were these areas

given application of fertiliser?
(9) What type of fertiliser was applied?
Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The oldest karri known to have been

hand planted is an avenue in the
Karrakatta Cemetery planted in the
l930s, and which continues to grow
vigorously. Experimental planting of
karri began at the Manjimup Forests
Department Research Station in the
l950s. Other than experimentally, the
first substantial area of cut-over karri
forest to be regenerated by hand
planting was in 1964. Further
information regarding this latter area is
given below.

(2) Approximately 8 ha.
(3) 16 years.
(4) In Brockman Block, approximately six

km south-east of Pemberton.
(5) Approximately three metres by three

metres.
(6) No.
(7) Answered by (6).
(8) No fertiliser was applied.
(9) Answered by (8).

TIMBER

Commitments

755. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:

(1) What is the annual commitment in
tonnes of indigenous forest produce
for-
(a) sawn timber;
(b) woodehips for export;
(c) woodehips for local consumption;
(d) charcoal production;
(c) other purposes?

(2) Will there be any increase in
commitments over the next five years?
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(3) If the answer to (2) is in the affirmative,
what are the likely increases in tonnes
for-
(a) sawn timber;
(b) woodchips for export;
(c) woodehips for local consumption;
(d) charcoal production;
(e) other purposes?

Mrs CRAIG replied;
(1) (a) Sawn timber-783 000 cubic

metres.
(b) Woodchips for export-681 000

tonnes.
(c) Woodchips. for local

consumption-nil.
(d) Charcoal production-i 36 000

ton nes.
(e) The pole and pile timbers for

Government requirement-approxi-
mately 291 581 metres-lineal.

(2) There will be a decrease in category (a)
and it is unknown whether there will be
increases in the other categories.

(3) (a) to (e) Answered by (2).

WOOD CHIPPING
Bark

756. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Forests:
(I) Further to question 281 of 1980 relevant

to bark disposal, what was the total
quantity of bark disposed of by W.A.
Chip and Pulp Pty. Ltd. in the financial
year 1979-80?

(2) Would the Minister give a breakdown as
to the uses and methods of disposal of
this bark?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) This question was referred to

the company concerned and the
following answer provided-

Statistics are not kept of the total
amount of bark disposed of, but it
has been estimated that about
40 000 tonnes were produced
during 1979-80
During the period in question, 822
tonnes Were converted to gardener's
mulch, the balance being disposed
of by normal means.
Research is continuing into further
uses of the bark. The Engineering

Chemistry Division of the
Government Chemical Laboratories
have been engaged to undertake
studies, WAIT is continuing
investigations referred to answer to
question 1547 of 1979 and the
company has initiated studies by
CSiRO into uses of forest product
residues.

STATE FORESTS
Pine: Reforestation

757. Mr BARNETT, to the Minister
representing the Minister and Forests:
(1) Further to question 1054 of 15 August

1979 relevant to pine planting, what was
the total area of State forest cleared for
pine planting in 1979?

(2) What was the total area cleared for pine
planting in the Donnybrook sunklands in
1979?

(3) Has any clearing taken place in blocks
other than those mentioned in the
answer to part (3) of question 1054 of
1979?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) The total area of State forest cleared for

pine planting during the year 1979-80
was 2 285 ha.

(2) The area cleared for pine planting in the
Donnybrook sunkland during 1979-80
was 1 295 ha.

(3) Yes. Clearing also took place in Treeton
and Harrington blocks in the sunkland.

EDIBLE OILS
Sunflower Seeds

758. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(l) Further to question 469 of 1980
concerning the report of a South
Australian fi rm commissioned to
conduct a feasibility study into the
potential of a local sunflower industry in
Western Australia, why will he not table
that report?

(2) What is the name of the South
Australian firm?

(3) Who commissioned the study?
(4) Who paid for it?
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Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) The subject matter is considered
confidential and 1 am not prepared to
table the report for the Leader of the
Opposition.

(2) Refer to (1) above.
(3) Refer to (1) above.
(4) Refer to (1) above.

EDIBLE OILS

Bunbury Refinery: Plant and Mlachinery

759. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Further to question 471 of 1980
concerning plant and equipment for the
Bunbury Foods Edible oil refinery, will
he advise whether any commission or
commissions, or other similar forms of
payment such as a handling fee, was
made as a result of the purchase of the
plant and equipment?

(2) If so, what were the amounts involved
and who received them?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) and (2) This information has already
been supplied in the answer I gave to
question 471.

EDIBLE OILS

Bunbury Refinery: Exports and Imports

760. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Further to part (3) of question 523 of
1980 concerning the destination of
vegetable products imported from
overseas by Bunbury Foods Ltd., is he
aware that his answer advised where
vegetable products are imported from
for refining at Buribury, not where they
are sent elsewhere in Australia or to
other countries?

(2) Will he now advise me whether Bunbury
Foods Ltd. distribute vegetable products
imported from overseas to those
countries mentioned in parts (a) to (f) of
part (3) of question 523 of 1980?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) and (2) This information is considered

confidential to the company and for
commercial reasons, I am not prepared
to provide this information to the Leader
of the Opposition.

EDIBLE OILS

Bunbury Refinery: Crude Oil

761. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Further to the answer to part (5) of
question 524 of 1980 concerning crude
oil shipped by Bunbury Foods, and his
refusal to state whether the world
commodity price for crude oil is paid in
each country from which oil is shipped
because this information is considered
confidential, will he now explain why his
answer to part (3) of question 67 of
1980 concerning crude oil shipment
stated that the price of the crude oil is
the world commodity price at the time
of purchase?

(2) Was his answer to part (3) of question
67 of 1980 given on the basis that the
world commodity price was paid in all
countries from which crude oil is
shipped by Bunbury Foods?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

(1) As I am advised, this is the price
Bunbury Foods pays for its raw material
supplies.

(2) As I am advised, yes.

EDIBLE OILS

Ban bury Refinery: Crude Oil

762. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Does Bunbury Foods Ltd. purchase
crude oil from Refinoil of Jandakot
under agreement?

(2) Did a State Government Minister or
official promote the concept of this
agreement whereby Bwsbury Foods
takes sunflower oil from Refinoil?
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Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) One of the conditions of the initial

financial assistance to lBunbury Foods
was tbat the company is to ensure that
arrangements satisfactory to the
Government are made so that existing
local companies engaged in mixing and
packaging edible oil products for the
Western Australian market are not
inconvenienced or displaced.
I am advised that the company is
currently trading with Refinoil 1976 of
Jandakot. I am not familiar with the
specific terms of their trading
arrangements.

(2) See answer to (l).

EDIBLE OILS
Refinery: South Australia

763. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

In view of his apparent lack of
awareness that a proposal put to the
South Australian Government for an
edible oil refinery (which is reported to
bear marked similarity. to' proposals
accepted by the Western Australian
Government) was rejected, why is he not
prepared to ascertain the details, taking
into account the Government's
responsibilities to ensure that its
guarantees to Bunbury Foods Ltd. of
$4.3 million are protected?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
The Government has already made its
decision to financially assist Bunbury
Foods Pty. Ltd.
I am optimistic as to the company's
future. Therefore, I see no point in
obtaining details of the proposal put
forward to the South Australian
Government, assuming that the
information would be available.

EDIBLE OILS

Bunbury Refinery: Refined Oil

764. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

Does the Government expect that the
Bunbury Foods project will replace the

importation of refined oil to the State
from overseas?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

The Bunbury Foods project is based on
the refining of edible vegetable oils such
as sunflower, corn, palm, coconut,
rapeseed, and soya bean and it is
expected that one of the long-term
benefits will be that it will substantially
reduce the State's dependence on the
importation of these refined oils from
the Eastern States and overseas.

EDIBLE OILS

RefinoiI Pty. Ltd

765. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Does Refinoil Pty. Ltd. produce refined
vegetable oil in Western Australia for-

(a) industrial use;
(b) retail use?

(2) If so, what is its output per annum?
(3) Does it retail its produce or sell it to

other firms for retailing?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(1) to (3) The only information I can

provide is that supplied by Refinoil to
my department for inclusion in the
department's publication W.A. Products
Directory which states that the company
produces oil and meal from rape,
linseed, safflower, and sunflower oils
and these are marketed under the brand
name "Superfine".

EDIBLE OILS

Dr Shrian Oskar

766. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

(1) Is he aware whether the Tasmanian
Government has been approached by Dr
Oskar or his representative seeking
financial assistance for an edible oil
refinery proposal in that State?

(2) If "Yes" will he advise the outcome of
the approaches?

(3) If "No" does he intend to make
inquiries?
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(4) Is he aware whether following a change
of Government in South Australia, there
has been a further approach to the
South Australian Government for
financial assistance for an edible oil
refinery only or an edible oil refinery, an
oil-seed extraction plant and a local oil-
seed industry in South Australia?

Mr MacKINNON replied:
(I) Yes
(2) 1 am unaware of the outcome of these

approaches.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) No.

EDIBLE OILS
Cooking, and Margarines. Brand Names

767. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

Further to question 526 of 1980
concerning varieties of cooking oils and
margarines on sale in Western
Australia, can he list the brand names of
those used for-
(a) retail use;
(b) industrial use?

Mr MacKiNNON replied:
(a) and (b) The advice 1 have received

relates only to the general types of
cooking oils and margarines
available in Western Australia.
To obtain from each individual
distributor of these products the
brand names of their products
would take what I consider to be an
inordinate amount of my
department's time for the result so
obtained.
If the Leader of the Opposition
explains mre specifically the
reasons for this request I will
reconsider this question.

HEALTH
Commonwealth Isolated Patients' Travel and

Accommodation Assistance Scheme
768. Mr TUBBY, to the Minister for Health:

(I) Is he aware that applications for
financial assistance under the
Commonwealth Isolated Patients Travel

and Accommodation Assistance Scheme
are being rejected, because assistance
was payable under law of the State of
Western Australia section 17 (5),(b)(ii)
of the National Health Act?

(2) Is this State scheme still in existence?

(3) (a) If "Yes", what are the conditions
applying;

(b) if "No" when was the assistance
discontinued?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) Yes, applications for assistance under
IPTAAS are being rejected by the
Commonwealth Department of Health.
Applications are being refused on the
false premise that the scheme operated
by the State-namely, the north-west
patient transport scheme- has statutory
origins. The scheme has no statutory
funding provisions and consequently
would not be covered by section 17(5)
(b) (ii) of the National Health Act.

(2) Yes, for north-wes residents.

(3) (a) (I) Medical treatment sought by a
patient is not available locally.

(2) Treatment sought is required
urgently.

(3) Initial request for referral must
be made by the local medical
practitioner.

(4) The prior approval of the
director, hospital and allied
serv ices be obtained prior to
travel.

(5) Mode of transport
consistent with
diagnosis.

ulitized
patient

(b) Answered by (a) above.

SEWERAGE
Industrial Effluent

769. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(1) Further to part (2) of question 368 of

1980 relevant to the discharge of
industrial waste, is it still the
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Government's intention that a permit [ee
of $72 will be charged for a shop
equipped to handle industrial waste
while the fixture remains and therefore
requires periodic inspections, even if the
shop is no longer involved in discharging
industrial waste?

(2) Is he aware of the conclusions of the
Parliamentary Commissioner for
Adminisrative Investigations as a result
of complaint number 6154 against A.W.
Marshall, dated 9 May 1980?

(3) Did the Parliamentary Commissioner
conclude that permits should only be
required if industrial liquid wastes are
being discharged to the board sewers?

(4) Did the Parliamentary Commissioner
also propose an owner or occupier of
industrial or commercial premises
equipped with a particular waste
facility, but not generating liquid trade
wastes should have the right to apply
annually for a permit exemption?

(5) Does the Government intend to act on
the suggestions of the Parliamentary
Commissioner?

(6) If not, what action has been taken or is
proposed with respect to Mr Marshall's
case, and all others of this nature?

Mr MENSAROS replied:

(1) and (5) 1 have asked the Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage
Board to consider this matter.

(2) Yes.
(3) Yes.
(4) Yes.
(6) In the case of Mr Marshall, the

recommendation of the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administrative
Investigations was accepted.

DRAINAGE

Kelmscott-Westfield Area

770. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) Has an additional charge been levied on
residents in the Kelmscott-Westfield
area for drainage works in their
vicinity?

(2) If so, on what basis has this charge been
levied?

(3) Will he specify the drainage works for
which this charge has been levied?

(4) How mant residents have been affected
by this charge?

(5) What is the total amount to be raised by
the charge?

(6) Why have residents who have opted to
pay their normal water rates in two
moieties been asked to pay the second
moiety at the same ime as the
additional drainage charge, well before
it would normally be due?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Drainage rate was levied from I July

1980.
(2) In accordance with the provisions of the

MWSS & D ACT 1909-1979.
(3) Second Road main drain, Denny Avenue

main drain, Westfield Park main drain.
(4) An estimated 2 000 properties within an

area generally bounded by Second
Road, Lake Road, and Railway line.

(5) Estimated at $46 000 for the current
year.

(6) The due date for payment shown on the
account refers only to the drainage rate
component which in itself may be paid
in two moieties.

EDUCATION: TERTIARY

Research and Development Funding

771. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister
Education:

for

In each of the last five years. what
amount has been allocated to each of the
Western Australian tertiary institutions
for research and development funding,
(a) from Government grants; and
(b) from private sources?

Mr G RAYDEN replied:
(a) Tertiary institutions receive funds from

Government sources for a variety of
purposes and some of these sums are
earmarked for expenditure for specific
purposes. Over the period 1976-80
special research grants have been made
available to universities in this State
through the Commonwealth States
Grants (Tertiary Education Assistance)
Act as follows-

1312



[Wednesday, 10 September 19801 31
Year

1976
1977
1.978
1979
1980

Special

University M urdoch
of WA S

223 000
245 000
247 000
280000
299000

research grants are

40000
44 000
47 000
55 000
59 000

not made to
WAIT and the colleges; however, the
bulk of the funds received by tertiary
institutions from Government sources
are for general recurrent purposes and
the institutions themselves determine
expenditure priorities, hence institutions
may, and do, spend some of their
general recurrent grants on research and
development. Details of such
expenditure are not available and are
often not readily identified.

(b) This information is not available. The
sources of such grants are varied and
include funding agencies and private
industry. They may be made to
institutions and to individuals.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Elections: Adult Franchise

154. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(I) Is the Minister aware that, because the

Local Government Act restricts the vote
to only two persons per ratable premises,
the vote is denied to persons over I8
years of age living with their parents, to
elderly parents living with the
householders, and to many persons in
single men's quarters?

(2) Is the Minister aware also that the draft
Bill makes no attempt to alter this
provision?

(3) How does the Government justify
refusing to allow these people to vote?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) The member for Geraldton has asked

many questions about the material
contained in the draft Bill. This is one of
the few questions he has not asked
already. I have been quite consistent in
indicating that the matters contained in
the draft Bill are not necessarily the
matters which will appear before
Parliament eventually when the
legislation is introduced.

(42)

EDUCATION

School-to-work Transition Programme

155. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister for
Education:

Has the Minister had a chance to confer
with his department and discover
whether or not Western Australia has
withdrawn from the Commonwealth
school to work transition programme, as
reported in The Australian Financial
Reyiew of 9 September last, apparently
unknown to the Minister?
Is the Minister now in a position to
explain to the House whether we have
withdrawn from that programme and, if
so, why?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

Having . read the article in The
Australian Financial Review, I am now
in a position to give an explanation to
the member.

It is not true to say that the States have
opted out of the school to work
transition programme.
All States had recognised the need for
programmes in this area prior to the
commencement of the special
Commonwealth programme at the
beginning of 1980. Each State already
provided extensive programmes in
alternative courses, career education.
work experience, foundations for
employment, pre-apprenticeship courses.
guidance and counselling, and many
other related areas.
The Commonwealth has agreed to
pccept the considerable effort already
made by each State as its contribution
to the programme.

The States have undertaken not to
reduce their existing level of effort in
transition education. Indeed, in the
normal course of events, each State
anticipates there will be a continuing
growth in its commitment in this area.

Administrative arrangements have been
changed so that approval of specific
projects will, in future, be made by State
committees on which the
Commonwealth is represented, thus
obviating delays and ensuring that State
priorities are better reflected in the
programme.
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Approximately $2.25 million will be
available through the Commonwealth in
1981 to supplement the existing
programmes in transition education
offered through the Education
Department of Western Australia.

HEALTH

Dental Therapy Centres: Schools

156. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:

Earlier today in a written answer to
question 743, the Minister told me that
two fixed school dental therapy centres
will be built this year. However, in the
Liberal Party policy speech which the
Premier delivered earlier this year, he
said, "We will expand the chain of 81
school dental therapy centres by
providing another 20 this year."

The Minister has now told me two more
will be built.
Was the figure of 20 which appeared in
the Liberal Party policy speech a
misprint, or is that another Liberal
Party broken promise?

Mr YOUNG replied:
The situation has been explained in a
previous answer to the member for
Melville. It was a rather complicated
answer to a rather complicated series of
questions asked by him.

If the member puts the question on the
notice paper, he will receive an answer.

LAND: BUILDING BLOCKS

Karratha

157. Mr SODEMAN, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Have the costs of servicing residential
land in Karratha increased since the
written advice provided to me on 30 July
1980?
The break down or' service premiums
based on a 300 lot subdivision with an
average lot size of 747 square metres
was as follows-

Water
Sewerage
Drainage

1 323
1 553

640

Roads 3 620
Power 1 183
Footpaths and footbridges 610
Landscaping 357
Amenity improvements 1 423
Contingencies 880

$11 589
(2) What is the current base figure per

metre premium for all categories of
housing lots in Karratha?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) It is confirmed that the figures quoted

are those conveyed in the Minister's
advice of 30 July 1980, for Millars Well,
cell 3, stage 1.

(2) It is anticipated that the base figure per
square metre for service premium will
not vary to any degree in the
development of Millars Well, cell 3,
stage 2. There could be other lots
coming into the market, which have
been set aside from previous subdivisions
the premiums for which may vary from
those at Millars Well.

ALUMINA REFINERIES

Alcoa: Residue Ponds

158. Mr BARNETT', to the Minister for
Resources Development:

This question relates to a letter the
Minister sent to the Chairman of the
Environmental Protection Authority on
14 July last. The letter refers to residue
disposal by Alcoa of Australia Ltd.
Reference is made to the new designs for
the residue ponds in the following terms,
"These designs will be submitted to
Government in August 1980." In the
next paragraph the following comment
is made-

I have decided that the above
information should be referred to
the Environmental Protection
Authority in accordance with
Section 57(l) of the Environmental
Protection Act, 1971.

The letter then asks for any comments.
My question is this: Have the designs in
fact been submitted to the Government
and has he received any comments? If
so, what were those comments?
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Mr P. V. JON ES replied:
I am interested that the member is able
to bring into the House a copy of my
letter to the Chairman of the EPA.

Mr Barnett: It is signed by you.

Mr P. V. JONES: It is my letter to the
Chairman of the EPA and I am
interested to see that the member has
been able to produce a copy of that
letter in Parliament.
As far as the information he is seeking is
concerned, if the member puts the
question on notice, I will answer it.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Resin Works: Bunbury

159. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

Referring to my question without notice
to him of yesterday's date concerning
the EPA report on the proposed Borden
Chemical plant at Bunbury, and his
answer which advised that-

(a) The EPA received the report
yesterday,

(b) it was up to the EPA to decide
when it would submit the report to
him,
and,

(c) he would consider the matter and
make a decision as to whether or
not he would table it,

why did he make a Press statement last
Sunday advising that the EPA report
would be released on Tuesday of this
week?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

It was my understanding at the time of
the Press release that the EPA would be
releasing the report at that time and
hence the statement.
As I explained to the House yesterday,
the EPA is not subject to the
Government's direction. Therefore, we
have to await the consideration of the
report by the EPA and, when it is
forthcoming, I will consider whether or
not the report will be tabled at that
time.

HOSPITAL
Kalgoorlie Regional

160. Mr E. T. EVANS, to the Minister for
Health:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the
information provided in reply to
questions 734 and 735 of yesterday,
regarding the Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital, indicates there will be an acute
shortage of beds within a few months?

(2) If the Minister is aware of the problem,
what plans does his Government have to
overcome it?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) and (2) The reply to the question asked
by. the member for Kalgoorlie would not
readily be known to members of this
Legislative Assembly because the
information was provided only today.
The questions referred to asked for
considerable information regarding the
development of the Kalgoorlie Hospital.
All that information was provided. But,
the member has followed up that
information with a question without
notice asking what the Government
intends to do.
The answers to the questions are quite
clear, and they provide the information
requested by the member.
The member for Kalgoorlie asked what
the Government was going to do about
upgrading, the Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital. I will provide the information
again. In reply to his question asking
how many construction stages are
planned for the hopital, the answer is,
"Four stages". His second question
asked for details of each stage, and I
take it that members would not want me
to provide all the details at this stage.
The third part of the question asked
what is the anticipated completion date
of each stage. The answer is that the
first stage is due for completion in
January 1981; the second stage has been
scheduled in the capital works
programme for commencement this
financial year with the anticipated
completion date in the 1982-83 financial
year. The anticipated completion date of
stage 3 is unknown, and it will proceed
when funds are available, and the fourth
stage is also unknown, and it will
proceed when funds are available.
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If the member for Kalgoorlie believes
that more information can be given on
such a large rebuilding programme as
the Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital, in the
present economic situation and with
regard to the availability of loan funds
to the States, then it is probable he also
believes in Father Christmas.

EDUCATION
School Buses: Golden Bay-Mandurah

161. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

I want to preface my question by saying
I am concerned about the trouble with
regard to the school bus service from
Golden Bay to Mandurah. The Minister
does not seem to be greatly concerned
because he said the parents of the
children will not be prosecuted.
Can the Minister advise whether there is
any regulation with regard to the
carrying capacity of buses?
Are the children required to sit three to
a seat, and what moves are being made
to talk to the people concerned in an
effort to overcome the present
unpleasant and unnecessary situation?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
I have not seen the Press reference to
which the Leader of the Opposition has
referred.

Mr Davies: The Press has quoted Your
remarks. The comments appear twice, at
pages 4 and 6.

Mr GRAYDEN: Unfortunately. I do not
have time to read the articles at the
moment.
Yes, definitely there are regulations in
respect of the number of children that
can be carried on a bus. The number
which is being carried on the bus
concerned is within that limit.
For that reason, the Education
Department simply is not in a position to
use an additional bus. There are many
areas in Western Australia where, if we
had the funds, we would put on
additional buses in preference to one in
the Golden Bay-Mandurah area.

Mr Davies: Can you tell us what attempts
are being made to placate the parents?

Mr GRAYDEN: We have been in constant
contact with one or two individuals
speaking on behalf of the parents.
Education Department officers have
been absorbed in this issue for some
weeks, but apparently they can find no
way by which additional assistance can
be provided without being grossly unfair
to children in other areas of this State.

EDUCATION
School Buses: Golden Bay-Mandurah

162. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Education:

I wish to ask the Minister a
supplementary question. Is it true that
the Minister wrote to Mrs Silla of
Golden Bay today and told her that
neither he, the Minister, nor the officers
of his department wanted to talk to her
any further on this matter?
Can the Minister tell me how long the
parents will be allowed to keep their
children at home without being
prosecuted?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:
We have had some representation from
the Press in respect of this matter,
mainly on the question of whether
prosecutions would take place. My reply
was there would be no way we would
prosecute parents for keeping their
children home under the circumstances.

Mr Davies: You are encouraging them to
break the law.

Mr GRAYDEN: If the parents want to
make other arrangements, as they have
done in other areas, that is up to them.
In the area represented by the Speaker
people take their children from
Kalamunda to the high school at
Guildford. whey do that daily.
The number of children being carried on
the bus between Golden Bay and
Mandurah is within the regulations
which have been laid down and widely
used throughout the State.

Mr Davies: How long will they be allowed to
keep their children away from school?

Mr GRAYDEN: If they want to keep their
children home they will affect the
educational programme of those
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children, but certainly they will not be
prosecuted.

Mr Davies: You are encouraging them to
break the law.

Mr GRAYDEN: No, we deplore their
action. We hope good sense will prevail
and the parents will have the interests of
the children at heart.

COMMUNITY WELFARE

Distressed Persons Relief Trust

163. Mr WILSON, to the Premier:

I ask the Premier: Is he aware of the
financial difficulties being experienced
by the Distressed Persons Relief Trust in
obtaining sufficient funds to meet the
increasing demands for assistance from
persons in distress?
Has the Government received any
approaches from the trust for an
increase in funds available to them for
this purpose?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

I am aware there have been some
representations from a number of
quarters in connection with this
particular fund, and they have been
under consideration as part of budgetary
planning, bearing in mind that the list
which we know as the "Miscellaneous"
list is getting longer and longer with the
years. Of course, the demands are

getting greater and they have to fit into
some of the constraints exercised
throughout all departments.

I could not be precise with regard to the
exact amount of any allocation this
financial year, but I will look at the
question again.

I want to be careful I do not mislead the
honourable member because so many of
these things have been before me and I
cannot recall what has been done about
this fund. However, it has been under
consideration because of the demands
which have been made over the years.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Resin Works: Bun bury

164. Mr DAVIES, to the Honorary Minister
assisting the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce:

In a Press release on Sunday, 7
September, the Honorary Minister
referred to the fact that the report of the
Environmental Protection Authority
would be available after a project was
released tomorrow, Tuesday.
Can he tell us what happened
Monday of that week?

Mr MacKINNON replied:

to

If the Leader of the Opposition would
care to put that question on the notice
paper. I will answer it.
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