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

BILLS (6): ASSENT
Message from the Administrator received and

read notifying assent to the following Bills-
I.- Rural Youth Movement Amendment Bill.
2. Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill.
3. Metropolitan Region Town Planning

Scheme Amendment Bill.
4. Marine Navigational Aids Amendment

Bill.
5. Business Franchise (Tobacco) Amendment

Bill.
6. Rural and Industries Bank Amendment

Bill.

TOWN PLANNING

Albany: Grievance

MR WATT (Albany) [2.17 p.m.]:
Unfortunately the Minister for Town Planning is
not here today because I want to talk about the
Town Planning Department and some of the
problems in country areas in particular, brought
about by what I would term the inflexibility of the
Town Planning Department, especially in relation
to applications for rezoning. I am of the opinion
that the department shows a fairly definite lack of
consideration for local opinion and disregard for
local advice when dealing with applications for
rezoning.

The problem which has prompted me to air this
matter today relates to the availability of
industrial land in the Albany region. A recent
proposal which I felt was of considerable merit,
had the support of the Albany Shire Council-the
local authority responsible for the area
concerned-the support of the Albany Executive
Development Committee-a committee
comprising many different agencies in the
town-and it would have helped to resolve a
problem which had caused concern for quite a
long time.

There has been no co-ordination and planning
in regard to industrial land around Albany,
although some years ago an area of
approximately 500 acres was set aside in what is
referred to as the south coast region. Quite
frankly that idea was ill-conceived. The area was
remote from any of the essential services; there

was no water, power, drainage, or roads to service
it. As time went by it became apparent that there
was a significant amount of underground water
and that this water provided a fairly high
proportion of the town's water supply. Obviously
it was not a good place for industrial
development, and the idea was scrapped.

Over the years since then the development has
been piecemeal; we have seen different industrial
areas thoughout the region developed on a fairly
unco-ordinated basis. Recently the proposal to
which I have already referred was put forward. It
was to establish an industrial area about eight
kilometres from Albany on the Chester Pass
Road. The land is zoned rural at the moment and
used for agricultural purposes. However, it is
suitable really for grazing only. The subsoil is
rocky iron stone which is not suitable for
residential building or for growing crops of any

k ind. So to everyone concerned it seemed
eminently suitable for industry.

I was concerned particularly about the case
involving a Mr McDonnell. This gentleman
bought into Southern Transport, a local transport
company, and he purchased three large road
trains which are used to haul grain. These road
trains are approximately 75 metres in length and
weigh 26 tonnes unladen and 71 tonnes fully
laden. About 24 of these rigs as well as two or
three other small trucks are housed currently in a
small yard. The capacity of the area is stretched
well beyond its limits, and there is nowhere else to
go.

The company, Southern Transport Pty. Ltd.,
owns a block of land comprising about 19 acres on
Chester Pass Road about five kilometres from
Albany, but the Shire considers that site
unsuitable; so the company would like to take
advantage of the new- industrial land proposal.
The block faces Chester Pass Road and would be
ideally suited to the company's need. Mr
McDonnell purchased a block of land with a
house on it, and with sufficient room to store his
trucks. The land was just off Chester Pass Road,
on Harvey Road, which is a gravel road. Mr
McDonnell indicated that he was quite prepared
to make a financial contribution towards the
grading and maintenance of the road, and it
seemed that everybody would be happy about
that. However, one of the neighbours circulated a
petition, and the result was that Mr McDonnell
was no longer permitted to use the road.

What may not be understood is special
conditions arc imposed upon the licences of road
trains. The conditions permit them to be used only
on certain roads. The reason for this is fairly
obvious, and is due to their length and weight.
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Unless the road is of a sufficiently high standard,
it is good sense that road trains should be kept off
it.

The three road trains owned by this
gentleman-and he is planning to buy a
fourth-cost in the order of $150 000 each. Along
with the trucks he has spare tyres which would be
valued at $20 000 to $30 000 and other essentials
for his business, such as engines, augers,
tarpaulins, and spare parts, which would add
another $40 000-odd to the value. Obviously one
needs a fairly large degree of security to look
after such a business and Mr McDonnell is having
a great deal of difficulty in complying with all the
requirements imposed upon him at the moment.

Recently I visited the Town Planning
Department in the company of a local surveyor
and a town planning consultant, and we had quite
a good meeting with the departmental officers.
They suggested a number of alternate sites all of
which were on side roads, and all of which
involved the very problem we have been trying to
avoid. The officers continually told us that in
many instances the proposed land use is not
compatible with the rural nature of the
surrounding area. I would simply say: Of course it
is not. Any proposition which alters the rural
nature of land will not be compatible with the
nature of the land, but I do not think that is the
be-all and end-all. If it was, rezoning would never
Occur.

The result of our visit to the Town Planning
Department was that although the officers were
most courteous, we received absolutely no
concession whatsoever. I accused one officer of
being remote from the situation and of not having
a proper understanding of the needs of the local
people. I accused him also of not understanding
soil types, drainage requirements, the local
environment, and other matters, and told him it
was not possible for him to make an accurate
assessment of whether a rezoning proposal had
sufficient merit to be approved. I was surprised to
find that he agreed with me, but still would not
alter his opinion.

I appeal to the Minister to ask the department
to adopt a more understanding attitude in respect
of these matters, and to show greater
consideration for and be better informed of local
needs, which is so necessary when making a
proper assessment of the merit or otherwise of
rezoning proposals.

Often it occurs that when proposals are rejected
an appeal is made to the Minister, and where
possible the Minister visits the site in question to
talk to the people involved and to make an on-the-

spot assessment. In such cases it is amazing how
often the Minister will uphold the appeal, purely
and simply by being in a better position to
understand the situation.

In my opinion the ideal situation would be to
have an officer of the Town Planning Department
visit the region more frequently to make proper
assessments and to give advice in these matters.

I would ask that the matter be taken up with
the appropriate Minister to see whether a more
rational approach can be adopted in the future.

MR O!'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Deputy
Premier) [2.26 p.mn.J: As members would be
aware, the Minister for Urban Development and
Town Planning is absent from the Chamber and
from the State at the moment. I am unaware of
the problem brought forward by the member for
Albany; however, I realise that at times there are
reasons that departments, local authorities, and
even Ministers defer or reject matters of this kind.

I assure the member for Albany that I will
bring the matter to the notice of the Minister. I
will advise her of his grievance and ask her to
reply to him on her return from the Eastern
States.

HOSPITALS: ROYAL PERTH AND
PRINCESS MARGARET

Parking: Grievance

MR BRYCE (Ascot) (2.27 p.m.]: I wish to
direct a grievance to the Minister for Health, and
I do so deliberately on behalf of people who have
asked me to raise this question in Parliament. It
concerns a matter which is not easily rectified,
and I am not asking the Minister to use a magic
wand.

However, I draw his attention to the problems
and difficulties associated with parking facilities
at the major public hospitals in the metropolitan
area, and I refer particularly to Royal Perth
Hospital and Princess. Margaret Hospital. I guess
the most constructive request l could put to the
Minister on behalf of the people who have
complained to me is that he negotiate with the
Perth City Council and the Subiaco City Council
to arrange the withdrawal of parking meters and
parking inspectors from the immediate environs of
those two pqblic hospitals.

It would be well appreciated and understood
that it is very difficult to find parking sites at
metropolitan hospitals. I fully appreciate the
Minister's prime concern is the provision of health
facilities, and I would be the last one to suggest
that he divert scarce funds to the provision of
enormous parking facilities which could well
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become white elephants. I appreciate that we
cannot even afford to divert a reasonable amount
of money in this direction.

However, some of the problems that have been
drawn to my attention concern the unreasonable
anxiety caused to people who have near relatives
seriously ill in hospital and who, when they leave
the hospital after attending their relatives, find
they -have been ticketed by a parking inspector. I
emphasise that the last thing in the mind of these
people when they visit somebody seriously ill, is a
parking meter which is ticking away in a council
parking area. Parking facilities are provided at a
number of our hospitals, but certainly the parking
space provided at Royal Perth Hospital and
Princess Margaret Hospital is really quite
inadequate.

It is necessary for people who visit the Princess
Margaret Hospital to utilise parking on roadways
quite close to the hospital and this, naturally,
involves the Subiaco City Council's parking
system, with its meters and inspectors and
associated fines where people are required to stay
more than the prescribed 30 minutes or one hour
to. get in and out of the hospital to obtain
treatment, or to visit a patient.

In respect of the Royal Perth Hospital, the
amount of nearby roadway which is used as
parking places for people visiting patients has
extended considerably. I have had aged people
draw my attention to the difficulties of the very
long walk which is involved to reach the hospital
from their parking place, even before they become
lost in the maze of corridors inside the hospital
itself.

Specifically, only a few weeks ago the wife of a
Seriously ill cardiac patient asked me to make
representations on her behalf to the Perth City
Council. This lady had rushed in, in a state of
urgency, to visit her husband, who had taken a
serious turn for the worse. In addition to
experiencing the anxieties of having a seriously-ill
husband, she found on her return to her vehicle
that she had been booked for parking in a
clearway, and fined 320.

Now. $20 may not be much to a person on a
ministerial or parliamentary salary. However, if a
person happens to be on ordinary wages, or on a
pension, a $20 parking fine can be a cause of
great concern.

On this occasion, I must emphasise that the
Perth City Council did the decent thing. I
approached the council on this lady's behalf and
explained the circumstances of the case and, it
was very happy to withdraw the fine. I

appreciated the action of the council and so,
incidentally, did the woman concerned.

Cases have been brought to my attention
involving the Subiaco City Council, where people
have been fined in precisely the same way, for
parking close to Princess Margaret Hospital.

I conclude on behalf of these people who have
asked me to raise this matter in the House
directly with the Minister by saying that 1
appreciate the difficulty in providing vast sums of
money for additional parking areas near hospitals.
I also understand that if all parking meters are
removed, there could be some difficulty with
people -taking advantage of the situation, and
parking there all day.

However, perhaps a compromise could be
reached by liberalising the periods during which
people are allowed to park adjacent to these
meters. I siaid at the outset I did not have a
solution to offer the Minister. I appreciate the
Minister might not be able to wave a magic wand
over the problem. However, I ask him on behalf
of these people to examine the problem and see
whether it is possible to alleviate the difficulties
people are encountering.

MR YOUNG (Scarborough-Minister for
Health) [2.33 p.m.]: The member for Ascot
commenced and ended his grievance by pointing
out quite rightly that it was likely there was very
little one could do about the problem; in that
respect, he was completely accurate, as he was
with the particulars of his grievance.

Royal Perth Hospital has been in existence for
150 years, and has been on that site for over 100
of those years. During that time, the investment
in that hospital has grown to such an extent that,
obviously, we cannot simply shift it around as
times change to accommodate more vehicles. The
hospital must remain on that site. Our community
can afford only one or two such teaching
hospitals.

We were a great deal luckier in the
establishment of the Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital in that infinitely more land was available
and times had changed to such an extent that we
could foresee the sorts of parking difficulties and
commuting problems people would be likely to
have. When the Royal Perth Hospital was
established, of course, no-one could predict the
extent to which the motor vehicle would take over
our lives and since that day, properties had
become established around the hospital and very
little provision was made for parking.

I agree with the member for Ascot that this is a
bad situation and I appreciate how people, in a
moment of anxiety or grief, park their cars
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anywhere they can in order to get into the
hospital quickly, only to find on their return that
they have been fined for contravening the local
authority's parking regulations.

There are two aspects in respect of this matter
on which I should like to comment. The first is
that, as the member for Ascot described in most
cases the Perth City Council does the right thing.
The second is that there just is not any more land
to make available for car parking. Therefore, the
patient or the family of the patient is thrown on
the mercy of the Perth City Council when they
park virtually wherever they can. Nothing can be
done about that, because we cannot create more
land.

Mr Bryce: What about asking the Perth City
Council to withdraw its meters?

Mr YOUNG: I will comment on that in a
moment. We have heard from some people the
rather facetious suggestion that, in fact, the north
block of Royal Perth Hospital is really a car park,
and that one day the Government is going to
surprise the public. Unfortunately, that is not
true. No more land owned by the Perth City
Council can be allocated to provide vehicle
parking.

I am left with a situation where I can only talk
to the Perth City Council and suggest that
perhaps more tolerance and leniency could be
shown to bona ide visitors to the hospital, and
that perhaps the parking meters and the parking
inspectors could be moved further from the
hospital. Human nature being what it is, we know
what would happen: The very first person to
arrive at work within a couple of hundred yards of
the hospital will park in an area set aside for
hospital visitors, and stay there all day. However,
that does not stop me from giving the honourable
member an undertaking to talk to the Perth City
Council; I give that undertaking.

in respect of the problem at Princess Margaret
Hospital, shortly after becoming Minister for
Health, I was engaged in considerable discussion
and negotiation with the Subiaco City Council
and the Princess Margaret Hospital. The Subiaco
City Council felt the hospital was encroaching so
much on the council's streets by way of parking
requirements and the like that something had to
be done about it.

We came to an agreement to rationalise
parking in and around Princess Margaret
Hospital-which, incidentally, is beset with much
the same type of problem as experienced at Royal
Perth Hospital in respect of the provision of
parking. A new car park was constructed on the
corner of Hamilton Street and Hay Street. At the

time, I asked the hospital to do everything in its
power to ensure that as much of that car park as
possible be allocated to patients, and people
visiting patients, rather than to staff.
Arrangements were also made to provide
additional car parking on the eastern side of
Thomas Street in the Perth City Council area.

Land in West Perth and Subiaco is at a
premium today, and we are confronted with a
situation to which there simply does not appear to
be an answer, other than by perhaps providing
some form of emergency transport for people who
must visit a hospital quickly. In the final analysis,
that may be a more economically reasonable way
of approaching the problem; I will examine that
matter further with some of my advisers.

I do not think there is any sense in my carrying
the matter any further with the Subiaco City
Council because all the talking which can be done
appears to have been done on the matter.
However, I will discuss it further with the Perth
City Council.

WATER RESOURCES. COUNTRY AREAS
Payment at Accounts: Grievance

MR HERZFELD (Mundaring) [2.40 p.m.]-, I
wish to use this debate to present a case for the
need for better facilities for the public,
particularly those in country areas, in the
payment of water rates and accounts to the Public
Works Department.

In bringing this matter forward, I refer
particularly to the problems faced by pensioners
when they pay accounts, because they have some
special problems in this regard. I pay tribute to
the Government for having improved the facilities
for the public in recent times for paying accounts
such as those relating to the Metropolitan Water
Board and the State Energy Commission. As we
know, arrangements have been made with post
offices and banks for the receipt of payments on
behalf of those organisations. Of course, for some
time the SEC has had a mobile office, which
moves around providing a facility for collecting
accounts.

However, this is not the case with the Public
Works Department, despite the fact that I
understand the Aepartment is investigating some
improved facilities for the public to pay their
accounts. The boundary dividing the area of
responsibility of the MWB from that of the PWD
runs through a portion of my electorate. The
facilities available to the people on one side do not
apply to the people on the other, despite the fact
that they may be living on Opposite sides of the
same road.
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One place where that occurs is Mt. Helena.
There is a large population in that area. The
people living on one side of the road can go to the
local post office and pay their MWB accounts or
rates. The same facility is not available to their
neighbours across the road, who happen to be in
thc area of jurisdiction of the PWD. If those
people want to pay directly and not by mail, they
have to go to the Northam office or down to
Midland to pay their accounts.

I point out to the Minister that this creates
some problems for a small sector of the
community; but nevertheless to that sector it is a
very significant problem. It is for these people
that I plead a case.

I refer particularly to the pensioners who are
entitled to the benefits of a pensioner's rebate. To
obtain that rebate, they need to present their
pensioner health cards. Those who fall within the
PWD area have either to go to Midland or to
Northam to claim the concession. Members would
agree that is quite a disadvantage they have to
suffer, particularly when many of them have
reached the stage where they have to rely on
public transport. It is not possible for them to post
their pensioner cards with the accounts, because
they need their cards fairly frequently.

There are other areas in my electorate which
suffer the same problem as Mt. Helena; and [ am
sure the same problem exists throughout the
country areas in this State. So, for these reasons,I
ask the Minister to contact his department to
arrange improved facilities for the payment of
accounts for country people.

There are a variety of solutions I can Suggest;
and no doubt there are many others. I have
already mentioned that the facilities of post
offices have been made available to the MWB.
Possibly shire offices, which normally are fairly
central in country communities, could offer
alternative facilities. It may be that the Minister
could consider some sort of scheme in which a
photocopy of a pensioner medical card could be
posted through the mail. Or a simple form could
be devised, and a justice of the peace or
commissioner for declarations could certify that
the card had been sighted by that authority.

I bring to the Minister the problem thatexs,
and the necessity for it to be resolved fairly
quickly. It is a service that would stand the PWD
in good stead if it were to take quick action to
recognise the need for the service and to act.

MR MENSAROS (Florcat-Minister for
Water Resources) [2.46 p.m.]: I have always been
fairly conscious of these problems experienced by
people generally, and particularly the pensioners.

To prove this is no idle statement is quite easy,
because it was during the time when I was
responsible for the SEC that I asked it to find
ways and means for accounts to be paid other
than by mail or in the offices of the SEC. As a
result of this, arrangements were made with
almost all the banks, with the exception of the
Commonwealth Bank; SO the accounts of the SEC
are able to be paid through the banks.-The same
applies to the MWB. When I became in charge of
it, I asked that similar arrangements be made.
That has been organised, but only in a smaller
way. Nevertheless, it results in some comfort and
convenience for the public.

As far as the PWD is concerned, the matter has
not been discarded. However, there are some
difficulties with the PWD in its country water
undertakings that are not experienced by the two
utilities previously mentioned.

One of the difficulties is the size and scale of
economies. Whereas both the SEC and the MWB
have a large number of consumers, with most of
them in the metropolitan area, that cannot be said
for the PWD. It is much easier to make a
commercial agreement with the banks and
Australia Post, as it is now called, when there is a
large number of accounts. In addition, neither of
the utilities had to ask permission from the
Treasury to be able to do this, because they have
the authority to do it.

With the PWD, as I said, there are very few
consumers or customers. They are spread widely
in the country areas; and it takes a lot of
persuasion to have Australia Post, and
particularly the banks, take on the collection of
these accounts on commission. None of the
institutions do it for nothing; they charge
commission, of course.

As the PWD is a department, it has to go to the
Treasury to seek permission to do this as it would
lose revenue on account of the commission which
has to be paid to the banks and the post office.

Nevertheless, I can assure the member for
Mundaring that these negotiations, on my
initiative, are in train. If we are able to have an
agreement With the post office at least-I do not
think it would be practicable with the banks in
this case-and if the Treasury agrees, we will be
able to allow consumers to pay their respective
accounts at the post office instead of going into an
office of the PWD.

Another point which has to be taken into
consideration is that the Public Works
Department bills for its water undertakings are
not issued as frequently as are the SEC bills.
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The other question the member raised was in
connection with pensioners' cards and the
concessions available to eligible pensioners in
respect of Metropolitan Water Board and PWD
bills. A new scheme will operate from the next
issue of bills which will be within weeks of the
current financial year. In future, pensioners will
have to show their cards to the Public Works
Department just once and a note will be taken of
them. Enclosed with their next bill will be a form
of declaration which they will have to sign stating
that they are still in possession of a pensioner
concession card. It will be a declaration where
any false statement would create an offence and
would carry penalties. The reason is that there
may be circumstances where the pensioners arc no
longer entitled to these benefits. They could sell
their home, invest the money from the sale and be
earning interest, which could mean they would no
longer be entitled to a concession, It could happen
that a non-dependent relation joined them in the
same accommodation. Perhaps a daughter who is
working would come to live with them and so
render the pensioners ineligible for a concession.

The solution will be that a declaration will be
provided after the first showing of the pensioner
card. Once the appropriate form is signed by the
pensioner he or she will receive the concessions
applying.

MINING
Slate Batteries: Grievance

MR E. T. EVANS (Kalgoorlie) [2.53 p.m.]-
My grievance is directed to the Minister for
Mines and the condition of State Batteries in
Western Australia. I raised this matter previously
in my maiden speech and my Budget speech. My
leader also has raised this matter in country radio
broadcasts. I have made several Press statements
and members of the ALP's mining committee
have visited Kalgoorlie; Firstly, the member for
Welshpool visited the area and, secondly, it was
the member for Maylands. who is now our shadow
Minister for Mines. However, I feel this matter
cannot be raised too often.

We have a record price for gold, we have
unprecedented activity with respect to prospecting
where we have more people in the field now than
at any time in the history of the goldfields, yet
this is a matter which the Government does not
take seriously.

There are 16 State Batteries in Western
Australia and, in the goldmining areas in
particular, every one of them is booked six months
in advance. The prospectors should be achieving a
lot for the State; they should be alleviating

unemployment; they should be creating wealth;
they should be providing a flow-on of capital into
the community; yet with gold being a saleable
commodity at $600 an ounce, the prospectors
cannot get their dirt through the batteries.

These people go into the bush and risk their
capital and their labour; they spend everything
they have in finding, proving, and mining a
prospect, and yet they cannot get their just
rewards because we have 16 State Batteries which
are a fair dinkum disgrace to this Government.
State Batteries are a poor relation as far as the
Mines Department is concerned.. It is the only
department which goes to secondhand scrap metal
sales to purchase metal to keep the batteries
operating. The labour force of the State Batteries
do a magnificent job; they are a credit to their
employers and the prospectors who rely on them
so much in order to get the best possible recovery
from the dirt they put through the batteries. They
do a very nearly impossible task.

To add insult to unjury, when we look at the
Estimates we find that the allocation for wages.
workers' compensation, travelling and so on will
be down $5 000 on last year's allocation. So there
will be fewer people employed by the State
Batteries. What happens to the prospectors next
year? There has been an allocation of $178 000
for plant replacement and minor works. Divide
that between .16 State Batteries and see how
much value we get for our dollars! We know what
we get; we get nothing.

Mr Mensaros: What about the $1 million
subsidisation for the batteries every year?

Mr E. T. EVANS: And there is a subsidisation
for every other damned industry in Western
Australia! How much subsidisation does the
farming industry receive?

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

to order!
Mr E. T. EVANS: Prospectors have found

every significant mineral find in this State,
including those at Kalgoorlie, Southern Cross,
Coolga rd ie, and Norsema n. The comnpanies do not
find the gold or the other minerals; it is the
prospectors who go out into the field. If a find
proves profitable after it has been put through the
State Batteries, the companies come in and take
the rewards. This State relies entirely on mining
and farming.

Again in the 1980s we will see this Government
letting down the prospectors. It is a disgrace. The
Minister should inspect the batteries and he
should talk to the prospectors, which is more than
his predecessor did. H-e should find out where the
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prospectors' problems are. He should talk to the
battery managers and staff. There needs to be an
enormous amount of money spent on our State
Batteries so they may exploit the mineral wealth
of this State.

How can a prospector be expected to maintain
a cash flow to keep his family in food and to
provide all the necessities of life if he has to wail
six months to get his dirt through the battery?
After he has put a couple of hundred tonnes
through the battery, he is told he has to return to
the bottom of the list again.

The situation is not good enough, and the
Government ought to realise that. When we look
at the Loan' Estimates we find the Government
intends to spend $100000 on State Batteries.
When that figure is divided between the existing
batteries, how far will it go?

Unless the Government opens its eyes to the
situation, there is no hope. The Government
should realise the prospectors opened up the areas
which have produced and are still producing gold
and nickel. The nickel deposits at Kambalda were
found by prospectors. Indeed, they found even the
iron ore deposits of which, the Premier is so proud.

It is time the Government realised the support
the prospectors are giving this State. They have
given everything they have and deserve to receive
a great deal more than they are receiving from
the Government through the Mines Department. I
should like to hear the Minister's comments on
the points I have made.

MR P. V. JONES (Narrogin-Minister for
Mines) [3.01 p.m.]: I believe the member was
referring to State Batteries, because the points he
made in regard to prospectors and the role they
have played in finding, identifying, and proving
up various mineral discoveries is not only not in
question, but is also acknowledged readily.

The picture painted by the member of State
Batteries is also acknowledged and, although he
embellished the situation somewhat, the story he
gave was rather accurate.

Mr E. T. Evans: Why don't you spend some
money on them?

Mr P. V. JONES: If the honourable member
looks at the situation over a wider time span,
instead of restricting his comments to the position
which prevails at the moment, he will recall a
time not so long ago when State Batteries-this
situation affected at least one of the 16 to which
he referred-had insufficient ore to keep them
operational.

Mr E. T. Evans: Which one was that?

Mr P. V. JONES: However, the point made by
the member about the other batteries is
acknowledged. The member made some wide-
ranging statements and I shall quantify the
situation by offering some examples. The
situation at the Battery at Marvel Loch varies
from time to time, but it is probably one of the
worst batteries in terms of delays in regard to ore
crushing facilities.

Depending on circumstances, the Battery at
Marvel Loch will probably process between 3 700
and 4 000 tonnes of ore a year. At the present
time, there could be a delay in excess of a year.
The situation varies, because some of the
prospectors who utilise the Marvel Loch Battery
pay a certain amount-I believe it is
approximately $14 a tonne-and go to the battery
at Coolgardie to avoid the delays. In turn, this
aggravates the situation there.

The Government understands the position and I
ask the member and the House to acknowledge it
is a cyclical situation. It relates to the price of ore
at any given time. In the foreseeable future it is
unlikely the pressure in regard to State Batteries
will change.

The member is correct in saying funds have
been allocated to State Batteries, but a greater
amount has been put aside for them than the
member suggested. General maintenance and
minor work on the batteries haive been allocated a
sum of $ 100 000.

Mr Skid more: How far would that go?
Mr P. V. JONES: A further figure will be

allocated also. We will deal with that during the
Budget debate.

Mr E. T. Evans: How much was it?
Mr P. V. JONES: I did not mention the figure.

It is possible the member for Kalgoorlie would
like to debate the matter when we deal with the
Estimates. A figure of approximately $170000
has been allocated for capital works for State
Batteries.

Mr Davies: That amount spread over 16
batteries is nothing.

Mr P. V. JONES: Some major work is to be
carried out and the Battery at Marvel Loch will
benefit from this. The total programme of work to
be undertaken at the specific batteries, and the
amount each one will receive, has been finalised
recently and I hope, by the time we reach the
Mines Department section of the Estimates, I will
be able to provide the member with a list.

Mr E. T. Evans: Do you acknowledge they buy
second-hand equipment?
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Mr P. V. JONES: I acknowledge that quite
freely.

Mr E. T. Evans: Are you proud of that?
Mr P. V. JONES: I did not say I was proud of

it.

Mr E. T. Evans: Which other Government
department has to buy second-hand equipment?

Mr P. V. JONES: The situation referred to by
the member is this: In the traditional stamp
batteries, when a battery was allowed to fall into
a state of disrepair because it was not being
used-

Mr E. T. Evans: Why should they have to use
second-hand equipment?

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will
resume his seat. The member for Kalgoorlie was
accorded the privilege of the House when making
his speech. It appears from the facial expressions
of the member for Kalgoorlie that he dis'agrees
with my summing up of the situation.

Mr E. T. Evans: Wasn't I asked to sit down
once?

The SPEAKER: Yes, you were, because I
wanted to bring the House to order so that you
could be heard. In this situation I ask the member
to cease interjecting so the Minister can reply. If
the member continues to interject, I will take
appropriate action.

Mr P. V. JONES: The member painted a
rather lurid picture of the situation. I shall refer
to the installations as "stamp" batteries. When
stamp batteries were not receiving the attention
they receive at the present time, because the price
of gold was much lower and they were not being
supported, they fell into disrepair, because they
were not maintained. Indeed, some batteries were
traded and private people bought them. For
example, a private battery has been established at
Southern Cross. It is made up of parts of batteries
which had fallen into a state of disrepair when
they were not being used, because gold prices
were low.

Notwithstanding that matter, it is clear efforts
have been made to ensure the supply of parts
available for batteries, whether they are privately-
owned stamp batteries, or State Government
Batteries, is sufficient to maintain the batteries in
existence at the present time. Some of the funding
available in the Budget this year will be used to
increase the capacity of selected batteries where
the pressure either is, or appears to be, getting
greater.

In addition to that, as the member would be
aware, the whole point of the matter does not
relate so much to State Batteries, but the ability

of a prospector to have his ore crushed, and that is
an economic fact of life. State flatteries are not
the only avenue that ought to be available to
prospectors. However, in most cases, they are.

As the member would know, the Government is
taking steps to ensure additional custom mill
facilities are available on the goldfields. Not only
is this being done in the Kalgoorlie-Coolgardie
region where at least one proposition is being
considered for the construction of a rather large
crushing facility, but it is being done in other
areas also.

Mr E. T. Evans: When will that facility be
constructed?

Mr P. V. JONES: It is not entirely within the
province of the Government to say when it will be
constructed, but the member should be well aware
of the proposals.

Mr E. T. Evans: You would be aware that it
will not be available for at least three or four
years.

Mr P. V. JONES: Ilam not aware of that.
Mr E. T. Evans: Well, I am.
Mr P. V. JONES: In our discussions with a

person who is considering the construction of a
crushing facility, the Minister for Industrial
Development and Commerce and I were told it
would be completed much earlier than the time
span referred to by the member for Kalgoorlie.
These discussions took place in connection with
our promotion of this matter.

Regardless of who is constructing these
facilities, I should like to make the point that
positive efforts are being made to provide not only
State Batteries, but also private crushing
facilities.

Another aspect which is receiving attention at
the moment is the encouragement of the
development of co-operatives amongst prospectors
themselves. Little is being done in this regard at
the moment, because I am only just beginning to
try to establish where such co-operatives would
have the best application. Perhaps Kalgoorlie does
not fall into that category. For smaller areas or
where State Batteries are supported by smaller
Prospectors, a very good case can be made for the
Government to assist with the promotion of
privately-owned batteries on a co-operative basis
whereby prospectors could have the use of their
own batteries. That is a development we are
considering.

I will say in brief that the member made a valid
point in regard to the processing of ore, but
unfortunately his conjecture that we are doing
nothing about batteries is completely wrong.

The SPEAKER: Grievances noted.
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BILLS (4): INTRODUCTION AND
FIRST READING

I. Parliamentary Superannuation
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Sir Charles
Court (Treasurer), and read a first time.

2. Electoral Amendment Bill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Hassell

(Chief Secretary), and read a f irst time.
3. Metropolitan Region Town Planning

Scheme Amendment Bill (No. 2).
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr

O'Connor (Deputy Premier), and read a
first time.

4. Coal Mine Workers (Pensions)
Amendment Bill.

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr P. V.
iones (Minister for Mines), and read a
first time.

HOUSING BILL

Report
Report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third

reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Laurane (Honorary Minister Assisting the
Minister for Housing), and transmitted to the
Council.

B3ILLS (4): THIRD READING
1. Bee Industry Compensation Amendment

Bill.

2. Beekeepers Amendment Bill.

3. Dairy Industry Amendment Bill.

4. Rural Industries Assistance Amendment
Bill.

Bills read a third time, on motions by Mr
Old (Minister for Agriculture), and
transmitted to the Council.

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND
CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Lack of Confidence of the House: Motion

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [3.16 p.m.]: I move-

That the House has no confidence in the
Minister for Education and Cultural Affairs
because of his consistently divisive and
confrontationist approach to his portfolios

and abrogation of Ministerial responsibility
as evidenced by:
1. His unethical public attack on the

Principal of Belmont Senior High
School, a person for whom he has
Ministerial responsibility.

2. Misleading statements made by him in
this House and in the Press concerning
proposals for a village at Noonkanbah
after his office had been advised by the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs that
the substance of his statements was
inaccurate.

3. His unparliamentary and untrue
allegations that a Member of this House
had left an Aboriginal child to die 24
years ago.

4. Racist and divisive statements made by
him concerning Noonkanbah and
Aboriginal Affairs in this State.

5. His consistent pattern of denigration
and personal attack on individuals to
avoid responsibility for his own mistakes
and those of his Department.

6. The standard of his Ministerial and
Parliamentary conduct which is below
that expected of a person occupying high
office.

Let me say at the outset that a motion of no
confidence in a Minister is one of the most serious
steps that any member of' this House can take,
and that the Opposition has not ventured into this
action against the Minister for Education and
Cultural Affairs lightly. We put a great deal of
consideration into this move. We took this step
because there is a deep and sincere belief by those
on this side of the House that the Minister for
Education and Cultural Affairs is not fit to hold
the high office he holds.

Mr Nanovich: You are frightened because he
does a good job.

Mr PEARCE: We believe that in his portfolio
he has been confrontationist and divisive and this
has had a bad effect not only on the areas around
the State for which he is responsible, but also on
the people in the work place who make up the
departments for which he is responsible.

The latest of a long series of ministerial
outbursts in the Press and in the House in regard
to the Belmont Senior High School has Finally led
us to take this action. Although many of the items
I listed in the motion form the cumulative reasons
for our having no confidence in the Minister, they
of course have been aired in this House by the
Leader of the Opposition, me, and other members
of the Opposition over the course of this year.
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I would have to say we were quite surprised
when at the beginning of this parliamentary
session the Minister was restored to the Ministry
by the Premier. It is not my intention to go over
the circumstances of the Minister's previous
performance in his portfolios or the reasons for
his leaving the Ministry, but it was of some
surprise to members on this side of the House
when the Minister was restored to the Ministry.
If we had a hope, it was that his ministerial style
had changed somewhat from the hectic and
traumatic days of 1977 and 1978 when for a time
he held the position of Minister for Labour and
Industry. For a month or so it seemed that we
might have had before us a more chastened and
rather quieter Minister. One might even say we
expected a rather more mature Minister, but that
hope was quickly shattered.

I would be pleased if the mumbling from the
Government front bench settled down.

Mr Old: It is not mumbling; it is laughter.
Sir Charles Court: Just a boy talking.
Several members interjected.

Sir Charles Court: Now I have heard
everything!

Mr Davies: The member is a great deal more
mature than the Minister.

Mr PEARCE: It is the intention of the
Opposition to deal with this matter in a serious
and grave way. It is not our intention to provoke a
schemozzle as the Premier and his cohorts are
attempting to do. We consider this matter to be
grave and serious. Of course, it is a little difficult
under the circumstances of the motion to separate
the personality of the Minister from the way in
which he has approached the issue.

We are looking at a serious debate and one
would expect that, if the Premier has confidence
in his Minister, he will rise on a subsequent
occasion during this debate to defend him on this
issue and of course defend the Minister's
personality also. We will be waiting to see
whet her the Premier is prepared to do that.

The issue which is receiving so much public
attention at the present time involves the Belmont
Senior High School and the need for the
replacement of buildings there; in addition there
are other surrounding issues. It is not the
Government's failure to provide sufficient funds
for the upgrading of schools to which I wish to
address myself on this issue; it is the vicious and
unprincipled attack on the principal of the school
which 1 wish to speak about. This attack has
occurred because the issue has found its way into
thc public arena.

It has been suggested that the reason for this
attack is that the Principal of the Belmont Senior
High School was previously a Labor Party
candidate in a State election and therefore was
seeking to make it a party political issue. It was
suggested this was because of the principal's
former association with the ALP.

In order to allay that argument before it begins,
I wish to turn my attention to a similar incident
which occurred in June this year at the John
Curtin Senior High School. At that time, the
Minister handled the issue in exactly the same
way and in the same pattern as the issue at the
Belmont Senior High School. The Minister
attacked the principal of that school in the same
way because the issue of safety at the John Curtin
Senior High School was raised in public.

Now, the fact Ceergs that the Minister was
prepared to blame and publicly attack the
principal at that school, even though he was not a
member of the ALP. To my knowledge, the
principal of that school has never been a member
of the ALP.

So, we can establish the fact that this has
occurred before. As this has occurred before, we
are looking at the question of a ministerial style,
because the incident at the John Curtin Senior
High School could not be said to have been an
attempt to promote a political issue.

The main point of the no confidence motion is
that there has been a clear pattern of ministerial
behaviour which does not meet the standard of
behaviour which is required from a person who
holds that high office. I consider the propriety of
a Minister for Education, to whichever party he
belongs, who publicly attacks a principal of a
school for whom he is ministerially responsible is
questionable when his statements place the
principal in an indefensible position.

The principal of the high school is someone for
whom the Minister has ministerial responsibility.
The principal is an officer of the Minister's own
department. No matter how free the Minister
may say he is making the principal to reply to his
attack, we must remember that the Minister and
the principal are in a master-servant relationship.
It is a relationship which is legal, and it is one in
which the attacked principal has little recourse to
defend himself.

It is for that reason the Teachers' Union has
taken such an interest in the matter and has
indicated the possibility of legal action. It is
highly improper (or the Minister to attack a
departmental head or a departmental officer,
principal, or member of the staff of a school, in
public. In my view, that is a highly improper
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action, and it contravenes the high standard of
behaviour which is expected of a Minister of the
Crown.

There are procedures laid down which may be
followed if the Minister reels someone in his
department has acted in contravention of the
regulations. These actions are available to a
Minister who has the ministerial responsibility to
supervise the people in his department. To make
public attacks on the principal is a way of
detracting from the department's problems and
blaming someone else. This is a disgraceful action
and one which the Opposition cannot
countenance. The Minister has acted in this way
on two occasions this year.

I will recapitulate the situation at the John
Curtin Senior High School. There are in the
metropolitan area a number of large senior high
schools which are approximately 20 to 30 years
old. These buildings are becoming dilapidated and
in most cases the wiring is faulty and the gas
provision to science blocks is dangerous. In the
case of the Scarborough Senior High School,
masonry is falling from the buildings and is a
threat to the lives of students. In such situations,
one would imagine that it is the duty of the
Minister for Education to organise the
Government's Financial priorities so that these
dangers are removed.

However, the Government has failed to meet
that responsibility and that is the reason for the
outcry from parents who have children at these
old schools which are in a dangerous condition.

The best action the Minister couid have taken
is: If he had been unable to organise finances he
should have stated that the Government was short
of money and the buildings would be repaired as
soon as possible. That is basically what a decent
Minister would have done.

However, this Minister for Education has
simply attempted to blame someone else for the
condition of the schools. The John Curtin Senior
High School incident is a classic example. The
Daily News of 12 June reported-

Gas leaks in a science block at John Curtin
Senior High School are causing headaches
and nausea among students and some staff
members.

This report led the Minister to issue a Press
release which attempted to blame the principal of
the high school for the problems experienced at
the school. This action of the Minister is a classic
example. The Minister said that action should
have been taken by the principal because a danger
existed at his school. The Press statement said-

This action should have been taken by the
school if a danger existed, as has been
claimed.

The Minister had called for a report from
the Principal as to why this action was not
taken.

He said all school principals must realise
their first obligation was for the safety of
children within their care and they were
expected to take whatever action
circumstances demanded to ensure this.

The Minister's reply was that the Principal of the
John Curtin Senior High School was responsible.
The principal of the high school submitted a list
which contained hundreds of items of faults which
existed at the school. The principal had made
consistent representations to the department but
nothing had been done because of the lack of
funds available. Now, the Minister is prepared to
blame the Principal of the John Curtin Senior
High School for the trouble the school has
experienced. However, that issue did not blow up
into the same sort of issue as that at Belmont
Senior High School.

It is apparent that a pattern of behaviour was
established by the Minister when a public issue
was made of the dangers which exist in some of
the large older high schools. When the
department is short of money to make repairs, the
Minister has blamed the principal of the school
concerned. It is exactly the same pattern of
behaviour which emerged in the recent incident at
the Belmont Senior High School.

The Belmont Senior High School is in the same
category as the John Curtin Senior High School,
the Scarborough 'Senior High School, and the
Governor Stirling Senior High School; they are
all older buildings and have very active parent
associations which are endeavouring to have them
upgraded.

The parents of the children at the Belmont
Senior High School complained that they had
been promised, prior to the State election, that
something would be done to upgrade the school.
A great deal of planning was done by the parents
and these plans were submitted to the Education
Department.

The funds which the Minister promised were
not available. The John Curtin Senior High
School was promised $250 000 and the Belmont
Senior High School was promised $300 000; a
quarter to a fifth of what the parent organisations
expected. So, the blame had to be placed
elsewhere. Instead of the Minister blaming
himself or the Government, or blaming the lack of
funds or the Commonwealth, he had to find
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somebody else to blame. Of course, the Minister
is well known for this sort of thing.

Surprisingly enough, in the Belmont Senior
High School situation it was not the principal
whom the Minister blamed at first. His first
thought was to blame the school building
cornmittee-the parent-teacher group-which
prepared the plans for the proposed new building.
In The West Australian of 25 October
1980-Saturday of last week-an article
appeared which, in part, read as follows-

The Minister for Education, Mr Grayden,
said yesterday that new buildings would have
been built at the Belmont Senior High
School by now if it had not been for delays
caused by 18 months' consultation with the
school's building committee.

That is to say the money was available and the
building was all set to go, but the actions of the
school building committee held up the
commencement of the project. It was revealed
very rapidly that the committee had, in fact, put
in a proposal 12 months previously and has heard
nothing since. The committee had fulfilled its
purpose and could not be blamed for the problem.

That approach having failed, the Minister
turned elsewhere to find somebody to blame.
On the second time around he blamed the
Principal of the Belmont Senior High School (Mr
David Carlson). An article appeared in The West
Australian on 27 October-Monday of this
week-which, in part, was as follows-

MINISTER CHIDES SCHOOL
HEAD OVER COMPLAINTS

The Minister for Education, Mr Grayden,
hit hack yesterday at a high-school principal
who alleged last week that dangerous
conditions existed at his school.

Mr Grayden said that principals of
government schools were responsible for the
safety of children in their care.

And so the article goes on. It states further-
If morale was low and this was

attributable to slipshod school administration
the Education Department would take action
to remedy the matter, Mr Grayden said.

The low morale in this case has not been caused
by the fact that the school is falling down.
However, Mr Carlson has been blamed and has
been accused of slipshod administration.

The Minister made a statement on television
recently in which he was much more personal. He
accused Mr Carlson of being politically
motivated. Yesterday in Parliament the Minister
said that Mr Carlson was responsible for 147 acts

of vandalism because he was away from the
school politicking. That was another one of those
outbursts for which the Minister is noted.

Mr Davies: Are you quoting from the
Minister's Press release?

Mr PEARCE: No, I was quoting from a
newspaper report. The Minister's office cannot
get his Press releases into the Parliamentary
Library until two weeks after they have been
released. My Press releases get there much more
rapidly. It is hard to get a Press release. from the
Minister's office.

The Teachers' Union telephoned the Minister's
office on Monday and asked for a copy of his
Press release because it was believed to be far
more inflammatory and libelous than the Press
was prepared to run. However, the Minister's
office refused to make a copy of the Press release
available to the union. The Minister's office
clearly was concerned about the statement.

Mr Grayden: You can be absolutely certain the
union will get a copy of the Press release.

Mr PEARCE: Has the Minister got a copy
with him now?

Mr Grayden: We do not go out of our way to
provide copies of Press releases to organisations
which, first of all, are prepared to take libel action
and then to ask for a copy of the statement to see
what was in it. For that reason, the union had to
wait.

Mr PEARCE: Would the Minister agree to
table his statement now?

Mr Grayden: If I had a copy with me I would
be happy to do so. if it is possible, I will obtain a
copy and have it sent over during the afternoon.

Mr PEARCE: The Teachers' Union asked for a
copy of the Press release but it was not available.

Mr Sibson: After the union said it was libelous.
Mr PEARCE: The newspaper report

demonstrated a certain double standard. The
Minister had no difficulty in obtaining a copy of
the Press release issued by me. No difficulty was
placed in the way of the Minister when he
threatened legal action against me.

Mr Grayden: We did not get it from you.
Mr PEARCE: 1 made it available freely. It is

of no consequence from where the Minister got it.
Through his Press release the Minister was

prepared to criticise the head of the Belmont
Senior High School. He then hides the details of
the release he put out to denigrate the principal of
the high school. Thai is not satisfactory to the
Opposition. He puts out a Press release to be
picked up by the media, but refuses to provide a
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copy to those whom he denigrates so that they
will have an opportunity to refute the denigration.

What sort of ministerial behaviour is that? It is
not of a sufficiently high standard for a person to
hold a ministerial office. That is a most serious
issue. In fact, the longer the Minister has gone on,
the more he has been prepared to denigrate the
Principal of the Belmont Senior High School. I
believe that now the staff have been accused, and
even the students have been accused.

Mr Grayden: That is not so.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister has made

statements on television, and he repeated them
when questions were put specifically to the
students following the Minister's comments. The
Minister has maligned the principal of the school,
he has maligned the staff of the school, and now
he is prepared to malign the students. Which
sections of the Education Department, for which
he is responsible, is he prepared not to malign?
Which other groups make up the department for
which he is responsible? If he is prepared to
malign the people I have mentioned, whom will he
malign next?

Mr Davies:. The Minister's Press secretary
escapes. He is the only one.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, the Minister's Press
secretary would be the only one to escape
although, because of the Press releases which are
going out, that may not be so either.

The point which seriously needs to be made is
that the Minister himself carries the ministerial
responsibility for what goes on in schools. If
problems arise, ultimately it is the Minister
himself who is responsible. If your child, Mr
Acting Speaker (Mr Crane), or my child were to
be electrocuted as a result of poor wiring which it
is alleged is at the Belmont Senior High School,
or if a child is injured as a result of falling
masonry at the Scarborough Senior High School,
our action would not be to sue the principal of the
school, but to sue the Minister because, in fact, he
is responsible for these things.

The present Minister -tries to avoid that
responsibility to the best of his ability. In avoiding
the responsibility himself, he is prepared
personally to denigrate people in his employment
for whom he is responsible in a most vicious and
unprincipled way. That is something the
Opposition is not prepared to countenance.

It is a very sad and sorry story but,
unfortunately, not iscilated when concerning the
present Minister. It is not my intention to go into
a tremendous amount of detail with regard to the
Belmont Senior High School. Many of these
matters have been raised previously, and I think it

is necessary to mention the other points set out in
my motion.

When we look at the Minister's performance in
the area of cultural affairs, he has had a much
wider and more damaging effect State-wide than
he has had on the present education issues. These
matters arc of concern to us. Who can have
forgotten the performances by the Minister in this
place in attempting to defend the indefensible
Government policy regarding the Noonkanbah
issue? Who can forget the stories about
planeloads of liquor being taken into remote areas
of this State?

Mr Davies: That was refuted by one of his own
members.

Mr PEARCE: Yes, it was refuted by one of his
own members. Those are the sorts of statements
which lead to divisions in the community, and
lead to the racist attitude which, unfortunately, is
widespread in the Western Australian
cornmu nity.

Yet here is a Minister who in the Parliament
has at most a marginal responsibility for
Aboriginal affairs and who is prepared to create
in the community that sort of divisiveness,

Can we have forgotten that in order to get
himself off one of the many hooks he has strung
himself up on, he attempted to say that a $1
million 60-house village was to be built at
Noonkanbah Station, and it turned out
subsequently that the $1 million figure was a
figment of the Minister's imagination despite the
fact that he produced that figure in this House?
When I was able to demonstrate, by way of
quotation during question time, that he had
misled the House, he replied merely by saying
chat he had read the figure of $1 million in a
Daily News article, and he merely used that
figure thereafter to identify the Noonkanbah 60-
house village involved in ease we should have
mistaken it for a $200 000 village or a $4 million
village at Noonkanbah, or whatever was supposed
to be built there. And yet the story from which he
quoted was quoting the Minister in the first
instance.

The worst aspect was not that the Minister was
wrong, or that he misled the House-

Mr Grayden: That is not so.
Mr PEARCE: -or that he continued to

mislead the House after his error had been
pointed out-

Mr Grayden: You will hear the full details
about this afterwards. You will realise you are
absolutely wrong.
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Mr PEARCE: I will be waiting-with "bated
ears"-for that gem of wisdom.

The worst aspect was not that he was wrong,
that he misled the H-ouse, or that he persisted in
misleading the House after his error was pointed
out, but the fact that he knew all along he was in
error and that his statements were based on points
which he knew at the time were inaccurate.

Mr Grayden: That is absolute nonsense!
Mr PEARCE: The Minister's office rang the

Federal Department of Aboriginal Affairs on the
Monday morning before the major statements
were put out, but after the original statement to
the Press was aired, and the advice received by
the officers of the department was that the
substance of the statement was incorrect and it
should not be released.

Mr Grayden: They obviously knew nothing of
what they were talking about, and did not know it
was in writing. I have a copy of the letter of
course.

Mr PEARCE: That being the case, one would
have thought that a Minister with any degree of
responsibility would desist at that stage, and
would not continue to make inflammatory
statements. However, the Minister for Education
persisted in his statements with the sort of vigour
to which we have become accustomed from him.

I need not dwell unduly lengthily on the
incident concerning the member for Maylands
and the allegations made, not only in this place,
but subsequently on television, that the member
for Maylands, while a young officer with the then
Native Welfare Department same 24 years ago,
had left a young Aboriginal child to die. That was
a very scurrilous allegation, a very serious one,
and one which turned out to be untrue also.

Mr Grayden: Absolute rubbish! I let the
member for Maylands off the hook. What he did
was leave not one child to die, but 19. You are
going to hear all about that shortly.

Mr Davies: Why stop at 19?
Mr PEARCE: A reference to the Minister's

own book showed that there was no mention of
the fact that one child died, and certainly it did
not say that 19 had died. The Minister said very
firmly in this place and on television that an
Aboriginal child had died the day after the
member for Maylands had left the area. The
member for Maylands, in a most dignified
statement, considering the circumstances, not only
was able to refute the allegations made by the
Minister but also was able to show 1how baseless
they were, so that the Minister had to withdraw
the allegations in this House.

Mr Grayden: I did not withdraw the
allegations. That is absolutely false. It was a
different thing altogether.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister apologised to the
member for Maylands, and I thought it showed a
great deal of forbearance on the member's part
that he did not proceed further with that matter.

Mr Grayden: It was settled and now you have
revived it. You will now be told the additional
facts.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister is now saying that
he did not retract the allegations.

Mr Grayden: The member for Maylands will
not thank you for this.

Mr PEARCE: The member for Maylands has
nothing to fear. In the four years I have been
here, I would say that is the most disgraceful
statement I have ever heard in this place, and I
think one would need to go a long way back in the
records to find a more shameful allegation. Of
course, it was made even more shameful by the
fact that it was totally untrue.

Mr Orayden: The film substantiated it.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister's film did not

substantiate it.
Mr Grayden: The film is there to substantiate

it.

Mr PEARCE: The Minister had his chance.
However, he can tell us again how the baby died
the next day. Let us have that disgraceful
allegation over again. I would have thought,
having been so badly caught out, the Minister
would be at least a little repentant about that
allegation.

Mr Grayden: Now you will get the facts.
Mr PEARCE: That incident demonstrates one

of the racist and divisive statements made by the
Minister in regard to Aboriginal affairs at
Noonkanbah. It demonstrates his generally
contemptuous attitude for the religious beliefs of
traditional Aborigines. We heard his scathing
references to Aboriginal groups and their
reverence for the sacred sites.

I am not Prepared to list again all his
utterances, but we all heard them month after
month. Certainly his statements have not left us
with a very high opinion of the Minister's grasp of
the Aboriginal issue.

The Minister went out of his way to get
involved in the Noonkanbah affair. He has only a
very remote responsibility in the area of
Aboriginal affairs, but at one stage of the
Noonkanbab controversy, one would have thought
that the Minister for Education was running the
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whole show. H~e could not wait to run to the
media to tell stories denigrating Aborigines
throughout the State, and the flood of complaints
received by members on this side of the House
about those statements demonstrates only too
clearly the very sad effect that these statements
had throughout the State.

Mr Davies: rhey helped us win Kalgoorlie
eventually.

Mr PEARCE: That is right. They helped- us
win the Federal seat of Kalgoorlie, and to that
extent we should be grateful to the Minister.
However, we could have done without those racist
and divisive statements. In fact, it will take this
State decades to live them down.

The Minister for Education was not alone in
that attitude; some of his colleagues helped him,
but his effort was worse than anyone else's
because of the extreme nature of his statements,
and the extremely denigrating things he had to
say about the Aboriginal people.

I am just summarising a few facts; it is not my
intention to speak at great length this afternoon.
It is the view of the Opposition that the Minister's
conduct in his portfolios has not met the high
standard that Western Australia is entitled to
expect from its Ministers of the Crown. In our
view, he has not maintained a standard of
ministerial responsibility that is necessary for the
proper conduct of his office.

Further, it is my view that such a situation is
more to be deplored in somebody who holds the
very important office of Minister for Education.
Such a person, in my view, is in charge of the
Most important area of Government activity in
this State-the education system which not only
controls a quarter or so of the State's funds, but
also has a very real and lasting effect on all the
citizens of the State, and particularly in the years
in which they are students At schools for which
the Minister has the responsibility.

Given those circumstances, one would expect
that the Minister for Education would set himself
up a little more as a person upon whom the
students in those schools could model themselves.
That is to say, one would expect him to show
standards of morality and propriety to which
those students could look up to and from which
they could draw some lesson. He is the man at the
top of the education system. We expect an even
higher ministerial performance from the Minister
for Education than we would expect from a
Minister in another portfolio. It might be claimed
that is putting too high a standard on such a
person, but this is an important matter to which
attention ought to be given.

In fact, the Minister has not met those
requirements in the areas I have mentioned. More
particularly, our concern is with the propensity of
the Minister to attack publicly people who have
no right of reply to his attacks; that is, people who
are employed in departments for which he is
responsible, and more particularly in the schools.

I reject utterly the proposition which the
Minister is about to give to us that the Belmont
Senior High School episode has been blown out of
all proportion because the principal of that school
happened to be a Labor Party candidate at the
recent State election. I find it offensive
incidentally that anyone who runs for election for
a political party thereby becomes suspect in his
day-to-day living and in his occupation.

Mr Hassell: Does that same rule apply to a
prisoner who is given leave of absence?

Mr PEARCE: Of course it does, If I could
deviate for 15 seconds to answer that point, the
Minister for Police and Traffic has done not a bad
job of attempting to sidetrack that whole issue.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for
Gosnells ought to ignore that type of interjection
and adhere to the motion before the Chair.

Mr PEARCE: It would be easier to do that, Mr
Speaker, if you would stop interjections that are
not relevant. The Minister for Police and Traffic
in fact is under investigation on that matter; it is
not Mr Cruttenden who is under investigation at
all. However, having answered that interjection I
will desist.

Mr Hassell: By whom am I under
investigation?

Mr B. T. Burke: Why did you cancel his leave,
if you hadn't done the wrong thing?

Mr Hassell: Come on!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: Double standards!
Mr Bateman: You have a bit to answer for.
Mr PEARCE: It has been suggested that 1 am

demonstrating a double standard when I say that
people who have been candidates for elections
ought not to be denigrated in respect of their
normal day-to-day jobs as a result of their
political involvement.

Mr Sodeman: That is, if they can draw the line,
of course.

Mr PEARCE: I point out that I am not
demonstrating a double standard when I raise the
issue of Cruttenden in this place because there is
no suggestion that he ought not to be working for
or supporting the Liberal Party.
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Mr Hassell: Not much!
Mr PEARCE: What I am inquiring into is

whether people are being let out of gaol because
of their political friends.

Mr Hassell interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! In a few minutes the

Minister for Cultural Affairs will rise in this place
to make a speech and I am sure those who sit on
my right will expect me to try to keep the House
quiet while he has the opportunity to defend
himself. The member was talking about double
standards; I will not adopt double standards; I can
assure the House of that. I want to say to
members that if those who sit on my right expect
to have the opportunity to interject, and to
interject loudly, on a member who is on his feet,
then they must expect that when someone from
the Government side is on his feet he will be
subjected to the same sort of interjections from
the other side.

The question before the Chair is one that
obviously will generate fairly high feelings, and I
want members to know it is my intention to keep
a very tight rein on the debate. If members do not
want me jumping up every two minutes and
calling the House to order, they should not
interject.

Mr PEARCE: As I said at the outset, it is the
intention of the Opposition as far as possible to
keep the debate going at a serious level, and not
to debate the matter in terms Of Personal tumult.
I think we on this side of the House have so far
demonstrated our resolve in that regard.
However, perhaps I could not be blamed for
objecting to the distortion by the Minister for
Police and Traffic of questions I have asked in
this House about Cruttenden; because I have not
dcmonstrated a double standard at all.

The question raised in respect of Cruttenden is
in many ways the same as that raised in respect of
the Minister for Education. We want to know
whether the Minister has acted properly in the
things he has done; that is the question we raise,
and it is a question of ministerial propriety. It is
not a question of whether Cruttenden has acted
properly by handing out how-to-vote cards for the
Liberal Party. The Minister for Police and Traffic
himself cancelled Cruttenden's leave, so he must
have made some judgment that Cruttenden acted
improperly, or else the Minister himself has acted
improperly by cancelling the leave. That is the
matter of ministerial propriety to which we have
drawn the attention of the House. The matter of
ministerial propriety concerns the Minister for
Police and Traffic just as much as it concerns the

Minister for Education, to whom I shall now
return.

It is the view of the Opposition that attacks by
Ministers for Education on the principals and
staffs of schools, and even on the students, have
such involved consequences that they are a grave
abrogation of ministerial responsibility. That is
fundamental to the case we have made this
afternoon; that the Minister for Education has
done this in the case of the Belmont Senior High
School, as previously he did it in the case of the
John Curtin Senior High School. I revive the
issue of the John Curtin Senior High School to
make it clear to the House that the Minister's
pattern of behaviour towards high school
principals in this situation has been the same,
irrespective of whether the principal involved has
previously been a Labor candidate.

It is too late for the Minister to say that the
Belmont Senior High School issue resulted in this
motion because the principal of the school was a
Labor candidate at the last election. If the
Minister intends to say that, let him explain why
he adopted the same attitude to the Principal of
the John Curtin Senior High School five months
previously when there is no demonstrable political
involvement at all on the part of that principal.

Let the Minister explain to the House the
difference between those two cases. If he seeks
further to denigrate the Principal of the Belmont
Senior High School in defence of
himself-something we expect to happen because
it is the pattern of his defence that he attacks
somebody else, and normally somebody who is
outside this place and defenceless-he will be
again proving the points that the Opposition has
already made this afternoon.

The same can be said of other people for whom
he has had ministerial responsibility, and I have
instanced Aboriginal groups specifically. I rind it
totally offensive that a Minister who is supposed
to be protecting Aboriginal sacred sites should
make the remarks he has made about the
Aboriginal people of this State over the last year.
Such remarks would be offensive from anybody in
this House or from any person off the street; but
when they come from a Minister who is
responsible for protecting the people concerned,
they are doubly offensive and again constitute an
abrogation of ministerial responsibility.

I will end on that note. It is the thrust of the
Opposition's argument this afternoon that the
Minister has not demonstrated the standards of
ministerial and personal conduct that are
necessary in a person who holds high office in this
State. The only action available to us after having
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tackled the Minister many times in this House on
the specific problems that have been raised in the
administration of his portfolios, is to sum them all
up and to take the accumulated disaster after
disaster after disaster of this Minister in his
portfolios, and to say that we on this side of the
House have no confidence in his performance; and
we invite the rest of the House to join us in that
judgment.

Mr TONKIN: I formally second the motion.
MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for

Education) [3.58 p.m.]: May I say at the outset
that we are dealing with a school which was built
by the Hawke Labor Government, and to that
extent the Belmont Senior High School, which
was built 24 years ago, is a legacy from that
Government. Unfortunately, the situation at the
Belmont Senior High School has been engineered
by members of the Opposition with the support,
regrettably, of some other people; and it has been
engineered with callous disregard for the
education of the children concerned.

Can one imagine anything more irresponsible
than mounting a protest of this kind at this time
of the year when the children concerned will take
their examinations in one week, or possibly two
weeks? Children are leaving the Belmont Senior
High School and their examinations will be held
in a week or two, and the Opposition and sonic
other persons have gone out of their way to
engineer a Protest of this kind at this time.

M r Sibson: It is a disgrace.
Mr GRAYDEN: This action is taken with

complete disregard for the education of the
children. Of course, what is happening at Belmont
is part of a well defined pattern on the part of the
Opposition and on the part of Teachers' Union.

Recently school teachers in Western Australia
conducted an annual conference. As a
consequence of~ some of the statements made at
the conference, an item appeared in The West
Australian headed, "Stage set for wave of strife".
The article stated as follows-

State school teachers seem set for a major
confrontation with the Education
Department after a new wave of militancy
dominated their union's annual conference
this week.

The members will be levied $10 each to
establish what the union calls its industrial
action fund.

It could be used to pay strikers..
Mr Sibson: No interest in the school at all.
Mr GRAYDEN: No. The article went on to

state as follows-

Mr Bateman said-
Incidentally, this does not refer to the member for
Canning. The article continued-

"Our conditions have been under attack,
and we have to fight back."...

Mr 0. Reid, said: "We will not be an
effective union again till we have a successful
strike, or show that we are able to do so."

That was the type of statement repeated over and
over again at the teachers' annual conference.

At the beginning of this month we saw
member for Ascot setting the stage for
confrontation which now is taking place
Belmont Senior High School.

the
the
at

Mr Nanovich: Shame!
Mr ORAYDEN: Many people would have read

the article contained in the South Suburban
supplement of The West Australian of I October
this year where, under the heading "Belmont
school-Government decision a blow says MP"
the following appeared-

The State Government decision not to
rebuild the Belmont Senior High School is a
bitter blow to the school's students, staff and
parents, according to Mr Mal Bryce (MLA
Lab., Ascot).

It had been proposed to provide brick and
concrete replacements for the timber-framed
buildings at the school..

These hopes were dashed last July when
the present Minister, Mr Grayden, told the
committee that there was not enough money
to honour the promise.

The statements attributed to the member for
Ascot and published in The West Australian on
the I1st of this month were quite untrue, and they
set the stage for the subsequent trouble
experienced at Belmont Senior High School.

Let us consider some of the statements the
member for Ascot made. He said-

The State Government decision not to
rebuild the Belmont Senior High School is a
bitter blow..

No such decision has been made. Belmont Senior
High School is going to be rebuilt in accordance
with the undertaking given by the then Minister
for Education (Mr P. V. Jones).

Then the member for Ascot said-
These hopes were dashed last July when

the present Minister, Mr Grayden. told the
committee that there was not enough money
to honour the promise.

That is a completely untrue statement.
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The member for Ascot was referring to two
statements made by the previous Minister for
Education. Let us have a look at them. On 28
September 197$, in a letter to Mr David Consort,
the Principal of the Belmont Senior High School,
the previous Minister for Education made the
following statement-

As I indicated before leaving the School,
discussions would commence immediately
between the Education Department and the
Public Works Department to prepare a long-
term plan for the replacement of the School.

Then, on 10 July 1979 the previous Minister for
Education wrote to Mr Whitton who I understand
was president of the school building committee.
The relevant paragraph reads as follows-

The one matter which needs particular
comment here is that concerning how the
rebuilding programme will be staged. If
possible, a new section will be provided in
each of three successive financial years,'but
adherence to this timetable will be governed
by the availability of capital works funding to
the Education Department during those
years.

That undertaking was spelt out to the school by
the then Minister for Education (Mr P. V. Jones)
in letters to the two, people I mentionted. Yet the
member for Ascot was able to coine along at the
beginning of this month and make itatements to
the effect that the school's plans had been dashed
last July because I had- told the committee there
was not enough money to honour the promise.

I repeat: There was no truth in the statement
made by the member for Ascot, which led to the
trouble we are now experiencing at Belmont
Senior High School.

As a consequence of that statement, public
attention was drawn to the position at Belmont
Senior High School. We had it on Terry
Willesee's television programme live nights in
succession. He talked in terms of a "state of
disrepair" of the school; the "shocking conditions
under which a thousand students and teachers are
being forced to work"; of the Government's
attempts to rectify the situation being a
".patchwork campaign"; of "public exposure
causing the Government some embarrassment,
but a check from TWP found there had been no
communication from the Government". He talked
in terms of the school being "out of the dark
ages", and of students being submitted to "a
weird kind of torture"; he said that "since 1978
the building has been falling apart in front of
t heir eyes".

As a consequence of those statements, the
principal (Mr Carlson) was reported in a series of
articles on the matter. I refer members firstly to
the Daily News of Friday, 24 October, where the
following article appears-

The headmaster of the Belmont Senior
High School wants the school demolished
before it falls down.

"The buildings are a disgrace", he said.
"Every year, thousands of dollars are spent

on patching up the school, when it really
needs to be fully replaced.

"We have parents, teachers and students
all working towards having the school rebuilt,
but so far we have had a reticent response
from the Government."

The article went on to state as follows-
He said one classroom had a dangerous

electrical fitting, with exposed wires.
The drains were always blocked, there was

not enough shelter around the school grounds
from rain and heat, and several aspects of the
design were extremely dangerous.

"There seem to be some basic faults in the
design of Belmont High," he said.

"The concrete is always cracking and is
extremely slippery when wet..

"The students cannot work in these
decrepit conditions, and every week the spirit
of the school seems to decline," he said.

In The West Australian of 25 October, Mr
Carlson was reported as stating the following-

Mr Carlson said later that there had been
no delay on the part of the committee. It has
sent a plan of its concept of the future school
to the department a year ago.

In The West Australian of 27 October the
folloiiving statement appears-

Mr Carlson said he believed that
conditions at the school were reported to a
television station by a student last week.

That is how the matter initially was brought to
the attention of the television station; however, of
course, the television station had to obtain the
principal's approval before visiting the school.

The Daily News of 27 October reports Mr
Godlson as follows-

Mr Carlson cited exposed electrical wiring,
rusted downpipes, and blocked drains as
symptoms of the school's decay.

He said the 23-year-old school was falling
to pieces and posed a potential health risk to
its 960 students.
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Mr Carlson made many other statements which
were equally Critical of the department. I njpntion
this to indicate that we have those statements by
the principal, those by the television
commentator, and those by the member for Ascot.
They have caused the present dispute.

At Belmont, the morale of the children is.
without question, very low. There is no pride
amongst the children in the school; and their
education is suffering because of the proximity of
this dispute to their examinations.

I regret having to say this, but it has been
forced upon me by the motion: the actions of the
principal over a two-year period have led to this
disintegration within the school. Largely, his
actions have caused the low morale that exists in
the school. It is an extraordinary situation. I have
never heard of such a thing happening in Western
Australia before. Without any question at all, the
principal has gone out of his way over that two-
year period to denigrate the school. In those
circumstances, there must be low morale.

As an example, in the foyer of the school the
principal has placed photographs depicting parts
of the building being eaten by white ants, rusted
drain pipes, and blocked drains. Those
photographs have been there for 18 months or two
years. If there are those sorts of situations at a
school, the normal thing is for the principal to do
something about it. In this case, the enlarged
photographs of these trouble spots festoon the
walls of the school foyer. Everybody who goes into
that school is confronted with the photographs.

That is only one aspect. Curtains are being left
in rooms until they rot from the curtain rods.
How can one expect children at a school to have
high morale if they are walking into classrooms
where the curtains are rotting from the curtain
rods? This is absolutely unforgiveable; but it has
been continuing over a two-year period. For that
reason, I make the statement that the
principal-no doubt for quite laudable reasons, as
he is most anxious to have the school rebuilt-has
gone out of his way to denigrate the school.

The principal has a campaign of ringing up the
Public Works Department to have things fixed.
As the member for Ascot mentioned, the principal
has done this 200 or 300 times over a relatively
recent period. This is done with the express
purpose of indicating that the school is in a state
of disrepair, that it should be demolished, and
that a new one should be built.

If a principal takes that sort of attitude, and
displays photographs and captions of the kind 1
have mentioned in the foyer of the school to
confront the children, obviously moralt is going to

be low. If the principal records trouble spots
throughout the school so that visitors to the school
can see them, there will be a problem.
Unfortunately that is the situation obtaining at
Belmont.

I have mentioned the sorts of complaints that
have been made. I assure members that there is a
huge number of them. As a consequence of the
denigration of the school and as a consequence of
the falling morale-and it has fallen steadily over
the last two Or three years-we are experiencing
increased vandalism at the school. I have a
summary of calls by the principal to the PWD.
For instance, this year-in the year 1980-SI-the
PWD was called out 69 times for matters costing
under $100 and in the category of "general". The
PWD was called to the school 69 times at a cost
of $4 140. Under the heading of "plumbing", in
the year 1980-81 the PWD was called out 51
times at a cost of $3 060.

We went out of our way to obtain a breakdown
in respect of vandalism at the school. It was said
that the very clearly defined areas of vandalism
accounted for $4 325 of the amounts I have just
mentioned. So we see that the principal called the
PWD out 69 times on general matters and 51
times on plumbing matters. On -mechanical
matters, the PWD was called out eight times; and
on electrical matters it was called out 101 times.

What is going on at the school? As I say, the
matters attributable to vandalism cost $4 325. In
the year 1979-80 the matters which could be
clearly defined as vandalism cost $340 only. In
1978-79 the matters which could clearly be
defined as vandalism accounted for $28 only.

It would seem' that there is a campaign to call
the PWD out on every pretext. I do not know
whether the PWD is concerned about this; but I
should imagine it would be. There has been a
complaint about a rusted drain pipe; but that is
the sort of thing that could have been included in
the minor maintenance which takes place. Last
year, minor maintenance cost us 330 000. If the
drain pipe had been replaced as a part of minor
maintenance, it would have cost $11 to replace.
It is being done today at a cost of $100.

Mr Men saros: Deliberately, they only involved
the PWD last time after they went to the Press.

Mr GRAYDEN: I have no doubt about that.
Members will understand the concern of the

Education Department that here is a school in
which the principal calls out the PWD 69 times
for general matters, 51 times for plumbing
matters, eight times for mechanical matters, and
l01 times for electrical matters-all in one year.
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I do not want to pursue that. I merely wish to
emphasise that there is something wrong at the
school. There cannot be a campaign of
denigrating the conditions at the school without it
causing morale to be low.

It is obvious that in a situation such as the one I
have outlined, the Education Department has to
do something about it. We do not want to engage
in witch hunts; but there are some things that we
can do; and we will do them quickly.

This morning I met
the school. Might I say
absolutely exemplary.
students indeed. TheyI
concise way. The
extraordinarily fruitful.

agroup of children from
that their behaviour was
They were very fine

put their case in a most
talks we had were

I have not been taking part in the talks going
on with the school building committee over the
last IS months or two years. I would think that in
the two hours with the children this
morning-they came at 10.00 a.m. and left at
nooiin-we accomplished more by talking with the
senior children than we would have done in the
last 18 months with the type of negotiations of
which I have spoken.

We have to solve this problem and we have now
had initial talks. In the next two days we will
meet the school building committee and the
parents who wish to take part in the talks. After
the meeting with the children this Morning I think
we can come up with a plan which will be
acceptable to the Education Department and the
children.

The next step will be to push ahead with the
construction of a year 8 block as quickly as
possible. In fact, we are not even going to wait for
the talks to take place; we will get the
documentation under way immediately. Our talks
would involve mainly the exact details of the year
8 block. The department is quite happy for the
block to contain six classrooms, two enrichment
centres, administrative offices, and toilets. The
siting of the block is acceptable to the school
building committee. It will allow the flexibility
needed in the subsequent development of the
school so that it could be rebuilt where it stands
or rebuilt on the other side of the school grounds.
Flexibility will not compromise the development.

I have indicated the type of morale which exists
at the school; I have indicated that it is low. I
have indicated there has been a campaign over
the last two years to denigrate this school, no
doubt with the object of having it demolished and
a new one built.

We cannot go on with a situation of this kind; it
is unfair to the children. We in the Education

Department will not tolerate its continuation. I
have already mentioned that it is extremely
unfortunate that same people should have chosen
to orchestrate a confrontation of this kind at this
time of the year, when we are two weeks away
from some very important examinations for the
children concerned. We have met the children and
we will meet the parents. We will go ahead with
the construction of a year 8 black. There is one
final step to be taken and that is to ask the
principal (Mr Carlson) to come into the
department for a very long talk about the entire
situation and to devise initiatives which will result
in an improvement in the morale at the school.
We will then ask Mr Carlson to go back to the
Belmont Senior High School and take action to
remedy the situation which obtains at the present
time.

As I have said, we are not interested in witch-
hunts; we want to overcome the matter. There are
numerous things we can do in respect of
improving morale. The first step is to have an
overall plan. We have to have everyone convinced,
as they should have been IS months ago, that we
are prepared to go ahead with a year 8 black. The
department was prepared to go ahead I8 months
ago.

Not for one moment will we tolerate the
tattered curtains. We want to see the classrooms
brightened up and to see the pictures depicting
the trouble spots taken from the school foyer. We
want the children to have pride in their school.

This has happened so many times before in
schools where conditions are poor that it seems
superfluous for me to mention cases such as the
old Graylands Teachers College. That was
regarded as a college of excellence.

Mr Bateman: It was, too.
Mr GRAYDEN: The trainee teachers had a

tremendous pride in the college, to such an extent
they would devote their spare time to such things
as landscaping the grounds.

Exactly the same situation can apply at the
Belmont Senior High School. It is for that reason
we will ask Mr Carlson to come into the
department for a very long talk about the entire
matter. We will devise initiatives to improve
morale at the school and then we will ask Mr
Carlson to go back to the school and put the
initiatives into effect.

Having talked with the children at great length
this morning I am absolutely convinced that one
of the initiatives should be to get some of the
senior students organised into a small group to act
as a think-tank and to let them come up with
ways and means of improving the morale. I was
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most encouraged by the children I spoke to this
morning. I can assure members that if we were to
form a committee of senior students, they would
come up with all the initiatives that are necessary
to do precisely what 1 have suggested.

The statement has been made that my criticism
of the principal was unethical; that a Minister
should not criticise principals because they are
within his department. We have virtually 700
schools in Western Australia. I make no secret
that wherever we see a principal who has
permitted dangerous situations to obtain at his or
her school, action will be taken against that
principal. We simply will not tolerate that kind of
conduct. We are loath to criticise anyone in
Oublic; but if a principal simply goes to the
Press-as in this situation and as applied in
respect of the other school mentioned by the
member for Gosnells-and complains about
conditions at the school and makes it obvious that
there are dangerous circumstances which are
placing children in danger, our First reaction is to
say to the principal, "Get something done about
that or we will hold you responsible should
anything happen." Principals have ways and
means in which they can effect repairs of that
kind. This is why we took strong exception to
some of the statements made by Mr Carlson.

The principal of a school in the metropolitan
area and in certain country areas merely has to
ring the Public Works Department to have work
carried out. The department does an
extraordinarily good job. Its officers reach the
schools within an hour or two if there is some sort
of hazard confronting children. Over and over
again principals express surprise at the speed with
which the department remedies dangerous
situations. The department is extraordinarily
efficient and very quick indeed.

If a principal felt there was a danger in the
school he could ring the department; that is one
avenue by which to solve a problem. If speedy
action does not result-and in some country areas
they may find themselves too far removed from
the department-we would expect any principal
immediately to call in an outside contractor and
have the hazard rectified. We will not tolerate a
headmaster permitting dangerous conditions to
exist.

Strangely, we see it over and over again. Just
recently-I will not mention the place-there was
a pre-school centre which was located next to a
septic tank which was full of water and mud. No
attempt had been made to fence off the area.
There was negligence involved on the part of the
school principal. Wherever we see a dangerous
situation apply we expect the principal to do

something about it and not merely go to the Press
and complain that hazards exist.

The principal of a senior high school earns in
the vicinity of $28 000 or $29 000 a year. We
expect a person in that category to have sufficient
initiative to be able to go out and do something
about hazards.

It has been mentioned that one of the hazards
at the Belmont Senior High School was a rusted
downpipe. My reaction to that would have been to
pull the rusted pipe off the wall, remove it, or use
a hammer to flatten it so that there could be no
jagged edges to cause a hazard for children.

It was publicised widely that bare electrical
wires existed in one of the rooms. An obvious
action for the principal or one of the staff would
have been to close the room and lock it and make
use of another room. The Belmont Senior High
School is not short of accommodation. The
principal needed only to ring the Public Works
Department to have the problem rectified. When
I went to the school a few days later I asked
work6rs from the Public Works Department to go
out, They found that the so-called electric wire
was a telephone wire which was not dangerous.
But the statement had been made by the principal
that an electric wire was exposed, and his
statement would have caused much concern to the
parents of children attending that school.

It was said that a hopper window that opened
outwards caused a hazard;, children running
around the corner could bump into it. Again, that
problem could have been rectified easily be
temporarily locking the window. If there were
cement slabs comprising a path outside the
window they could have been moved a relatively
short distance;, alternatively a flower bed could
have been constructed outside the window.
Numerous actions could have been taken; the
most simple action could have been taken to
overcome that difficulty. Instead we had Press
statements which led to the present dispute.

When a headmaster makes statements of the
kind which the headmaster of the Belmont high
school made, somebody has to rebut them and
point out not merely for the benefit in this case of
Mr Carlson but for principals generally that they
have an obligation for the safety of the children in
their schools.

If the Opposition is to interpret that as an
unethical attack on the teacher concerned then,
frankly, I am very surprised indeed. If a principal
makes exaggerated or untrue statements surely
the Minister for Education and Cultural Affairs is
in a position to say, in order to rebut the
exaggerated or untrue allegations, that the
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principal's statements are niot true or are
exaggerated.

It would seem the Opposition reels that
principals should be permitted to make any
statement they desire to make and Dot to be
answerable for their comments, Of course, that
should not apply; we would have chaos in the
Education Department.

As I said, we have 700 schools in Western
Australia. What sort of situation would apply if
all principals vied with each other to upgrade
their schools and made untrue and exaggerated
statements in regard to the position of their
schools? The situation would be out of hand
within a relatively short time, Particularly when
one takes into consideration statements such as
those made at the teachers' conference with which
I have dealt.

Some teachers said, "We have to assert
ourselves. We will not be regarded as an
organisation of consequence unless we have a
decent strike." Other teachers urged the
conference that politics should be taken into the
classroom, which of course is the one thing we
want to avoid in Western Australia;, but in this
situation that has occurred.

As I said, the stage was set for the present
confrontation when at the beginning of this month
the member for Ascot made the statement that
was published in the South Suburban supplement
of The West Australian, which was not factual
and contained untrue statements. His statements
were emotive.

1 could say a lot about minor works but I doubt
whether there would be much point in my doing
so. I think we have said enough to indicate that
ample funds are available for minor works.
However, I should say this: The funds are
available through the regional offices of the
Education Department although the funds
available have been absorbed by the minor works
allocation, and the minor works are carried out by
the Public Works Department. Prior to June
1980, officers of the minor works section of the
Education Department received an allocation to
implement minor works, but then the regional
offices of the Public Works Department were
authorised to carry out these minor works. The
Public Works Department gave a ruling that its
regional offices could spend up to $200 on urgent
or minor works without referring to their head
office. In other words, jobs which involve safety
fall into that category, and the officers of the
department simply carry ouit the work.

As a consequence of some of the statements in
regard to safety at the Belmont high school, the

other day I asked a senior officer of the Education
Department to go with two officers of the Public
Works Department to that school. I received a
relatively short report later in the day to this
effect-

The Belmont Senior High School was
visited this afternoon by a senior officer of
the Education Department and two officers
of the P.W.D. concerned with school
maintenance.

The school principal was asked to indicate
the health hazards and dangers reported in
the press and others as existing at this school.

Under the heading of "Health" the report
states-

No health hazard was found. Floor waste
from toilets and water from drinking
fountains are being discharged according to
health regulations. There may be a build up
of storm water after heavy rains but none
was evident today.

Discharge from the sink used in the
pottery room was collecting because of a
blocked drain but this was soaking into sandy
soil and was in no way a health hazard. The
drain was unblocked today.

There is no open sewer in the school.

That part of the report refers to statements that
there was an open sewer, but of course the people
who investigated the school say there was no open
sewer. The report under the heading "Dangers"
states-

Potential danger from roof leakage
entering electrical fittings was advanced as a
danger in some classrooms and the
staffroom. As the possibility has been
recognised adequate monitoring of the
situation is already undertaken by the school
and P.W.D.

A recent isolated case of a student taking
screws from a junction box is not a typical
situation. Unless incorrectly interfered with
further there was no danger from this
electrical connection.

In respect of safty-the cement verandahs and
slab paths-the report states-

There are aspects of the school building
which require proper management and care
at certain times. These are:
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(a) Hopper windows which could be a
concern but apparently students are well
aware of the need to keep away. Action
could be taken by the school to keep
students away (e.g. a painted line on the
bitumen) if it considered a real danger
to exist.

(b) Cement verandahs and slabbed paths.
There are several spots needing attention
and the P.W.D. would be very willing to
carry out remedial action forthwith if so
asked.

The department had not been asked.
Mr Blaikie: Would you repeat that, please?
Mr GRAYDEN: The report states-

There are several spots needing attention
and the P.W.D. would be very willing to
carry out remedial action forthwith if so
asked.

After the heading "Slippery Concrete" the report
states-

Slippery concrete is present near the
canteen, and again the P.W.D. will correct
the difficulty if asked.

It has not been asked. Other matters were raised,
as follows-

(a) Ventilation of the changerooms at the
hall-the P.WJJ. will look into the
complaint which has not been made
before.

(b) Noise from Abernethy Road. This is a
main consideration in support of a
rebuilding programme.

Then they say-
School Comments

Principal: "I am more than satisfied with
responses from reporting maintenance items
to the P.W.D."

The principal said he was more than satisfied. I
have made it clear he had occasion to call on the
Public Works Department on 69 occasions during
this year-1 980-8l1.

Under the heading "general matters" he called
out the plumbing services 51 times; under
"mechanical matters", eight times; and under
,.electrical matters", I111 times. He called out
those services that incredible number of times,
and then made the statemnent to the inquiring
group that he was more than satisfied with the
response from reporting maintenance items to the
Public Works Department.

That is the report we received after sending out
Mr Quinn, who is Director of Planning in the
Education Department, and two maintenance

officers from the Public Works Department. They
actually interviewed the principal and these were
the matters he pointed out. That is the
explanation. Yet, we have been subjected to this
barrage of criticism on television and in various
other areas of the media.

I have mentioned the position in respect of
morale at the school, and I have mentioned the
incredible incidences of' vandalism so I will not go
over them again. I will touch briefly on the
history of the dispute.

The negotiations with the school building
committee have been going on for about 18
months. The Education Department, virtually 18
months ago was most anxious to build a year 8
block comprising six classrooms-at that stage,
science facilities. That has now been changed to
enrichment areas, and there will be administrative
offices and toilets. The Education Department
was prepared to do that 18 months ago.
Discussions and haggling have occurred for 18
months Over the actual location of the buildings,
so the department was not prepared to tolerate
any further delay.

I make it absolutely clear again that no
promises have been broken. We will carry out the
undertakings given by the previous Minister for
Education, who made it plain the rebuilding
programme was to be over a period of years, as
economic conditions permitted. There is
absolutely no change; we will honour the
assurances which have been given by the previous
Minister.

I might say that most of the areas depicted on
television, and elsewhere, relate to the portion of
the school which would have been pulled down
had we been able to go ahead and build the new
year 8 block. Therefore, that area has been on
what is called "minimum maintenance". Quite
obviously, the Government will not spend money
repainting buildings which are to be pulled down,
and carry out expensive renovations to classrooms
which are destined to be removed. But, because of
the haggling and the indecision by the school
building committee the buildings have not been
pulled down in preparation for the new year 8
block. It is unfair at this stage for anyone to come
along and point to peeling paintwork and say it is
an indication of the disrepair at the school. The
situation obtains because the portion of the school
depicted in the media is to be removed. I will not
continue as far as the school is concerned because
that aspect has been dealt with adequately.

I will move on to other parts of the motion
moved by the member for Gosnells because we do
not intend -to let him get away with some of the

2784



[Wednesday, 29 October 1980J178

comments he has made in respect of Noonkanbab
and in respect of my allegations about the
member for Maylands. If the member for
Gosnells wants to put that type of comment in a
motion, he has-to take the consequences.

Much of what the member for Gosnells has
included in his motion is in line with statements
he has made on previous occasions. Most of them
are completely untrue, and seriously so. I will
read to members a statement made by the
member for Gosnells, and published in the Daily
News recently. I will analyse the type of
statement and members will see how akin it is to
the motion. The item was published in the Daily
News on l8 September, and it appeared on the
front page. It is headed "New resign call to
Grayden", and reads-

There was another demand last night for
the resignation of the Cultural Affairs
Minister, Mr Grayden.

The opposition spokesman on Cultural
Affairs, Bob Pearce, said in Parliament that
WA could no longer afford the "damaging
and divisive actions" of Mr Grayden.

Actually, of course, that was never said in
Parliament, and subsequently the Daily News
corrected that statement. The member for
Gosnells went on to make all sorts of other
Statements. The article continues-

"HeI is making WA a laughing stock
around the world," Mr Pearce said.

"His recent statements on a proposed
village at Noonkanbab were a disgrace.

"Mr Grayden knew at the time he made
the statements that they were not accurate."

That article was published on the front page of
the Daily News. There is not a shred of truth in
it. Every statement I made in respect of
Noonkanbah is correct. It was said that nothing
was decided in respect of the village, and certainly
I said it was in the planning stage.

Shortly after I made that statement an article
written by Frank Platell appeared in The West
Australian. It spread over four pages, and
concerned the Noonkanbah village which the
Opposition, at the time, said was fictitious. The
article is most interesting and I will read some
portions of it. It appeared in The West Australian
on 20 September 1980, and I ask the member for
Gosnells to listen to these comments so that We
can relate them to the $1 million village at
Noonkanbah which he has mentioned. The article
reads-
(88)

Shaping up to
a village idea

By Frank Platell
There has been no decision on the number,

type or size of homes to be built at
Noonkanbab, or the eventual cost.

It is almost certain to be a village concept,
one that has proved successful in the
Kimberleys because it involves the
community in all planning and design
processes-and in, the end the Aborigines
take it over.

However the State Housing Commission
has decided to accept responsibility for the
project.

Of course, I had received a letter from the
Commonwealth department written to the State
Housing Commission which simply asked the
State Housing Commission whether -that
department would undertake responsibility for the
village. I understand the State Housing
Commission since has written back to the
Commonwealth and agreed to accept
responsibility. The article goes on-

A preliminary survey has been made for a
village site near the Noonkanbah homestead.
Discussions have still to take place with the
community on the layout, services,
communal facilities, the design and
construction of the home and the
maintenance of the village.

Then it goes on and on; as I said, the article is
spread over four pages. However, the following is
a very significant comment-

The initial thinking at Noonkanbah was
for a village of 150 people. But itinerants
have more than doubled the number of
people on the station and, after discussions
with the community, it may have to be made
bigger.

I hope the member for Gosnells is listening to
this. To continue--

No firm figure has been mentioned for the
cost of the village, only Sim or more. My
guess is that it will eventually cost more than
$3 million, based on other Kimberley
projects.

So there we have Frank Platell writing that article
in The West Australian explaining the situation,
and it was published at the time the Opposition
was denying that the village would be built. Mr
Platell had already made inquiries with the State
Housing Commission, and his estimate was that
the project would eventually cost $3 million or
more. That was on Saturday, 20 September, and
he was talking about a village costing $3 million
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or more to be built within the so-called area of
influence at Noonkanbab Station. I had
mentioned this matter previously, but I think it
was years before.

If my memory is correct, Dicky Skinner wrote
subsequently to The West Australian. I cannot
recall precisely what he said, but it was to the
effect that negotiations for the village had been
going on for four years. Yet when 1 mentioned the
matter, members of the Opposition threw up their
hands in horror and said it was Fictitious. Now, of
course, the State Housing Commission has agreed
to the request of the Commonwealth Government
and will undertake to manage the project.

I return to the statement made by the member
for Gosnells and reported in the Daily News--

Mr Grayden knew at the time he made the
statements that they were not accurate.

I say there is not a shred of truth in that
statement; it is completely untrue. It is absolutely
reprehensible that the member for Gosnells
should make a statement of that kind, and that he
should repeat it in the motion before the Chair at
the moment. Let us consider the motion. It says-

That the House has no confidence in the
Minister for Education and Cultural Affairs
because of his consistently divisive and
confrontation ist approach to his portfolios
and abrogation of Ministerial responsibility
as evidenced by:

2. Misleading statements made by him in
this House and in the Press concerning
proposals for a village at Noonkanbah
after his office had been advised by the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs that
the substance of his statements was
inaccurate.

That is not so in any way. The statement of which
the member complains was made to the Daily
News when I was phoned by a reporter. This can
be checked with the Daily News reporter, who
would readily confirm it. He rang me at home at
about 8.00 a.m., and we had a long conversation
about the proposed village. The reporter asked me
repeatedly about the cost, and I told him I could
not under any circumstances put any figure on the
project because I had no idea of the possible cost.
The reporter himself put in the figure of $1
million.

During the day I issued two Press statements in
respect of this matter. I think the first one went
out at about 10 o'clock, and it gave an outline of
the project because we were receiving too many
calls from radio stations and other bodies in

respect of the matter. Then, later in the day-at
about midday-we received an early edition of
the Daily News, and we saw the figure of $1
million had been used in respect of the village.
We thought we had better put out a
supplementary Press statement to clarify a couple
of the points made.

So, much later in the afternoon, probably about
three o'clock, we put out another Press statement;
and in order to tie it to the article in the Daily
News we used the figure that reporter used. That
figure was actually in the Press at, say, nine
o'clock in the morning, because I think the early
edition is issued at ItI o'clock. We did not receive
that edition until, say, midday or one o'clock in
the afternoon, and we wrote a supplementary
statement later in the afternoon.

In those circumstances it is absolutely
reprehensible for the member for Gosnells to
make a statement to the Daily News saying-

Mr Grayden knew at the time he made the
statements that they were not accurate.

There is not a shred of truth in that, and I say
that unequivocally. Nor is there any truth in the
statement in the motion that I had made
misleading statements in the House and the Press
concerning proposals for a village at Noonkanbah
after my office had been advised by the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs that my
statements were inaccurate. I stand by every
statement I have made in respect of that issue. I
have made thbse statements in the House and in
the Press, and there is no aspect of any of them
that is in any way inaccurate. For that reason, it
is reprehensible that a motion like this should be
moved.

I take strong exception to being constantly
subjected to untrue statements and innuendoes of
this kind. I do not know what one does in a
democracy to defend oneself in respect of an issue
of this kind, but I am prepared to put up $1 000 if
members of the Opposition will do the same and
have an independent arbitrator decide the issue,
with the loser donating the money to charity.
How do we stop members of the Opposition
repeating statements which are completely
untrue?

Somewhere along the line I think Parliaments
will have to overcome this pr6blem. We will have
to have some sort of committee established,
possibly comprising members of all parties, to
which matters of this kind may be referred. We
might have an independent arbitrator, because
this is becoming quite out of hand.

We find on the front page of the Daily News
the sort of statements to which I have referred,
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and which are now contained in a motion. But
that is not all; let us see what was contained in the
article in the Daily News. It says-

Earlier this week, Mr Grayden was
reported as saying that a $1 million 60-house
village was to be built at Noonkanbah.

As I said, Frank Platell, after discussions with the
State Housing Commission, estimated the cost
would be $3 million or more. I continue to
quote-

Mr Pearce said last night that Mr
Grayden had been advised by the
Department of Aboriginal Affairs on
Monday that the substance of his proposed
statement was a misrepresentation of the
position.

That is absolutely not true. To continue-
"Nevertheless, Mr Grayden persisted in

releasing the statement, which was aimed at
discrediting the Noonkanbab community's
stand on their sacred sites," Mr Pearce said.

"This action is the last in a long line of
disgraceful episodes involving the Minister in
recent times."

Mr Pearce said the list included-
Mr Grayden's consistent misrepresentation

of the WA Museum's finding on sacred areas
att'Noonkanbah;

Threats to dismiss museum staff if they
tried to publicly contradict him;

He went on to say-
Wrongful accusations made in Parliament

recently that a Labor MP had left a young
Aboriginal child to die 23 years ago.

[Mr Grayden later explained and
apologised to Parliament, saying that he had
not meant to imply that the MLA for
Maylands, Mr Harman, had been responsible
for the child's death.]

I have not apologised to anyone; I have the actual
statements here, and I think they should be
quoted because there is no apology of that kind.

The following day I was horrified to see
another statement appearing in The West
Australian under the heading "Grayden: I erred
on Mittiga child". That appeared even though
everything I said was substantiated. All I said in
my personal explanation to the House was that I
accepted the explanation of the member for
Maylands that he was not aware the child was in
that condition and he was leaving it in that
condition. I will explain what did happen; but I
was prepared to accept his explanation. That is

all. I did not apologise to him, or anything like
that on that matter.

My apology was for a completely different
thing. It was for the fact that I said we had heard
that the child had died a day after it reached the
mission. I should have said it was a few days after
that.

On page 1 150 of Hansard I said-
I accept the assurance from the member

for Maylands that he was not aware there
was a sick woman at Mittiga; and that her
child was in the serious condition I
portrayed. When I made my statement the
other day that the baby died the day after it
got to the mission, I was mistaken; I realised
later I was in error. What I intended to say
was that the baby was reported to have died
the day after we left the mission and
returned to Perth.

Actually, what I said was that we heard that a
day after we reached the mission that the child
had died; whereas in actual fact we had been told
that it had died the day after we left the mission
and returned to Perth. That was some days later.

In my personal explanation, I said-
I apologise to the member for Maylands

for stating the baby died the day after it
reached the mission when in fact this was not
the case.

That is what I was apologising about. I was not
apologising for the fact that the whole thing had
not occurred. However, the member for flosnells
implied, in the Daily News article, that my
statement was untrue. In his motion today, he has
repeated the statement as follows-

3. His unparliamentary and untrue
allegations that a Member of this House
had left an Aboriginal child to die 24
years ago.

What the member for Maylands did was to go out
to Mittiga waterhole with the Labor Minister for
Native Welfare. There was a senior officer of the
Native Welfare Department in the group; but the
member for Maylands was then in charge of that
particular division.

Points of Order
Mr E. T. EVANS: On a point or order, I seek

your ruling, Sir. The Minister is in breach of
Standing Order No. 125 in alluding to a debate in
the same session.

Mr Mensaros: That is part of the motion.
The SPEAKER: Order! First of all, I commend

the member for Kalgoorlie on taking a point of
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order and actually quoting the Standing Order.
There is a tendency in this House for members to
rise with a point of order and use that as a device
to do nothing but to take a point of order.

It appears that the Standing Order quoted by
the member is one that does not have direct
application to the circumstances prevailing.
However, if the member for Kalgoorlie wants to
make the point strenuously, and continue his
objection, I will leave the Chair until the ringing
of the bells so I can give it further consideration.

However, it seems reasonable that the Minister,
in defending himself en a motion of this nature,
ought to be able to refer to a previous debate
which is related directly to the motion before the
House.

Mr O'CONNOR: On a point of order, if you,
Sir, rule out of order what the Minister was
saying, surely the motion must also be out of
order as it refers to something debated in the
same session.

The SPEAKER: The Deputy Premier may well
be right. However, I do not think there is any
point in my ruling specifically on the question
raised by the member for Kalgoorlie.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The only reason I was

referring to this debate was for the sake of
accuracy in order that I might quote exactly what
was said in the statement by the member for
Gosnells. Part 3 of his motion reads as follows-

3. His unparliamentary and untrue
allegations that a Member of this House
had left an Aboriginal child to die 24
years ago.

That is quite untrue. I was simply saying that on
that same day the then Minister for Native
Welfare went out to the Mittiga waterhole with a
senior officer of the Native Welfare Department
and the member for Maylands, who was then in
charge of that particular division. When that little
group reached the Mittiga waterhole, it was some
time before our party arrived. They were there an
hour or an hour-and-a-half at least before we
arrived. They would have had time to look around
and see the Aboriginal people there. They were in
a confined area of possibly 100 yards in diameter.
There were 19 children in a deplorable
condition-

Mr Harman: That is an absolute falsehood,
denied by the reporters of The West Australian
who were there on the spot.

Mr GRAYDEN: Now, we are going to take
our time over this.

Mr Hlarman: You continue to tell falsehoods in
this House.

Mr GRAYDEN: Falsehoods? Those people
were left by the ministerial party, which had its
lunch in the area. There were about 44
Aborigines. 19 of whom were children. They were
in a serious state. They were skin and bone.

Mr Harman: Absolute lies.

Withdrawal of Remarks
The SPEAKER: The Minister will resume his

seat. The member for Maylanids has used an
unparliamentary expression, and I ask him to
withdraw it.

Mr HARMAN: I withdraw it, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER: Thank you.

Point of Order
Mr JAMIESON: I must now rise on the point

of order that the member for Kalgoorlie raised. I
ask you. Sir, to consider this case. It is more than
alluding to a debate that took place. It is
reiterating a debate that took place in the House
earlier in this session. Surely when one refers to
Standing Order No. 125. it has to be there for
some purpose. I ask you to consider seriously the
position that now prevails in this House.

The SPEAKER: Order! In a moment I will
leave the Chair and give detailed consideration to
it. Part 3 of the motion moved by the member for
Gosnells is as follows-

3. His unparliamentary and untrue
allegations that a Member of this House
had left an Aboriginal child to die 24
years ago.

Obviously that is referring to a matter that
occurred some time ago; and it was the subject of
personal explanations in this House. The member
for Maylands made his personal explanation; and
then the Minister made his personal explanation.
All of that relates directly to part 3 of the motion.

When I rule on the point of order taken by the
member for Kalgoorlie I must bear in mind the
fact that the Minister, in his defence, ought to be
able to refer to the statements that were made.

I will leave the Chair until the ringing of the
bells to give further consideration to the point of
order.

Sitting suspended from 5.1 to 5.20 p.m.
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Speaker's Ruling

The SPEAKER: I should like specifically to
draw the attention of members to the wording of
Standing Order No. 125 which reads as follows-

No Member shall allude to any debate of
the same Session, upon a Question or Bill not
being then under discussion except by the
indulgence of the House for personal
explanations.

In fact, the contention that is made by the
members for Welshpool and Kalgoorlie is that
there has been a debate in this same session on
this matter and, therefore, under the terms of
Standing Order No. 125 the Minister is out of
order in alluding to that debate.

I want to say that in fact there was no debate.
As I recall it, what happened was that a
statement was made by the Minister for Cultural
Affairs which resulted in some publicity being
given which heightened the annoyance of the
member for Maylands who spoke to me about it,
and I daresay probably spoke also to the Minister.

As a result of discussions, it seems the member
for Maylands decided he should make a personal
explanation to the House and he did so by leave of
the House. Subsequently the Minister for
Cultural Affairs also was given leave of the House
tomak a personal explanation.

There was no debate at all on that matter. No
other member had the opportunity to become
involved in a debate and, therefore, for that
reason it seems to me the Minister is in order in
referring to matters which were raised on that
particular occasion.

However, I believe there is far firmer ground
for the Minister to refer to those matters which
were raised in the Personal explanations, in that
he has been charged by the member for Gosnells
with having made unparliamentary and untrue
statements in regard to the matters which were
before us previously in the House.

I believe it would be quite inappropriate for me
to debar the Minister from defending himself in
regard to those charges. If I were to take it that
the Minister should be denied that right, I
suppose I should take it also that the member for
Gosnells has no right to make the charge.
Therefore, I believe the Minister is in order in
referring to those matters which were raised
previously.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: At the outset, Sir, I should

like to assure you I certainly did not contact the
member for Maylands in regard to the personal

explanation I made on that occasion. I listened to
the personal explanation of the member for
Maylands and, as I said on that day, I was quite
prepared to accept his assurance that he was not
aware the baby was in the condition I described.

I thought the matter had been settled: but now
the member for Gosnells has come along and said
I made an untrue statement. I point out quite
categorically that I stand by my statement,
because it is factual in every way.

I was pointing out that the ministerial party to
which I referred, and of which the member for
Maylands was a member, had spent an hour or
more at this waterhole. Presumably they had
walked around and looked at the Aborigines and,
had they done so, they would have seen, as a
result of their appearance, that the Aborigines
were in dire straits.

That was subsequently proved to be the case
when the Aborigines struggled into Warburton
Mission over a period of several days. When they
arrived at the mission they were too weak to stand
and were bleeding from the gums, because they
were suffering from scurvy. Indeed, some of the
Aborigines were in such a deplorable state that a
missionary truck was sent out to see if the balance
of them could be located. Fortunately the
Aborigines were found and some were taken back
to the mission.

The member for Maylands said the Aborigines
at the waterhole were not starving. I took films of
the actual situation.

Mr Harman: I did not say that. The West
Australian newspaper said it.

Mr GRAYDEN: All I said in my explanation
was I accepted the explanation of the member for
Maylands, when he said he had not seen the baby
which subsequently was said to have died.

However, the member for Maylands did see the
19 children to whom I referred, because they were
at the waterhole and the baby was there also. The
19 children to whom I have referred had
distended stomachs and were skin and bone.

Mr Harman: Absolute rubbish!
Mr GRAYDEN: I challenge the member for

Maylands to attend a screening of this film in the
company of Aborigines such as Mr Ken Colbung,
the Rev. Cedric Jacobs, and other people who are
interested in Aborigines.

The film was screened in the Mayfair Theatre
to try to arouse interest in the plight of
Aborigines at Warburton. The film was shown for
six weeks at that theatre and, according to the
proprietor, it doubled the attendance rate.
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Recently when I showed the im to officers of
the ABC, they indicated surprise that it was in
such excellent condition. Even though the camera
was relatively cheap, it was obvious it took very
good pictures, because the people from the ABC
said they could not improve on the quality of the
film using the cameras available today.

That is the type of film used and the pictures
taken on that occasion depict the plight of the
Aborigines about whom we are speaking.

Pastor Doug Nicholls was at the waterhole also.
I invited him to come along and paid his fare
from South Australia, because he was regarded
highly at that time and -was associated with the
Uniting Church. Pastor Doug Nicholls was a star
footballer at Essendon. He was highly regarded
throughout Australia for his football and athletic
prowess. I looked around for an Aboriginal who
was completely impartial and of high stature in
the community and, as a result, I brought Pastor
Doug Nicholls to Western Australia in order that
he could accompany the party to the north. Pastor
Doug Nicholls came over to Western Australia
and accompanied me on this trip. Subsequently he
became the Governor of South Australia.

The films I have show Pastor Doug Nicholls
with these children who had distended stomachs
and who were skin and bone. The people who
were incarcerated in the Belsen camp during the
war years would have been no worse off than
those children.

The ministerial party travelled to this isolated
waterhole in the heat of summer and could
obviously see the plight of the Aborigines there. It
is true the Aborigines had a kangaroo that day.
Members should not be confused about that,
because it appears in statements and remarks
concerning this matter. We met the Aboriginal
man who caught the kangaroo 10 miles away
during the course of the journey to Mittiga. A
party of six Aborigines had walked a total of 120
miles in order to get one kangaroo.

The children at the waterhole had collected
mulga seeds and they were grinding these tiny
little seeds on rocks. The little seeds were being
ground into a paste and the children were licking
their fingers in order that they might taste the
tiny remains of flour produced in the crushing
process.

Mr Harman: They do that every day.
Mr GRAYDEN: They do that every day! That

demonstrates the inhumanity of the ministerial
party which went to the waterhole.

Mr Harman: Neither you nor Pastor Nicholls
knew anything about Aborigines.

Mr GRAYDEN: Goodness gracious me! The
ministerial Party left the Aborigines to walk 60
miles. There were two tiny waterholes 20 miles
apart. One was situated at the bottom of an
excavation approximately 20 feet deep. We
climbed into the hole and it was necessary to
crawl on hands and knees in total darkness for 20
feet where there was possibly a basinful of water.
No doubt more water would have been obtained
had they continued excavating.

They had to walk 20 miles in the heat of
summer before they reached the water. They had
to remain there for a few days to recover their
strength and walk a further 20 miles to another
waterhole and repeat the process. The reason they
had some seeds with them at the Mittiga
waterhole was that they were storing the food in
order that they could make the crossing from the
Mittiga waterhole to Warburton Mission, 60
miles away. They also had a kangaroo.

One had only to look at those Aborigines to see
that they were starving, their stomachs were
distended and they did not have the strength to
brush the flies away from their eyes. If one could
see the films of that occasion one would see that
the Aborigines' eyes were covered with flies.

Mr Harman: You went out there to make
headlines, and it is probably still your intention.

Mr GRAYDEN: If the member for Maylands
viewed the film-

Mr Harman: I have seen the film.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member would have seen

the film at the Mayfair. I have the film in my
possession and I could show it in the
Parliamentary Library. I would like people such
as the Rev. Jacobs, Ken Colbung and others to
have a look at the film and see what a Labor
Government did to Aborigines.

Mr Davies: Rubbish!
Mr GRAYDEN: That film reflects the attitude

of the Labor Government at that time.
The statement made by the member for

Gosnells about "unparliamentary and untrue
allegations that a member of this House had left
an Aboriginal child to die 24 years ago" is
absolute nonsense.

The member for Maylands left not only that
Aboriginal child-and I accept his explanation
that he did not know the child was in that
condition-but left also, 19 others. I do not think
it is good enough for him to say at this stage that
he did not know the condition of the child. He had
been there for two hours and be had an obligation
as the district officer for that area, to look at
every one of those Aborigines.
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Mr Harman: Which he did.
Mr GRAYDEN: That statement compounds

his act.
Mr Harman: No it does not.
Mr GRAYDEN: And, it shows his inhumanity.
Mr Harman: Your statements show you to be

one who seeks to tell falsehoods.
Mr GRAYDEN: What I am going to do to

you-
Mr Harmnan; The Minister knows nothing

about desert Aborigines. He spent two or three
days in the area.

Mr GRAYDEN: Furthermore, if I could show
members of the House this film-

Mr Harman: You wrote a book and told a lot
of untruths.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The House will conic

to order!
Mr GRAYDEN: The book to which I am

referring is in libraries throughout Australia and
in libraries throughout the world.

Mr Harman: It has been ridiculed by every
expert who has read it.

Mr GRAYDEN: It has been used as a
textbook.

Mr Harman: You are joking!
Mr GRAYDEN: The book has been praised for

its objectivity. For instance, when criticising an
article written by Professor Berndt, we published
his statement in full and published a report on it.

Mr Harman: You are an absolute clown.
Mr GRAYDEN: This was done so that people

were not misled. People could read Professor
Berndt's statement and then read my comments
about his statement. We published all criticisms
in full and that is the reason this book is regarded
as a lesson in objectivity. It is completely objective
because when criticising anyone, the statements
which were the subject of criticism were published
in full.

Whenever Mr Fred Morony made a statement,
we published it in full and then analysed his
statement.

The librarian at the South Perth library rang
me and said that he had attended an
anthropological meeting and that this book had
been praised for its objectivity. He is a learned
gentleman and one person who should know
something about books.

Mr Harman: You are not dinkum.

Mr GRAYDEN: Readers can judge this
matter for themselves because it has been treated
objectively.

Mr Bryce: Why have you stopped being
objective for the rest of your career?

Mr GRAYDEN: The motion states in part as
follows-

That the House has no confidence in the
Minister for Education and Cultural Affairs
because of his consistently divisive and
confrontationist approach to his portfolios
and abrogation of Ministerial
responsibility..

I will deal with that matter in detail later because
there are a few points I wish to make. To
continue-

-..- Misleading statements made by him
in this House and in the Press concerning
proposals for a village at Noonkanbah..

There is absolutely no substance in that
statement. I made modest estimates of the
proposed cost for the village at Nooinkanbab but
now we rind it will be a village which is
immeasurably larger than I had anticipated. An
article in The West Australian indicated that the
village would cost $3 million or more. There is
nothing but absolute nonsense in that part of the
motion.

Not only has the member for Gosnells placed
this motion before the House, but also he has
been quoted on the front page of the Daily News
as calling for my resignation on several grounds.
One of those grounds was that in Parliament I
had wrongly accused the member for Maylands of
leaving a young Aboriginal child to die. The
article stated "Mr Grayden later apologised to
Parliament saying he had not meant to imply the
member for Maylands had been responsible for
the child's death."

I have already pointed out that I did not
apologise in any way when I made my statement
to this House about the child who died. If anyone
wished to go to the Warburton Mission with the
film I have they would be capable of readily
identifying the 19 children involved. The parents
would be able to look at the film and identify
their children.

Mr B. T. Burke: If the parents are not dead by
now.

Mr GRAYDEN: The mother whose child died
at the waterhole may still be at the mission. It is
as simple as that. The member for Maylands
cannot say that is what happened 24 years ago.
His statement is nonsense because the people
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concerned are alive today and can be readily
identified.

Mr B. T. Burke: How do you know they are
alive?

Mr GRAYDEN: The people at the mission
would have vivid memories of the time of the
Labor Government because at that time during
the summer period, the mission closed down and
the children were turned out to fend for
themselves for three months. The children had
their rations cut off.

Mr Harman: That is not true.
Mr GRAYDEN: It is true. The group of people

at the Mittiga waterhole were making their way
back to the mission for the resumption of the
school year.

Mr Bryce: Did the McLarty Government do
that?

Mr GRAYDEN: No. That Government would
not do such inhumane things. I am criticising the
member for Maylands who was the regional
officer for that area. He left the Aborigines in a
poor condition.

Because I accepted the member for Maylands'
explanation that he was not aware of the child's
condition, it was reported on the front page of the
Daily News that I had told an untruth and had
apologised in Parliament. Nothing could be
further from the truth.

There is no truth in the allegations contained in
the motion which reads-

...His unparliamentary and untrue
allegations that a member of this House had
left an Aboriginal child to die 24 years ago.

The member for Maylands' explanation that he
was not aware that the child was ill has been
accepted, but he walked away from the situation.
As the regional officer he should have acquainted
himself with the plight of each Aboriginal there.

Mr Harman: Which he did.
Mr GRAYDEN: Which he did. In that case

the member for Maylands would have been aware
of the situation in respect of the baby.

Mr Harman: I explained the situation.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Maylands

now says that as the district officer he acquainted
himself with the plight of every Aboriginal at
Mittiga waterhole. The member for Maylands did
know that this baby was seriously ill! It could not
hold its head up. It was lying on the ground
completely listless.

The member for Maylands made a statement
that he walked around and looked at each of the
children-]19 of them-and says he was aware of

the plight of the children. After having looked at
them, he left the area.

The member's explanation was not factual
because he tells us he was aware of their plight.

Mr Harman: Are you trying to say I am telling
lies?

Mr GRAYDEN: I am not trying to say it, I am
saying it.

Mr H'arman: Why don't you have the guts to
say that outside?

Mr GRAYDEN: I said that in this book, 24
years ago.

Mr Harman: No you have not.
Mr GRAYDEN: I said this 24 years ago and

the film was shown at the Mayfair Theatre for six
weeks.

Mr Harman: Why don't you go outside and say
it?

Mr GRAYDEN: I will send the member an
autographed copy of the book.

Mr Harman: Tell me where you said it in the
book.

Mr GRAYDEN: There is a whole chapter on
this aspect.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: I rise on the question of the

repetition of the Minister who has been speaking.
I would imagine that all members in this House
have heard him speak about this matter, not once
this afternoon, but at least five times. Members
have probably heard him speak about this matter
about 30 times over the last two or three months.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: The member for Swan and the

.member for Bunbury, both experienced members,
ought to know that when the Speaker is on his
feet they ought not to interrupt. I suggest to the
Minister for Cultural Affairs that he should make
some progress with his debate.

Debate Resumed
Leave to Continue Speech

Mr GRAYDEN: May I seek leave to continue
my remarks at a later stage of the sitting?

Leave granted.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.
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MINISTER FOR EDUCATION AND
CULTURAL AFFAIRS

Lack of Confidence of the House: Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the
sitting.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth-Minister for
Education) [5.45 p.m.]: I am reluctant to leave
these matters while we have allegations of this
kind before the House, untrue and
unparliamentary allegations about my statement
that a member of this House left an Aboriginal
child to die 24 years ago. I want to say quite
unequivocally there is nothing untrue about that
statement. The member did leave that child; if he
did not know it was as seriously ill as it was, that
is his business. He has made an explanation to
that effect. It is just not acceptable for the
member for Gosnells to say I made an untrue
statement and, of course, his statement does not
contain a shred of truth.

Just before we leave that subject. I am most
anxious that the member for Maylands and any
other member who disputes what took place at the
Mittiga waterhole should view the film to which I
referred, and I challenge such a person, after
having looked at that film, to come back to the
House and say it was a reasonable thing for that
ministerial party to leave children in such a
condition and under the circumstances that
existed at the Mittiga waterhole in the middle of
summer.

I challenge anyone in Western Australia to look
at that film and to say otherwise. Of course, the
film is the final truth. In looking at the film we
are not dealing with words, with something that
can be distorted. Anyone viewing the film will see
there Pastor Doug Nicholls, an Aboriginal who
later became the Governor of South Australia,
with the children. We see what happened
subsequently to the child when it arrived at the
mission. The hospital was not open, so the baby is
lying on the ground in the native area. The rations
given by the missionaries can be seen lying on a
piece of bark-

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: I rise on a point Of Order. Mr

Speaker.
Mr Grayden: -and anyone can see there a

spooinful-
Mr SKIDMORE: Standing Order No. 142

reads as follows-
The Speaker or the Chairman, after

having called the attention of the House or
the Committee to the conduct of a Member

who persists in irrelevance or tedious
repetition, either df his own arguments or of
the arguments used by other Members in
debate, may direct him to discontinue his
speech...

The SPEAKER: The Minister has made the
points that he is now making on at least a couple
of occasions during his speech, and I believe it is
inappropriate for him to keep remaking those
points. I would ask him to address himself to
other aspects of the motion, or indeed, to other
aspects surrounding this particular part of the
motion.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I would be happy to do that,

but I wonder what sort of protection members of
this House would have in respect of allegations
such as are contained here--

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will
resume his seat. I take offence at what the
Minister is now saying. He is implying that I am
denying him the right to defend himself. He is
asking what protection is a member going to get. I
will afford members every possible protection, and
I will afford members every possible right to
defend themselves. However, there is a Standing
Order which requires the Speaker, or, if in the
Committee stage, the Chairman of Committees,
to ensure that the House is not subjected to
tedious repetition.

I simply ask the Minister not to remake the
points that he has made in the debate to date. It is
reasonable enough for a member, when
addressing the House, to make his point and to
emphasise it perhaps once or twice, and even to
restate that point when summing up. However, to
keep traversing the same ground is, in my view, a
transgression of the Standing Orders. I ask the
Minister to resume his speech.

Mr GRAYDEN: May I just hasten to say that
my statement was not in any way intended to be a
reflection on the Chair. Rather, it was directed at
the Opposition. I was virtually asking what I need
to do to convince Opposition members Of the
accuracy of the statement I have made. There is a
limit to what one can do. We can give the
evidence here, but people opposite can continue to
reiterate statements which are completely untrue.
This is unsatisfactory for members. Somewhere
along the line we must find a solution to the
problem, otherwise, the whole democratic system
will fall to the ground.

I will leave that particular item because it
certainly is getting into the realm of repetition. I
agree entirely, but unfortunately I must keep on
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repeating the point in order that it might sink into
the minds of Opposition members.

Part 4 of the motion accuses me of-
Racist and divisive statements made by

him concerning Noonkanbab and Aboriginal
Affairs in this State.

That accusation is absolute nonsense. Events at
Noonkanbab have demonstrated amply that the
Government was on firm ground indeed in regard
to the actions it took. Notwithstanding the
tremendous campaign carried on against the
drilling company which wanted to put down a
hole at Noonkanbah, we find now that the
Aborigines themselves have very little regard for
the so-called sacred area. Even while the debate
was continuing we discovered that years before
planning was under way to erect a large village
within the area of influence.

The hole drilled by Amax has proved that the
area is relatively promising. I think it was The
West Australian that carried a statement to the
effect that the company had struck hydrocarbons,
and that it had another 2 000 to 3 000 feet to go. I
understand that drilling is proceeding at the
present time.

The important thing is that the dispute has
really settled down. The Aborigines at
Noonkanbah are concentrating their thoughts on
the prospect of the planned new settlement. So all
the actions taken by the Government have been
vindicated, and the criticism of the Government's
action has proved to be quite unwarranted.
Indeed, as far as the Aborigines were concerned,
the criticism of the project had the opposite effect
to that desired.

The controversy put the Government in the
position of having to amend the Aboriginal
Heritage Act. The Opposition considered our
amending Bill to be unsatisfactory, but
fortunately, the amendment to the Act now
means that most of the problems confronting us in
regard to mining explorations involving areas
where Aborigines are living nomnadically can be
resolved relatively easily. That is one of the
consequences of the amendments to the
Aboriginal Heritage Act. So there is absolutely
nothing in that portion of the motion to which I
have referred.

The next part of the motion reads as follows-
His consistent pattern of denigration and

personal attack on individuals to avoid
responsibility for his own mistakes and those
of his Department.

On the contrary, I go out of my way to explain to
all and sundry that Western Australia has been

particularly fortunate in regard to its teaching
service. I meet a great number of people who have
been associated with education in European
countries, America, and elsewhere. If their
children are still at school, they familiarise
themselves with our education system.

Many of these people join parents and citizens'
associations or equivalent organisations, so they
know what they are talking about. It is interesting
that without exception they speak glowingly of
our education system.

The great majority of our teachers are
extremely dedicated, and they are extraordinarily
well trained by world standards. It is very
unfortunate that a handful of people within the
Education Department tend to give the teaching
service generally a bad name. Such people
attempt to introduce politics into the classroom.
An incident of that type occurred during the
recent teachers' conference. This handful of
militant teachers in the teaching service attempts
to muster up support for industrial action. We see
an example of this sort of thing at the Belmont
Senior High School now, and we can well imagine
the unfortunate result that would follow if that
sort of thing were to spread across the State. So
the statement that I consistently go out of my way
to denigrate individuals is completely untrue.

Let me refer to the words of the motion which
say that I make personal attacks on individuals to
avoid responsibility for my own mistakes and for
those of the department. In only two instances
have I directed criticism at a teacher. The first
case was that referred to by the member for
Gosnells. A teacher at a high school in Fremantle
approached the media to make a statement that a
danger existed in the science block there. Of
course that statement was calculated to cause
alarm amongst the parents. On that occasion I
made a statement saying that if a danger existed
then the principal of the school is responsible.
That was one occasion when I criticised an
individual, but only in a very innocuous way.

Mr Davies: Ha!
Mr GRAYDEN: Of course, the second case

was the action of the Principal of the Belmont
Senior High School who made statements to the
Press that certain parts of the school were
dangerous. I simply made the statement that the
safety of the children was his responsibility, and
that he was required to take action to remedy the
particular defects concerned.

So for the Opposition to give the impression
that I consistently attack individuals to avoid the
responsibility for my own mistakes and those of
my department is completely untrue. It is not
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possible for a Minister for Education to supervise
personally all that happens in each of the 700
Government schools in Western Australia.

Much of the administration of those schools is
carried out from the headquarters of the
Education Department.

However, the safety of the children in each
school is the responsibility of the individual
principals. All I have done is to draw attention to
that fact so that every principal throughout
Western Australia will realise his responsibility. It
is absurd therefore for the Opposition to maintain
my statements construed a personal attack on an
individual headmaster. I emphasise I was not
referring only to the Principal of the Belmont
Senior High School (Mr Carlson); I was also
talking in terms of all principals. The Opposition
claims my remarks were directed only to Mr
Carlson but again, nothing could be further from
the truth. I completely reject'that paragraph of
the motion moved by the member for Gosnells.

The final part of the honourable member's
motion states as follows-

6. The standard of his Ministerial and
Parliamentary conduct which is below
that expected of a person occupying high
office.

I take the strongest exception to that suggestion,
especially as it comes from a person such as the
member for Gosnells. I have no wish to raise
issues of this kind in this House, but when
members on this side are subjected to that sort of
criticism, I must flatly refute it.

Personally, I regard the member for Gosnells as
the last person who should criticise my conduct in
this House. He was a member who supported a
Bill to liberalise laws relating to homosexuality;
he believed we should give more licence to
homosexuals. I would regard that as being
absolutely beyond the pale.

Mr Wilson: The Minister for Police and Traffic
supported that legislation.

Mr Bryce: What are you going to say to your
own colleague, the Minister for Police and
Traffic?

M r G RAYDEN: I am being criticised here-
Mr B. T. Burke: The Minister for Police and

Traffic supported that Bill, too. Did you know
that, or are you not going to answer that?

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order!

Mr GRAYDEN: We have a motion before the
House-

Mr Tonkin: What about the Minister for Police
and Traffic?

Mr E. T. Evans: What about the Minister for
Police and Traffic?

Mr GRAYDEN: I overlooked the fact that the
member for Gosnells introduced the Bill relating
to homosexuality. Yet he has moved a motion in
this House which claims, in part, that my conduct
is below that expected of a person occupying high
office. I give the member for Gosnells one
assurance: 1 would not be guilty of introducing
legislation to alter the Criminal Code in order to
give more licence to homosexuals.

Mr Bryce: But you would authorise punch-ups
in Parliament, wouldn't you? That would suit
you, wouldn't it?

Mr GRAYDEN: Of course not. However,
between consenting parties fisticuffs are
acceptable-

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

to order!
Mr GRAYDEN: There is no way in which I

would be party to that sort of legislation.
Mr Tonkin: Take your shirt off and offer to

fight us.
Mr (IRAYDEN: If that matter were between

consenting parties, I would not see anything
wrong with it. If a person asked somebody to go
outside, and that person was prepared to go
outside and indulge in fisticuffs, I do not see
anything wrong with that.

Mr Bryce: What an example!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce:. What an example to the school

children of this State! You great thug!
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Ascot

knows better than to continue interjecting whilst
the Speaker is on his feet. There has been a
tendency over the past few sitting days for
members to completely ignore a requirement that
they be silent whilst the Speaker is on his feet. I
believe members are setting a Standard which is
inappropriate in a Parliament, and I ask the
members to have some respect for the Chair.

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: Mr Speaker, the member for

Ascot, in the most intemperate, belligerent, and
bellicose way used the phrase, "You great thug."
It is on public record in this State that the
member for Ascot is one of the few members in
this Chamber who has ever been involved in
public fisticuffs.

The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr Tonkin: That is untrue.
The SPEAKER: The member for Karrinyup

will resume his seat. It is reasonable for a member
to take a point of order relating to what he
considers to be an unparliamentary expression
used by another member. I would be prepared to
deal with the point of order on that basis.
However, it is inappropriate for the member then
to qualify his reason for raising the point of order
by making other unparliamentary accusations-

Mr Tonkin: Quite untrue, too.
The SPEAKER: -against a member on the

other side. The member for Karrinyup has taken
exception to the words used by the member for
Ascot and, as offence has been taken, I ask the
member for Ascot to withdraw.

Mr BRYCE: I withdraw, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER: I thank the member for Ascot.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells is

the last person to make such accusations about
me, Quite apart from his support of liberalising
laws relating to homosexuality, the member for
Gosnells also made a very firm public statement
some time ago in respect of cannabis; it was his
belief that it should be legalised. He made his
statement most forcibly, and it was published
extensively in the Press. Later, or course, there
was such an outcry from his own party that he
was forced to withdraw the statement. However,
he did express his own views on the matter, which
were to legalise cannabis.

He said he was in favour of legalising cannabis.
So we had the member first of all making a great
feature out of legalising cannabis, and then saying
about a member of this side of the House that his
parliamentary conduct and his ministerial
conduct is below the standard which could be
expected of a person occupying a high office.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Mr GRAYDEN: But this is a member who

introduced a Bill in respect of homosexuality, and
then went on to make the statement that we
should legalise cannabis and there should be more
of it; and this at a time when we have a
particularly high incidence of people being killed
on the roads, in many cases through intoxication
and the abuse of drugs.

Mr Pearce: I wouldn't go too far into that if 1
were you.

Mr GRAYDEN: Yet the member for Gosnells
makes statements promoting cannabis, and saying
teenagers should be able to smoke as much as
they wish; and it is inevitable they will drive cars

after smoking cannabis. What sort of situation
would result if children in high schools were
permitted to sit in class smoking cannabis? What
about the smoking of cannabis in the lunch hour
and the various recesses between classes?

That is what the member for Gosnells was
saying. He simply said we should legalise
cannabis; that we should liberalise the laws in
respect of it. Then he said we should liberal ise the
laws in respect of homosexuality; and while he is
doing things like that he is framing motions of the
kind before us at the moment. I think that is
absolutely disgraceful, and I reject entirely the
imputation contained in that paragraph of the
motion.. The statement contained in it is a
scurrilous one which ill becomes the member for
Gosnells.

I understand the member for Ascot is about to
speak next. I was hoping he would follow the
member for GosnellIs so that at least I woulid have
an opportunity to reply to some of the statements
he has made. Possibly I will have an opportunity
to do that if an amendment is moved.

Mr Bryce: Build your men of straw; build the
phantoms and knock them down. Tell me what I
will say.

Mr GRAYDEN: I could not care less what the
member for Ascot will say.

Mr Bryce: You are running scared on about six
fronts.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot asks
me to tell him what he will say. 1 have told him
already that he set the stage for the confrontsation
at the Belmont Senior High School.

Mr Bryce: A Minister for Education who
encourages fisticuffs and brawling!

Withdra wal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister will

resume his seat. I believe the expression used by
the member for Ascot to be unparliamentary and
unbecoming, and I would ask him to withdraw.

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, are you aware that
the Minister stated in the course of his address
that he believed it to be all right between
consenting persons?

Mr O'CONNOR: On a point of order-
The SPEAKER: I can take only one point at a

time.
Mr BRYCE: The Minister only moments ago

stated that in his opinion it was perfectly all right
for consenting individuals to engage in fisticuffs;
if he did not say "fisticuffs", he certainly meant
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physical brawling. Are you, Sir, now asking me to
take back that remark?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is absolutely

impossible for me to be able to consider points of
order if members are going to engage in cross-
Chamber conservations as they did then.

In his defence of my requirement that he
withdraw a statement which in my view is
unacceptable, the member for Ascot said the
Minister had said something else earlier. No
objection was taken to the particular phrase used
then, and I must say that had I found that the
Minister said something unparliamentary or
unacceptable I would have required him to
withdraw. That does not mean I am the only one
who carries the responsibility to deal with these
things; and if a member of the House takes
offence at something a Minister or another
member has said, he has the responsibility to raise
a point of order at the time.

In his defence the member for Ascot has
suggested that because something occurred a little
earlier to which I did not take exception, he
should not be required to withdraw something
that I now believe should be withdrawn. I reject
his proposition, and ask him to withdraw.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Further to the same point of
order, Sir, I think with due respect you have
missed the point, because the member for Ascot
was not saying that something unparliamentary
had passed unnoticed. What he was saying was
that the Minister, by his own admission, had said
that he was of a description which was
subsequently used by the member for Ascot. In
fact, the Minister did not use the same description
or words, but what he said, by his own admission,
led the member for Ascot subsequently to
describe him as a person who encourages
brawling.

The other point is that we can go on like this
for all eternity if we like and eventually narrow
down the sorts of things we can say to almost
nothing if that is the way the House wants to
carry on.

Mr Clarko: You know a bit about carrying on
in this House.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr B. T. BURKE: It is a rather unsatisfactory

state of affairs if we try to control debates simply
by making successively more stringent the Sorts Of
things people cannot say.

The SPEAKER: I will consider the matters
raised by the member for Balcatta during the tea
suspension.

Sitting suspended from 6.25 to 7.30 p.m.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: I draw members' attention to

Standing Order No. 132 which states-
All imputations of improper motives, and

all personal reflections on Members, shall be
considered highly disorderly.

It was because of my understanding of that
Standing Order that I took action with respect to
the words used by the member for Ascot. Thai
particular Standing Order makes no provision for
me to require a withdrawal of the words. 1 have
looked at the Hansard transcript and I find it
does not read as badly as I thought it would. I
simply indicate ro members that I would expect
them to use moderate language when addressing
the House or whilst making interjections.

Debate Resumed
Mr CRAYDEN: During the tea suspension I

took the opportunity to look at tonight's edition of
the Daily News and 1 read the contents of the
article about the comments of a member in
another place.

Mr Bryce: A very fine man.
Mr GRAYDEN: I refer to the member for

East Metropolitan Province. The article is
headed, "Grayden gets 'bully' broadside" and it
reads in part as follows-

Mr Bill Grayden has been accused of
deceit, bullying and character assassination
in the Belmont Senior High School row.

In a heated attack in Parliament last night
the Labor MLC for east Metropolitan
Province, Mr Bob Hetherington. condemned
the actions of Mr Grayden, the Minister for
Education.

Mr Hetherington said he had been shocked
at the sad and sorry state which had
developed because of Mr Grayden's "cheap
slur" on the school's principal, Mr David
Carlson.

Earlier, in Parliament, Mr Grayden had
said that vandalism and problems at the
school were linked with Mr Carlson's
absence from the school.

Further on it states-
Mr Hetherington said Mr Grayden's

comments that Mr Carlson had been out
politicking, were disgraceful.

Mr Bryce. Are you quoting from a debate in
another place?
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Mr GRAYDEN: I am quoting from an item
which appeared in tonight's edition of the Daily
News and very shortly I shall analyse it to see just
how factual it is. The member went on to say-

"But the people I am sorry for and worried
about are the students of the school and the
people of the Belmont community."

And here is the interesting part-
Mr Hetherington-who is a member of the

school's building committee .. .

So we find the plot thickens. It is a scurrilous
statement.

Mr Bryce: Where did you go for tea?
Mr GRAYDEN: It is a scurrilous statement by

a member in another place made under the
protection of another place.

Mr Bryce. Where did he learn the rules?
Mr GRAYDEN: It would appear the member

who made this statement is one of those people
who have connived to produce the confrontation
which now obtains at the Belmont Senior High
School.

Prior to the tea suspension I pointed out what
had been said at a conference of teachers. The
following statement resulted from that
conference-

"Qur conditions have been under attack,
and we have to fight back."

"We will not be an effective union again
till we have a successful strike, or show that
we are able to do so."

That set the scene. Then we had the member for
Ascot giving his contribution on I October 1980
in which he made inflammatory and untrue
statements. The member for Ascot set the stage
for the type of confrontation we now have. We
find at this late stage that the member for East
Metropolitan Province is actually a member of
the school building committee with which we have
been negotiating for the past 18 months. And we
have wondered why we have not made much
progress!

Mr Bryce: How ignorant are you?
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for East

Metropolitan Province is actually a member of
that committee, and let us look at some of the
statements he has made, because they assume new
significance when we realise the position he
occupies. His statement assumes new significance
when we Find that he is part of the little coterie
which is organising the confrontation.

First of all, he made his statement under the
protection of another place, something he does
very often.

Mr Bryce: You have just done it in respect of
the member for Maylands.

The SPEAKER: Order! The House will come
to order! There is too much casual conversation in
the First place and in the second place there are
too many interjections. I compliment members on
their conduct during this debate and I hope that
the example set prior to the tea suspension will
continue for the balance of the debate.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for East
Metropolitan Province said my comments that Mr
Carlson had been out politicking were disgraceful.
The statement I made is a factual one which
cannot be disputed. During the recent election
campaign the principal took time off. Certainly it
was out of his long service leave; I am not
objecting to that at all. I am simply saying he was
absent from the school and he was politicking. I
am being extraordinarily fair. I am not criticising
him for doing that. We are merely saying he was
absent from the school in respect of the election
campaign and in respect of carrying out his union
duties-and they are numerous. He was away
from the school.

The morale and the education of the children
therefore must suffer. The statement by the
member for East Metropolitan Province is
completely untrue, and for him to say my
comments were disgraceful is absolute rubbish.
The facts are irrefutable. The principal was out
politicking. It does not matter that he obtained
leave in order to carry out his election activities.

Mr Bryce: Did he neglect his school?
Mr GRAYDEN: I am saying that morale at

the school is low and I am explaining why this is
so. I am explaining why the statement by the
member for East Metropolitan Province in those
circumstances is absolute nonsense.

The member made the statement that no-one
had been trying to play politics in the rebuilding
of the Belmont Senior High School. Good
gracious me, again I must refer to the statement
which came out of the teachers' conference. I will
not read it as that would be repetition. The
member for Ascot set the stage for this
confrontation at the beginning of this month when
he said, "The decision not to rebuild the Belmont
Senior High School is a bitter blow to the school
students, staff, and parents." The member for
Ascot went on to say-

These hopes were dashed last July when
the present Minister, Mr Grayden, told the
committee that there was not enough money
to honour the promise.

All the promises will be honoured. The statements
made by the member for Ascot are not true; there
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is no basis for them at all. Yet the member for
East Metropolitan Province now comes along,
notwithstanding that he is a member of the school
building committee which has been holding up
development for 18 months, and says that no-one
has been trying to play politics in the rebuilding
of the Belmont Senior High School.

The stage was set by the member for Ascot; it
has been nurtured by other people with
statements to various forms of the media; and not
forgetting the fact that the member for East
Metropolitan Province is on that school building
committee. This is the man who said, "But the
people I am sorry for and worried about are the
students of the school and the people of the
Belmont community." At the very beginning of
my speech I demonstrated the way in which this
dispute was engineered. It was engineered by
politicians and a few others and it was done,
unfortunately, with callous disregard for the
education of the children involved. 1 have already
indicated that these people engineered this
confrontation at a time when examinations were
virtually in progress.

Next week the children at the Belmont Senior
High School will sit for their examinations. Some
will beleaving to go to WAIT and others will be
going to the universities and elsewhere to continue
their education. The examinations are very
important ones indeed, yet the member for Ascot,
the member for East Metropolitan Province, and
those others I have referred to engineered a
dispute of this kind, not at the beginning of the
year, not during the Christmas holidays, not half
way through the year, but one week before the
examinations and with callous disregard for the
education of the children.

If I were a parent with children attending this
school I would be horrified at the action of the
member for Ascot, the member representing this
area. Surely he should be doing his utmost to
avert a confrontation of this kind at this
particular time of the year. The member for East
Metropolitan Province is a member of the
building committee, a committee which has been
negotiating with the Education Department for 18
months-almost two years-and he should know
the situation which applies in respect of that
school.

The member for East Metropolitan Province
has not raised one finger to prevent this dispute
occurring. On the contrary, he has taken every
possible opportunity to exaggerate and provide
statements to the Press and television which do
not help the situation. He has made numerous
statements. One would think that as an Upper

House member he would have come to me as the
Minister for Education.

Point of Order

Mr SKIDMORE: Again I raise the question of
the repetition of the Minister's remarks relating
to this matter. He is now on his fourth time
around to tell us about the matter.

The SPEAKER; Order! 1 have taken careful
note of what the Minister said since the tea
suspension. He appears to me to be summing up
his contribution to this debate. He has introduced
a new aspect to it. At the particular time the
member for Swan took his point of order the
Minister was giving an entirely fresh point, in my
view. I call the Minister.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: Before I was so rudely

interrupted-
Mr Skidmore: You were not rudely interrupted.

I took a point of order.
Mr GRAYDEN: I say I was rudely

interrupted. I made a statement which I think
shocked the honourable member.

Mr Skidmore: Nothing would shock me.
The SPEAKER: I kindly ask the Minister to

address the Chair.
Mr GRAYDEN: We were talking about a

member of this Parliament who occupies a very
high position in it. He is a member for East
Metropolitan Province. As far as 1 am aware he
has made no representations to me in regard to
the Belmont Senior High School.

I just cannot understand bow a person who is a
member of Parliament, who represents an area of
this State, and in addition is a member of the
Belmont school committee, would not at this
juncture do his utmost to avert a confrontation
between the school and the Education
Department or the Government. I would have
thought that in his position on that school
building committee he would say to the principal
of the school, "If you want to make statements,
by all means make them, but wait until the exams
are over." That would have been a primary
requirement.

I would say the member for Ascot has been
negligent in this respect. For him to preveq, us
trying to overcome the situation that has arisen at
Belmont high school, for him to virtually fan the
nlame-

Mr Bryce: You johnny-come-lately, you do not
even know what came before you.
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Mr GRAYDEN: Goodness me, I have not
heard any claims from the member Car Ascot in
respect Of this Matter. He came to me some weeks
ago to ask me to look at the conditions at the
school. I did that. Certainly the member for Ascot
and the member for East Metropolitan Province
were there, but they simply joined the others who
were present. I listened to the complaints from the
parents and I went away. The plans that the
school building committee has before it were
drawn up because of my visit.

Mr Bryce: You great prevaricator.
Mr GRAYDEN: I am indeed sorry. After I

had left the school I gave instructions for the
plans to be drawn up by the Education
Department and as a consequence they have been
drawn up.

Mr Bryce: I hope you remember tomorrow
morning what you are saying tonight.

Mr Davies: It has happened two years later
than promised.

Mr GRAYDEN: The plans are a consequence
of what took place. One would have thought that
either of these members since they are closely
associated with this school would have done
something to avoid this confrontation. The
Government has done a great deal. In a matter of
weeks it drew up new plans and sent them to the
building Committee. The committee sent them
back to us and we are now evaluating them, and
after that we will send them back to the
committee.

Of course, all that has changed now because of
the confrontation. We will not deal through the
member for East Metropolitan Province and the
member for Ascot any longer. If I had known that
the member for East Metropolitan Province was a
member of the building committee I would have
realised immediately why we had not been able to
make any progress over the previous 18 months.

Today I had six children from that school in my
office.

Mr T. H. Jones;, You have told us that four
times already.

Mr Bryce: Sit down you mug. You should
resign.

Mr GRAYDEN: We made more progress than
has been made in the last 12 months.

Mr T. H, Jones: You should become a
chambermaid.

Mr GRAYDEN: One could imagine what the
member for East Metropolitan Province would
say-

Mr Pearce: Will you stop before 9.00 p.m. or
will you take all the time again?

Mr GRAYDEN: We are talking about the
Belmont Senior High School. I have a document
here concerning the Belmont school, a document
about which I intend to speak. I also have a
document stating the concerns expressed by the
building committee. I intend to deal with these
matters. In addition I have a copy of a letter
which I sent last night to the President of the
Belmont Senior High School Parents and
Citizens' Association. I intend to make absolutely
certain that every member of the Opposition in
this House is aware of the contents of that
because it is highly relevant to this debate. It is all
very well for the Opposition to move scurrilous
motions of this kind after which they can rise to
make 20-minute speeches, or less than 20
minutes, as did the member for Gosnells.

They have tried to do damage, and they have
thrown mud in the belief that some of it will stick
even though there is not a shred of truth in the
allegations. It is all Very Well for them to do that
but I do not think they should get away with it.
Therefore I will ensure that the facts in regard to
the Belmont school are known. I could not care
less how long it takes.

Mr Bryce: You are running so scared you will
try anything. It does not matter if it takes until
next week or the week after but you will get your
just deserts. You have passed your prime.

Mr GRAYDEN: It will take the honourable
member a long time.

Mr Bryce: You have passed your prime. You
have forfeited it. You will get it in the neck
wherever you go.

Several members interjected.
Mr GRAYDEN: I can understand the

-member's frustration. He probably spent 12
months planning this confrontation. We know
that when the teachers had their conference they
talked about strike or other industrial action.

Mr T. H. Jones: You know all about that.
Mr GRAYDEN: I wonder how long the

member has been planning this confrontation.
Mr Bryce: How long did you spend drinking

during the tea suspension?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: I am sick of it.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will cease

interjecting while I am on my feet. 1 have warned
members already about that. I simply say to
members of the House that the next person who
continues to speak white I am on my feet will be
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named. The member for Ascot was told earlier
this evening that he ought not use expressions
which are reflections on the actions and the
integrity of other members of this House. I say to
him that he should desist from making the sort of
statement that he just made by interjection. I call
the Minister.

Mr GRAYDEN: Before we pass over that
comment, I say that I take exception to it. I am in
a position to tell the member what I have done.
The Parliament has been going for some weeks,
and during that time and prior to it-

Mr Barnett; You are not quite sure.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr GRAYDEN: I can say without any fear of
contradiction that I have not walked into the
parliamentary bar during the last nine months yet
the member made a statement to the effect that I
did.

Mr Bryce: It is only the beginning if you
continue on that path. You made your bed and
you will have to lie in it, I tell you that.

Mr GRAYDEN: I make the point, because of
allegations of that kind, that I did not go into the
bar during the tea suspension and I have not gone
into the bar during the last nine months.
However, we heard a statement of that kind at
this stage.

I draw attention to this remark to indicate the
type of statement which the member for Ascot is
prepared to make. I draw attention to it to
indicate the type of statement which so many
members of the Opposition are prepared to make.
I will continue with the statement which appeared
in tonight's paper.

Mr Bryce: I said you had a drink.

Mr GRAYDEN: Furthermore I tell the
member for Ascot that if he waits for two years
he will not see me in the bar at all because I do
not go into the bar. It is as simple as that. I resent
his allegation and I resent the allegations in the
scurrilous motion before the House.

Mr Pearce: What about addressing yourself to
the allegations in the so-called scurrilous motion
instead of concentrating on newspaper reports.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for the East
Metropolitan Province was reported in the Daily
News as saying-

The parents on the building committee
have spent many long hours in past years
preparing their submission.

He went on to say-
I am very angry because now the Minister

is going to bulldoze the school into a plan
which was rejected in 1979.

That is absolute nonsense. There is not a shred of
truth in that allegation. It is virtually identical
with the allegation made by the member for
Ascot-

Mr Bryce: You dish it out but cannot take it.
You dish it out to a man who cannot reply in this
place.' When someone serves it back to you you
are absolutely without courage and cannot take it.

Mr GRAYDEN: Good gracious me.
Mr O'Connor: Would you do that to a woman?
Mr Bryce: No.
Mr O'Connor: You did that to my wife. She

wasn't here.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells

moved the motion before the House. He has made
the allegations to which I am replying.

Mr Bryce: You would do it.
Mr O'Connor: You would not go outside and

say it; no way.
Mr GRAYDEN: We now have stupid

statements from the member for Ascot. Members
of the Opposition feel they should be free to make
any sort of allegations under the sun and that
nobody has the right to rebuff those allegations,
even people to whom criticism is directed.

Mr Pearce: You have taken 21h hours to rebuff
them.

-Mr GRAYDEN: The attitude of the
Opposition is dreadful. Good gracious me. Well, I
never!

Mr Harman: You are a disgrace to this place.
Mr GRAYDEN: The member for East

Metropolitan Province was reported as saying-
I am very angry because now the Minister

is going to bulldoze the school into a plan
which was rejected in 1979.

1 will not bulldoze the school into anything. We
will build a year 8 block which has the approval
of the school. We have even agreed upon the site.
The only matter on which we are not agreed is the
way in which the building will face. The structure
of this building will have all the flexibility in the
world for the future construction of school
buildings. It will leave us with a flexibility which
will enable us to build on one side of the school
ground or the other.

Mr Bryce: Will you answer one question?
Mr GRAYDEN: What is the question?
Mr Bryce: Will you give us an unequivocal

undertaking in your best fashion that you will
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rebuild all the limber-framed buildings in the
school?

Mr CRAYDEN: The statement was made by
the previous Minister for Education that the
timber-framed buildings would be replaced. 1 will
certainly give the member that undertaking but-

Mr Bryce: Will you rebuild "all" the timber-
framed buildings?

Mr GRAYDEN: Only eventually. What the
previous Minister for Education said was that the
department would replace those buildings over a
period of years as the economic situation made
their replacement possible. No departure from
that stand has taken place, and we do not intend
to do so. Naturally, some of those wooden-framed
buildings will have to be used until money is
available.

Mr Bryce: You could spend money on them
and upgrade them in the interim.

Mr GRAYDEN: I can give the member that
unequivocal undertaking.

Mr Bryce: Is that the plan of the Education
Department?

Mr GRAYDEN: This absolutely amazes me.
Mr Bryce: The major problem-this is a

serious point-is that if you continue talking you
will speak for four or 41A hours. If you cannot say
what you have to say in two or 21h hours it is
unreasonable that you should pad your speech.

Mr GRAYDEN: I do not intend to pad it. It is
important that this information is brought to the
attention of members.

Mr B. T. Burke: Not a newspaper article from
which you repeat the words all the time.

Mr GRAYDEN: Let me make the situation
clear. I was most reluctant to rise to speak.

Mr Pearce: You have been up for three hours.
Mr GRAYDEN: I made it plain-virtually put

Up My feet-hat I did not want to follow the
member for Gosnells. I gave the member for
Ascot the opportunity to rise to his feet, but what
did he do? He remained seated. Eventually you,
Mr Speaker, had to put the question and I had no
alternative but to speak, otherwise the question
would have been put without further debate.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is nearly four hours. The
point I am making is that when we changed the
sitting hours in good faith and made
arrangements for private members' business that
system was not meant to be prostituted in this
fashion. If you want to go back to the old sitting
hours, very well. If we carry on like this it will be
four hours-

Several members interjected.

Mr GRAYDEN: Certainly, let us go back to
the old hours.

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

to order! The Minister.
Mr GRAYDEN: I would like to add something

to the comment of the member for Balcatta; that
is to say, in talking about the debate being
prostituted, it was never intended that the
proceedings of this House would be prostituted by
a motion of this kind.

Mr Pearce: I spoke for less than 45 minutes,
Mr Laurance: You have unlimited time to

reply.
Several members intejected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is quite

inappropriate to have two members interjecting
on the member who is on his feet. The Minister
for Education.

Mr GRAYDEN: I was referring to an item
which appeared in the Daily News this afternoon.

Point of Order

Mr B. T. BURKE: On a point of order, that is
the fifth time I have counted that the Minister
has used the same sentence referring to the same
newspaper story.

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
The SPEAKER: Order! The debate has been

continuing for half an hour since the tea
suspension, and a fair percentage of the time has
been used by the Minister in referring to matters
which, apparently, were raised in the newspaper
article. I have not seen the article and I do not
know its length. But, I say to the Minister he
ought not to restate the points if, indeed, he has
already mentioned them.

I believe the Minister has been objective in his
approach to the debate since the tea suspension. I
have listened carefully to the Minister to ensure
that he does not repeat himself, and revert to
repetition. I ask him to bear in mind I have a
responsibility to members to ensure debates make
some progress. The Minister.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: May I say I would have

covered this point earlier had it not been for the
interjections from members of the Opposition.
When members opposite interject and break my
train of thought, quite obviously I have to refer
back to what 1 was saying. That is the only reason
I have repeated anything; I can assure members
of that.
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I want to say to the member for Ascot, there is
absolutely no intention-nor has there ever been
any intention anywhere along the line-to go
back on the undertaking given by the previous
Minister for Education. I do stress the
reconstruction will be over a period, but
ultimately all the buildings will be replaced. In
the meantime, we are not prepared to have any
section on minimum maintenance except those far
early demolition so we will do something
immediately in respect of those buildings.

Once again. I take the strongest exception to
people running around the countryside making
statements that we will break our undertakings
when that is not so. That has not even entered our
heads.

I think we should get down to some mundane
matters which, nevertheless, are very important.
We have heard quite a lot about the history or the
Belmont Senior High School. A lot of the
information we have received has been distorted.
Therefore, it is fairly important that we
emphasise from the very beginning what has
taken place at that school in order that there can
be no doubt about where the responsibility lies.

We hear statements almost daily from the
principal of the high school that the fault has not
been with the parents' committee, and the
negotiations have taken place only relatively
recently, Or course, nothing could be further from
the truth as will be evident when one looks at
some of the facts which are contained in the
document I have with me. For the benefit of the
member for Ascot, I would be happy to table the
document at a later stage.

The first point I want to make is that the
Education Department is a client of the Public
Works Department Architectural Division.
Decisions on architectural matters are made by
that department, which has an overall
responsibility for Government buildings.
However, decisions on the availability of funds for
capital works programmes are made by the
Minister for Education.

From the outset of what has taken place at the
Belmont Senior High School, various events have
occurred. The first was action taken by the
previous Minister for Education. He issued
instructions, and they are dated 28 September
1978-two years ago. The instructions related to
the Belmont Senior High School. They were-

I . Discussions between the Public Works
Department and the Education
Department were to commence to
prepare a long term plan for the
replacement of the school.

Two years ago instructions were given to prepare
a long-term plan for the replacement of the
school. To continue-

2. Alternative educational uses were to be
proposed for some of the existing
buildings.

I think the member for Ascot should listen to
these instructions because they concern him.

Mr Pearce: We have heard them during the last
2 h hours.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells has
not heard them.

Mr Pearce: We should have heard them earlier;
the Minister should not have been repeating
himself.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Gosnells
does not know what instructions were issued by
the Minister for Education in 1978.

Mr Pearce: Why not sit down and give private
members the opportunity to speak?

Mr GRAYDEN: I am relating to members
opposite the instructions which were issued in
1978. 1 am surprised that the member for
Gosnells, who moved a motion of this kind, is not
interested to hear what the instructions were. It
would appear the member for Ascot is not
interested either.

Let us look at the next instructions, which
read-

3. Regard was to be given to alternative
design and lay-out of buildings.

4. Likely numbers in the coming years
would determine the amount of new
building.

Actually, of course, numbers have fallen off. A
couple of years ago there were I1200 students
attending the school, and now the figure is
something less than I1000. So, the attendance rate
has fallen considerably. Of course, numbers in the
future are likely to continue to fluctuate. I have
said that No. 4 states-

Likely numbers in the coming years would
determine the amount of new building.

That is very fair, and will continue to apply.
Actually, if the numbers fall substantially there
will not be such a pressing need to replace the
existing buildings. It will be possible to space
them to a greater extent and this, of course, will
improve the overall effect. The fifth instruction is
also very important. I am sorry the member for
Ascot is not present to listen to it.

Mr Skidmore: Who is that speaking to the
Clerk?
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Mr GRAYDEN: I am sorry, the member for
Ascot is here; I apologise. He was not in his seat
and i thought he might have left the Chamber. I
can see he is very interested in the debate,
notwithstanding that he is talking to one of the
Clerks.

The fifth instruction is very important, and
reads-

5. Work was to proceed over a period of
years and as economic conditions
permitted.

For the benefit of the member for Ascot I repeat:
Work was to proceed over a period of years and
as economic conditions permitted. The sixth
instruction was-

6. Proposals would be discussed with
teachers and parents.

Those instructions were issued in 1978, and they
have all been carried out.

So, negotiations have been going on for a period
of two years, and even longer. Subsequently, the
Public Works Department made a comprehensive
survey of the Belmont Senior High School
buildings and on I I January 1979 that
department presented a comprehensive analysis of
the school's needs and stated it was ready to
establish a programme of improvement,
upgrading, and renovation and, where necessary,
rebuilding of the school. That was dated I I
January 1979, virtually two years ago.

Mr Blaikie: That would hardly be the action of
a Government which does not care.

Mr GRAYDEN: The points I will emphasise
will indicate the frustration faced by the
department over a period of two years . We now
learn that a member for the East Metropolitan
Province is on the building committee and we
understand why no progress has been made.

On 9 April 1978 the Public Works Department
was asked to prepare preliminary sketch plans of
possible alternative methods of redevelopment,
and to nominate an architect for the preliminary
work to be undertaken. So. there was that firm
instruction.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: On a point of order, Mr

Speaker, I rise again and refer you to Standing
Order No. 133 in particular. The remarks of the
Minister appear to have nothing whatsoever to do
with the motion before the House. The only slim
chance there is of his remarks being related to the
motion is that part I of the motion refers to a
public attack on the principal of the high school. I

do not think the history of the school is covered by
that point.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am afraid I must rule
against the member for Swan. Indeed, it seems
the whole business of the Belmont Senior High
School is tied up with the suggested lack of action
by the Government in redeveloping the school.
The matter which the Minister is bringing to the
notice of the House relates very directly to that
redevelopment.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: I am spelling out the history

of this dispute over the last two years in an effort
to make it absolutely clear to members of the
Opposition that the hold-up is not as a
consequence of a confrontationist approach on my
part, as has been mentioned in this motion. The
redevelopment has not been held up as a
consequence of my seeking to avoid responsibility
for my own mistakes, as has been mentioned in
the motion, nor as a result of the mistakes of my
department. I am saying, simply, there were no
mistakes at all, and that negotiations have been
going on for two years. I am giving the history of
the dispute, and I intend to go on giving that
history. I appreciate that it is tedious.

Mr Bryce: And it is repetition.
Mr GRAYDEN: It is not.
Mr Bryce: Unbelievably.
Mr GRAYDEN: The instructions I am

referring to certainly have not been related to this
House. It is terribly important they be read to the
House. It is terribly important that the member
for Ascot and the member for Gosnells should be
aware of them. One of the advantages of reading
them to members in this House is that they are
then recorded in Hansard. The member for Ascot
will be in the position of simply having to look up
the particular reference and, hopefully, he will
enlighten some of his constituents.

Mr Bryce: I make it my business to study all
your speeches.

Mr GRAYDEN: Goodness gracious me; that is
hyperbole-exaggeration not intended to deceive.

Mr Bryce: I whip through them every night for
five minutes before I go to sleep.

Mr GRAYDEN: I apologise because this is
tedious, and I am sure if anyone wants to hear an
interesting speech he might as well get up and go
home because I have many facts which are
important and which I must go through; but by
their nature they are tedious.

Mr Harman: So is the Minister.
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Mr GRAYDEN: On 30 May 1978 a
preliminary meeting of officers of the Education
Department, the Public Works Department, and
the school was held on site at the Belmont Senior
High School to determine procedures for
resolving school priorities for the new buildings.
Then we go on a little further and find that on 26
July 1979 the Public Works Department architect
explained Five alternative schemes to a full
meeting of the Belmont Senior High School
building group. I repeat that, because it is a fact
of tremendous consequence in view of the
repeated statements by various people connected
with this dispute, that the negotiations have not
been occurring for 18 months or longer, but only
for a short time. Here, midway through 1979, we
have a Public Works Department architect
explaining five alternative schemes for the
rebuilding of the school. The schemes were read
to a full meeting of the Belmont Senior High
School building group. Mr Williams, a senior
architect with the Public Works Department, led
the discussion. I think the member for Ascot
would agree with me that this is a most
significant point.

Mr Dryce: Some bureaucrat led you right up a
blind alley.

Mr GRAYDEN: Was not the member for
Ascot associated with the school?

Mr Bryce: Closely.
Mr GRAYDEN: Was he present at that

meeting?
Mr Bryce: I have attended about 12 or 20

meetings over two years.
Mr GRAYDEN: That gives the lie to the

statement that negotiations have not been
proceeding for two years.

Mr Dryce: Oh, yes; two years.
Mr GRAYDEN: Quite a few people have been

making statements of that kind.
Mr Bryce: Two years, and your department has

done nothing.
Mr GRAY DEN: So here we have five

alternative schemes being put to the building
group only last year.

Mr Bryce: I would not rely on some of your
advisers, if I were you. You are making the
statement on record, not them.

Mr GRAYDEN: Is the member for Ascot
refuting the fact that five schemes were put
forward?

Mr Bryce: They were only pencilled
outlines-little blobs on maps.

Mr GRAYDEN: The member for Ascot says
the five alternatives put forward by the committee
were little blobs on maps. What else would he
expect?

Mr Bryce: Water colours.
Mr GRAYDEN: Surely the member would not

expect complete plans for each of the concepts
being advanced? Five simple concepts were put
before the building group, with the object that if
they received the approval of the building group,
complete documentation would be proceeded with
for the rebuilding of the school. I am surprised,
therefore, that the member for Ascot should
dismiss action of that kind as being of little
consequence, and repeat the statement that the
Government has done nothing in this respect.

I mentioned earlier that Mr Williams, a Public
Works Department senior architect, led those
discussions. He actually attended the meeting
with the object of seeking confirmation of two
points. Firstly, he wanted to know which of the
concept plans he should develop in full; secondly,
he wanted to know the location of the first major
building suggested as a year 8 block.

One matter which became evident at the
meeting was that the education brief promised by
the school had not been prepared, and the PWD
architect (Mr Williams) strongly suggested that it
be made available to him.

Paint of Order

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, a member as worldly
and experienced as the member for South Perth
does not need to read his speeches. The Minister
has been reading his speech for the last 1O or 15
minutes, ever since he ran out of ideas. He has
been reading his speech to repeat irrelevancies. I
ask you to draw his attention to the
inappropriateness of doing that.

The SPEAKER: I wish to draw the attention of
all members of the House to a statement made by
Speaker Guthrie on Tuesday, 5 August 1969. The
statemeuctt was made in response to a question
asked by the Hon. H. E- Graham, and is as
follows-

I thank the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition for having given me some notice
of' the question, and-

Could I prevail upon the member for Geraldton
and the member for Melville to cease their
conversation whilst I draw their attention, along
with that of other member of the House, to what
Speaker Guthrie had to say. I continue to quote-

-I welcome the opportunity of giving some
guidance to members on the subject of either
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reading a speech or reading extracts from a
newspaper or authoritative work during the
course of a speech.

Firstly, I must make it clear that the only
persons who are permitted to read speeches
are Ministers of the Crown when introducing
a Bill, and the fact that recently I took no
action when this rule was transgressed must
not be accepted as a precedent. Reading
lengthy extracts from newspaper editorials is
not permissible at all. A short extract of no
more than two lines is permissible. If a
member reads from a newspaper report of an
event that has occurred, then it is the
responsibility of the member concerned to
satisfy himself that the report is in fact
accurate.

In regard to quoting from publications
which are considered to be authoritative, a
certain amount of leniency is allowable
according to the prestige of the authority
being relied on. In general, however, and
even when members are referring to
authorities of undoubted standing, it is the
task of the member to make his own speech
and paraphrase the views of the authority on
which he relies. Short quotations of the most
salient points from the writing of the
authority can, for the sake of greater
accuracy, be permitted. The tendency of
some members to read very lengthy extracts
from works of authority is to be deplored.

Speaker Guthrie made that statement obviously
after having given careful consideration to the
matter. His statement was made in response to a
question asked of him by the then Deputy Leader
of the Opposition. I draw the attention of
members to that ruling, because clearly it. has
become the accepted practice of the House. I ask
the Minister for Education to bear in mind that
ruling when he makes his speech on this motion.

Debate Resumed
Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Speaker, thank you for

that ruling. I am thoroughly aware of it and
completely in accord with everything you have
said.

Mr Skidmore: That is absolute nonsense. You
have read that piece of paper for 20 minutes.

Mr GRAY DEN: I would draw the attention of
the member for Swan to the fact that this is a
two-page document, which one could not read for
10 minutes.

Mr Skidmore: You have read every paragraph
twice.

Mr GRAYDEN: It is a history of what has
occurred in respect of the Belmont Senior High
School, and it contains the dates on which various
things occurred. For the sake of greater accuracy,
surely it is important that we have the exact date
that an event occurred because, after all, we are
talking about something which has happened over
a period of two years. I do not think members on
the other side of the House simply want me to go
on talking without giving the actual dates. I am
prepared simply to look at the document to obtain
the date, and then to tell the House precisely what
happened on that date. I repeat that niot
everything I have been saying over the last 10
minutes has been read from this document. I have
read only small portions of it, and I have added to
them because I have no wish to gloss over the
document. I am not up against time and striving
to complete my speech in the shortest possible
time. I want to ensure that the matters which are
of consequence in respect of the history of the
Belmont Senior High School are recorded in
Ha nsard.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Speaker, for the past 10

minutes the Minister has been using almost
identical words in respect of the piece of paper he
is now explaining.

The SPEAKER: 1 ask the Minister to make
some progress with his speech and not comment
on the reasons that it will take him a long time to
make it.

Debate Resumed

Mr GRAY DEN: I Was referring to the meeting
which took place about 26 July last year, at which
an architect from the Public Works Department
sought confirmation of two points from a meeting
of the building group. The meeting declined to
indicate which of the sketches it wanted the
Public Works Department to develop. What sort
of situation is that? The architect, a very high
ranking officer of the PWD, went out to the
school to discuss the matter 15 months ago, but
the meeting declined to indicate which of the
sketches it wanted the department to develop.
That was in July 1979.

We now move to 24 August of the same year,
when some material was received from the school
board. Three items were received. The first was
the educational statement requested on 26 July.
That was actually received on 24 August. The
second was an outline of the school's building
requirement as prepared by the school building
committee. The third was a concept plan which
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had been prepared in the drawing office of the
City of Belmont. They were received on 24
August, some considerable time after the meeting.

Mr Parker: Less than a month.
Mr GRAYDEN: From that point on,

negotiations broke down and since then there has
been an uncompromising approach on the part of
the building committee.

Point of Order
Mr BRYCE: I raise a point of order in respect

of Standing Order No. 242. 1 ask you, Mr
Speaker, to rule that the Minister is continuing to
indulge in irrelevancies and tedious repetition. I
ask that you ask him to discontinue his speech.

Mr Parker: We have had enough of him.

Speaker's Ruling
The SPEAKER: I will not do that because it is

a fundamental right of every member of this
House to make his speech. The Standing Orders
of the Legislative Assembly make provision for
the mover of a motion to have unlimited time, and
they provide also that a person from the opposite
side should have unlimited time in reply. The only
action I can take is where in fact it is my view
tedious repetition or some other transgression of
the rules of this House has occurred. Long as the
Minister's speech has been, and although there
have been occasions when he has repeated himself
several times, he has not transgressed the
Standing Orders and, therefore, it is in my view
quite inappropriate to do as the member for Ascot
suggested.

Mr B. T. BURKE: Mr Speaker, are you ruling
that the Minister is not guilty of tedious
repetition?

The SPEAKER: I rule that he is not in breach
of that Standing Order.

Dissent from Speaker's Ruling
Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, I move-

That your ruling be disagreed with.
The SPEAKER: That is your right.
Mr BRYCE: I simply cannot recall when any

individual in this Chamber has spoken for nearly
four hours and equalled the performance of the
Minister for Education this evening in respect of
the incredible repetition of his arguments. It is
patently clear. There was perhaps one previous
example that was close to his record; and that was
the speech by the Minister for Transport.

Mr Old: And the member for Morley.

Mr BRYCE: This evening, the Minister for
Education not only has set about the task of
preventing members of the Opposition from
speaking by virtue of his repetition and his
irrelevancies, but also has set about the task of
bringing the arrangements for private members'
day to a screaming halt. He knows that if he
continues in this vein with irrelevancies and
tedious repetition, the Parliament will come to a
standstill. The Parliament operates only on the
basis of an enormous amount of goodwill from
both sides of the House.

Since the tea suspension one hour ago, the
Minister has said practically nothing. Not a single
thing was said since the tea suspension that was
not said before it. I suggest to you, Sir, that that
is irrelevancy and needless repetition. The
Minister is using this tactic as a smokescreen,
because he is running for cover. He is a man
without honour. He is a man dishonoured by his
performance.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr GRAYDEN: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will

resume his seat.
The Minister has taken exception, and I agree

with him that the expression is unparliamentary. I
ask the member for Ascot to withdraw it.

I am reluctant to ask for the withdrawal when
there is a motion before the Chair.

Mr Sibson interjected.
The SPEAKER: I invite the member for

Bunbury to be the first person-
Mr B. T. Burke: He has you, all right.
The SPEAKER: It seems I have another

candidate to go outside. I have said clearly that I
will not accept members interjecting whilst I am
on moy feet.

I am reluctant to ask for a withdrawal, or to
take action of a similar nature, when there is a
motion before the Chair to dissent from my
ruling. I find it quite distressing to have motions
moved to dissent from my rulings. I do not want
to appear to be stifling debate or preventing
people from speaking as they should; but I feel
that the member for Ascot ought not use the
language he did, and I ask him to withdraw.

Mr BRYCE: I withdraw.

Debate (disseht from Speaker's ruling) Resumed
M r BRYCE: I ask the House to judge-
Mr Parker: It may be unparliamentary; but it is

certainly true.
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The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: This is the sort of revelation from

which the Minister is now running. The Minister
for Education stands in this place as the Minister
responsible for the welfare of secondary school
students and primary school students; and he
advocates positively that it is all right to settle
differences with fisticuffs-

Point of Order

Mr BLAIKIE: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: Order! The member will

resume his seat. The member for Vasse wishes to
take a point of order.

Mr OLAIKIE: My point of order is based on
the fact that the member for Ascot is disagreeing
with your ruling. Under Standing Order No. 142,
you have ruled that the arguments advanced by
the Minister were not tedious or repetitive. As my
point of order contains the very serious accusation
against the Minister-

Mr T. H. Jones: What does your point of order
contain? Come on; get around to it.

The SPEAKER: Order! Will members remain
silent so I can hear the point of order?

Mr BLAIKIE: My point of order is contained
within the most serious motion the House is
considering currently, that there is no confidence
in the Minister for Education.

Mr Pearce: That is not a point of order.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BLAIKIE: My point of order is that the

member for Ascot has taken exception to your
ruling. I believe the member is quite entitled to do
so; and my point relates to the fact that the
member has not the right to use that device to
attack the Minister by further argument. I ask
you to give a ruling on that.

Mr Davies: What a strange speech!
The SPEAKER: Order! It is within the right of

any member of this House to move to dissent
from my ruling. The member for Ascot has so
moved. He is required to confine his remarks to
that specific subject. I would counsel him not to
indulge in any other type of debate or matter
when speaking to the motion.

Debate (dissent from Speaker's ruling) Resumed

Mr BRYCE: I was about the difficult task of
explaining why the Minister was indulging in so
many irrelevancies and so much tedious
repetition.

Mr Blaikie: You can only speak against the
Speaker.

Mr BRYCE: You ruled that what the Minister
has said since the tea suspension did not
constitute tedious repetition; and I disagreed
sincerely with that. I sympathise with your
position, because I kfiow there are members of the
Government who would seek to make your
position very uncomfortable indeed.

Bearing in mind you made the ruling after the
Minister had been on his feet for four hours, he
was in fact indulging in irrelevancies and tedious
repetition.

Mr Blaikie: What about being fair to the
Speaker?

Mr BRYCE: This evening-
Mr Graydon: Not a single one of those facts

was mentioned before.
Mr BRYCE: I have listened with great intent

during the entire four hours. I believe I am
reasonably well qualified to judge and to have an
opinion whether the Minister has indulged in
repetition.

With this tactic, and with the tactics the
Minister has used in recent days, he has assumed
the role of the monster for education, not the
Minister. He is the political bash artist of the
Cabinet. That is exactly how he has treated
innocent people who are unable to defend
themselves adequately in public. He is using this
device in this place to prevent anybody else from
putting his point of view. lHe is using the device of
repetition and irrelevancies to talk out the time
until nine o'clock, like the Minister for Transport
did.

I venture to suggest that this will herald the end
of co-operation between the Opposition and the
Government in respect of the so-called new
arrangements to run the Parliament. This man
will be responsible for bringing effective
parliamentary debate to an end because of the
way he has blatantly abused the privileges of the
House with his tedious repetition and the
irrelevancies he has brought in.

Since the tea break, he has not told us how he
has blatantly manipulated the students of
Belmont Senior High School today, and broken
the. arrangements-

Mr Grayden: Come on.
Mr BRYCE: This morning, there was a clear

arrangement that there would be no staff, no
adults, but just the students who would meet the
Minister; but the Minister insisted also that there
would be no media. When the six students
arrived-is it any wonder this man is running
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from the truth with these irrelevancies and the
tedious repetition?-at the Minister's office,
representatives of all three television stations were
there. They were not there only to meet the
students after they had been interviewed;, they
were inside the Minister's office, shooting footage.
They took retakes when the students were leaving.
That is an abominable abuse of the privilege
associated with the Minister's high office. He
used his chauffeur-driven car to pick up the
students from the Belmont Senior High School.

That is the same man who used his position in
this place to advocate physical violence-

The SPEAKER: Will the member confine his
remarks to the question before the Chair?

Mr BRYCE: That is the sort of reason I make
the point. There are six others which are dramatic
and worth while. That is the sort of reason the
Minister is running for cover. He is using the
device of repetition and irrelevancy to do so.

Point of Order
Sir CHARLES COURT: On a point of order,

my understanding is that we have a motion before
the Chair to disagree with your ruling, Sir. My
understanding or interpretation of the remarks
being made by the member for Ascot is that he is
using them as a device to attack the Minister. The
sooner we return to debate the question of
disagreement with your ruling and then debate
the motion, the better.

The SPEAKER: I draw the attention of
members to the fact that it was only a few
minutes ago, before the Premier rose to his feet,
that 1. suggested to the member for Ascot that he
return to the subject before the Chair. I ask him
to bear in mind that I have a responsiblity to
ensure that the debate is relevant. That has been
my desire during the whole of the debate on the
motion. It is my intention to do that on the
question now before the Chair.

Qeba tea ('dissent from Speaker's ruling) Resumed
Mr BRYCE: I draw attention to some of the

other outrageous statements that have been
repeated in this debate on no fewer than three or
four occasions, according to my memory. I will
list just a few of them. I made a note of them as
the Minister was going along.

He accused the building committee of the
Belmont Senior High School of insisting upon-

Mr Blaikie: What has this got to do with the
Speaker's ruling?

Mr BRYCE: This is a specific example of the
things the Minister has repeated during the

speech which has taken us four hours to listen to.
He stated specifically on at least three or four
occasions that the building committee, in its
approaches to the PWD, refused to accept the
plans put forward by the PWD-

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRYCE: He said it four times.
The SPEAKER; Order! Will the member

resume his seat?
This is probably born out of frustration,

because the member for Ascot obviously is keen
to go. He is endeavouring to make the points that
he might otherwise be making if he were on his
feet and contributing to the debate. I prevail upon
him not to do that. He can debate the issue on my
ruling; that is fair enough. Then he can let the
House determine whether that ruling stands. We
can then return to the debate on the substantive
motion. I ask him not to use the device of making
the speech that he intends to make a little later
on.

Mr Parker: He is just drawing attention to the
tedious repetitions the Minister used.

Mr BRYCE: That is precisely my point. The
member-for Fremantle has made my case.

You have ruled, from your position of
authority, that the Minister for Education has not
indulged in tedious repetition, and used the device
of repeated irrelevancies to filibuster. He is doing
that not only to take up the time of this House
effectively, but also to destroy this debate and to
destroy private members' business days in the
Western Australian Legislative Assembly.

Mr Grayden: You are preventing me from
putting across the information.

Mr B. T. Burke: And he is doing a good job,
too. You are so smart.

Mr BRYCE: The responsibility for that rests
entirely with the Minister for Education and
Cultural Affairs. He is culpable because he
indulged in this repetition. I made a note as he
was going along on his merry, meandering way,
up one dark alley and down the next, having a
bob one way and a bob the other way-

Mr B. T. Burke: At one stage he was trying
$1 000.

Mr BRYCE: He indulged in this tactic in
respect of at least four or five basic arguments. I
would have thought it was reasonable for me to
draw your attention to that, in case there was an
occasion when you were not in the Chair during
this evening and this afternoon.

The SPEAKER: I was here all the time.
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Mr BRYCE: You, Sir, were here all afternoon,
and during the early part of the debate when
there were few interjections and the Minister's
speech was lacklustre and very dull, most
members were asleep, but I was sitting on the
edge of my chair listening. I was making a note of
the arguments the Minister was using.

Mr Rushton: You had an opportunity to make
your speech.

Mr BRYCE: This is precisely what I was
doing. I disagree with your assessment, Sir, that
the Minister has not indulged in the use of these
irrelevancies.

Mr Grayden: You will get a great shock when
you look at Hansard and see there has been no
repetition at all.

Opposition members interjected.
Mr BRYCE: I have always considered the

member for South Perth to be one of the trend
setters of the Western Australian Legislative
Assembly. I read his speeches with great interest
and fervour. As a matter of fact, I have learnt a
great deal from the member for South Perth.

Mr Rushton: You would not think so.
Mr BRYCE: Indeed, I am about to show

members that.
Several members interjected.
Mr B. T, Burke: What are you going to

do-fall over?
Mr BRYCE: I can assure you, Sir, that I do

not intend at this stage to invite anyone
outside-even if it were by mutual consent-to
indulge in any of the activities the Minister
referred to earlier tonight.

I should like to mention some of the issues on
which the Minister has engaged in tedious
repetition. He made repeated attacks on the
member for East Metropolitan Province who is
not a member of this House and is not in a
position to defend himself.

The Minister repeated the article which
appears in tonight's issue of the Daily News and
referred to the unbeknown fact that, if somebody
had told him the students of this school were
prepared to do without their oval, it would have
placed a different complexion altogether on the
negotiations.

Discussions were held with the Minister's
predecessor and the officers of the committee on
this very same point on numerous occasions. This
"Johnny come lately" to the issue says in the
Daily News that this matter has made all the
difference and it is the first time anybody has ever
suggested to the Minister the school oval was an

appropriate place to put the new buildings under
construction while the rest of the buildings-

Mr Grayden: I think you were trying to keep it
concealed.

Mr BRYCE: If the Minister mentioned hopper
windows once, he mentioned them 10 times.

Mr Crayden: I spoke about them once.
Mr BRYCE: He referred to the hopper

windows 10 times and nine of those occasions
were before the tea suspension. What the
Minister did not appreciate was that, although
only one hopper window was drawn to his
attention, there must be hundreds of hopper
windows in the school. This buffoon, which he
certainly was when one considers the way in
which he handled that question-

Mr B. T. Burke: He said you could close one
window!

Mr BRYCE: -said the hopper window could
be closed. By saying that, he assumed all the
hopper windows in the school could be closed.

The SPEAKER: The member will confine his
remarks to the question before the Chair.

Mr Grayden: He has forgotten what it is.
Mr BRYCE: I have referred to only two of the

five or sixt points repeated by the Minister. I shall
touch on another one. I am sure you, Sir, will
recall the question of the tattered curtains. If the
Minister said, "These tattered curtains .. ."7 once,
he said it 10 times. What the Minister does not
know is that his director of planning did not have
the decency to tell him there was an agreement
with the principal of the school-

The SPEAKER: That has nothing to do with
the debate.

Mr BRYCE: -not to make repairs of that
nature.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Ascot
will resume his seat. That matter has nothing to
do with the question before the Chair. I am
prepared to tolerate the member referring to the
aspects which the Minister did repeat, but 1 am
not prepared to accept the member refuting those
matters, because that is not confining the remarks
to the question before the Chair.

Mr BRYCE: The last matter to which I wish to
refer is the way in which the argument about the
PWD has been used, abused, and hopelessly
repeated. On one occasion the Minister said the
principal was at fault, because he did not go to
the PWD enough and then he said, because the
principal went to the PWD 300 times in one year,
the matter was orchestrated and part of a scheme
or plan to be disruptive.
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The Minister kept returning to the argument
about the PWD. He used some of the fodder from
"Sunshine Alley'" sitting behind him who asked
him to repeat, "Was it true the principal did not
consult the PWDT' Time and time again the
Minister returned to the argument of the PWD.

That is the point I am making. The Minister
has abused this debate and has used it purely and
simply to stifle the opportunity for members on
this side of the House to speak.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member's time has
expired.

Sir CHARLES COURT: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: The Premier.

Point of Order
Mr TON KIN: Do we not need a seconder, Sir?
The SPEAKER: No, a seconder is not required

on a motion of this type.

Debate (dissent from Speaker's ruling) Resumed
Sir CHARLES COURT: I rise to oppose the

motion which has been moved and I do so for
good reasons. There is such a thing as the "viper
being bitten" and we have seen the Opposition in
that position tonight.

I want to remind members opposite that they
moved a motion which was very serious indeed so
far as the Minister is concerned, because in the
form in which it appears on the notice paper, it
reads, "Minister for Education and Cultural
Affairs-Want of Confidence". The first words of
the motion are, "That the House has no
confidence in the Minister for Education and
Cultural Affairs".

Mr Bryce: Hear, hear!
Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister was put

in a situation which demanded he defend his
position. I remind the Opposition it did not take
advantage of its opportunity and right to speak on
the seconding of the motion. It thought it would
be smart and chose only to formally- second the
motion. Therefore, members opposite cannot
complain if the Minister used his right-

Mr Bryce: To filibuster!
Sir CHARLES COURT: -to defend himself,

because his career is at stake if, by some
mischance, this motion were passed.

Point of Order
Mr SKIDMORE: I do not see the relevance of

these remarks to the matter before the Chair.
Mr Pearce: That is dead right!

The SPEAKER: Order! The Premier has been
speaking for one minute only and he is entitled to
have some time in which to develop his argument.
I am sure the Premier appreciates he has a
responsibility to confine his remarks to the
question before the Chair.

Debate (dissent from Speaker's ruling) Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind members
opposite there are six parts to the motion of no
confidence and the Minister has endeavoured with
great thoroughness to state his case for the record.

Mr Pearce: Several times over.
Mr T. H. Jones: Tedious repetition!
Mr Pearce: I managed to deal with the matter

in 45 minutes. Why was the Minister unable to do
likewise?

Several members interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: One can say

somebody is a thief-
The SPEAKER: Order! It is totally

inappropriate to have half a dozen people
interjecting at the one time.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I remind the member
for Gosnells, one can say in a few words that
somebody is a thief, and it could take the whole of
that person's lifetime to prove he is innocent.

Mr Pearce: If you scrap the 9.00 p.m. closing
time for private members' day, we can stay here
until dawn for the Minister to defend himself, It
is the abuse of the system to which we object.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The Minister is
under attack by the Opposition. He has to be
given the opportunity to reply. I do not believe the
Minister has been tedious and repetitious in his
remarks. If the Minister has taken four hours to
reply, so what? The member for Morley agonised
us for eight hours on one occasion, but members
opposite forget such situations.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is quite

inappropriate and unacceptable for a person who
has the call of the Chair to be subjected to
interjections which are shouted across the
Chamber in an attempt to shout down the
member who has the right to address the Chair. It
is reasonable for interjections to be made, but it is
not reasonable for interjections to continue if the
person who is making his speech indicates he
Wishes to ignore them.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The last point 1 want
to make is that this item appears as No. 13 on the
notice paper. The Opposition chose to use its right
on private members' day to bring the motion to
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the top of the notice paper, because it thought it
was such a serious matter. If it is a serious matter
for members opposite, it is a serious matter for
the Minister. I do not believe the Minister has
been unduly repetitious. He has endeavoured to
state his case and he has done it in a proper way.

Mr Bryce: He told the Deputy Premier he was
going to talk until 9.00 p.m. We heard him say
that from this side of the Chamber.

Sir CHARLES COURT: It is not my business
whether the Minister intended to talk until seven
o'clock, nine o'clock, or until any other time.

The Minister is under attack and be is entitled
to state his case. I believe he has done so in the
proper manner. A record has been made of the
Minister's speech so people can read it for
themselves and see the tremendous untruths
which have been told and the propaganda which is
abroad in regard to this matter.

Therefore, on behalf of the Opposition, I
oppose the motion.

Mr Pearce: On behalf of the Opposition? What
are you talking about?

Sir CHARLES COURT: I oppose the motion
on behalf of the Government.

The SPEAKER: The member for Gosnells has
been interjecting to a reasonable extent during the
last little while. He was just involved in an
exchange with the Premier across the Chamber. I
ask members to desist from cross-Chamber
conversations and to cease interjecting, because
such behaviour is only making a mockery of this
Parliament.

Mr SKIDMORE: I have listened with a great
degree of forebearance whilst the Minister has
spoken for four hours. I do not believe I
interjeted on the Minister. I am not setting
myself up as a pillar of virtue, but throughout the
entire debate I have used Standing Orders as a
means of trying to assist the Minister to get on
with his speech in a proper manner.

I do not object to filibustering, because 1
believe it is a political tactic. However, when
tedious repetition and irrelevancies have been
used by the Minister in replying to the substantive
motion before US, I feel I have to do something
about it.

I want to refer to the occasion on which I raised
a point of order as to the relevance of the history
of the Belmont Senior High School to the
substantive motion before the Chair. I do not
believe it was necessary for the history of the
Belmont Senior High School to be repeated in
this place on this occasion. Perhaps, Sir, your
ruling could have some credence in regard to the

first item which appears in the motion, which
refers to an attack on the Principal of the
Belmont Senior High School; but that is the only
reference in the whole motion to that school.
Therefore, it appeared to me the Minister's
comments were quite irrelevant.

I raised some of those issues, but you, Sir, ruled
against me on that occasion. We are discussing
now a motion to dissent from your ruling and I
reiterate the view that much of what the Minister
said was irrelevant to the question before the
Chair.

I want also to substantiate the remarks of the
member for Ascot who has informed the House
repeatedly of the number of repetitious
statements made by the Minister during the
course of his speech prior to the tea suspension. I
raised the-matter four or five times and, on two
occasions, I referred to the matter of repetition by
speaking on points of order.

In fact on one occasion you, Sir, agreed with
me and indicated to the Minister it was about
time he got on with his speech and stopped
reading articles from newspapers. You, Sir, did
not actually use those words, but that is my
interpretation of the matter.

On this occasion we have firm grounds for
quarrelling with your decision that the Minister
was not being irrelevant, repetitious, and tedious.
t quarrel with your ruling, Sir, because I believe it
was quite wrong and the Minister was doing all
those things.

Mr SHALDERS: I move-

That the House do now divide.

Motion put and
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadaur
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Nanovieb

a division taken with the

Ayes 23
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wat
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Slialders

(Teller)
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Noes 20
Mr Jamieson
M rT. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skid more
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bateman

Pairs
Noes

Mr Grill
Mr [H. D. Evans
Mr TJ. Burke
Mr B, T. Burke
Mr Wilson

Motion (dissent from Speaker's ruling) put and
division taken with the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Carr
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr H-arman
Mr Hodge

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr Herzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr Nanovieb

Ayes
Mr Grill
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Wilson

Ayes I8
Mr Jamieson
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bateman

Noes 25
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Stephens
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Wait
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mrs Craig
Mr Spriggs
Mr Clarko
Mr Mensaros
Mr MacKinnon

Motion thus negatived.

Suspension of Standing Orders

MR COWAN (Merredin) [9.06 p.mn.]:
move-

I

That so much of the Standing 'Orders be
suspended as is necessary to allow the debate
to continue.

The SPEAKER: Order! 1 cannot accept that
motion.

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Suspension of Sessional Orders

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [9.07 p.m.]: I move-

That so much of the Sessional Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable the
debate on Notice of Motion No. 13 to
continue after the hour of 9.00 p.m. this day.

I think we can expect the Government to agree to
this motion in view of the statements made by the
Premier when he was debating the last motion,
and especially when he said that this was a serious
matter. Indeed, it is a serious matter and the very
wording of the motion indicates that fact. We
Were prepared to sacrifice other matters on the
notice paper, which have been there for some
weeks, in order to bring this motion forward
today.

In fact, the Premier acknowledged the urgency
of this motion when he spoke earlier this evening.
We believe that no Minister would want a motion
of this kind hanging over his head for one week,
because under the ordinary Standing Orders
under which we operate, it would be one week
before we reach private members' day again. By
that time goodness knows what might happen.

I would like to challenge the Minister on one or
two of his statements and if he believes that be is
correct and if the Premier also believes he is
correct, then they would wish this matter to be
cleared up tonight. The Opposition is prepared to
debate this matter right through to tomorrow
morning's sitting, if necessary.

It is quite apparent that the new Sessional
Orders, particularly as they relate to private
members' days are unworkable and when there is
a cut-off time it is easy for the Government to
filibuster and take up most of the time which is
usually granted to private members.

I will advise members of what has happened in
the last few days. On Wednesday, 1 October the
member for Mt. Marshall moved a motion on
Westrail. He took seven minutes to move that
motion and the Minister for Transport bored us
for 40 minutes in his reply and then the debate
was adjourned. The member for Geraldton moved
his motion on fuel and energy and spent 29
minutes on debate. That is not an unreasonable
time.

I remind members that every second
Wednesday we have grievances and on 8 October
a motion was moved criticising the actions that
had been taken in the Art Gallery. The member
for Gosnells. moved that motion and took 49
minutes to do so. The Minister for Cultural
Affairs took 52 minutes to reply, and once again

Ayes
Mrs Cr4ig
Mr Spriggs
Mr Clarco
Mr Mensaros
Mr MacKinnon
Motion thus passed
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led us up various paths which were mostly
unrelated to the content of the motion.

That motion was followed by a motion on the
Fremantle-Perth railway passenger service. That
motion also was debated on 15 October. In the
period I have mentioned members or' the
Opposition spoke for 100 minutes, and the
members of the National Party spoke for 19
minutes and Government members spoke for 224
minutes. That is almost double the time taken by
the members of the Opposition and other private
members when dealing with matters which can be
debated in that precious time allocated to private
members.

Mr Cowan: Are you speaking of Ministers or
Government back-benchers?

Mr DAVIES: I am speaking of all Government
members. The Minister for Transport in that first
week took 66 minutes of the time available and
Filibustered until 9.00 p.m. We were unable to
obtain an adjournment or finish debating the
matter.

Many of the members of the Minister
Transport's party expressed their disgust at
way he acted on that occasion.

for
the

Mr Sodenian: Who did?
Mr DAVIES: They apologised-
Mr Sodemnan: Who were they? Name them.
Mr Rushton: That is untrue. Rubbish!
M r Sodeman: Name the members.
Mr Rushton: It is very easy for you to say that.

It is totally untrue.
Mr DAVIES: Would members like me to name

them? I do not think I should betray that
con fidence, but at least three members on the
Government side expressed their disgust, and one
was a very senior member in the Government. He
apologised for the behaviour of the Minister for
Transport.

Mr Rushton: You are still going on with
nonsense.

Mr DAV IES: I am not prepared to betray that
conf idence.

Mr Rushton: You do when you feel like it.
Mr DAVIES: I have never betrayed the

confidence of anyone in this House, and if that is
the Minister for Transport's standard, then he
should not judge others by himself. Do not judge
me by his standards.

The fact remains that the Minister for
Transport bored us to tears with speeches which
totalled 117 minutes in time.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There is another
example here where we have the member for
Gosnells and the Minister for Transport engaging
in a cross-Chamber conversation. That is not
acceptable.

Mr DAVIES: On that occasion, we could not
hear much of what the Minister for Transport
said, but his speech did nothing to raise the
standard of debate in this Parliament.

The matter under debate was very important; it
dealt with the Fremantle-Perth railway and
Government members spoke for a total of 224
minutes. The members of the Opposition spoke
for a total of 100 minutes, and the National Party
members spoke for 19 minutes. That is how our
private members' time was absorbed and that is
the reason for the Opposition's disappointment
and unhappiness about the situation.

The time allocated to us is most important,
especially when we are discussing matters of great
concern.

On, several occasions tonight the Speaker
requested the Minister to desist from making a
repetitious speech. The Minister for Cultural
Affairs was asked to desist, but it was quite
apparent from the aside we heard across the
Chamber that he intended to filibuster until
9.00 p.m. so that the matter would not be brought
to a vote.

I cannot understand why the Premier does not
want this motion to go to a vote tonight. I should
imagine that the sooner this disgraceful episode is
behind the Minister the happier he will be.
However, the Premier seems prepared to let it
drag on for another week when it will be brought
to the top of the notice paper again. Already one
member who has a notice of motion on the notice
paper wants that motion brought forward.

Let me tell the Premier that if this is the way
we are going to continue with private members'
day, we will go down the notice paper and that
will be it. The fact remains, this is a matter of
such serious import that it should be debated out
tonight. I have said that we are prepared to stay
here to see the sun come up if that is the wish of
the Government. It has kept us here on other
occasions. The new hours for private members'
business have become completely unacceptable
because the control of the debate has been taken
away by Government members when it should be
with the Qppositidn.

Let me remind the House that on one other
occasion we had to adjourn the House to take part
in the annual general meeting of the Joint House
Committee which was poorly programmed for the
middle of an afternoon's parliamentary session.
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We were informed by the Government that as
some of our members were on the committee we
would have to share the blame for the timetable,
but, as I understand it, it was left up to the
officers to make a decision and to discuss with the
Premier the date and time of the meeting. The
fact remains that we suspended for some 40
minutes or so for that meeting, and as a result of
that the Government felt obliged to extend private
members' time by half an hour. We were grateful
for that, but it shows how unworkable the hours
are and what a predicament this Parliament can
finish up in if, as I understand it, further
restrictions are to be placed on private members'
day in a few weeks' time.

I think there is now more Opposition business
on the notice paper than there is Government
business; and yet we will find we will be further
restricted when we should be having additional
time.

To be fair to the Premier he said that during
the concluding weeks of the Parliament he would
try to arrange for time to be set aside for matters
to be discussed. However, that is getting away
from the points I made tonight and upon which I
will conclude; this is a serious matter. If the
Government has any pride in its Ministers and if
the Minister has any pride in himself the
Government and the Minister would want to see a
conclusion to this matter before we go home
tonight.

MR COWAN (Merredin) (9.18 p.m.]: I
formally second the motion, and I thank the
Leader of the Opposition for showing his
experience and producing the correct motion
which I had intended to move. However, it gives
me a great deal of pleasure to be able to second it.

1 would like to say right from the very
beginning that this is a far more appropriate
motion to be debating in relation to private
members' business than a motion dissenting from
youip ruling, Mr Speaker. It is far more
appropriate from the point of view of members of
the National Party.

Early in the year the Premier and the Leader of
the Opposition discussed the hours of sitting for
private members' day. It was decided that by
arrangement some provisional hours would be
arrived at to give us more reasonable sessional
times. I thought this was worth trying as an
experiment, but in this provisional period the
change of Sessional Orders has resulted in the
curtailment of private members' business. If this
continues we will find ourselves in a situation
similar to the one prevailing in the Federal

Parliament where there is no provision for private
members' day.

1 would like to use this opportunity to remind
members that they are legislators. Regrettably
they have abrogated that right and responsibility
to the Executive, to wit, the Government. No-one
but the Government introduces legislation in this
place, and that is something about which every
member can feel alarm. Everyone has forfeited
his right as an elected representative of this place
to be a legislator. No longer do we legislate, and
now we have the situation on
Wednesdays-traditionally private members' day
when motions dealing with matters of importance
can be brought before the House--where the
Government, through these new sessional hours,
has curtailed the opportunity for Opposition
members, and even for back-bench members of
the Government, to bring to this House matters of
vital importance to them and to the people they
represent. We have a golden opportunity here for
the Government to demonstrate that it is sensible
and proper to allow members of the Parliament to
do something they should do rather than just
follow along with the demands made on them by
the Government. We support the motion.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [9.22 p.m.]: It seems
to me that the Government is making an attempt
to abuse the forms of the House to deprive me of
the right of reply in regard to the motion I moved.

Sir Charles Court: You'll get plenty of
opportunity, my boy.

Mr PEARCE: I am sick of the Premier using
the phrase "my son". I would not be the Premier's
son in a fit.

Sir Charles Court: You wouldn't have the
chance.

Mr PEARCE: I have been patron ised by a
number of people around the place, and I find it
very offensive.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: If I am to be given a right of

reply it means that it is the Government's
intention to leave this motion of no confidence in
a Minister hanging on for at least another week.

I was able to present the material in support of
my motion in about 45 minutes. I do not expect
the Minister for Education to achieve the same
high standard of conciseness, and I admit it would
have been reasonable for the Minister to have
taken two or even three times the length of time I
took. However, so far it has taken him six times
that amount of time to reply to my motion. If he
had used that time effectively-that is to say, if

2815



2816 [ASSEMBLY]

he had four hours of material to present in a four-
hour speech-we would not be so concerned with
the way he dealt with the matter. However, it is
patent to all members that in his four-hour speech
there may have been approximately 20 minutes of
material. That is to say, he presented
approximately 20 minutes of material 12 times
over.

The question is then: Is the Minister sincere in
taking four hours and then more time next week
to defend himself or is he simply filibustering like
mad to get through to the 9.00 p.m. limit?

I agree with my leader that at the beginning of
the session the Opposition concurred in the
proposition put forward for new sitting hours
including a 9.00 p.m. cut-off time for private
members' business on Wednesdays.

When we agreed to that proposition, naturally
we assumed the Government would approach the
matter reasonably. However, on three occasions in
the last four weeks we have seen Ministers
filibustering to use up the majority of the time
available for private members. On two of those
three occasions Ministers have talked the time
out, and on both those occasions they did so in
order to avoid a vote on a motion.

It has been no secret around the place that the
Minister for Transport's remarkably boring
address when the Fremantle-Perth railway motion
was discussed was to avoid a vote so that the
Government could have another week to work on
the member for Moore. What has happened this
time around is that the Minister for Education
has talked the time out until 9.00 p.m. either to
deprive me of a right of reply, to deprive me and
the member for Ascot of the opportunity to speak
after the Minister, or more likely, to stall off a
vote again.

The Premier has now put the proposition to the
Opposition that private members' business should
commence at 2.15 p.m. on Wednesday and finish
at 6.15 p.m. This motion will hang over till next
week, and there will be only four hours available.
The Premier has insisted that we deal with third
readings first, and members will remember that
question time will cut the period down still
further. So there will be hardly any time left for
private members' business after this week.
Therefore, why should we feel obliged to make
available to the Minister another hour or two to
add to his four hours of pontification, repetition,
and useless waffle?

A very serious question is raised about the
Premier's attitude to the whole business. If he
were sincere in saying to the House that a
Minister's whole career is at stake in this motion,

that it is a very serious motion and the
Government wants to give the Minister all the
time he needs to defend himself, and perhaps to
have the Premier defend him, the corollary is that
the Premier will vote for this motion to allow the
Opposition members and the Minister to debate
the matter fully on the day the attack was made.

If the Premier is not misleading us when he
says it is important that the Minister has an
adequate opportunity to reply, he will agree with
this motion. The Premier told us that one can call
a man a thief in a second and it takes a lifetime to
expunge the stain. The Premier is being unfair to
the Minister by not allowing him to continue his
remarks.

Tomorrow's Press will contain a report of the
motion, so why is the Minister being prevented
from completing his reply?

Mr Barnett: The Premier wants to get to bed.
He wants to put his little night cap on.

Mr PEARCE: The Opposition has made it
quite clear that we are prepared to debate this
matter through to the vote. Then the Minister can
speak for as long as he likes, and any other
member can support the Minister or support the
motion I have moved.

Limits on private members' business can hardly
be justified on the ground that there is a heavy
load of Government business on the notice paper.
Under the new arrangements we have not often
continued through to the scheduled 11.00 p.m.
stopping time because the Government has had
insufficient business to keep the House running
after 9.00 p.m. Now the Premier is saying that
private members' time should be curtailed even
further. It has been completely disrupted by
lengthy and unwarranted ministerial statements,
and now it is to make way for this light
Government programme. The Opposition is
placed in a totally unfair situation. The
Government is not taking seriously a motion of no
confidence in the Minister. I suggest it is
unprecedented in the annals of this House that
the Government should itself Postpone a vote on a
no confidence motion in a Minister, and, indeed,
curtail the Minister's reply.

Why is this Government taking this
unprecedented action? Is it because it is afraid of
the result of the vote, or more l ikely, is i t af ra id of
what may yet be said by members on this side of
the House in discussing the motion?

The Government has not covered itself with
honour in today's debate, but certainly it has
shown a considerable degree of consistency.
Private members' day has been disrupted almost
since the time this session began.
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I make the point which my leader and the
member for Ascot made: in disrupting private
members' business like this, the Government is
taking a heavy load on itself. The Premier knows
very well that simply by using the forms of this
House, an Opposition which is not prepared to co-
operate with the Government, could disrupt
totally the business of the House on Government
days. It would be no more difficult for us to
disrupt Government business than it has been for
Ministers to disrupt private members' business.
For example, we could seek to divide on every
motion to introduce a Bill, and we could divide on
every reading of a Dill. We could seek to speak on
every stage of a Bill. We could use the forms of
the House on Tuesdays and Thursdays to disrupt
Government business as the Government has used
the forms of the House to disrupt private
members' business on Wednesdays, The
Government is risking having that happen from
this evening on if it persists in this sort of attitude.

I do not imagine we will get much rethinking
from the old heads-I will not say "wise heads";
perhaps I could use a reverse patronising
expression, the "fathers" of this place-on the
front bench this evening. However, I hope that in
the cold light of morning they will reconsider the
unconscionable attitude they have adopted to
private members' business, and the whole question
of the revised hours of Parliament. I would hope
they will understand their sins. If they want to
avoid the same thing happening to them on some
future occasion, I hope they will have the sense to
enter into a proper agreement with the Opposition
as to the way in which private members' day is to
be conducted.

Mr SHALDERS: I move-

That the House do now divide.

Motion put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
M r Grayden
M r Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance

Ayes 22
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Shalders

Mr Earnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mir Davies
Mr E-T. Evans
Mr Harman
Mr Hodge

Ayes
Mrs Craig
Mr Spriggs
Mr Clarko
Mr Mensaros
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Young

Noes 19
Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Mclver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skid more
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bateman

Pains
Noes

Mr Grill
Mr Hi. D. Evans
Mr T. J. Burke
Mr B.T. Burke
MT Wilson
Mr Jamieson

(Teller)

Motion thus passed.

Motion (suspension of Sessional Orders) put
and a division taken with the following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Carr
Mr Cowan
Mr Davies
Mr E. T. Evans
Mr Harman
Mr Kodge

Mr Blaikic
Sir Charles Court
Mr Coyne
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr H-assell
Mr H-erzfeld
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance

Ayes
Mr Grill
Mr H4. D. Evans
Mr T.J. Burke
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr Wilson
Mr Jiamieson

Ayes 19
Mr T. H-. Jones
Mr Melver
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Bateman

Noes 22
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr Rushton
Mr Sibson
Mr Sodeman
Mr Trethowan
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
M r Shalders

Pairs

Noes
Mrs Craig
Mr Spriggs
MrClarko
Mr Mensaros
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Young

(Teller)

(Teller)

(Teller) Motion thus negatived.
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Debate Resumed
Leave to Continue Speech

Mr (JRAYDEN: I move-
That I be given leave to continue my

speech at a later stage.
Motion put and passed.
Debate thus adjourned.

THEE SALVATION ARMY

Appreciation of Service: Motion

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
j9.38 p.mn.]: I move--

The Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia records its
appreciation of 100 years of dedicated service
by The Salvation Army to the people of
Australia.

We record that, during countless times in
this 100 years. The Salvation Army, through
its unswerving commitment to the less
fortunate, has come forward through its
members to render succour, give
encouragement and refuge in the best
Christian traditions to those who might
otherwise have been left friendless and
without help.

We request Mr Speaker to convey this
expression of appreciation to The Salvation
Army Divisional Commander in this State,
as well as to the National and International
Headquarters.

During the 21 years I have been in this House,
many motions have been moved regarding
individual people, some lauding their
achievements and contributions, others expressing
regret on their passing and the like. There have
been motions of sympathy with nations and
communities which have suffered disaster.

However, I cannot recall when the Parliament
has moved a motion expressing appreciation to an
organisation. There is probably a very good
reason for this. It comes quickly to my mind that
there normally would be some concern about
moving a motion of this kind because it might
unfortunately touch on a discordant or
controversial note. However, I believe that of all
the organisations known to us in this Chamber,
there is one which would be without contention,
and which has been applauded by all for the
tremendous contribution it has made to the people
of our State and of our nation.

These people, as members of The Salvation
Army, give of their time and talents in a most
extraordinary manner and in a very selfless way.

They are the product of an organisation started
by one William Booth in the nineteenth century.
He, like people of his kind, started in a very
humble way. In fact, he started by joining up with
some others in an open-air type of situation. He
graduated to a tent, and from there this great
world-wide movement has developed; It has
moved into some 89 countries where over 100
different languages are spoken. That in itself is a
tremendous achievement.

It is appropriate that as we commemorate and
record our appreciation of too years of service in
Australia we remember it was not always easy for
The Salvation Army. In their early days they
experienced great trials and tribulations, great
opposition, abuse, ridicule and physical hurt.
However, because of their commitment to the
faith, and to what they believed in, they were
content to carry out their work throughout the
more than 100 years since the organisation was
founded, and during the whole of the 100 years
since it has been in Australia.

It is to its great credit that whether it be in
times of peace or war, The Salvation Army has
made its contribution. Those of us who are ex-
servicemen know the tremendous contribution
made by the officers of The Salvation Army. We
recall the humble, friendly way in -which they
brought comfort and succour to soldiers away on
service. They gave that help in their own special
way, and ex-servicemen are universal in their
praise of what-was done by those people of The
Salvation Army.

In times of peace, of course, they go about their
work in a multitude of ways. They do not stay in
the cities; they go out into the highways and
byways. Their contribution in the early days in
Kalgoorlie and other remote areas-they were
real frontier towns in those days-was
monumental. Today, we see their work spread
from Esperance, through Albany, Bunbury and
up to Port Hedland. In fact, wherever they are
needed, they are prepared to go.

Officers of The Salvation Army do not remain
inside their citadels and halls to do their work.
They go out into the streets and into any place,
where there is squalor and distress. They confront
people who are desperate, destitute, impoverished
and friendless; people from br6ken homes; people
who are affected by alcohol or drugs. Whether
they be young or old, The Salvation Army faces
up to this situation.

A lot of their work is unpleasant, but they do it
with a cheerfulness which amazes us. The
simplicity and the sincerity of the way in which
they go about their work always captivates my
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heart and imagination. We all feel very humble
when we see these people going about their work.
In fact, I would say they re-enact almost daily the
story of the Good Samaritan: They are the people
who, when others walk by and leave people dirty.
destitute and friendless in the gutter, pick them
up and give them help. This is something on
which we cannot put a price.

They also set a marvellous example because
they are great self-help people. The Leader of the
Opposition would know from his experience in the
Ministry that when they come to a Government
ror some assistance with one of their projects,
they never say. "What will you do for us?" They
come along and tell us what they have done for
themselves and what they are going to do. One
reels that whatever one contributes, whether it be
on behalf of the taxpayer or on behalf of oneself
as an individual, the money will be put to good
use to supplement an effort and commitment
which has already been made.

One can see this when one looks at the Red
Shield Appeal. The amount of the contribution
made by members of The Salvation Army Corps
is quite remarkable. Its performance is quite
unique. Is it any wonder it gets such a tremendous
amount of support when it calls for people to
doorknock and generally assist. I understand that
5 000 People rallied to the cause; people of all
denominations, of all types, or all creeds. The
appeal raised a record amount of something like
$481 000. That in itself is testimony that Within
the community there is an understanding and
appreciation of the army's work and of the
simplicity and sincerity with which its members
go about their great Christian work.

So, it is my great honour to move this motion to
record our appreciation of the work done by The
Salvation Army over the past 100 years. I have
discussed the matter with the Leader of the
Opposition and he will be seeking to support my
remarks. The best way I can conclude in moving
this motion is to repeat that well-known phrase
"Thank God ror the Salvos".

MR DAVIES (Victoria Park-Leader of the
Opposition) [9.47 p.m.]: People might have
gathered that at times the Premier and I do not
always agree. This is one occasion when we do
agree most heartily, and I am happy indeed to
endorse the sentiments and the content of the
motion the Premier has moved and the remarks
he has made.

It is very pleasing to be able to welcome to our
Parliament-not our Parliament, to the
Parliament of the State, the people's
IHouse-members of The Salvation Army Corps.

They should be able to take pride in bearing the
Parliament-I am sure the Premier and I speak
for all members of the IHouse--express
appreciation the work they have done in this State
over the last 100 years.

The Salvation Army has been subject to the
butt of jokes; it has been the subject of plays,
musical comedies, and films. Above all, members
of The Salvation Army have been resolute and
have stuck to their principles when lesser people
might have capitulated. It is to tbeir credit that
they hold such a distinguished and bonoured place
in our community today.

It was in 1865 that William Booth and his wife
Catherine started their evangelical preaching.
They were two good people that my church lost.
William Booth was a Wesleyan who went another
way. It is a matter of great regret perhaps to
Methodists, but certainly a matter of rejoicing to
the people of the world generally, particularly in
the countries where The Salvation Army is
established, because The Salvation Army is such
a force for good.

As I said, it has been the butt of some
unpleasant jokes and certain unpleasant actions at
times. Perhaps in congratulating the army on its
100 years in Australia we might in some way
atone for some of the unkind things it has had to
put up with over the years.

It has always stuck very strongly to its religious
principles. Indeed, at one time there was an
argument as to whether it was going too much
one way or the other; but I think most of us would
be very happy with the end result. Its religion
should be well known to us all. Its welfare work is
legend.

Booth did not just want to save the souls of the
bodies to whom he was preaching; he wanted to
make them comfortable as they went on their
way. He made three visits to Australia, the first in
1891. As a result of that visit the army was set up
in several zones. It was during this visit that
Booth commissioned a staff captain named
Knight to come to Western Australia and start
organising things here and to set up the Red
Shield.

From The Cyclopedia of Western Australia
which was published in 1912 the following
reference can be found to the army's early days in
this State, and I quote as follows-

After meeting a little opposition, which
was speedily Overcome by practical work, the
staff captain fully accomplished his mission
and army operations were firmly established.

I think that is underestimating the barrage of
persecution and opposition the army suffered at
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that time. There was one group of larrikins known
as the skeleton army whose sole purpose seemed
co be to disrupt the meetings organised by The
Salvation Army. Indeed, local councils on
occasions fined the members of the army for
wearing uniforms, parading in streets, and singing
hymns. That brings us up to date with regard to
people being persecuted for marching in the Street
and singing hymns; it was only in a recent session
of P'arliament that the Parliament banned the
singing of hymns on Fremantle wharf. History
has repeated itself.

Over the decades, the work the army has done
has earned it the greatest respect. It was entitled
to that respect before it actually received it; but
the fact remains it has been entitled to it for a
long time and it is now being accorded its rightful
respect.

In 1898 the army set up its First home in
Western Australia, capable of accommodating 22
people. The reason for its setting up the home is
partly recorded in The Cyclopedia of Western
Australia. It gave the background to the opening
of the home in this way-

The all too free and easy life of those days
(1898-only 14 years before the publication
of the cyclopedia) had told its own tale upon
the virtues of many who had failed to count
the cost of error.

I suppose that is very true of today, just as much
as it was then. There are people who need
assistance because they rail to count the cost of
error.

As the Premier has said, the army has looked
after the forgotten, the under privileged, the
overlooked, the hobo, and the person suffering
from stress in its many guises. What is more, the
army has taken up this work gladly. It would be
the main force in looking after the forgotten and
under privileged groups today.

One matter for which the army is very famous
but which is not often mentioned is that it was
responsible for one of the first moving pictures
presented in Australia. It was the very famous
"Soldiers of the Cross", which was a mixture of
moving film and slides. It was produced for the
purpose of raising funds for the army, which
reinforces the Premier's comment that it is always
prepared to help itself. Even at the turn of the
century its members were doing exactly that.

It is only right that we place on record the
community's appreciation of the army's work. In
doing so we should acknowledge our debt to The
Salvation Army for what it has done and we
should acknowledge the stupidity and bigotry of
our ancestors who greeted decent, compassionate

and dedicated men and women of the army with
such unthinking and uncaring hostility. I think it
is safe to say that bigotry and hostility towards
the army do not exist today; it is unthinkable that
they should.

Perhaps I could conclude by referring again to
the 1912 edition of The Cyclopedia of Western
Australia which concluded its entry on The
Salvation Army as follows-

The devotion and self-sacrifice continually
manifested by the officers prove that the
spirit which first moved them to leave their
all to carry on this great work has not
lessened.

That comment is just as true in Western
Australia and Australia now as it was in 1865,
1891 and 1912.

On behalf of the Opposition I am honoured to
have the opportunity to second the motion moved
by the Premier.

MR COWAN (Merredin) [9.54 p.m.]: I
consider it a privilege to be able to speak
personally and on behalf of the National Party in
support of the motion moved by the Premier. The
Salvation Army is universally accepted and
respected, and I am very grateful to be here and
to be able to support the Premier's motion
relating to the work of The Salvation Army.

Question put and passed.

INDUSTRIAL TRAINING
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for

Labour and Industry) [9.55 p.m.J: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The amendments contained in the Bill have been
considered, and in some cases instigated, by the
Industrial Training Advisory Council. That
council consists of employer, trade union, and
Government representatives.

The Industrial Training Act 1975 has been in
operation since February 1978. Some deficiencies
have been found in its operation since that time.
Additionally, in the annual report of the Chief
Industrial Commissioner for the year ended 30
June 1979, it was reported, and I quote-

The commission questions whether it needs
now to be the arbiter of applications brought
before it under the Industrial Training Act,
1975, and repeats its views published in the
report for the year July 1, 1974 to June 30,
1975 wherein it said:
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"That Act (the then proposed
Industrial Training Act) and the new
body it will constitute and which so far
as the commission is concerned is the
sole province of the parties to the
system, could well contemplate the
creation of an apprenticeship
administration, which within itself is a
complete unit not subject to the physical
fragmentation of the existing
administration."

With the passage of nearly I8 months
since the Industrial Training Act became
operative with its proclamation on the 6th
day of February, 1978, the administrative
processes seem to have been established and
function to the point where all apprenticeship
matters can be accommodated including
those now residing with the commission.

The commission also suggests that the
Division of Industrial Training be given the
authority to refuse applications for persons to
be registered as apprentices.

The right to object to the employment of a
person as an apprentice presently by virtue of
regulation 7 of the regulations lies only with
a registered union of workers or employers.

Experience shows that such rights are
rarely exercised, yet the commission has
become aware during other proceedings of
inadequacies in training potential of both
employers and apprentices well into an
apprenticeship term.

The proposed amendments relate to apprentices
and other persons undertaking industrial training.

Apart from those matters mentioned above,
other provisions of the Act which will be
administered by the Division of Industrial
Training relate to the hearing and determination
of differences between the parties to the
agreement. In some cases a right of appeal
against decisions of the director to a single
industrial commissioner will be available.

Power will also be given to the director to
delegate any of his powers or duties under the
Act. This is considered necessary in order to
overcome the increased volume of work which the
amendments will generate within the division.

it sometimes transpires that when an employer
has a shortage of work or is in Financial
difficulties, he may be able to employ an
apprentice on a reduced time basis-for example,
three days per week-rather than have the
agreement suspended or cancelled. This
alternative will ensure some continuity of the
apprentice's training.

Experience has shown that some employers are
unable to train an apprentice properly. This may
be because of insufficient facilities, lack of
tradesmen, or the employer may have a bad
record in training apprentices. Provision is
therefore to be made for the director to have the
power to approve or refuse such employers
employing an apprentice. A right of appeal will
exist against the director's decision.

The existing practice and procedure prescribed
in the regulations permits an extension of the
three months' probationary period to six months.
However, section 29 of the Act prescribes only a
three-month probation period with no extension.
An amendment to section 29 is proposed to
validate what happens in practice.

Amendments are proposed also to overcome the
problem whereby some employers continue to
employ persons on probation well in excess of the
probationary period, but neglect to enter into an
agreement. In such cases the parties will be
deemed to have entered into an agreement and be
bound by it.

Technical college training is an integral part of
an apprentice's training. The Act as it presently
stands requires that an apprentice undertake
classes in the trade in which he is being trained.
However, there is no obligation on the employer
to permit the apprentice to attend such classes. A
further anomaly also exists in that country
apprentices who are required in many cases to
undertake correspondence lessons, are not
permitted the equivalent time to complete lessons
as those apprentices who attend technical colleges
during normal working hours.

Proposed amendments will overcome the above
anomalies.

Problems exist also with regard to apprentices
who absent themselves without authority from
technical training classes or fail to complete
correspondence lessons. As I have already
mentioned, the Act requires apprentices to attend
classes or submit correspondence lessons.
However, there is no penalty for failure to do so
other than to repeat the stage of training,
extension, or cancellation of the agreement. In
many cases this would be too harsh a penalty. It is
therefore proposed that the director be
empowered to impose a maximum penalty of $20
where an apprentice fails to attend classes or
submit correspondence lessons.

At present the Act or regulations confers power
for cancellation or suspension of the agreement on
account of misconduct, shortage of work, or
financial difficulty of the employer or
unsatisfactory progress or abandonment of trade
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by the apprentice. However, disputes have arisen
between the parties which did not fall within any
of the abovementioned categories and were not
able to be resolved quickly.

To overcome this difficulty the director is to be
given the authority to cancel or suspend the
agreement where special circumstances exist. The
director will have the power also to authorise the
transfer of an apprentice from one employer to
another as a result of the handing over of
functions previously carried out by the
commission.

Section 40 of the Act is deficient in that it
prescribes a penalty only for a person who
commits an offence. Section 39, however, is the
only section which has an offence-creating
provision and this is confined to matters dealt
with in that section. It is proposed, therefore, to
amend section 40 by including a general offence-
creating provision in respect of contravention of
other provisions in the Act.

Conferences conducted by the director have
had considerable success in resolving problems. It
is considered this success is measurably due to the
informality of the proceedings where the parties
are able frankly to discuss their problems.

It is considered that if the parties resort to the
engagement of legal practitioners to represent
them, the success rate of such conferences could
be affected. Legal practitioners will, therefore, be
excluded from conferences or hearings unless a
question of law is involved or all parties consent to
the appearance of counsel.

In the majority of cases where an agreement
has been suspended, the apprentice will be placed
with another employer with a view to continuing
his training and eventual transfer. The Wording of
section 37 of the Act as it presently stands means
that service for the purpose of apprenticeship
cannot be counted until such time as the transfer
is effected and suspension lifted.

It is considered that this is an unreasonable
provision. The section is to be amended to provide
more flexibility in regard to suspensions and to
regularise practices which are presently in
operation.

Other amendments relate in the main to
procedural matters and to the widening of

regulation-making powers. Two important
matters in the latter category are--

(1) To require probationary apprentices
entering certain trades, such as electrical
installing, to supply medical proof that
they are not suffering from a colour
blindness deficiency.
This is seen as necessary to safeguard
the interests of the community and the
apprentice;

(2) To prescribe the maximum number of
apprentices to be employed in proportion
to the number Of tradesmen employed.
This is to ensure that a satisfactory
standard of training is maintained.

In conclusion, I irould emphasise that the whole
tenor of the amending Bill is to improve the
system of apprenticeship training.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Mr Davies: Have the unions, the employers,

and the Government had a look at the Bill?
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, t he employers, the

unions and the Government are members of the
council.

Mir Davies: Are they all in favour of the Bill?
Mr O'CONNOR: Yes, that is my

understanding.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Parker.

BIULS (3Y RETURNED
I . Hire-Purchase Amendment Bill.
2. Chiropractors Amendment Bill.
3. Liquefied Petroleum Gas Subsidy Bill.

Bills returned from the Council without
amendment.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)

['0.07 p.mn.J: I move-
That the House do now adjourn.

Mr Pearce: What a joke! Thirty-five minutes
after you gagged private members' business you
adjourn the house. Absolutely disgusting!

Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 10ao8 p.m.
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOSPITAL
Fremant. Staff

1226. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is it a fact that pay rises of-
(a) 5 per cent in October 1979;
(b) 3 per cent in January 1980,
were awarded or granted to clerical
employees of the Fremantle Hospital?

(2) If not, what is the case concerning
increases in pay applicable to these
employees?

(3) Is he aware that neither these, nor any
rises in pay, have been paid to the
employees concerned?

(4) What is the reason for this delay?
(5) What will he do to rectify it?
(6) Will he take action to ensure that

similar delays do not occur in future?
Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Yes, except those employees classified

on the A-I range excluded by the
decision of the Industrial Commission.

(2) Any entitlements due to employees on
the A-I range are still being considered
by the commission. Appropriate
increases have been made to all other
employees.

(3) With the exception of employees on the
A-I range, all authorised increases have
been paid.

(4) A decision of the commission is still to
be received on the entitlement of A-I
employees to a pay increase.

(5) Every effort is being made to have the
matter resolved.

(6) Decisions of the Industrial Commission
are outside the control of the Health
portfolio.

POLICE

Christine Anne James: Search of Home

1227. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Is he aware that the Police searched a
home at 14 Escot Road, North Innaloo,
at approximately 3.00 p.m. on Thursday,
23 October 1980?

(2) Was the search made under warrant?

(3) For what reason was the request for a
warrant made by the police, and on
what basis was it issued?

(4) Will he detail the terms of the warrant?
(5) By what section of the Police Force was

the search undertaken?
(6) Is it a fact that when the search was

undertaken, the police officers
concerned gave the house a cursory
glance except for the books, papers, and
files which were there, which items were
carefully perused and in some cases
read?

(7) Is this normal procedure?
(8) Is he aware that the house was occupied

by one Christine Anne James, a
councillor with the "Prisoners Action
Group" and an activist in support of
prison reform?

(9) Is he aware that included amongst the
papers read were confidential letters
from prisoners or former prisoners?

(10) Does the Police Force regard Ms James
as amongst the "social and political
activists" against whom the police were
warned by the Premier?

(11) If "Yes" to (10), could that have been
the reason that they were so interested
in Ms James' personal papers?

(12) Is he concerned at this matter, and will
he have a full inquiry into it?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
(3) (a) Issued to search for drugs,

documents and instruments
associated with drugs.

(b) On information received and
inquiry by police in accordance
with section 94, subsections 3 and 4
of the Police Act.

(4) The warrant empowers police to enter
and search premises and persons found
therein, and to use such force as
necessary to obtain entry and to arrest
where sufficient evidence gained.

(5) CIB Drug Squad.
(6) No, not a cursory glance, normal search

procedures were followed- No abnormal
attention to papers or documents
occurred.

(7) Yes.
(8) The warrant was issued and nominated

Paul Vernon Hermitage who was
present during the search. Hermitage
and Christine Anne James jointly
occupy these premises.
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(9)
(10)

(11)
(1 2)

No.
I am not aware that the Premier has
ever warned the police as described.
Answered by above.
If allegations of improper procedures are
involved and reported an inquiry may be
launched. In the circumstances, no
improper conduct by police appears to
have occurred.

PRISONER

Lionel Crutnenden; Compassionate Leave

1228. Mr PEARCE, to the Chief Secretary:

(1) Did he approve weekend compassionate
leave for Mr Lionel Cruttenden on the
representation of the Deputy Premier?

(2) Was this approval given against the
advice of the Department of
Corrections?

(3) Was Mr Cruttenden recommended for
this leave by the Department of
Corrections?

(4) What conditions attached to this
compassionate leave?

(5) Did Mr Cruttenden hand out Liberal
how-to-vote cards on 18 October?

(6) Was this in breach of the conditions of
his compassionate leave?

(7) Was this action of Mr Cruttenden's
reported to the authorities?

(8) What action has been taken to review
Mr Cruttenden's situation?

(9) What periods of compassionate leave
have been granted to Mr Cruttenden?

Mr HASSELL replied:
(1) Leave of absence for this prisoner to

visit his family 12 hours per month was
approved by the previous Chief
Secretary on ItI May 1977. On 3
February 1978 the then Chief Secretary
approved an increase in the prisoner's
leave of absence programme enabling
him to visit his family twice monthly.
On 12 August 1980 1 approved a further
increase in the prisoner's leave of
absence programme on compassionate
grounds and enabling him to be in the
company of his family each weekend.
The prisoner made application for the
increase in his leave of absence. I
received representations from the
Deputy Premier on the matter. The
approval given was based upon
information supplied by the Department
of Corrections.

(2) and (3) The director advised me of the
policy under the present regulations that
leave for compassionate reasons may be
granted at any stage of a prisoner's
sentence for a specified period.
The decision to approve the prisoner's
increased leave was a decision which
under the Prisons Act and prison
regulations, must he made by me.

(4) (1) That you are permitted to visit either
your wife and family at 491 The Strand
Dianella or your parents at 5 Syden ham
Street, Rivervale (361 6996) on
OVERNIGHT LEAVE between the
hours of 9.00 am. SATURDAY AND
9.00 p.m. SUNDAY.
(2) That you are permitted to travel
with any of the above named in the
metropolitan area during approved home
visits, provided you supply a list of your
proposed movements prior to your leave
and provided you remain in the company
of either of your parents or your wife at
all times.
(3) That you are permitted to drive your
wife's motor vehicle a Ford Escort, Reg.
No. XEA 260 for use as specified by the
other conditions of your leave of
absence.
There are also general standard
conditions which apply to all cases of
Leave of Absence. A copy is supplied to
the member.

(5) The prisoner has admitted that he
handed out Liberal "how-to-vote" cards
on 18 October 1980.

(6) In so far as he was not in the presence of
his wife or parents, the prisoner
breached the conditions of his leave of
absence grant. It was not in itself a
breach of conditions to hand out Liberal
"how-to-vote" cards.

(7) Yes.

(8) The prisoner's leave of absence has been
cancelled.

(9) On 12 August 1980 1 approved this
prisoner's compassionate leave. On 30
August the prisoner commenced his
leave as from 9.00 a.m. until 9.00 p.m.
on 31 August. The prisoner has also had
compassionate leave on each weekend
since then, his last absence being on the
weekend of 18 /19 October 1980.
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HEALTH
Medical Practitioners: Training Posts

1229. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has his attention been drawn to a

statement made by the Royal Australian
College of General Practitioners-The
West Australian 23 October
1980-suggesting that young doctors
should have to do four years ' training
after university before they are allowed
to set up in general practice?

(2) Has he seen the claim made in the same
newspaper article by Dr David Game,
Past President of the Royal Australian
College of General Practitioners, that
young doctors who entered general
practice immediately after one or two
years' hospital internship were likely to
be short On the skills of diagnosis and
preoccupied with, and reliant on,
technology?

(3) Can he confirm that Britain now has a
mandatory four-year post-graduate
course in family medicine?

(4) Is it a fact that it is now the
Government's policy to allow doctors in
this State to enter private practice after
only one year's internship in a public
hospital?

(5) Is he prepared to reconsider his decision
not to allow 27 young doctors to be re-
employed by public hospitals next year
for a further year's training and
experience?

Mr YOU
(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.

NG replied:

(3) Yes, however, it is only mandatory to
practitioners intending to accept a
position of principal or partner in a
practice.

(4) No, where applicable appointments can
be extended subject to the number of
positions available following the
statutory requirements pertaining to
interns.

(5) No, economic and logistic considerations
would preclude any such arrangement.

TRAFFIC: DRIVERS
Licences

1230. Mr HODGE, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:
(1) What type of vehicle is the holder of an

"A"-class licence permitted to drive?
(2) What type of vehicle is the holder of an

"E"-class licence permitted to drive?

(3) Is it a fact that a person with many
years' driving experience and the holder
of an "E"-class driver's licence is
required to apply for a learner driver's
permit and sit for a written test on the
rules of the road if they wish to obtain
an "A"-class driver's licence?

(4) If the answer to (3) is "Yes" will he
explain why a practical test would not
be sufficient and why such a person
should be treated as an inexperienced
driver with no knowledge of the road
rules?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) (i) Any motorcar equipped to seat
eight or less adult
persons-including the
driver-except where the motorcar
comes within class G or class H of
this classification.

(ii) Any motor wagon having
aggregate of 4 350kg or less; and

an

(iii) any tractor-not prime mover
type-aving a tare of 4 572 kg or
less.

(2) Any motorcar fitted with automatic
transmission.

(3) A person holding an "E"-class licence
and wishing to obtain an "A"-class
endorsement may take out a learner's
permit if that person wishes to practise
or take lessons in a vehicle which falls
into the "A"-class category.
The person is required to pass the usual
written test unless such test has been
passed within the previous six months.

(4) The written test is deemed necessary to
assess the applicant's knowledge of
changes which may have taken place in
the Road Traffic Act or regulations
since the first or previous written test
was passed, and to satisfy the
requirements of section 42 (2) (d) of the
Road Traffic Act that the applicant has
a reasonable knowledge of the traffic
laws of the State.

TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
Albany Highway-Station Street Intersection

1231. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport;
(1) In view of the many requests by

pedestrians and motorists to have a
crossing installed at the T-junction of
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Albany Highway and Station Street.
Cannington, will he have this matter
investigated with a view to implementing
the requests?

(2) If "Yes", when will such an
investigation take place?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) The Main Roads Department is not
aware of any recent requests in relation
to the Albany Highway/Station Street
site. However, the situation will be
reviewed.

(2) Within the next few weeks.
(3) Answered by (2).

LAND
Hampton Areas fly. Ltd.

1232. Mr E. T. EVANS, to the Minister for
Mines:

With reference to question Ill of 1980
relevant to Hampton Areas Pty. Ltd.
and its land rights, is it not a fact that
the company owns the rights to gold,
silver, and precious metals as well as all
minerals?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

I amr not awara of any company called
Hampton Areas Pty. Ltd., although
Hampton Gold Mining Areas Ltd. is the
registered proprietor of 17 separate
locations in the eastern goldfields, and
Hampton Trust Ltd. is the registered
proprietor of two locations in the same
vicinity.

The Crown grants issued in respect of
these locations contain the usual
reservation of gold, silver and precious
metals. However, by virtue of the
Mining on Private Property Act, 1898,
and an agreement dated 18 June 1890
the registered proprietor was granted a
Permit to work all the metals reserved
by the Crown grants.

1233. This question was postponed.

TRAFFIC

Albany Highway
1234. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for

Police and Traffic:

(1) As it has been recorded by the Main
Roads Department that the section of
Albany Highway through Cannington is
the busiest main road section in
Australia, will he consider introducing
regulations prohibiting slow moving
vehicles, such as rollers, graders, front-
end loaders, and the like, from using this
road in the peak hour traffic periods?

(2) If not, why not?

Mr HASSELL replied:

(1) No. Not in isolation.

(2) The question of slow moving vehicles
has been discussed by the Road Traffic
Authority on various occasions since
February 1918. Many, but not all, of
these vehicles have a conditional licence
which prohibits movement during peak
hours, however identification poses a
problem and to stop suspected vehicles
would intensify the hold up of normal
traffic.

A proposal to ban all such vehicles from
major roads during peak hours was
circulated to local authorities and
contractors in February 1979 and met
with considerable opposition. It was
decided that voluntary ca-operation of
all Operators should be sought and a
letter requesting this was forwarded on
21 May 1979.

In respect of the Albany Highway, the
strongest opposition to a proposed ban
was received from the Town of Canning.

TRAFFIC: PEDESTRIAN CROSSING
Albany Highway

1235. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) In view of the continual number of
reported accidents and near-misses on
Albany Highway between Cecil Avenue
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and Nicholson Road, Cannington, will
he advise what action his department is
taking to expedite the implementation of
either a zebra crosswalk or walkover at
the Carousel location in Albany
Highway to alleviate the pedestrian
accident problem?

(2) Will he further advise what co-operation
he is receiving from the City of Canning
Council, who had a deputation to him
several months ago regarding this same
problem?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) to (3) The Main Roads Department is
investigating an alternative site for a
pedestrian overbridge at the Carousel
site after Tawarri Nty Ltd (Carousel
developers) had objected to land
resumption requirements associated with
the site first selected.

Because of the delays ini obtaining
agreement to the above the MRD has
been further examining at grade
protection.

Close liaison is being maintained with
council.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Bakca ta

1236. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to tbe Minister for
Education:

(1) Does he recall my representations
regarding the need for gas heaters at the
Balcatta Primary School?

(2) Can he please advise the priority
attaching to this need and when the
school might reasonably expect the
heaters to be installed?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) The school has been listed for

installation of gas heaters and depending
on the funding situation the works will
be carried out as j'on as possible.

RAILWAYS
Railcars

1237. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for
Tra nsport:

With respect to new railcars being
acquired for Westrail, does the design of
the cars make any special provision for
disabled people and, if so, what?

Mr RUSHTON replied:
The design is generally in accordance
with Australian urban passenger train
standards and includes such features as
wide double doors and internal hand
rails.
Westrail staff assist any disabled people
travelling on its services wherever
practicable.

WATER RESOURCES
Metropolitan Water Board: Mr W. H. Cough

1238. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) When was Mr W. H. Clough appointed
to the Metropolitan Water Board?

(2) Since his appointment, have any firms
with which he is associated been
awarded contracts by the board?

(3) If so, how was the firm to be engaged to
do the job decided in each case?

(4) What is the -nature of the work
performed or to be performed?

(5) What is the value of each contract?
Mr MENSAROS replied:

(I)
(2)
(3)

I July 1980.
No.
to (5) Not applicable.
I would like to state, however, that the
question of interest was brought up by
Mr Clough himself when I discussed his
proposed appointment with him. My
view was, and is, that virtually any
engineer, having worth-while experience
in hydrological matters pertaining to the
board and which in turn qualifies him to
be a useful, contributing member, would
have-at some time or other-business
interests with the board. If matters of
such interest are discussed, the
respective member declares his interest
and withdraws -from the deliberations
and decision-making of the board.
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CEMETERY
Karrakatta

1239. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Are there special sections within the

Karrakatta Cemetery Car the burial of
members of the Polish and Lithuanian
communities?

(2) What are the charges for a plot in
Karrakatta Cemetery?

(3) Are the charges the same in the Polish
and Lithuanian sections as in other
equivalent sections?

(4) If "No" to (3), what are the reasons for
the differences?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Portions of the Roman Catholic sections

of Karrakatta Cemetery have been
reserved for the burial of members of
the Polish community. No separate area
is reserved for the Lithuanian
community.

(2) Traditional Headstone Areas-
Ordinary grave........... $200
(Allocated by the board)
Reserved grave........... $270
(Selected by applicant)

Lawn areas-
Ordinary grave........... $230
Reserved grave........... $330

(3) The fees charged for graves in the Polish
portions of the Roman Catholic sections
are the fees applying to reserved graves
and are the same as the fees charged in
other sections where the grave site is
selected by the applicant.

(4) Answered by (3).

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY
Power Stations: Projected Facilities

1240. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Fuel and
Energy:
(1) In the State Energy Commission reports

ftp 68, ftp 95 and ftp 95/I, the
projected annual primary energy
demand for State Energy Commission
power generation for 20 years hence
from the category listed as "Solar" in
Rp 68 and as "Solar and Other" in Rp
95 and Rp 95/1, is-
(a) 0
(b) 57.4
(c) 22.0

Pi
P1
Pi

in
in
in

what extra power generating facilities,
using what energy source, and of what
power rating, were envisaged to account
for the increase from 0 PJ in ftp 68 to
57.4 PJ in ftp 95?

(2) Which of these extra facilities, using
what energy source and of what power
rating, were envisaged not to be built, to
account for the reduction from 57.4 PJ
in Rp 95 to 22 PJ in ftp 95/1I?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:

(1)

Rp 68;
Rp 95;
ftp 95/ 1:

and (2) The Energy Commission's fuel
demand reports, produced annually,
forecast primary energy demand for
Western Australia for both transport
and non-transport purposes, up to 20
years ahead. The power generation
sector represents one section only of the
non-transport fuel demand. The reports
are general in nature and distributed
widely throughout Australia to provide a
broad overview of the energy situation in
Western Australia at the present time,
and that expected in future years.

In report RP6S. produced in March
1978 the Energy Commission's total fuel
demand for power generation was
estimated to be 170 Petajoules (P1) by
1998. In subsequent forecast reports
issued in October 1979 and July 1980
the commission's fuel demand was
reduced to 159 PJ for 1999 and 147 P1
for the year 2000. These reduced
forecasts reflected the general trend to
lower energy use in the community due
to increased fuel prices and greater
attention to energy conservation.

In preparing reports, power generation
from various primary fuels is calculated,
taking into account the State's known
coal reserves and their allocation to
various alternative uses. In RP68 the
forecast at that time assumed future
power generation to be based solely on
Collie coal. Reduced forecasts in RP95
allowed for greater industrial use of
Collie coal reserves and the power
generation forecast was adjusted
accordingly to allow for unspecified
alternative energy inputs. No specific
type of power generating facilities were
envisaged for the "non coal" supply.
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In RP95/l, the reduction in "solar and
other" power energy demand reflects the
general downward trend in demand
forecasts. No specific types of power
generation facilities or energy sources
were associated with the reduction.

FUNERAL DIRECTORS
Government Contracts

1241. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

(1) Does the Government have a contract
with a funeral director or funeral
directors for the removal of bodies from
the scenes of murders, suicides, etc.?

(2) If so, who is the contractor or
contractors?

(3) By what means is the contract let and
how often is it reviewed?

(4) By whom is the contract awarded?
(5) What payments are made to the

contractors by the Government?

Mr HASSELL replied:
The State Tender Board has two
contracts for this type of service:
(a) Metropolitan area-

The removal of bodies to the city
morgue within an approximate
radius of 8O kilometres of the city
morgue (contract expires 30/9/8SI).

(b) Country area-
The removal of bodies to morgues
in various country towns within a
radius of ten kilometres of that
town's post office, plus an
allowance of an additional charge
per kilometre for each kilometre of
radius beyond ten kilometres
(contract expires 31/I/8S1).

In reference to (a) the answers are-
(I) Yes.
(2) Bowra and O'Dea.
(3) By tender and annually.
(4) State Tender Board.
(5) Payment at the contract rate of 45c

per removal.
In reference to (b) the answers are-

(1)

(2)
(3)
(4)

Yes. (But only to the town's local
morgue).
Various-94 towns, 24 contractors.
By tender and annually.
State Tender Board.

(5) Various-Nil up to $65 per
removal plus mileage.

Should a murder or sudden death occur
in a country town, the contractor for
that town is expected to carry out his
obligation to pick up and transport to
that town's morgue (end of contract).

Should police require the body to be
removed for a coronial investigation to
Perth, this arrangement, because it is
outside the terms of the contract, is
made by the Police Department.

1242. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL
Chidlow

1243. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has the oval at the Chidlow Primary
school been reticulated, and if so, when
was the work completed?

(2) What is the condition of the playing
surface?

(3) Was a meeting held at the school earlier
this year involving the president of the
parents and citizens' association, the
principal and a departmental
representative at which it was agreed
that the oval would be top dressed and
seeded in September of this year?

(4) What is now proposed to be done to the
oval?

Mr GRAYDEN replied:.

(1) Reticulation was completed in mid-
1979.

(2) At the beginning of 1980 some patches
of sand and gravel were noted.

(3) No meeting has been held with the
President of the Parents and Citizens'
Association present. Departmental and
school representatives did meet earlier
this year.

(4) The school principal is aware that he
must now apply for funds for work on
the oval through his regional office and
has done so. Timing of the
improvements will be determined
through the North East Metropolitan
Regional Office Minor Works
Committee.
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TRANSPORT: TAXIS
Mtindaring

1244. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) What progress has been made towards
granting a restricted taxi operator's
licence in the Mundaring Shire?

(2) When will such a licence be issued?

Mr RUSHTON replied:

(1) The necessary amendment to the Taxi
Control Act has been assented to and
the Board at its meeting on Tuesday, 4
November, will determine a course of
action to issue an appropiate licence.

(2) As soon as possible after formalities
have been met.

DEPARTMENT OF LABOUR AND
INDUSTRY

Hayden Lee Howes. Complaint
1245. Mr HIODGE, to the Minister Car Labour

and Industry:

(I) is it a fact that the Department of
Labour and Industry' received a
complaint alleging that Haden Lee
H-owes, an apprentice cook, had been
underpaid by his employer, the
Lighthouse Inn of Bunbury?

(2) Is it a fact that an inspector from the
Department of Labour and Industry
inspected the time and wages record at
the Lighthouse Inn and discovered that
Haden Lee Howes had been underpaid
by a substantial amount over a long
period of time?

(3) Can he advise precisely the period of
underpayment and the amount
underpaid?

(4) Is it a fact that the department has not
prosecuted the proprietor of the
Lighthouse Inn, Bunbury, for breaching
the award and underpaying wages?

(5) Is it a fact that the Department of
Labour and Industry asked Mr Howes
to sign a deed of release exempting the
Lighthouse Inn from prosecution before
they would give him the wages that were
recovered?

(6) Is it a fact that on one occasion an
inspector from the department visited
Bunbury to hand the recovered wages
over to Mr Howes, but left without
doing so because Mr Howes refused to
sign the deed of release?

(7) Why did the department insist on a deed
of release being signed before giving to
Mr Howes wages that were legally his?

(8) Does the department make a practice of
requiring underpaid persons to sign a
deed of release before giving them any
money that may have been recovered by
the department?

(9) Who drew up the deed of release and
who paid for it.?

(10) Does the Government believe that
justice is done if employers who commit
serious breaches of awards and deprive
employees of their wages are exempted
from prosecution?

(11) Is it a fact that the department insisted
on Mr H-owes signing a deed Of release
which stated that he received from the
Lighthouse Inn $882 gross, less $250
tax, net $632?

(12) Is it a fact that the department only paid
Mr Howes $532?

(13) If the answer to (12) is "Yes", what
happened to the missing $ 100?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) An industrial inspector visited the

Lighthouse Inn in response to a
complaint of the underpayment of
wages. It was found that an
underpayment of wages had occurred.

(3) The underpayment calculated was $882.
This was calculated from a check of
time cards to cover the period I
September 1979 to 13 August 1980.

(4) Yes.

(5) Yes.
(6) The senior industrial inspector spoke to

Mr Howes Sar on Sunday morning 21
September 1980 to inquire if the deed of
release had been signed.

The department previously advised Mr
Howes Snr that his son would have to
sign the deed prior to the cheque being
disbursed to him.
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(7) Due to the incomplete nature of the
records and because Mr H-owes
admitted to an industrial inspector that
he had on occasions "clocked on" before
and "clocked off" after his rostered
hours of work. Therefore the clock cards
would not necessarily be a true
reflection of hours actually worked.

(8) No.
(9) The deed of release was drafted within

the department; however, their future
use is currently under review.

(10) No. Each case is treated on its merits
and in the light of the relevant
circumstances.

(Il) Yes.
(12) Yes. This was due to simple arithmetical

error. A cheque for $532 drawn by the
Lighthouse Motel Pty Ltd was
forwarded to Mr Howes.

(13) The matter is being rectified.

HEALTH: HANDICAPPED PERSONS
International Year of Disabled Persons

1246. Mr H-ODGE, to the Minister for Health:

(1) How much money has the State
Government provided for activities
associated with the International Year
of Disabled Persons?

(2) Is it a fact that the committee
organisinig activities for the
International Year of Disabled Persons
requested $60 000 (or promotional
purposes and only recived $ 10 000?

(3) Does the Government believe that the
organising committee for the
International Year of Disabled Persons
should be required to undertake fund-
raising work in order to raise the
necessary money required to promote
the International Year of Disabled
Persons?

(4) What legislation will the Government be
introducing to improve the quality of life
of people with disabilities, financial,
physical, and Cultural?

(5) Will the Government be introducing
legislation to provide facilities in all
public buildings and places for access by
and accommodation of people with
disabilities?

(6) Will the Government be introducing
legislation to prohibit discrimination
against people with disabilities?

('7) Does the Government have any intention
of expanding health care services for
disabled people or providing special aids
for people suffering disabilities?

(8) Will the Government be taking action to
ensure that there is employment for
people with disabilities both in the
community at large and by providing
sheltered workshops?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1) 5150 000 to cover the period May 1980

(2)
(3)

to April 1982 broken down as follows--
$90000 administration (563 000
salaries; 527000 administration):
$50000 special projects: $10000
promotional purposes.
Yes.
The committee will be seeking
sponsorship for promotion and special
projects. Some fund-raising work will be
undertaken.

(4) to (8) The member appears to have
missed the point of the International
Year of Disabled Persons. The year is
not concerned with Governments setting
up legislative programmes to demand
that the public should follow certain
practices or that certain physical aids to
access be implemented in government'
structures and the like.
The aim of the International Year of
Disabled Persons is to encourage the
general public to understand the
difficulties which confront the disabled
so that they may play a part in helping
disabled persons to be involved in the
normal activities of daily living to as
great a degree as possible.
Emphasis will also be placed on
education for preventive action which
can be taken by individuals to reduce
the occurrence and extent of disability.

HOSPITAL
Freman tle: Doctors

1247. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Health:

(1) With reference to his answer to my
question 1185 of 1980 relevant to staff
doctors at Fremantle Hospital, what
criteria were used to assess the
"performance of the applicant"?

2831



2832 ASSEMBLY)

(2) Will he table an up-to-date copy of the
Western Australian Hospitals Salaries
and Conditions of Service Agreement
1978-Medical Officers?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) Each teaching hospital, including

Fremantle Hospital, maintains
progressive records relating to good
conduct, diligence and efficiency of
junior medical staff. These are used in
conjunction with recommendations
made by senior members of the clinical
staff to decide between the applicants as
to which individual will be successful in
obtaining a post.

(2) Yes, the document is tabled.

The document was ta bled (see paper No. 349).

EM PLOYM ENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT
Building industry

1248. Mr PARKER, to the Minister for Labour
and Industry:

(1) What is the current position with regard
to employment and unemployment in
the building industry in Western
Australia and how has it changed?

(2) What are the prospects for employment
in that industry in Western Australia
over the next 12 or 24 months?

(3) Does the Government expect problems
with the availability of
labour-particularly skilled labour-in
the foreseeable future?

(4) Is the future of the industry in Western
Australia as a whole more promising
than it has been over the past four Or
five years?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:
(1) Figures on numbers unemployed in the

building industry are collected on a
monthly basis by the Department of
Employment and Youth Affairs.
The latest information on numbers
unemployed as at August 29, 1980, is
shown below-

Bricklyers. .............................. 123
Cartpenters ".-....... ..... ........ 356
Fibrous plaster roxen................................. 20
Painiers and paperhangers........................... 2381
PlastCrerS ........................................... 36

otubers ...............1 ................................ 178
Titer,. etc ............ .................................... 92
Other...................... .......................... 84

1 127

It is impossible to determine precisely
numbers in employment as this will vary
daily.
However, the estimated numbers in the
building construction workforce are as
follows-

Bricklayers .....3 000 (estimate)
Carpenters.6000(estitinalc)
Plasterers.......1I5M02 000 (census ligatres)
Plumbers ....... 1800- 000 (Wsimuale)
Titers. ce.....-550 (eatimate)

(2) There has been a recent economic
upturn in the large project construction
sector of the building industry.
This is expected to intensify with the
major gas and alumina developments
proposed over the next five years. This
will have a substantial impact on
building in the cottage industry.

(3) Yes: however, the State Manpower
Planning Committee has produced a
report detailing skills in the metal and
electrical areas which are expected to be
in short supply over the next five years.
The building industry needs are being
kept under review.
Training programmes in the metal and
electrical areas have been introduced to
help rectify the shortage.

(4) Yes.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Mirra booka

1249. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education:

(1) Is he aware that the potential intake
from year 7 classes in four feeder
primary schools into Mirrabooka Senior
High School, has been reduced by 90 in
1978, 60 in 1979 and 36 in 1980, due to
these year 7 childen being directed to
other high schools and that it is
predicted that over 50 year 7 children
from these primary schools will be
directed to other high schools in 1981 ?

(2) Who is responsible for year 7 children
from these primary schools being
directed to other high schools?

(3) Is he or his department concerned about
any detrimental effects of this
".creamning off" of students in reducing
numbers and opportunities at
Mirrabooka Senior High School?
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M r GRAYDEN replied:
(1) and (2) There is a loss between year 7 in

primary schools and intake into most
high schools because students are
enrolled in non-Government secondary
schools, or are accepted into special
programmes or the family moves to a
newer area. These losses do not involve a
direction to another high school.

()A decline in enrolments at the
Mirrabooka Senior High School is a
result of an overall decline in student
numbers in its contributory schools. By
1986 the year 7 numbers in these
schools could total fewer than 170. The
school will need to adjust its educational
programme to these changing
circumstances.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Alirra booka

1250. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for
Education;

(1) Why was the request from Mirrabooka
Senior High School for specialist school
status to provide a special programme in
computing and information processing,
rejected?

(2) In view of the attraction of students
away from this school to other schools
offering specialist courses and more
Comprehensive curriculum grids, is he
willing to have the school's application
for specialist school status reconsidered?

M r G RAYDEN replied:

(I) The request was refused because the
Education Department reels that it
would be inappropriate at this stage to
centralise computing and information
processing programmes in one school. A
number of secondary schools have
comprehensive facilities for studies of
this kind and it is expected that 15
schools will introduce the new course in
general computing in 198 1.

(2) No.

TRAFFIC: RTA
Research and Statistics Division

1251. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic;
(1) How many staff are employed in the

research and statistics division of the
Road Traffic Authority?

(2) What professional qualifications are
held by each staff member in this
division?

(3) What are the salaries paid to each staff
member in this division?

(4) Is there any member of the staff in this
division with professional training and
expertise in the field of traffic
engineering and control?

(5) If "No" to (4), why is technical support
of this category not given a higher
priority?

Mr HASSELL replied;
(1) Four.
(2) Research Officer in Charge

Bachelor of Science (IHons.)
Master of Business Administration

Research Officer
Position Vacant

Assistant Research Officer
Bachelor of Arts

Librarian
Qualified with the Library

Association of the United Kingdom
(3) No.
(4) It is given proper and adequate priority.

Road Traffic Authority research is
directed towards enforcement of traffic
laws, driver and vehicle licensing, and
pyschology of vehicle drivers. Expertise
in the field of traffic engineering and
control is provided by the Main Roads
Department and trained officers of the
traffic patrol.
In a situation not covered by the above,
consultants either private or employed
by tertiary institutions are engaged.

(5) It is given proper and adequate priority.
Road Traffic Authority research is
directed towards enforcement of traffic
laws, driver and vehicle licensing, and
psychology of vehicle drivers. Expertise
in the field of traffic engineering and
control is provided by the Main Roads
Department and trained officers of the
Traffic Patrol.
In a situation not covered by the above,
consultants either private or employed
by tertiary institutions are engaged.
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GRAIN
Oats

1252. Mr MePHARLIN, to the Minister for
Agriculture;

(I) The Government Gazette of 5 December
1975, published an Order-in-Council
declaring that oats be an approved grain
under subsection (2) of section 29 of the
Grain Marketing Act 1975. Is it at the
request of the grain industry that the
order has now been revoked?

(2) If so, what section of the grain industry
requested the action?

(3) Did private dealers make representations
for this move?

(4) Has the Grain Pool protested Strongly
against it?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) The order was revoked at the

request of the Farmers' Union and Co-
operative Bulk Handling Ltd. The
Pastoralists and Graziers Association do
not object to warehousing.

(3) 1 understand one private organisation
evinced some interest in utilising a
facility,

(4) The revocation of the order was not
favoured by the Grain Pool.

BRIDGE
Narrows

1253. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

(1) What studies have been done with
respect to any future need to construct a
second bridge at the Narrows?

(2) What general time scale is set out for
any such project?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) and (2) There are no plans to duplicate

the bridge in the foreseeable future.

TRAFFIC

Kwinana Freeway

1254. Mr TAYLOR, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Will he table any data on estimated
and/or projected traffic flow patterns on
that section of the Kwinana Freeway

between Canning Highway and the
Narrows Bridge?

(2) With respect to such data will he also
indicate at what point on the projections
traffic saturation point will have been
reached?

Mr RUSH-TON replied:
(1) Traffic predictions based on anticipated

population and traffic growth indicate
that the traffic on the Kwinana Freeway
just north of Canning Bridge will be in
the order of 84 000 vehicles per day by
1983 and 98 000 vehicles per day by the
year 2000. For a point just south of the
Judd Street Interchange these forecasts
are 86 000 and 101 00 vehicles per day
respectively.

(2) A six-lane freeway can carry in excess of
these Figures although some congestion
would occur at peak periods.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Na rem been

1255. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Water
Resources:
(I) What is the estimated cost of connecting

the Narembeen District High School to
the town sewerage scheme?

(2) Has money been allocated in the 1980
81 capital works programme or from
any other source to connect the school to
the sewerage scheme?

(3) If not, when will money be made
available?

(4) What is the annual cost of maintaining
the school septic system?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Presently estimated cost is $42 000.
(2) No.
(3) Depending on future availability of

finance.
(4) $200 per annum under present

calculations.
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[Wednesday, 29 October 19801

HOSPITALS
Bruce Rock and Narembeen

1256. Mr COWAN, to the Minister for Health:

(1) Have tenders been called for repairs and
renovations to the-

(a) Bruce Rock Hospital;
(b) Narembeen Hospital?

(2) If "Yes", what is the nature of the Work
to be done and what is the estimated
cost?

(3) If "No", can an indication be given
when work will proceed?

Mr YOUNG replied:
(1) (a) Yes;

(b) no.
(2) Bruce Rock Hospital-upgrading of

kitchen, patient showers/toilets,
conversion of surplus ward
accommodation for secretary's
office/boardroom, essential maintenance
to the hospital and staff quarters,
replacement of necessary floor
coverings, and major maintenance to the
exterior of the frail aged hostel. The
estimate is $175 750.

(3) Narembeen Hospital-contract
documentation is 50 per cent complete
and should be finalised within two
months allowing tenders to be called in
January, 1981.
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