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THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett) took the Chair
at 2.1I5 pm. and read prayers.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN:
ALLEGATIONS

Personal Explanations

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands-Min-
ister for Labour, Productivity and Employ-
ment) [2.18 pm]-by leave: I apologisc for not
giving notice to the Opposition of my intention
to make this personal explanation, but time did
not permit.

Mr MacKinnon: When did you make the de-
cision to make this statement?

Mr PETER DOWDING: As the bells werc
ringing.

I refer to an allegation which I understand
was made yesterday in the Eastern States by Mr
Charles Copemnan, the chief executive of Peko-
Wallserid Ltd and of the Robe River group of
companies. The allegation was reported to me
by a number of journalists and was repeated
today on national television. The statement
was to the effect that I had received Soviet
training for a period of between a year and six
months in the Soviet Union, and he related that
traihiing to my responsibility for industrial
relations. I regard the allegation that I have
been trained by a foreign power and that I have
used that training in the course of my minis-
terial responsibilities as an extremely serious
one.

I categorically deny the truth of the alle-
gation. I gave Mr Copemnan an opportunity on
national television today of withdrawing the
allegation, an opportunity which he declined;
and he asserted further that my parliamentary
and ministerial colleague. David Parker, had
also received such training.

It is extraordinary, harking back to the
I1950s, that allegations of such a serious nature
are made in such an irresponsible fashion.

In the course of a television interview today,
Mr Copemnan said that he could not recall the
name of the person who had given him (he
information and he had no material upon
which to base the allegation other than the as-
sertion which was made to him by the person
whose name he could not recall.

As I have said. I utterly reject it. I regard it as
the height of irresponsibility that such an alle-
gation should be made. I make it absolutely
clear to this House that there is not one tittle of
evidence to support such an allegation, nor the
slightest truth 1o it.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for
Minerals and Energy) [2.22 pmj-by leave: I
join with my colleague, the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment, in
denying the allegations made by Mr Copeman
about him and which are reported in tonight's
Dat/v News and various other places. Journal-
ists also reported the allegation to me.

On the national nine network today. Mr
Copenian also said that I had received between
six and 12 months' training in the Soviet
Union and that I had used that training in the
furtherance of the Government's position in
the Robe River dispute.

On several occasions Mr Copeman was
asked, not only by me and the Minister for
Labour. Productivity and Employment, but
also by the moderator of the programme, Mr
Willesee, to justify that statement.

Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mr PARKER: No.
Mr Copeman refused to reveal the basis of

his allegations, other than that described a few
minutes ago by the Minister for Labour, Pro-
ductivity and Employmnent; and he repeated
that indeed I had received that training and
that I had been in the Soviet Union for between
six and 12 months. There is absolutely no evi-
dence for that allegation, nor is there any
substance to those allegations about which
there is no truth whatsoever.

I join with the Minister for Labour. Pro-
ductivity and Employment in making a categ-
orical denial of any such allegations about me
or anything remotely approaching those aspects
of my history.

Mr Bradshaw: Have you been to Russia?
Mr PARKER: Yes. I will give the House the

three connections that I have with the Soviet
Union. The first connection is that my late wife
and I spent a day and a half in Moscow on our
honeymoon and were shown around as ordi-
nary tourists by a tourist organisation in that
country. Secondly, I transited at the airport in
Moscow for a few hours on my way to Sweden
some years ago, but I did not leave the airport.

The third connection I have-it is one of the
reasons that makes this allegation very unpalat-
able to me-and the major connection, as
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many members would he aware. is that my
mother is Russian and she left the Soviet
Union with her parents in 1932 during one of
the anti-Jewish pogroms. I have very strong
feelings about that country.

They are the only three connections I have
with that country. Mr Copeman refused several
opportunities given to him by the Minister for
Labour, Productivity and Employment. Mr
Willesee. and me to withdraw his allegations
and, indeed, he indicated that he did not be-
lieve our denials of them.

Standing Orders Suspension
MR PEARCE (Armadate-Leader of the

House) [2.25 pm]: I move-
That so much of the Standing Orders be

suspended as is necessary to enable the fol-
lowing motion to be moved:

That this House deplores the unfair
and untrue statement by Mr Charles
Copeman that two Ministers of the
Western Australian Government were
trained in Moscow.

In seeking to suspend Standing Orders in that
way. I indicate to the House that the Govern-
ment does not have, because of the pairing ar-
rangements this afternoon, the numbers to
make this motion pass with the absolute ma-
jority which is required to suspend Standing
Orders.

The Government is putting this proposition
to the House: Firstly, this Parliament should
take a very firm and strong stand and acknowl-
edge. in support of its members on either side
of the House. particularly Ministers of the
Crown. that the level of debate in this com-
munity is not assisted by wild and foolish accu-
sat ions of that kind.

The second aspect, which I think is particu-
larly important and the reason that the Western
Australian Parliament is being asked to make a
declaration on this issue, is that when a senior
Australian businessman says on national tele-
vision that Ministers of any State Government
were trained in Moscow. it is something that
reflects not only on those two people, but also
on the economic standing of that State.

Mr Light foot: 1t reflects that you have been
trying to ruin Peko-Wallsend. You've been try-
ing to rescind its licence.

Mr PEARCE: If the member for Murchison-
Eyre has a view on that subject, he will have an
opportunity to speak to the motion if it is
moved, and he will have his position under-
stood at that time.

The point I am putting to the Parliament is
that in the Government's and my view there
are times when members should put aside div-
isions of party and understand that the
interests of the State come first. An accusation
of this kind, which is immensely damaging to
Western Australia if it has any credibility in
any area, is something which this Parliament
should reject.

I understand quite clearly in moving this mo-
tion that members like the member for
Murchison-Eyre will now have the opportunity
to effectively defeat a Government move, be-
cause I did not take the precaution of ensuring
that members on this side of the House who are
paired were called back, or of cancelling pairs
on the Opposition side. That would have been
improper. The Government is giving the Par-
liament the opportunity to make its position
quite clear on this issue; that is. is it prepared
to have on the front page of newspapers and on
television not only in this State, but also in
other Australian States, a proposition that the
Western Australian Government has two
senior Ministers who were trained in Moscow
and who presumably continue to be operatives
of that country?

If members believe, for party political
reasons, that they wish to support that position.
they will have the opportunity to enforce their
views in the Parliament this afternoon because
of the way in which the numbers are balanced
and because of the need for an absolute ma-
jority. If members are prepared to put the
interests of the State first, they will take
another position.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [2.28 pm]: The Opposition will
not oppose the motion moved by the Leader of
the House, but it is absolutely astounding and
remarkable that the Government wants to
waste precious time of the Parliament to debate
a matter relating to some criticism it faces.

Mark my words, over the next six or seven
sitting days of this Parliament the Opposition
will be subjected to late sittings and to criticism
by the Government that it is trying to frustrate
and delay the proceedings of this Parliament
because of the Government's mismanagement
of this year's legislative programme. To com-
pound that, because of the sensitivity of a
couple of Ministers of the Government to some
criticism, we have to waste more time of the
Parliament to debate a Press report.
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On occasions the Opposition has sought the
permission of the Government to suspend
Standing Orders to debate what it believed
were important issues of the day. From time to
time it has agreed, while not agreeing to the
issue at hand. The Opposition will agree to the
Government's debating the issue, but it is an
absolutely monumental waste of the time of this
Parliament which should be addressing itself to
much more important matters of the day.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [2.29 pm]: The
National Party will not oppose this motion. It
is a serious allegation, and one which should be
handled forthwith.

I trust that in line with what the Leader of
the Opposition has just indicated we will not
take undue time to debate the issue. It is not a
matter that requires a considerable amount of
this Parlianment's time.

If I were in the position of the two Ministers
concerned. I certainly would want to have the
matter cleared forthwith. For these reasons, the
National Party supports the motion.

Question put.
The SPEAKER: To be carried, this motion

requires an absolutely majority. I have counted
the H-ouse; and, there being no dissentient
voice. I declare the question carried.

Question thus passed.

Motion
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the

House) [2.31 pm]: I appreciate the indulgence
of the House in this matter.

M r Lewis:) Just remember it.
Mr PEARCE: I will remember it and I ap-

preciate it. but equally I point out that my
invariable practice has been to agree to re-
quests from the Opposition to suspend Stand-
i ng Orders in order to debate motions. In fact. I
can think of only one occasion in the last 18
months when that has not happened.

Mr Watt: It is all very well to be decent about
these things, but when we want to include a
graph in Hansard and a member On your side
refuses leave, you can count yourself lucky
today.

Mr PEARCE: I move-
That this House deplores the unfair and

untrue statement by Mr Charles Copeman
that two Ministers of the Western
Australian Government were trained in
Moscow.

It is not the Government's intention to spend a
lot of time on this motion today because we
accept the point made by the deputy leader of
the National Party that it is not a subject which
should take up too much time of the House. In
moving this motion I have made the position
of the Government quitc clear: The two Minis-
tens mentioned were not trained in Moscow
and it is ridiculous to suggest that they were. If
we get to the stage in this country, or in any
other country, where a person cannot visit
another country to see what is going on-or. in
the case of the Minister for Minerals and En-
ergy, pass through a country-without an alle-
gation that the person has been subverted by
the Government of that country, no-one will be
game to travel further west than Rottnest or
further east than Eucla. It is a totally
unsustainable position.

It is clear that Mr Copeman is seeking re-
venge by bringing public odium on to two Min-
isters because of difficulties he has encountered
due to his method of operation in Western
Australia. It is not for me to speculate on Mr
Copemnan's motives fo r making these
statements. The Ministers were not [rained in
Moscow and their commitment is to Western
Australia, the Government of Western
Australia and the good of the people of West-
ern Australia.

Members of different political complexions
will sometimes disagree with the means and
methods used by these Ministers, or other Min-
isters. in seeking to bring about what they think
is best for Western Australia. At the same time
we on this side of the House often argue with
membe rs o pposi te about des irable e nds o r poli -
cies to follow in Western Australia-, bui we
would not argue that members were not
motivated by the best interests as they saw
them of this State and our community.

A statement like this is potentially im-
mensely damnaging for Western Australia be-
cause many businessmen, inside and outside
the country, make big investment decisions
which affect the operations, prosperity and
wealth of this State and, ultimately, they have
the capacity to affect our economy and even
our happiness. It is important for people in the
Eastern States and overseas to know that in
Western Australia we have a good and stable
Government and that we do not have as Minis-
ters of the Crown, under any set of circum-
stances. people owing an allegiance to a foreign
power or who have been trained by a foreign
power, for whatever reason.
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Mr Copeman has made a ridiculous as-
sertion: it is untrue: if it had any credibility it
would be damaging to those two Ministers, but
l am sure that their credibility in this case, and
in others, is greater than that of Mr Copemnan.
Most importantly, it is immensely damaging to
Western Australia.

I hope the House will take the point of view
that we should all stand together on this issue
for thc good of this State and be prepared to
reject this ridiculous assertion because it is
potentially damaging to Western Australia and
also because the level of debate in our com-
munity is not helped by claims or accusations
of this kind.

That is the position as we on this side of the
House understand it. I appreciate that mem-
bers opposite may be tempted to lake advan-
tage of the situation to make party political
points. I hope the fundamental issue-that is.
the need of all members of the Western
Australian Parliament to stand behind its Min-
isters when attacked in this way-will be para-
mount.

MR BRIAN BURKE (Balga-Premier) [2.35
pmj: I second the motion and say that it is
constrained to deal with just one point of view:
that is. the untrue and unfair allegation made
by Mr Copeman that two of the Ministers of
the Crown in this State were trained in
Moscow. As the Leader of the House has
indicated, we might all argue about the circum-
stances surrounding the Robe River dispute, or
the Besco Batteries dispute or the general in-
dustrial relations policy of this Government
but none of those things is relevant to this
motion.

The motion seeks only to enlist the support
of the Opposition and of the National Party in
deploring an untrue and very damaging alle-
gation made against two of the Ministers of the
Crown in this State.

Both Ministers have denied the truth of the
allegation: both Ministers have explained to the
Parliament that they gave Mr Copernan ample
opportunity to withdraw the allegation and
explained that it was not true-hat they had
not been to Moscow for training or. it seems
from their explanations, for anything other
than purposes for which I suppose any tourist
might go to Moscow. In that circumstance the
very least the Opposition can do is to join with
the Government in telling Mr Copeman that it.
with the Government. deplores the untrue and
unfair allegation Mr Copeman has made
against these two Ministers. In joining the

Government. the Opposition is saying publicly
to these people, disinterested though they
might be, that the headlines which state that
Dowding, Parker or someone else tmained in
Moscow are untrue and they should not as a
result of those headlines or reports be coloured
in their thinking or judgment about their deal-
ings with whatever Government is in power in
this State.

MR MacKINNON (Murdoch-Leader of
the Opposition) [2.37 pm]: Let me first recount
what the Premier and the Government want us
to do. They want us to support a motion that
deplores the unfair and untrue statement by Mr
Copeman that two Ministers of the Western
Australian Government were trained in
Moscow. The Government wants us to do that
now although we had no notice that the matter
was to be debated. Secondly, there will be no
right of reply for Mr Copemnan or anyone else
10 defend their point of view, and the
statements will be made under the privileges of
this Parliament.

It is the Opposition's intention not to sup-
port the motion. Let us look back at what led to
Mr Copeman's statement in the first place.
Members will recall that last week the member
for Vasse raised the question of a speech made
in another place by a member concerning the
activities of Geopeko. We subsequently heard
an attack on Geopeko and Peko-Wallsend gen-
erally, inside and outside the Parliament, by
the Minister for Minerals and Energy, which
was without foundation and in support of
which he did not give one shred of evidence
either to this Parliament or to the public of
Western Australia.

M r Parker: That is not true.

Mr MacKINNON: What evidence?

Mr Parker: Two things are not true.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for Min-
erals and Energy has a great tendency to say,
"~That is not true." but when I ask for a yes or
no answer, he refuses to give one. I ask the
Minister, did he or did he not give this Parlia-
ment any evidence of Geopeko's activities?

Mr Parker: Yes.

Mr MacKINNON: The answer is no:
Minister should read Hansard.

the

Just to show how truthful the Minister is. my
interjection last week was-

What evidence do you have for that?
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The answer was-
The evidence of the officers of my de-

partment in two respects. The first was the
information they had been able to gather.
The reason they were seeking the infor-
mation, of which they had not previously
been aware, was to try to draft a response
and advice to me on the basis of Mr
Sherrington's letter. In the course of that
they became aware-

Point of Order
Mr BRIAN BURKE: This motion confines

itself very strictly to the inaccurate and untrue
statement made by Mr Copeman in respect of
the alleged Moscow training given to the Minis-
ters. The Leader of the Opposition said initially
that he was concerned about the amount of
time which might be taken up in debating this
motion, yet he is now wandering irrelevantly
into areas not touched upon by the motion, and
as a result absorbing a great deal of t ime.

Let me put it directly: If the Opposition
wants to support the statement made by Mr
Copeman. we arc perfectly happy that it pro-
ceeds to do that. We do not mind at all, be-
cause it will go on record today as having voted
to agree with an untruth stated by Mr
Copemnan.

Alternatively, if the Opposition wants Mr
Copemnan to give evidence in this place, he can
be called before the Bar of the House, and we
will agree to that. My point of order is that in
discussing all these matters which are irrel-
evant to the motion before the Parliament. the
Leader of the Opposition is clearly out of order.

The SPEAKER: Quite apart from the points
raised by the Premier. Standing Order No. 125
is quite clear in this matter. In the circum-
stances I had better read it to members. It
reads-

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.

On those grounds alone, irrespective of the mat-
ter raised by the Premier, it was improper of the
Leader of the Opposition to quote from that
passage.

Debate Resumed
Mr MackINNON: It is clear that the

Premier does not want me to show up the fact
that the Minister has not presented to this Par-
liament any of the events which led to these

remarks being made subsequently. In addition,
Mr Chapman from Analabs has issued a
statement recently. -He drew the attention of
the Minister to many factual mistakes made by
the Minister in his interview last week in his
attack on Peko-Walisend.

There is no doubt that this Government has
it in for Peko-Walisend. If members doubt that
they should look at the interview on -7,30 Re-
port" last week with the Minister for Minerals
and Energy. Today we see this gutless attitude
by this Government trying to take on Charles
Copemnan in this Parliament concerning
statements reported in the newspaper. The
Premier has the gall to get up and say that our
rejection of this motion means that we support
what Charles Copeman has said about these
Ministers.

What a load of rubbish! All we are saying, by
our action in rejecting the motion, is that we do
not believe that Parliament and parliamentary
privilege is the right way for Ministers to take
umbrage at people making untrue or false alle-
gations against them.

The Premier himself has resorted to a course
of action available to private citizens, and that
is to issue writs. The Premier has issued one
against me for claims about matters in which I
may have engaged in the Press and which he
believes to be untrue. Other members of the
Government have done exactly the same.

I ask the Minister for Minerals and Energy
and the Minister for Labour. Productivity and
Employment whether they are going to issue a
writ against Mr Copeman for his untrue
statements.

Mr Peter Dowding: I am taking advice on
that.

Mr MacKiNNON: Before the Minister re-
ceives that advice and determines whether he
will take any action against Mr Copemnan
through the proper channels of the courts, he
comes to the Parliament-where Mr Copemnan
has no right of redress-to waste our time.

Several members interjected.
Mr MacKIN NON: I want to continue.
Mr Peter Dowding: Treachery!
Mr MacKINNON: What is treacherous

about his statement? I will come to that in a
moment:, but let me continue with the argu-
menit I was on. If we come to this Parliament
every day someone maligns a Minister, or a
member of the Opposition, we will be here
every day debating under the privilege of Par-
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liament nothing more nor less than the per-
sonal explanations and actions of one person or
another in the community.

Look at what happened in Canberra last
week: Was Warren Jones's statement about the
Liberal Party concerning the media legislation
taken up by the Federal Government at that
time? No. Mr Hawke did not do that. Did the
Opposition take that course of action? No. it
did not.

I made certain statements about Olivcr
Tambo. and the fact that the Federal Govern-
ment was using my money to sponsor the visit
to Australia ofha ANC President. People in the
community maligned me for that statement,
but did I come into this Parliament and tr to
defend it? No. I am not that thin-skinned. I am
in a job. as are other members of this House.
where we are exposed to public criticism from
.people like Mr Copeman and others who may
be more eminent that Mr Copemnan. If mem-
bers cannot cop the heat they should get out of
the kitchen. The action taken today in defence
of the Minister for Minerals and Energy and
the Minister for Labour. Productivity and Em-
ployment indicates that while they may be
pretenders to the Premier's throne, they have
lost any right after today. They are very thin-
skinned.

The Minister for Labour. Productivity and
Employment claimed that what Mr Copeman
said was a treacherous statement. What was
treacherous about it?

Mr Peter Dowding: I said he was accusing us
of treachery.

Mr MacKINNON: What is treacherous
about going to Moscow for training? Why is the
Minister so sensitive about Moscow?

Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: Both Ministers and the

Government seem to be very sensitive about
relationships with Moscow.

I am proud to stand in this Parliament and
say that I oppose vehemently Malcolm Fraser's
and Bob Hawke's policies towards South
Africa. and I will defend that every day of the
week. What is it about Moscow which makes
these two Ministers so upset?

We have come to this Parliament to debate,
under the privileges of this House. a motion
condemning a man-who has no right to de-
fend himself-because the Government be-
lieves his statement is untrue.

Mr Parker: It is untrue: we know it is untrue.

Mr MacKINNON: If we take this course of
action every time a Minister feels aggrieved
about a statement made by someone in the
community, how many more times will we
come to the Parliament wasting the time of (he
House for that purpose? Whether what Mr
Copemnan said is true I do not know; I have no
idea. I have not had an opportunity of talking
to Charles Copeman about what he said. Un-
like the Government. unlike the Minister for
Minerals and Energy, I am not prepared to go
out and lambaste companies throughout the
length and breadth of this nation without first
consulting with them and giving them an op-
portunity to put forward their points of view.
The Premier seems happy to do that and his
Ministers are happy to do that, but the Oppo-
sition is not. We do business differently on this
side of the House.

Mr Grill: Gutless mealy-mouth.
Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for

Agriculture can call me gutless and mealy-
mouthed if he likes, but those comments are
more appropriately directed to his own col-
leagues, who are not prepared to go outside this
Parliament and defend themselves but use the
privilege of Parliament to try to defend their
position and waste the time of the House. We
reject the motion and oppose it.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [2.51 pm]: I also
oppose this motion. It has been quite obvious
over the last few months that the dispute be-
tween Peko-Wailsend and its chief executive,
and this Government. was going to burst into
the open. It is amazing how Government mem-
bets are happy to dish it out to this company,
but when the company fights back they run to
the Parliament for a bit of protection and to
see-

Mr Peter Dowding: They are not fighting
back,

Mr LAURANCE: Of course they are, and
that is exactly what has happened. I can under-
stand Charles Copeman making those
statements, because we have seen guerilla tac-
tics adopted against that company for months
and months now. When one looks at the tactics
that are adopted, one would have to say they
must come from Russia: they are Soviet-type
tactics. So it is no wonder the company went
looking to see whether there was a connection
between any Ministers of this Government and
the Soviet Union: and lo and behold they
found there was a connection. Not only were
there two Ministers but also there was a leading
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trade union official. So the company put two
and two together and said what it did. No
Government anywhere should have adopted
the tactics that this Government adopted
against that company. One would have to ask
where on earth the Government got these tac-
tics from. The simple answer is Russia. That is
where the Government got them from. We
know that it is a socialist Government. and has
been very heavily influenced by the Soviet
Union: it need not try to convince the Oppo-
sit ion that it is not. The Government should try
to convince major mining companies, it has
stabbed every one of them in the back over the
last few weeks.

Mr Bryce: You are as sick as Copeman.

Mr Parker. The mining industry has never
been stronger.

Mr LAURANCE: I know why members op-
posite are so upset. because despite all their
guerilla tactics against this company, it is
having marvellous success. I was at Robe River
last Wednesday afternoon and I met with the
executive of' Peko-Walisend, and they told me
what a magnificent success they have made of
that company. This is what upsets members
opposite. It is not the statement about Russia;
what upsets them is that this company in the
month of May-

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! There are two things
going on that are disturbing me intensely. First,
there is an extraordinary high level of conver-
sation going on all around the Chamber. Sec-
ondly. the number of interjections are just far
too many. Interjections add a lot of flavour to
debate, but interjections that are designed just
to make it difficult to hear the member are not
acceptable.

Mr LAURANCE: In the month of May.
Robe River Iron Associates mined a record
amount of iron ore: that company shipped a
record amount of iron ore: its safety record was
better than at any other time in its history;, and
the morale of the company's employees is at an
all-time high. That is the story. This Govern-
ment tried to sink that company for ideological
reasons-reasons bred in Russia. The Govern-
ment put the boots into that company. and now
finds that has backfired on it. The story of that
company is one of magnificent success, not
only for Western Australia but also for the
whole of Australia. The company has stream-
lined its operations: it is now more efficient. It

got rid of the work practices that members all
know are holding Australia back-work prac-
tices which the Government tried to support.

Mrs Buchanan interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: They have not; they re-

built it. Against any yardstick one would like to
measure that company, it is breaking all
records, so the Government's Soviet tactics did
not work. Having been beaten at Peko-
Wallsend, the Government decided to put the
boots in somewhere else and said. "Trbey have
got exploration licences in the Kimberley. we
will try to attack them."* That is another Soviet
tactic, another guerilIla tactic.

Mr Parker: Des Kelly is a Soviet agent. is he?
Mr LAURANCE: I do not believe anything

the Minister says. No-one does. No company
does. The Minister goes back on all the agree-
ments the Opposition has made with the State.

Some of the agreements made in this Parlia-
menit have been supported by people on the
Minister's side of the House, yet the Minister
goes out and denigrates them later on. The
Minister- has knocked every major project in
this State, and let me tell the Minister that that
fact is not lost on the people who work in them.
This Government went out with the express
intention of destroying this company, and
failed. In fact, the reverse has happened: The
company is in a better position today than it
has ever been. It has given all of us a lesson. In
the last month it has broken every record in the
book. That company in its history has never
mined as much ore as it did in the month of
May this year. It has never shipped in one
month anywhere near as much as it shipped in
the last month. Its safety record is better than
ever. Morale is at an all-time high. That is the
situation, despite the attempts by this Govern-
ment to try to use Soviet-style tactics to
undermine that company. Now, not being satis-
fied with its disgraceful record in respect of
Peko-Wallsend, it is pursuing that company
even further and going into this exploration
matter in the Kinmberley.

Mr Parker: The company has acknowledged
that it was wrong.

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister has been
shown to be wrong, and I have the letter here to
prove there are other people in the industry
who say what the Minister did was totally
wrong. The letter says-

For a Minister to be so misinformed or
to :!,-ad such rubbish, astounds me. It is
obvious you are not accountable to anyone
for your actions.

2077



2078 [ASSEM BLY]

Is the Minister accountable to someone off-
shore? From whom does he get his instruc-
lions?

Mr Parker: In this case I got my advice from
Dr Des Kelly. as a matter of fact, the Director
General of Mines.

Mr LAURANCE: Where did that come
from-via Moscow, did it?

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: Any chief executive that

has had to put up with the sort of guerilla tac-
tics that this Government has used is quite
right in assuming that the tactics must have
been bred in Russia. I think Mr Copeman is
100 per cent correct in assuming that, and that
is obviously what made him go on to see
whether there was any connection between the
Government and Russia.

Mrs Beggs: Did he find any?
Mr LAURANCE: He found the members

were frequent visitors to Russia-Government
Ministers and its trade union officials.

To give an example of the guerilla tactics that
were adopted by this Minister for Minerals and
Energy in particular, he appointed union
officials as mining inspectors. He abused his
privilege under the law as a Minister of the
Crown-, absolutely abused it. If that is not a
Russian tactic, I want to know what is.

Point qiOrder
Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is not in my interests

to stop the member doing the biggest job on
himself that I have ever seen anyone do. but it
really is stretching the issue of relevance to
maintain that he is now talking to the motion
in even the most oblique manner. The Oppo-
sition has been complaining about the elapse of
time, yet the member is using that time him-
self, and I would ask you. Mr Speaker. to draw
the member's attention to the requirement that
he be relevant and talk to the motion.

The SPEAKER: I have some difficulty with
that point of order. It may be that what the
member is saying is unpalatable to a certain
number of members here, but I cannot see that
it is not in any way relevant. I believe it is
relevant in some way, remote as it might be.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Is it not amazing ihat the

Premier wanted to suspend Standing Orders.
with our agreement. to be able to debate this
motion, but that the minute we start to debate
it he calls it off and wants to back out? It is

obvious that he does not support his Ministers
at all, If he wants to bring forward a motion to
support his Ministers, we agree with that:, now
let us debate it. Let us debate the motion to try
to support these Ministers. Quite frankly there
is no way the Premier could support them.
These two M inisters are insupportable.

Can members understand why companies
would raise these allegations? Can either of
these Ministers be trusted? Of course they can-
not. They are untrustworthy individuals, they
break the law, they use their positions of
power-

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! Just because I gave

the member some licence it does not give him
the opportunity to perform like that. What he
has just done is entirely contrary to Standing
Orders, and he knows it. I think that he should
apologise to those members and get on with
whatever the debate is about.

Mr LAURANCE: In respect of which words
do you want me to apologise?

The SPEAKER: Standing Order No. 132 is
quite clear. You impugned improper motives
to those Ministers and I expect you to apotogise
and then get on with the debate.

Mr LAURANCE: Right, Mr Speaker. In re-
spect of the words I used that breached Stand-
ing Order No. 132. 1 withdraw them and apolo-
gise to those people concerned.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: In respect of every other

matter, I just want to say that if one were an
executive of a mining company in this State
one could only assume that Ministers of the
Government were trained in a place like Soviet
Russia.

Mr Parker: Who else assumes that?
Mr LAURANCE: This is certainly one major

company that does. I do. And who would trust
the Minister for Minerals and Energy after the
sorts of things he has done? No-one. I am say-
ing that these Ministers cannot be trusted. And
let us look back to the Peko-Walisend dispute.
We have a Minister who blatantly tries to abuse
his power as a Minister of the Crown by
seeking to Fnd a way to adopt a guerilla tactic
against that company. That is what he did. He
used the terms of the Mining Act to appoint six
union officials as mining inspectors. There is
no way that action could be justified by any
Minister in any Government. Yet the Minister
did not achieve what he set out to do.
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Mr Parker: Yes we did. We got the company
to resurrect the safety comm ittee-

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister certainly did
not, because those mining inspectors did not
utter a peep:. they were aware they had civil
liabilities and the company would have taken
action against them.

Mr Parker: The company backtracked lO0
miles on its safety activities. It had abolished
the safety cornmitte-

Mr LAURANCE: The Minister is condemn-
ing himself by his own words. It was a guerilla
tactic. The Minister has just admitted that that
is the sort of tactic he was adopting. He was
using his power under the Mining Act in a very
irresponsible way, under an oath which Minis-
ters take that say they will deal with everybody
properly and fairly, without fear or favour.

Mr Parker: And I was Proved right.
Mr LAURANCE: The Minister certainly

cannot say that was without fear or favour.

Withdrawal qf Renark
Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker. the

Deputy Leader of the Opposition has alleged
that the Minister for Minerals and Energy did
not comply with the terms of the oath that he
swore to take, and in my view that is a very
serious and unparliamentary allegation and I
ask him to withdraw it.

Mr MacKinnon: The Minister took no um-
brage.

The SPEAKER: Can I just ask, firstly, that
the member withdraw it, and then I will say
something else.

Mr LAURANCE: I withdraw what was a
point of view of mine.

The SPEAKER: I do not want to stifle the
debate:, that is, I do not want to prevent you
from taking a certain line. The line that you
have been taking for most of your speech just
comes within the debate on the motion before
the House. I would like you to come back to the
specific points of the motion a little more fre-
quently.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Right, Mr Speaker. I am

reporting to the Parliament what we hear all
around the State: That the two Ministers in
question cannot be trusted. We think they have
given ample evidence of that and we can under-
stand Mr Copeman coming forward in the way
he has with his allegations that the Ministers'
instructions are coming from Soviet Russia and

that they were trained in tactics designed to
bring companies down. We believe that their
tactics have not succeeded. Obviously the
Government is as sore as a boil about Charles
Copeman because he has been able to deliver
the goods in terms of awakening Australia to
the problems we have with restrictive work
practices and how, when one manages the
power residing in the unions to the extent it has
been done, it can kill a company. This
company said, "We are not going to have these
tactics, we will take the fight right up to the
unions and this Government." And it has done
just that, and has won. The Government is
fighting a rearguard action, It lost the battle
over Robe River Iron Associates and is now
starting another battle with the parent
company over these exploration licences in the
Ki mberley.

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you understand that
this allegation was not made by either of us but
by Mr Copeman?

Mr LAURANCE: It is purely a vendetta ac-
tion against this company. I believe the
company has every right to try to strike back at
th is M in ister, and that is what it has done.

Mr Parker: By making whatever statements
it feels like?

Mr LAURANCE: The company is not rush-
ing to the Parliament. The first thing the
Government did was rush into the Parliament
and try to get us to support its guerilla-type
tactics.

Mr Brian Burke: We did not, we tried to get.
you to oppose them.

Mr LAURANCE: Quite truthfully it could be
said they could only come out of Russia. Obvi-
ously we support Charles Copemnan and what
his company has done for itself and this nation,
and there is nothing that this Government can
do but come along here today to get us to sup-
port an attack on that person.

In conclusion, I say that the Government
should have a look at its performance as a
Government. That an outstanding business-
man could say that the Government's tactics
remind him of-

Government members: He did not say that.
Mr LAURANCE: -that Government Min-

isters had been trained in Russia-
Mr Parker: He said we were trained in

Russia.
Mr LAURANCE: And the Ministers tactics

give the indication that that is exactly where his
tactics come from.
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Mrs Beggs: Are you saying they were trained
in Russia?

Mr LAURANCE: No. but I can understand
Mr Copernan's saying that, and it would seem
there is some evidence. How many times has
the Minister for Minerals and Energy been to
Russia? I do not know. He might have been
there several times, too.

Mr Parker interjected.

Mr LAURANCE: It has been a rumour in
inhis place for many years that the Minister for
Minerals and Energy has been there several
imes, and not at his own expense.

Withidrawal of'Reipvark

Mr PARKER: Mr Speaker. I would like to
make two points. The first is that, in my per-
sonal explanation a little earlier. 1 told the
House of the number of times I had visited the
Soviet Union. The Deputy Leader of the Oppo-
sition is suggesting that I have lied to the
House.

The second point is that the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition is further suggesting now that
persons unknown-but the imputation is, pre-
sumably. the Russians-have paid for my trips.
of which he says there are more than I alleged,
Both these things are grossly defamatory and!I
demand that he withdraw them-

The SPEAKER: Under Standing Orders the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition is required to
withdraw those words.

Mr LAURANCE: I withdraw, if the Minister
insists, and I indicate what I have said to the
Parliament is what I believe to be the truth. But
the Minister can answer for that himself. Let
him take up the fight with Charles Copemnan.
He appears to be losing.

The SPEAKER: Order! Did you just with-
draw and then say it was true?

Mr LAURANCE: No. not at all.

The SPEAKER: I am sorry.

Debate Restinied

Mr LAURANCE: What I have been saying
about the Minister today are matters that I
believe to be true. It is obvious that the
Government is under great pressure, and so it
should be- People in this State. mining

companies in particular, who create so much of
the Wealth of this State, really deserve to have a
decent and honourable Government with
which to deal. What Charles Copeman is trying
to say is that this is not a decent and honour-
able Government with which to deal, and one
can only assume that its instructions have been
learnt or have come from some other place,
most likely Soviet Russia.

I think they have earned those charges. If
they were to change their tactics and be decent
and honourable they might find they will not
be attacked by honourable companies and out-
standing chief executives such as Charles
Copemnan. I reject this motion.

MR GRAYDEN (South Perth) [3.11 pmJ: I
support the general tenor of the views
expressed by the Leader of the Opposition. At
the same time, I deplore the statements that
have been made, for which there is no excuse. I
have heard them on the news and have read
what appeared on the front page of the Daily't
News. If the statements are untrue, they are
intolerable. The Ministers however have had
an opportunity to give a personal explanation.
They have done that in some detail and I do
not think anyone in this House would dispute
any aspect of the statements made. It is a very
serious matter to lie to a Parliament. Those
Ministers would not have made those
statements if there was any vestige of truth in
the accusations.

In those circumstances, I think the Ministers
concerned should take legal action. Statements
of that kind should not be left with a simple
denial or acted upon in Parliament. However. I
do not think this Parliament should be asked to
pass a resolution which says that this House
deplores the unfair and untrue statements by
Mr Charles Copeman that two Ministers of the
Western Australian Government were trained
in Moscow. if what the Ministers said in their
personal explanations is correct. it was inexcus-
able for Mr Copeman to make such clairiis.
However, we have only the evidence that has
been put before us. I do not think this House
should base a motion on that evidence, If we
had the verbatim statements from Mr
Copeman and the Dail ' vNews, we would be in a
much better position to pass judgment on a
motion of this kind.

I intend to vote against this motion in light
of the fact that each of the Ministers has given
a personal explanation. However. I would hate
anyone to think that by voting against the mo-
tion we were condoning the statements made
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against the Ministers. Charles Copemnan should
unreservedly withdraw the statements unless
he can establish that they are factual. If they are
not factual, they destroy completely his credi-
bility.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.15 pm]: The
National Party is very disappointed with the
nature of the debate. It was said, at the begin-
ning of the debate, that we would be wasting
time. The Opposition has taken an opportunity
to do some political point-scoring. I do not
think that is the way this motion should have
been handled.

I am the first to acknowledge there has been
conflict between Mr Copeman. the union
movement and, through that movement, the
Labor Government. The National Party has
supported the stand taken by Mr Copeman. He
has made a great contribution in overcoming
many of the problems we had in industrial re-
lations in this country. We should get back to
the issue before us. We should not engage in
political point-scoring but strictly stick to the
motion. Had that been done, we would now be
dealing with the business of the House.

A serious accusation has been made against
two Ministers of the Crown. I accept that no
substantiation or those accusations was made.
notwithstanding that an opportunity was given.
The member for South Perth has virtually
supported that point of view, having indicated
he heard the comments made on radio.

The Ministers, in their statements, have cat-
egorically denied the allegations. We all know
that it is a serious breach for any member to
deliberately mislead the House. Because of
that. I am prepared to accept the Ministers'
words and support this motion. I agree with
what the member for South Perth said.
although he has chosen not to support the
motion.

There are political and ideological differ-
ences in politics. Let us argue those differences
and debate the issues on facts and logic; not by
smear and denigration. If there is proof. we will
be the first to get up in this House and demand
that action be taken against the Ministers.

Mr Brian Burke: You will be the second. I
will be the first.

Mr STEPHENS: The National Party sup-
ports the motion.
(66)

House to Divide

Mrs BUCHANAN: I move-

That the House do now divide.

Question put and a division called for.

Bells rung and the House divided-

Remarks during Division

Mr MacKINNON: Mr Speaker, I called
"~divide" on the motion that the House do now
divide. I would have thought it was appropriate
to call a division on that. If the motion was
then carried after that division. I would have
thought it was necessary to have a subsequent
division on whether the House then divide.

The SPEAKER: The Leader of' the Oppo-
sition is actually asking for three divisions in a
row: The division on whether the House should
divide, then that the House divide and then the
division on the motion. No. that is not right.

The division resulted as follows-

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Donovan
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
Mr Graydlen
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis
Mr Lightfoot

Ayes
M r Tomn Jones
Mr Thomas
Mr Taylor
Mr Burkett

Ayes 27
Mr Hodge
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
M r Pearce
Mr Read
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
M r Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Noes 20
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
MrTrenorden
M r Watt
Mr Wiese
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Clarko
Mr Spriggs
MrTubby
Mr Crane

(T11110

(7'1//,)

Question thus passed.
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following result-

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Carr
Mr Donovan
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr~ordon Hill
Mr Hodge
Mr House
Dr Lawrence

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
Mr Crayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Ayes
Mr Tom Jones
Mr Thomas
Mr Taylor
Mr Burkett

Ayes 32
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
M r Schell
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Stephens
M r Trenorden
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Or Watson
Mr Wiese
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Noes 15
Mr Lightfoot
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Rushton
Mr Thompson
Mr Wait
Mr Williams

Pairs
Noes

Mr Clarko
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Crane

Question thus passed.

CLOSING DAYS OF SESSION
Standing Orders Suspension

MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the
House) [3.28 pm): I move-

That until 30 June 1987-
(a) so much of the Standing Orders be

suspended as is necessary to enable
Bills to be introduced without notice
and to pass through their remaining
stages on the day they are introduced
and to enable Messages from the
Legislative Council to be taken into
consideration on the day they are
received, and

(b) that Standing Order 225 (Grievances)
be suspended.

Members will be aware that according to the
programme of business we are actually, in the
second last week of the session. However, it is
also the case that there is a lot to be done and
the Government will have to reassess the
position as we roll along. In order to expedite
the work of the House. the Government is fol-

Motion Resumned
Question put and a division taken with the

lowing the precedent of previous Governments
in seeking to give priority to Government busi-
ness in the last two weeks of the session. There
are two motions which deal with this-the one
I am about to move and the one I gave notice
of earl icr.

Nevertheless it is the Government's inten-
tion to ensure there will be lime for private
members' business to be dealt with tomorrow
after the occupational health and safety legis-
lation report is received, the third reading
passed and the cognate Bill arranged. Then we
are prepared to put the rest of tomorrow aside
for private members' business. So members can
decide whether it is more important to have an
extensive debate on a third reading and a cog-
nate Bill relating to legislation which has
already been discussed at length or whether we
ought to deal with private members' business.

Normal discussions will go on between the
Government. the Opposition and the National
Party later this evening to organise the business
for tomorrow. The loss of private members'
day will effectively be only on the last day of
the session. I think that is a reasonable thing to
do given the length of this pant of the session-
which has been shorter than anticipated be-
cause of the two week break for the by-elec-
tions. That is a motion I will move tomorrow.
The motion I have just moved seeks to ex-
pedite matters by allowing Bills to be dealt with
in a single session and not require the notice
that normally is necessary.

If members will agree to this I will bring in
after dinner this evening the last set of Bills we
want to deal with this session. There are four or
five, and they can be given a second reading
straightaway. Obviously as it is late in the
session-I saw the look on the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition's fiace-the Government is
prepared to discuss with the Opposition the
extent to which the legislative programme
which remains can be dealt with during this
pant of the session. Every effort will be made to
accommodate the legitimate needs of the Op-
position and the National Party to give proper
consideration to Bills which are brought for-
ward.

We are seeking to give ourselves a little more
flexibility in terms of the operation of the Par-
liament in the last two weeks. It is the standard
motion, and I assure members there will not be
any effort to override the legitimate needs of
members to give consideration to Bills. We will
not expect members to debate a Bill straight-
away after a second reading. or without a
reasonable period for discussion.
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Mr Hassell: Do you have a list of Bills you
really must deal with?

Mr PEARCE: We have dropped off some
Bills already.

Mr Hassell: We have only picked that up
from the media.

Mr PEARCE: When the member was Leader
of the Opposition we used to have discussions
about this. I have them with other people now,
but they still take place. The Deputy Leader of
the Opposition has asked for an indication of
which Bills we do not seek to deal with. We
have already dropped two which were conten-
tious and would have taken more time than
was available in the parliamentary session. One
is the retail trading Bill and the other relates to
amendments to the Bread Act. We will look at
those Bills again during the course of next
session.

I have said to the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position that some time this evening, or more
likely tomorrow, we will look at the progress of
the legislative programme and the Bills for
which the Opposition needs more time, and we
will make a decision then about what can
reasonably be accommodated within the time
remaining.

Although there are 30-odd Bills on the No-
tice Paper to be dealt with many of them arc
relatively inconsequential in terms both of
what they do and the amount of time members
might reasonably want for discussion. If we can
separate the wheat from the chaff, and those
Bills for which there is agreement can be dealt
with expeditiously, we may as well do those. In
relation to those on which there will be an ex-
tensive debate which perhaps parliamentary
time cannot accommodate, we will look at a
phased programme of dealing with some in the
next two weeks and holding some over till the
next session.

MrI Blaikie: Does the ALCCO Bill fit in this
package?

Mr PEARCE: When the AICCO Bill comes
up I will move to postpone that again. That is
one of the Bills we are looking at not dealing
with in this pant of the session. There will not
be unilateral decisions on any of these things.
and I will continue to discuss the management
of the House each week with the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition. or in his absence the
Opposition Whip or the Leader of the Oppo-
sition. in some ways this session has been a bit
More aggressive than previously, but I think
things have still] gone relatively smoothly.

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [3.35 pm): I want to
make two points. We appreciate the accommo-
dation by the Leader of the House in respect of
private members' business. The Leader of the
House had already given me an indication
earlier today that while he was moving this
motion to suspend private members' business
from now until the end of this part of the
session-that is effectively only tomorrow and
next week-there will be private members'
business again tomorrow depending on the
passage of the third reading of the occupational
health and safety legislation. We appreciate
that: it is an accommodating stance, and it still
leaves it open to us. If we want to proceed
further on that contentious legislation it is up
to us to do so, or to give an indication to the
Government that we want other private mem-
bers' business dealt with.

As distinct from the operations in the Parlia-
ment. for which we have some appreciation of
the lengths to which the Leader of the House
has gone to facilitate the progress of legislation.
we arc totally opposed to the way the Govern-
ment has handled its legislative programme. It
has been quite woeful. Look at the number of
pieces of legislation on the Notice Paper. The
Government has 38 to be dealt with this week
and next week. The Opposition parties have
several pieces of legislation. As if that is not
bad enough, the Leader of the House has just
said that four or five Bills will be introduced
tonight. That makes in excess of 50 pieces of
legislation.

I remind the Government that when we
returned after the two-week break for the by-
elections and the Premier's visit to China there
were six pieces of legislation on the Notice
Paper. The Government had virtually run out
of business. There had been a two-week
break-we are not blaming the Government
for that: it could not be responsible for the
timing of the main by-election brought on by
the death of the former member for Narrogin. I
am not sure that Parliament had to be in recess
while the Premier visited China, but we ap-
preciate the importance of that visit to the
State.

If the legislative programme had been
handled properly notice should have been
gi ven o Fa lot of these B ill s prior to t he recess so
the Opposition could have done its job prop-
erly in getting this information out. The Leader
of the House knows t here is a considerable t ime
lapse when Oppositions try to negotiate and
discuss Bills with interested pantics. Generally
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we would provide interested pantics with copies
of a Bill and the second reading speech, and we
would arrange meetings with them, and so on.
It is difficult to do that when onc is dealing
with a huge heap of Bills all coming on top of
one another at the end of this part of the
session.

This has been very badly handled, and where
Bills require extensive negotiation and consul-
tation with interested parties we will request
the Leader of the House to hold these Bills over
to allow proper considerat ion and consultation
to take place. We do not believe we should
have to pressurise people in private industry to
respond in a matter of hours ordaysjust to suit
the whim of the Government because it could
not organise its resources. I do not need to spell
out to this Government. many of whose mem-
bers spent a long time in Opposition, that we
do not have many resources to carry out the
consultative process. The Government is
backed by thousands of public servants whose
job it is to prepare this legislation.

The session lasts over a number of weeks,
and even with a couple of appropriate breaks or
recess weeks the proper time to introduce a lot
of this legislation is before those breaks. In that
way, in addition to our duties in respect of the
by-elections, members of the Opposition can
arrange for meetings to take place where we can
have proper consultation with the parties with
whom we wish to discuss these Bills. it was not
done. When we returned after the two-week
recess we had six Bills on the Notice Paper.
Now we have in excess of 50 to be dealt with in
the last two weeks. There is no way they can be
handled properly and we object !to this treat-
menit of the Opposition.

Part of our objection is to say to the Leader
of the House that we want as soon as possible
the list of Bills it is not necessary to pass before
the end of this padt of the session so we know
how to programme our available time and we
do not spend a lot of time rushing around and
consulting people on one Bill and neglecting
another only to find that the Bill we have been
consulting upon will be held over to the next
session.

The Opposition is of the opinion that a num-
ber of the Bills arc contentious. In regard to
those Bills which are contentious the Govern-
ment should hold over debate on those Bills to
allow the Opposition to continue its consulta-
tive process in the weeks to the lead-up to the
next part of the session.

The Opposition thanks the Leader of the
House for his consideration in respect of pri-
vate members' business, particularly
tomorrow. However, it wishes to record its
strong objection to him and his Government
for the way in which the latter part of this
session has been badly mismanaged. A plethora
of Bills has been introduced into this Parlia-
ment of late and it does not give the Oppo-
sition the opportunity to consider them prop-
erly.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.41 pm]: I indi-
cate to the House that the National Party sup-
ponts this motion.

I congratulate the Leader of the House for
arranging matters in such a way that private
members' business will be dealt with on every
Wednesday except for the first Wednesday of
this session. In my time in this House it is the
first time that I have known this to occur. I
recognise that there is a little qualification on
it, but it is a fair and reasonable qualification
and I congratulate the Leader of the House for
his actions.

I accept the promise made by the Leader of
the House that he will consult with Opposition
pantics in respect of the Bills they want to get
through the Parliament and I trust that the
issues raised by the Deputy Leader of the Op-
position can be adequately covered in those
discussions.

The Leader of the House indicated that he
anticipates more second readings to come for-
ward today and I would like his assurance that
they will be the last of the sccond readings for
this pan of the session and that we will not be
faced with a situation where a Bill is
introduced and pushed through all stages in the
one day. The House requires more notice than
that to consider Bills.

With those comments I support the motion.
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the

House) [3.43 pm]: I thank members for their
support of the motion. There is some substance
in what the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
and the deputy leader of the National Party said
about the way in which the legislative pro-
gramme has piled up in the second half of this
part of the session, and the Government apolo-
gises for it.

It is not simple mismanagement. It is be-
cause of the two-week break and the difficulty
in obtaining the services of qualified
draftsmen. The Attorney General has approval
from the Cabinet to employ half-a-dozen
draftsmen at any time if he can find qualified

2084



[Tuesday, 9 June 1987]108

people to undertake this task. Because of the
two-week break the Government did not have
the capacity to feed Bills into the Parliament at
a regular rate. It was not because the Premier
was away. The by-elections obviously accounted
for two weeks delay and the Parliament did not
sit again until the newly elected members had
been sworn in. At the time it seemed the reason-
able thing to do, although it caused
difficulties.

We effectively had a day off because the
member for Kalamunda was ill at a time when
the Government expected the House to be
occupied with the Occupational Health, Safety
and Welfare Amendment Bill. If he had not
been ill on that day the House would not have
spent most of last week debating that Bill be-
cause the debate would have been finalised by
sitting late on the day that that member was ill.

Circumstances out of the control of the
Government, allied to its desire to be helpful to
the Opposition by not sitting because a mem-
ber was ill, have led the House to a stage where
there is some presure on the end of this pant of
the parliamentary session. However, it is my
belief that we will get through most of the Bills
on the Notice Paper without undue stress or
strain. Most of the Bills are small and are not
contentious. Only about half-a-dozen Bills on
the Notice Paper would occupy the minds of
members in any way.

I am happy to give the assurance, in absolute
terms, which the deputy leader of the National
Party has sought:, that is. that no Bill will be
taken through every stage in one day unless it is
generally agreed by the Government, the Lilb-
eral Party and the National Party- I understand
the Minister for Minerals and Energy will in-
troduce an agreement Bill relating to the SCM
proposal. it is normal for Bills of that nature to
be dealt with expeditiously and for Opposition
parties to be briefed in advance on such Bills
before they are introduced into the House. The
Government will ask for Bills of this nature to
be dealt with quickly. I am happy to give the
assurance the deputy leader of the National
Party seeks. and I assure members that their
interests will not be overlooked in an endeav-
our to try so finish Parliament by the due date.

For the first time in the history of this Parlia-
ment 1. as Leader of the House. have tried to
promulgate the dates Of Parliamentary sittings
in advance to allow members to plan their
overseas trips and the like, but that has led to
difficulties, such as the unexpected by-election.

M r Mensaros: It is a good move.

Mr PEARCE: It is a good move. I have
already worked out the dates for next year's
sittings, but I will not circulate them until I can
ascertain what will occur at the end of this
session.

In the normal course of events if there were
no published agenda the House would sit for
another week or two. As the finiishing date for
this part of the session has already been
published and members have made their ar-
rangements, it will be difficult to assemble the
Parliament after I8 June without incon-
veniencing members. To some extent it is the
publishing of dates that leads to the end of
session rush in a way that did not exist before.

If members want these good things to con-
tinue, as I am sure they do and I do, I must
have the cooperation of members in regard to
unexpected events, such as the death of a mem-
ber, which make the legislative programme dif-
ficult to meet.

Question put and passed.

DOG AMENDMENT BILL
Further Report

Further report of Committee adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Carr

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

VIDEO TAPES CLASSIFICATION AND
CONTROL BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 20 May.
MR LIGHTFOOT (Murchison-Eyre) [3.49

pmJ: I do not wish to speak entirely against the
Bill. Obviously, it is past time that this State
had a video classification that suited the people
of the State and not necessarily a section of the
people of this State-

The Bill appears to leave a substantial
amount of room for improvement and it is on
that basis of improving the Bill, rather than
rejecting it. that I wish to contribute to the
debate.

There is little doubt that pornography has
been enhanced and brought into all homes in
recent years by means of the video recorder. As
this Bill largely addresses that, we hope to con-
tribute to it by suggesting some amendments
and by deleting some of what the Opposition
bel ieves; are superfluous clauses in the BillI.
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This Bill is long overdue, If there had been
some stringent control over the medium of
disseminating pornography and other undesir-
able aspects of what one might call entertain-
menit, such as language, cruelty and the exploi-
tation of children and women, I wander
whether some of the horrific crimes this State
has witnessed in the last few months would
have occurred.

I refer particularly to-may I callI them ani-
mals?-thc Birnies, who perpetrated the most
unbelievable and horrifying murders that this
State. the nation, and perhaps the world has
ever heard of. No doubt an integral part of that
depraved mentality of the Birnies was
contributed to by witnessing the depraved
videotapes in the possession of these inhuman
people. I trust that in the end we, perhaps on a
joint basis in this House, will agree to a censor-
ship of this type of entertainment. That is not
to say that the vast majority of videotapes are
not acceptable and printed and manufactured
by responsible companies.

Several aspects of this Bill cause me and my
colleagues on this side of the House some con-
cern. No doubt the Minister will be able to
explain some of these ambiguities and
weaknesses, and accommodate those aspects
which need tightening up.

Mr Parker: I give you notice now that in
addition to the amendent I have on the Notice
Paper. some of the amendments of the member
for Avon will be accepted.

Mr LlGHTFOOT: I appreciate that major
cooperation. I have not had a chance to read
the amendments proposed by the Minister.

Mr Parker: You were away:, I did give them
to your Whip.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I had them some time
during the debate on whether certain Ministers
were trained in Moscow. but due to the delicate
nature of the debate in which I was engrossed I
did not have time to study them. However I
have looked at the National Party amend-
ments. and with little exception I at least, ifnot
my colleagues. agree with them.

Mr House: If there is a division you will vote
with us. will you?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The member will have to
wait In great anticipation for that. We are not
going to agree to all of them, because despite
the menial input and energy the National Party
has put into this Bill, there are a couple of spots
of which the member may not be aware.

Mr Cash: Given the recent debate in this
House, it may be necessary to go through them
and see where they originated.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I take notice of my close
colleague, the member for Mt Lawley. and
what he has said. This is an important Bill for
Western Australia, and there is a substantial
number of amendments here. I wonder if the
Minister could indicate at some stage of this
debate which of those he could accept.

I have done more than a cursory reading of
this Bill, but I did not see where it was incum-
bent on people in private homes 10 abide by
certain regulations and restrictions. Some
might say, as indeed a former member of this
Government did, that what one does in one's
home, or what one watches in one's home.
should be of little consequence to anyone
outside those walls. On examination that does
not stand up. In fact. Mr Davies' remarks when
he was a Minister were these-

When I was Minister for Health I had to
obtain some pornographic material from
customs in order that it could be released
and used in experiments with people who
had certain problems.

lHe did not elaborate on those problems. He
continued-

Customs sent me material which had
been banned. It was interesting to note the
change in that material between 1939 and
1972. 1 am sure that even the member for
Kalamunda would have laughed at some of
the material which was banned on the
basis that it was objectionable in 1939.

There is a saturation point of immorality where
it becomes unacceptable to the vast majority of
Western Australians. That does not mean that
as we progress we become educated enough to
accept someth ing which was previously thought
to be pornographic or unacceptable, but just be-
cause we seem to have progressed in many
ways. that material might become acceptable
today. I do not see that that attitude necessarily
follows.

Mr Davies went on to say-
Attitudes change, but there will always

be an clement of the population who want
to be able to read what they desire and who
believe that, If they do so in the privacy of
their own homes and do not force the ma-
terial on anyone else, they should have the
right to do so.

That is simply not true. I hark back to these hor-
rific crimes of the Birnies and that video ma-
terial, which I believe was amongst the most hor-
rendous taped material that the police have ever
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witnessed-In fact, so much so that I under-
stand a lot of it has been destroyed. I am unsure
whether any at all has been kept for future ap-
peals or for reference.

This material has an effect. I want to be sure
that this Bill contains satisfactory provisions to
control the inspection, viewing and playing of
videotapes. I want to be assured that while in
the confines of one's home or place of living.
videotapes will still come under thejurisdiction
and classification of this Bill.

The National Viewers and Listeners Associ-
ation of Western Australia, an association con-
cerned about the spread of pornography and
other unacceptable material by way of the me-
dia, and particularly tapes, is concerned that the
Bill does not go far enough. I understand that
these people are authorities on the psychological
effects of this less than desirable material, and
what it can do to us individually and as a nation.

Nations are often judged by what they con-
sider to be an acceptable standard of entertain-
ment, particularly if that entertainment relates
to the mass distribution of videotapes and the
like. The National Viewers and Listeners As-
sociation considers that the Bill currently be-
fore the House is inadequate. It does not dis-
agree with the Bill. As I have said before, I
think all sections of this House will agree that
some classification system is long overdue.
However. the NVLA believes that the Bill is an
inadequate expression of the wishes of the
Western Australian community, and I believe
that body represents a wide cross-section of the
community.

To give some weight to the NVLA. I under-
stand it was the first organisation to protest
against the Australian Capital Territory ordi-
nance. and the first to suggest the banning of
"X--rated videos. The failure of the Common-
wealth Government to ban -X"-rated material
in the ACT weakens the argument that this
State should request cooperation for uniform-
ity with respect to those laws and potential
laws. Some members and the Minister would
perhaps agree that, after probably three or four
years of investigation by the Senate, a joint
video committee has produced no support for
the States which have banned 'X"-rated ma-
terial.

Mr Parker: Of which we were the first.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Yes. It might take some

wringing out of me. but that is something for
which the Government should be commended.
I understand that this Government did not get

a very good start. I think the Minister was one
of those responsible, in 1983 or early 1984. for
that rating.

Mr Parker: You should get your facts
straight. This Government was the first
Government in Australia to decide to ban all
-X"-rated videos.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I do not know whether
the Government did that straight up: I think it
let some time elapse between when it was poss-
ible and when it was actually done. The Minis-
ter should not make me detract from what I
have already said. The Government took the
initiative, although it was a bit late in acting.
There are certain things in the Bill on which I
cannot commend the Government, and I hope
the Minister will listen and be man enough to
agree that the amendments we suggest should
be incorporated in the Bill, for what we con-
sider will be the betterment of this State. and
especially for the benefit of the children of
Western Australia.

While the committee's decision has been
delayed-and I understand there is a possi-
bility of -X--rated material being approved in
some form-the present Bill is the only protec-
tion that this State has or will have against a
flood of material that could come in quite eas-
ily from Canberra. I would like the Minister to
explain in some detail at an opportune time
how this Bill proposes to stop the introduction
of those most undesirable "X"-rated videos
and so on-and when I talk of videos I mean
all things pertaining to images able to be pro-
jected-into this State from Canberra under
plain cover, or through the post, or brought in
because of the free trade provisions under our
Constitution.

I understand that the NVLA approached
many members of Parliament with suggested
amendments in an effort to ensure that the
power of the State's censor was increased-and
I do not disagree with that-so that the wishes
of the Western Australian community are
reflected in a proper, easily understandable.
and easily identifiable classification: that the
penalties imposed for the possession of a
videotape which has been refused classification
because it is judged by the censor to be child
pornography should be far stricter: that the
objectionable material is removed from the
video shops in the course of the proclamation
of this Bill by allowing members of the public
the right to appeal against that classification:
that a broader classification system be estab-
lished so the public will know the basic reason
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for that classification and be able to choose
with more certainty those videos that they wish
to introduce into their homes, and that video
outlets and other premises will not screen un-
desirable or unclassified material which could
become available by satellite or on landline or
cable television.

The classification system in the Bill is some-
thing that my colleagues will be taking up. I
would expect that the present classification
system-that is. the one that is so broad under
this Bill-would be enhanced by the sugges-
lions made by members on this side of the
House, for the benefit of consumers who need
much more information than the proposed
classifications reveal about language, for in-
stance. There is no means within this Bill by
which one can tell the extent of bad language in
a video. Bad language may not be offensive to
me-I have heard and in fact participated in
the odd expltive-but some people find bad
language most abhorrent. Those people have
every right to be protected from something
they find abhorrent and distasteful even if only
in words or colloquialisms. Likewise, I do not
believe this Bill has any definition that is
immediately recognisable to the extent of the
violence being portrayed. Again, the extent of
that violence requires classification. Regret-
tably a level of violence is largely acceptable in
our community today. but it is the degree of
violence that ought to be readily ascertain-
able-

Mr Watt: Acceptable by some.
Mr LIGHTFOOT: Yes. I said by some. That

level of violence ought to be readily ascertain-
able and identifiable on the package of all
video material.

As well:' when sexuality is portrayed on
video, the extent of the sexual explicitness
contained in the video material ought to be
easily identifiable. In other words, the classifi-
cation ought to include a grading, perhaps of
one to 10. with 10 indicating the greatest de-
gree. with even some depravity, and one being
acceptable to someone with high Christian and
moral standards. The classification should also
apply to nudity, which offends some people.

Perhaps the letters -L- for Language. -V-
for Violence, and "S" for Sex should be used as
an indication of the levels of those sensitive
areas.

1 cannot understand why. under this Bill, a
child should be a person who has not attained
the age of 16 years. I will address this matter in
the Committee stage. because it quite obvi-

ously conflicts with the interpretations in other
Acts. I would like to see the age limit brought
up to £8 years. to be consistent with the Child
Welfare Act and other legislation in this State.

The videotape itself, and the videodisc-
which is included in the interpretation of the
videotape-need to be more widely defined in
this Bill to include any form of visual image
that can be produced, including slides, and so
on. Maybe that is provided in other Acts-for
instance, in the Censorship of Films Act-but I
believe it should be enshrined in this legislation
as well.

The amendments my colleagues in the
National Party spoke about are quite compre-
hensive. The member for Avon is handling this
Bill for the National Party and I believe he has
done a good job in going through the Hilt and
highlighting those parts of it that he finds want-
ing. The Minister has already indicated that he
will include some of those amendments in what
will look like a redrawn Bill.

I regard this Bill-albeit late as it is in coming
to this place-as a Bill which does not necess-
arily restrict the normal enjoyment of adult
people but nonetheless does something that will
inhibit at worst, or prohibit at best, those types
of videos that have appealed to the perpetrators
of so me of the most horrific crimes in this State
have committed. If we can do that, we will stamp
out or stop some of the terrifying crimes we
know ha ve been perpet rated i n the l ast coupl e of
years. if the legislation stops one of these crimes,
it will be well worth it.

There are other aspects of this Bill that leave
me with a feeling of distinct uneasiness with
respect to its ability to function as it is sup-
posed to. That part of the Bill seems to be
missing altogether. It refers to the keeping
together of certain classified and unclassified
videotapes that should become prohibited. I
refer to clause 30. where it says-

A person shall not, on any premises on
or from which classified video tapes are
displayed for the purposes of retail sale, or
sold by way of retail sale, keep or have
possession of any unclassified video tapes;

The penalty is $15 000 in the case of a corpor-
ation. I do not disagree with that penalty.

The Bill should contain a clause which pro-
vides that a person shall not on any premises
for any purpose keep or have possession of a
videotape which has been refused classification
and which is after the date of the offence
refused classification because it has been
judged by the censor to be child pornography.
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The protection of children under this Bill does
not extend far enough. I would not have
tolerated the Birnie creatures being kept alive.
Had the Statutes been in existence, I would
have had those wretched people executed. In
this instance, there should be only one penally
for the exploitation of children, in a sexual or
cruel manner. That penalty should be impris-
onment and not a fine.

Mr Parker: What happens if a corporati on
commits the offence?

Mr LIGHTFOOT: Obviously, a corporation
cannot be gaoled.

Mr Parker: The member for Avon has moved
an amendment to increase the fines for a cor-
poration. I propose to accept that amendment.
There is a term of imprisonment provided of
five years.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I could not disagree with
that. The State is too soft on imprisonment and
it is too soft with respect to alternatives to
imprisonment. The judiciary should be given
no alternative hut to gaol persons where there
is evidence of cruelty to or exploitation of chil-
dren under this Bill.

I intend to comment on this pant of the Bill
during the Committee stage. I am pleased to be
able to speak on the Bill. We accept the Bill for
its intent subject to the inclusions that our col-
leagues from the National Party have requested
and subject to the deletions and inclusions my
party intends to take up at the Committee
stage.

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [4.17 pm]: I wish
to refer to the history of censorship laws in
Australia. Censorship was stifling until the
1960s. During that time, there were rapid
changes in community and social outlook. I
wish to refer to a paper produced by Neil
Thornton of the University of Queensland.' He
said there was a proliferation of gay, lesbian,
single parent and communal households, an in-
creasing incidence of pre-marital and extra-
marital sex; and a readier availability of contra-
ception and abortion. There were rapid devel-
opments in the sexual services industry, with
prostitution extending to call-girls, phone talk
girls, brothels-legal and illegal-strip joints,
sex shows and much more circulation of pic-
torial pornography. That is a statement of fact.

The development of community attitudes
has been defined into three areas. The first
definition refers to a liberal attitude to what he
defined as pornography-that is, the depiction
of explicit, private sexual activity in a manner
designed for sexual arousal. In Thornton's

opinion, there can be no warrant for its legal
regulation unless it spills over from the private
individual to the public, thereby offending
other people.

The second classification is dlefined as the
..moral conservative". Basically, pornography
is an inherent moral menace.

The feminists say that it is in the sexual
realm where men are found to be exercising the
most direct and oppressive dimension of power
over women.

That is Neil Thornton's point of view about
social attitudes. I have no argument with that. I
suspect he is a professor; I am not. There is
some confusion arising out of the points of
view of the community. The recent history of
that can be traced back to 1971I when Don
Chipp. who was then a Liberal, brought in the
-1R" classification. I would like to refer to the
ALP platform, not to be nasty to the ALP, but
because we currently have Labor Federal and
State Governments, and the platform reflects
their attitude. According to this professor.
Senator Wheeldon said in 1972 that the party
platform called for the censorship laws to con-
form to the general principle that adults be en-
titled to read, hear and view what they wished in
private of public. I think there is some conflict
here.

In 1982, Senator Evans who later became
Attorney General said, according to this publi-
cation, that public opinion was to be led, not
cautiously and nervously followed a step at a
time. So there was an aggressive attitude as
recently as 1982. Looking further at the ALP
conflict over its platform, the publication says
it seeks to protect the rights of male consumers
of pornography and pornographers while sim-
ultaneously infringing on the rights of women.

There is general conflict in the community
over censorship. Any censorship debate will at-
tract wowsers and people on the extremes. That
is not our intent. The National Party seeks in
these amendments to allow parents and famil-
ies to be their own censors. Parents are very
concerned-and I am sure all parties are aware
of that., judging from the interjections from the
Minister and the remarks of the member for
Murchison-Eyre-about material available for
their children to watch. I have written to the
Government and the Liberal Party offering to
show a video which contains excerpts of v'ideos
available in the marketplace. I have not seen
the video, and I have no intention of watching

2089



2090 ASSEMBLY)

it unless someone wants to view it, but from
the description I have been given. it is ex-
tremely distasteful.

Mr Parker: Are you saying it has been classi-
fied and distributed?

Mr TRENOR DEN: No, it contains excerpts
of videos available in the community. It is a
video which has sect ions of footage.

Mr Parker: Do the videos from which the
excerpts are taken have an -R" classification or
a lesser classification?

Mr TRENORDEN: They have been classi-
fled in the ACT.

Mr Parker: So they are not available in West-
ern Australia?

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, they are available
by mail order.

Mr Parker: We are dealing with that in this
Bill.

Mr TRENORDEN: That is what I wish to
make sure of.

Mr Parker: They are not available for sale or
hire in Western Australia except by mail order.
and we are dealing with that in the amend-
menits to the Bill.

Mr TRENORDEN: I agree absolutely. We
will be looking to see what is the Minister's
point of view. We will be seeking to deal with
the problem-

Mr Parker: The problem is we cannot pre-
vent trade between the States-

Mr TRENORDEN: No. but we can make our
own classificat ions.

Mr Parker: That is not the problem. Where
you talk about removing us from the Common-
wealth censorship system altogether I do not
agree because it is irrelevant to the point you
raised. it is the issue of being able to obtain
material from the ACT. That will still be a
problem if all you deal with is the State or
Federal censorship system. It makes no differ-
ence. The way to deal with it is through pos-
session of videos of that nature. To try to abol-
ish our involvement with the Federal system.
apart from being horrifically expensive, would
be pointless, because these videos are banned
from sale or hire in Western Australia. The
only way we can deal with videos from the
ACT is by taking action against possession, and
that is what we will do.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister will see our
amendments.

The message that comes out is that violence
and sex are related and are one. That is not
true: they are dead opposites-extremities of
human emotion. We ought to get back to the
fact that this is so, but we often read in the
paper that violence and sex go hand in hand in
videos. We cannot condone that situation.

I turn now to what the other States have
done, and I note that the member for
Murchison-Eyre said that all States had acted.
When Mr Wran was Premier in New South
Wales he made some strong statements about
videos being beyond the pate and said they
would be outlawed in his State. That was in
1984. In Victoria a 10000-signature petition
was put to the Government from churches.
shopping centres and social groups, and the
Cain Government changed its point of view as
a result. In Queensland -X"-rated videos have
been banned and -R."-rated videos are subject
to scrutiny by the Queensland Film Board,
which is what we are talking about, and penal-
ties range from $10000 to $20000. In
Tasmania all "X"-rated material is banned and
the Government has considered banning -R--
rated videos. In South Australia legislation has
been passed providing for bigger fines in re-
lation to "X"-rated videos.

The public's demands in this area are quite
clear. Our amendments will provide a means
for parents to take action against people who
expose their children to "R"--rated videos with-
out their approval. We have had a number of
approaches about children being shown -R"--
rated videos or television film classified as
**AO" at school. Our amendments require
parental permission to be sought before they
are shown. This is a highly important issue. I
do not want my children to be told they have
no future.

Two years ago the chamber of commerce
sent people around the schools to discuss com-
merce and job prospects and related issues. The
people conducting the classes asked one class of
sen ior st uden ts wha Lt they ex pected to be doi ng
when they were 25. and half the class answered
that they expected to be dead-blown away:,
someone would press the button, and that
would be the end of things. We cannot allow
that attitude to he a major point in children's
thinking. How can we expect those children to
put their heads down and work towards achiev-
ing something if they do not believe there is a
future? Plenty of people in society arc pushing
the idea that there is no future because of the
likelihood of nuclear conflict. I am not promot-
ing nuclear arms, but the last 40 years have
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been the most peaceful in terms of inter-
country conflict since the time of Napoleon.
some 200 years ago. There is no real reason for
children to believe with some degree of certainty
that their lives will be finished before they are
25. 1 am all for parents being concerned about
their children watching films which push that
point of view.

We propose that parents have some means of
taking action against those who expose their
children to unclassified videos. There is no in-
tention on our part to put a legislative intrusi .on
into the parent-child relationship. However,
the National Party is considering introducing
an amendment to the Child Welfare Act which
would ensure that a child living in a home
where there are many child-abuse videos may
be determined to be in need of care and protec-
tion. I will be introducing amendments i nto
this Parliament some time in the future in that
regard.

A past member of the other place, Mr Peter
Wells, introduced legislation in this regard be-
fore my time. I have seen that legislation. It
would have introduced a provision relating to a
sub-classification of videos. We support that.
The member for Murchison-Eyre also spoke
about that.

Current laws prescribe that the ingredients
included in a box of All-Bran be advertised.
All-Bran includes wheat bran, sugar, malt ex-
tract, salt, vitamins--niacin, riboflavin, thia-
mine-and iron. It contains no artificial
colourings. flavourings or preservatives. We
know what we eat when we eat All-Bran. We
also know that it passes through the system and
does one some good.

The same cannot be said about some videos.
People should know what videos contain.
Parents should demand to know what is in
them. The cover and the cassette should both
include information on what each video is
about. Legislation has been enacted demanding
that cigarette companies place a warning on the
packets of cigarettes about their effect.

I regularly give my children money to go to a
video store to rent a video. Each video is
provided in a plain cover and the cassette does
not include any description of what it contains
other than the name.

I know of a lady in Northam who, a few years
ago, was mortified to find that the film Last
Tango in Paris was not a musical. Many parents
are finding that the same applies to videos which
are rented by their children. It is only reasonable
that a parent be able to pick up a cassette and ex-

pect it to include a description of what it con-
tains, as with the packet of All-Bran.

Our amendments to the Bill will delete any
reference to the Commonwealth.

Mr Parker: Was the lady who rented Last
Tango in Paris fazed by the fact that the movie
was "R"-rated?

Mr TRENORDEN: She knew that a tango
was a dance.

Mr Parker: All "R"-rated videos are clearly
delineated.

Mr TRENORDEN: That is not the point I
am trying to make. The point is that parents
should be able to pick up a cassette and read
what it contains.

Mr Parker: But a parent would be able to
pick up a cassette under this legislation and
clearly establish whether it is "R"-rated.

Mr TRENORDEN: Okay, but what about a
number of other videos which are unacceptable
because of language, sex, or violence?

Mr Watt: There are plenty that are not rated
-R- that have filthy language in them.

Mr TRENORDEN: That is right. I think we
can debate these matters in Committee.

We believe uniform legislation is the only
way to go. However, at the moment the Com-
monwealth is way out of step. As the member
for Murchison-Eyre said, this State was the first
to take action against these types of videos.

The current Federal election will further de-
lay any prospect of the Commonwealth's
introducing uniform legislation. The whole
thrust of this Bill will be defeated if it remains
possible to obtain the worst types of video by
mail order from Canberra.

I have a page out of People magazine dated 8
September 1986. This magazine is available in
most doctors' and dentists' surgeries. It is an
advertisement by Golden International and
contains a list of videos available by mail or-
der. Three of the categories in the advertise-
ment are "incest", "spanking", and "bondage".
A video available under the heading "incest"
states "Sometimes, only your sister can give
you what you need". Under the title
-spanking" is a video described by the words
"Daughter Jenny and Mum are very naughty
and Dad must punish them severely".

Mr Parker: Both of those would be banned in
the ACT because the Commonwealth bans any-
thing to do with incest or child-parent interac-
tions like that.
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Mr TRENORDEN: The advertisement has
on the bottom of it the words "Commonwealth
classified. Latest releases from Europe and
USA despatched from ACT".

Mr Parker: I am not saying you are dis-
honest. I am saying they may be in breach of
the law.

Mr TRENORDEN: The advertisement was
included in the popular People magazine.

I also have an article which appeared in The
Bulletin on 5 August 1986 under the heading
"~Anti-porn forces gather strength", I will not
use people's names because I do not believe
that is fair. However, the article, in part.
stated-

One of the largest operators ... claims
he processes 40000 requests for mail-or-
der videos a year ... He estimates there
are as many as 150 000 videos sold by di-
reel mail annually by all distributors ...

In summary. the National Party believes that a
clear indication is required by Parents to enable
them to know the contents of videos. We be-
lieve that there should be a stronger approach
by the Government against child pornography.
The National Party will be seeking to move
amendments to allow anyone in WA to appeal
against a classification. We also believe that
'R"-rated videos should be kept in a separate
restricted area of retail shops. We believe that
this Government should prevent the impo-
sition of ACT standards on the Western
Australian community. We also want to allow
parents to have a say in what children watch in
their schools.

MR WATT (Albany) [4.40 pm]: First, I indi-
cate my support for the Bill and congratulate
the member for Murchison-Eyre and the mem-
ber for Avon on their comments in relation to
this Bill. At one stage the member for Avon
used the term "wowsers": I suppose that term
means different things to different people but,
if finding some of the material available on
videos and in other forms of publishing today
obnoxious makes me a wowser. I am entirely
happy to be called one.

I would not like to be accused of preaching
the sermon on the mount, mark 11, but it oc-
curred to me when preparing the notes for this
debate that each day in this Parliament we
open the proceedings with a prayer in which we
beseech the Almighty God to be pleased to di-
rect and prosper all our consultations for the
true welfare of the people of Australia. If ever

there was an occasion on which members in
this place should bear that in mind, now is the
time.

It is fair to argue that adults can be respon-
sible for their own actions. However, as the
makers of laws, we are to some extent in a
position to set a good example to the com-
munity; I hope that is our aim and certainly we
have an opportunity to demonstrate it in
presenting legislation of this sort.

In the Minister's introductory speech he said
that initial agreement was reached between the
State Ministers and the Commonwealth in
1983. and in 1984 the Commonwealth first be-
gan to act. I had intended to comment that
Western Australia was the last of the States to
introduce this uniform Bill. I was absent from
the Chamber at the beginning of the debate and
I understand the Minister was defending the
situation by saying that this State was the First
to ban b.X"-rated videos.

Mr Parker: Firstly, we introduced legislation.
pending the preparation of this Bill, which gave
us broad discretionary power untler the In-
decent Publications and Articles Ad. That gave
us the power we needed and we have those
powers now. We did that before any other State
in 1983 and it happened when I was Minister
for Planning and Administrative Services. Sec-
ondlIy, not by us ing t hat legislat ion, we were the
first State to ban -X'trated videos.

Mr WATT: I wholeheartedly supported the
banning of -Xt-rated videos. There is no
doubting the great depth of community con-
cern about this issue. In recent years a plethora
of petitions has been introduced in this House,
in addition to many others in the upper House.
A few moments ago I asked the Clerk for the
book in which petitions are recorded. I did a
quick calculation and discovered that in the
two-years 1985 and 1986. 25 000 signatures ap-
peared on petitions presented to this House
asking for this sort of action to be taken. I hope
that our present action will give some comfort
to the people who signed those petitions. Many
people feel that the views they express when
signing those petitions are not taken seriously.
In fact. they are an interesting expression of
opinion.

Community concern about moral standards
is not limited to videos and I would like to
address some of my remarks to moral stan-
dards in the community generally, as well as to
videos specifically. In this connection it is ap-
propriate to refer to a letter which recently ap-
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peared in the Albiany* Advertiser. It was written
by three high school girls under the heading
"Moral values". The letter stated-

"STRIP for me baby, strip for you. Strip
for me, cause I want you to" or "Hey babe
I want to talk to you. How's about cormi.ng
back to my room for a little boom boom".

Are you shocked, horrified, disgusted?
Or do you find these words intellectually
stimulating?

we
Senior
cerned
ciety.

are three students from Albany
High School who are deeply con-
about the immorality of today's so-

The reason for this being, is that the
words from these songs are so popular they
are National No I and 3.

We don't feel we are over-reacting, be-
cause not only are the words to these songs
offensive and downright disgusting, but if
anyone has bothered to take a look at the
cover of the 12 inch mark version of "male
stripper", they'll find it is just as
objectionable, and as shameless.

Rapes and murders are becoming com-
mon enough, without having our minds
constantly filled with senseless words
about sex, everytimec we turn on the radio.

At a time when we tend to put down some of
our young people, it is refreshing that three
young folk should hold those views and take
the trouble to write to the local newspaper. I
cannot speak highly enough of them for the
action they took.

It is appropriate that that Happened at a time
when Albany has been through extreme trauma
associated with a brutal murder case in which a
young lady was savagely attacked and
murdered allegedly after having been sexually
assaulted. That crime may or may not have
been associated with the viewing of a video;
however, evidence has been given in some
cases before the courts that people have been
motivated by things they have seen on some of
the less desirable video Ailms.

I commend the Premier and others, includ-
ing members of the Opposition and the
Government. for the stand taken against
Telecom's Partyline. That was another example
of people being motivated to carry out im-
proper acts and to offend against society-a
society which I represent and about which
some people are very concerned.

The recent crime in Albany was not the only
point of concern for the community. The Daily
News recently published an article about the
Birnies and the expressions of opinion ont that
article reflected the high level of concern in the
community about these issues. People are
entitled to these views and they are right to
express their horror of and objections to the
things that are taking place. Some of the action
in the worst of our videos excites and stimu-
lates people into doing wrong things. For that
reason I share the point of view expressed by
the two previous speakers with regard to the
shortcomings of this Hill: it does not go far
enough in providing specific information so
that the public can see and understand at a
glance what type of material is contained in a
video.

The member for Avon talked about a system
which was introduced some time ago into the
other House by a former member. Peter Wells.
which proposed that a simple panel should ap-
pear on the front of each video, with a mark on
a scale of 0 to 9. indicating the degree of
language, sex and violence that might appear in
each of those videos. I believe it is not just a
matter for parents to be concerned about but is
a matter for many people. I take the point that
the Minister made about "Last T'ango in
Paris"~, but there are many other videos, per-
haps not so well-known, which do not have an
"R"-rated classification, but which sometimes
have bad language or show a bit too much skin,
or whatever.

Mr Parker: It depends on what you mean by
bad language. There is a bit of bad language in
'Crocodile Dundee', but you would not suggest

that is not appropriate in the context.
Mr WATT: Absolutely. I went to a play some

time ago at The Playhouse, which involved a
priest and a fellow in prison, and the prisoner
behind the bars had occasion to use that four-
letter "F" word which I find quite distasteful,
but because it was in context and because he
was the sort of person that he was, I found
absolutely no objection to that. What I did
object to was that for the rest of the play, the
word was probably used another 20 or 30 times
when it was entirely out of context. I think the
point the Minister makes about context is quite
right.

Mr Parker: That is the principal reason I am
opposed to this scale of language or scale of
violence, because people are required to have
general regard for scale of language,
explicitness, violence etc. when deciding
whether to give a rating of -X", "R1", .1m",
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"PG", or whatever. However, if one tries to
provide some preciseness to it, one inevitably
gets into that sort of value judgment. It is a real
problem. What the censors have to try to find is
in general terms. From memory. 1. think Croco-
dile Dundee had a -G- classification-yet it
did contain some bad language. It just does not
make any sense to say, "Well, "G" is appropri-
ate for that because of the general tenor of the
film."

Mr WATT: I disagree with the Minister, and
if I had time-and I do not wish to Pursue
that-it would be interesting to read the
transcript of the debate that took place on
radio between the Premier and Bob Maumill
some time ago when the Premier adopted the
Minister's position, and Bob Maumill was es-
pousing the merits of this case. The Minister is
quite right:, it is a subjective thing. However, at
least it does give people a better opportunity of
making an assessment at a glance of how they
see the thing. because not everybody has an
objection to different things. A film or a video
might be -1R"-rated or rated with any other
classification for different reasons. One might
have a particular aversion to violence or to bad
language. or whatever. The simple classifi-
cation system that we have, good though it may
be, does not go far enough. That is the point I
am making.

Reference to the Gov'ernment Gazette shows
there is already some assessment of the extent
of sex, violence, and language. It is simply
recorded by an "I" for infrequent: an -F* for
frequent: an -L". "M" and "-H- to indicate
low, medium or high explicitness or intensity:
and a "J" if it is considered to be justified. or a
-G- if it is considered gratuitous. Frankly, all
that assessment has already been done to indi-
cate the extent of the content of the video, and
it would be more easily and accurately
transmitted to a potential hirer or purchaser of
a video by the type of display of that infor-
mation that we are proposing than by what is
actually included in that Governmnent Gazette.

I indicate to the National Party that we will
be supporting some of the amendments that it
is proposing, but we will discuss those during
the Committee stage. The Opposition will not
be supporting that amendment which proposes
to remove the Commonwealth's involvement
in the class ification. I really cannot see the
value in that, but we might debate that more
fully when we go into Committee.

Mr Parker: Thai is the point 1 was debating
with the member earlier-that a large number
of his amendments relate to that.

Mr WATT: Yes. There are quite a few conse-
quential amendments.

Mr Parker: Yes, but I agree there is one fun-
damental issue.

Mr WATT: There really is little question that
in recent years members have seen a very
steady decline in standards of morality and
decency. What was once regarded as an offence
against society, particularly in terms of
language, is now regarded as acceptable by
many people. What bothers me particularly is
that the Filthiest and crudest language can be
commonly heard on a great many videos. In-
deed, I am inclined to the view that because of
that, many young people have probably come
to believe that that language is acceptable in
our community.

Mr Parker' Maybe that has had an impact,
but I was at school long before there were such
things as videos, and not only at the schools I
attended but also at the various sports games I
used to go to. there were just as many words
and phrases used then as are used now.

Mr WATT: I take a different view about that
from the Minister: maybe he moved in differ-
ent circles from 1.

Mr Parker: I went to some pretty salubrious
schools.

Mr WATT: I imagine it is pretty much the
same amongst most children, and I am not
suggesting that when I went to school-and I
went to school before the Minister did-chil-
dren did not swear: of course they did, and at
times quite profusely. However, it seems they
were far less public about it. One can stand in
the street and hear people swearing quite
loudly at times. One can go to a sporting fixture
or function and hear people swearing profusely
on the sidelines, both at the players and during
arguments amongst themselves.

My daughter probably would not be very
impressed if she knew I was standing here in
Parliament talking about her, but at a barbeque
at school when she was leaving primary
school-which would have made her about 1 2,
1 suppose-she tripped and fell over a
barbeque, and the word that rolled off her
tongue was certainly not one that she would
have learned at home, and we were less than
imnp ressed .

Mr Blaikie: She would not have learned it
from her mother.

Mr WATT: Not from her father either. I am
pleased to say we have not heard the-word from
her since.
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Mr Parker: She probably would not say it in
front of you.

Mr WATT: There would be nothing new
about that. I think there are many children like
that. That is the way of the world, and it will be
ever thus. However, those of us who are
parents do have a responsibility to try to incul-
cate in our children values and standards that
we would like them to have and consider to be
appropriate.

The ABC was once the bastion of decency
and the protector or preserver, if one likes, of
high moral standards, and now even on its own
shows it allows certain language that I find far
from acceptable. To give an example, some of
the language that comes out of the Dingo Prin-
ciple is not altogether desirable.

Mr Parker: It offended the Ayatollah
Khomeini as well.

Mr WATT: I am not sure whether the Minis-
ter is trying to put me into the same class as the
Ayatollah.

Mr Parker: Unfortunately you have not got
as much power as he has; let us put it that way.

Mr WATT: We will work on that.
Obviously we support the general thrust of

the Bill, but during the Committee stage we
will discuss a number of concerns which
suggest the Bill ought to go further. I hope that
if our concerns are addressed we will see an
improvement in the community in the matter
of video classifications, which is what this Bill
is all about.

MRt LEWIS (East Melville) [5.01 pm]: I have
been approached by various people concerned
with this legislation and particularly by mem-
bers of the National Viewers and Listeners As-
sociation of Western Australia. They expressed
concern about the way the Bill was drafted and
I have a certain amount of sympathy for their
views.

I am concerned that we will have a censor i n
Canberra and we will have to cop what he or
she believes is suitable for this State.

Mr Parker: You haven't read the Bill if you
think that.

Mr LEWIS: I understand the Minister has
the ability to overrule the Commonwealth cen-
sor, but the Bill does not provide the ability for
an appeal by a member of the public.

Mr Parker: Yes it does.
Mr LEWIS: A member of the public can

write to the Minister and the Minister can then
make a dlecision; a member of the public will

not have the right to appeal against a classifi-
cation, other than by going through the Minis-
ter's office.

Mr Parker: What other appeal do you want?
Mr LEWIS: It gets back to whether the Min-

ister thinks a classification is suitable.
Mr Parker: To whom should an appeal go?
Mr LEWIS: A member of the public should

have the ability to appeal against against video
classifications in the same way as he or she has
the right to appeal on other matters, such as
environmental matters.

Mr Parker: Let's say the Commonwealth pro-
vides an "R"-rated classification for a video
which a member of the public considers should
be an *'X"-rated video, which would mean that
it would be forbidden to be sold in Western
Australia. What a member of the public could
do-and the member for Avon may have a
misconception about this aspect because he has
suggested an amendment to remove the lime
frame-is to appeal to the Minister of the day
to have that classification reviewed.

Mr LEWIS: I accept that, but then the Minis-
ter-or his successors-is setting himself up as
the preserver of moral standards in Western
Australia. and I do not think that is necessarily
within hisjurisdiction.

Mr Parker: Who do you suggest should have
the responsibility?

Mr LEWIS: Perhaps the Minister should put
in place a committee of Western Australians
with the responsibility to advise the Minister
on whether Western Australians generally ac-
cepted the Minister's morals.

Mr Parker: Again, you haven't read the Bill,
because precisely such a committee is provided
for under the existing legislation. We have used
that committee-and the member for Cottesloc
could tell you he did when he was Chief Sec-
retary-forjust such advice.

Mr LEWIS: In that case I have overlooked
that facility fora committee in the Bill.

Mr Lightfoot: Which clause?
Mr Parker: Clause 4 provides for a State ad-

visory committee on publications.
Mr LEWIS: Does the Bill allow the Minister

to refer complaints to the committee?
Mr Parker: Yes.
Mr LEWIS: It comes back to the Minister's

determination.
Mr Parker: Of course: but whom do you want

to have that determination?
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Mr LEWIS: People should have the ability to
appeal not only to the Minister but also to a
tribunal, otherwise the Minister is putting him-
self-and his successors-into the position of
being sale arbiter of what is morally acceptable
in Western Australia.

Mr Parker: In the ultimate that is what
democracy is all about.

Mr LEWIS: I do not believe that is the case.
Mr Parker: You might like to have a dis-

cussion with the member for Cottesloc. because
he could tell you that it is a very effective
mechanism if used properly.

Mr LEWIS: I am concerned that Canberra
will become the adjudicator of video classifi-
cations for our State. I am particularly con-
cerned because of the rapid advancements in
technology which will allow the beaming of
televisian programmes from State to State.
where we could have an '-R'-rated programme
beamed into Western Australia from the East-
ern States. The parents of a young family could
be away from home and the young children
could be able to watch an -R--rated pro-
gramme on the family TV.

Mr Parker: You can't cover that in this legis-
lation.

Mr LEWIS: Perhaps we should.
Mr Parker: We don't have the constitutional

ability to do that.
Mr LEWIS: I accept that we cannot restrict'

trade between the States.
Mr Parker: We are not talking about that but

about the beaming of programmes from one
State to another. We don't have the power over
telecommunications to legislate to stop that.

Mr LEWIS: I understand that, but perhaps
the Minister should sit down with his col-
leagues from the other States and consider
legislation that would give the Slates the power
to control the beaming of telecasts, especially
-1R"-rated programmes, from one State to
another.

Mr Parker: You are saying that the States
should seek to remove from the Common-
wealth the telecommunications power and give
it to themselves?

Mr LEWIS: No, but this State should have
some input into what is beamed into Western
Australia-

Mr Parker: It does.
Mr LEWIS: Not within this legislation.

Mr Parker: It can't, because anything of that
sort which we put into this legislation would be
ultra vires.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister is suggesting it is
too jolly hard and he will not do anything about
it.

Mr Parker: The Constitution of the Com-
monwealth has certain provisions to which we
are bound.

Mr LEWIS: The Bill provides that a person
shall not sell or exhibit certain material in cer-
tain shops but very conveniently leaves out a
provision that states that "R"-rated materials
shall not be exhibited in schools. That is an
amendment that needs to be made to the Bill.

I support entirely the view that videos should
be classified under general categories such as

L" for language. "S" for sex, a pd -V-~ for
violence. That allows any person who goes into
a video shop to know exactly what he or she is
getting.

This should also carry over to the video
cassettes themselves. I accept that the video
package is classified and that the cassettes also
have a classification, but that is shown in very
small print. The cassettes themselves should be
very clearly and prominently classified,

The usual practice in video shops is to take
the cassette out of the plastic package and to
put the cassette into a plain video carrying
ease.

Mr Parker: Who does that?
Mr LEWIS: Most of the video shops.
Mr Parker: If they don't clearly exhibit the

classification they will be committing an of-
fence under this Bill.

Mr LEWIS: The videos are taken out of their
book-like holders, which clearly show their
classification, and are put into a plain plastic
cover.

Mir Parker: But under this legislation, if they
package them in a way which does not reveal
the classification they will commit an offence.

Mr LEWIS: But they could still have the
classification just-in small print on the cassette
and in this way not transgress. At present chil-
dren can go into video shops, make a
selection-which could be -R"-rated-and
take it home in a plain package with no classifi-
cation marked on it.

Mr Parker: If' a video seller gave them an
-R--rated video he would be liable to pros-
ecution and heavy penalties under this Bill.
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Mr LEWIS: That relates to the classification
of a minor, which is anyone under 16 years. I
believe the age should be lifted to l8 years
because there are many people in the 16 to 18-
year age bracket who should not be viewing this

R"1-rated material.

Mr Parker: Video companies are selling
videos which cannot be sold to people under 18
years.

Mr LEWIS: There is no offence where people
have warehouses full of -X"-rated material or
material that should not be dispersed.

Mr Parker: That is dealt with in the amend-
men t.

Mr LEWIS: It is a deficiency in the Act. I am
pleased to note the Minister has picked 'I up
and will put in place amendments that will
clarify the situation.

MR PARKER (Fremantle-Minister for The
Arts) (5.11 pm]: I thank members opposite for
thecir contributions to the debate.

There has been much debate about censor-
ship and moral values. Part of miy task as Min-
ister for Administrative Services in the first
year my party became the Government was
that of censorship. Quite honestly, without
having given that portfolio a great deal of
thought, my position was a liberal or liber-
tarian position. I had a fundamental view
based on the general application of civil
liberties principles, putting aside the question
of protection of minors. that what adults did
and said to each other ought to be very much a
matter for themselves as Ions as they did it in
private and did not offend other people.

After 10 or I I months in that position,
printed material and the censorship issue had
quite an impact in terms of the attitude I
adopted with respect to these matters. I was
brought up in the ethos of the great civil
liberties debates of the 1 960s on issues like
Lady, Chaiierk'vis Lover where there had been
very repressive censorship legislation. One
tended to take the view that these liberties
should at least be allowed for adults. For many
years we have not been talking about the Lady
Chatterley elements. We are now talking about
a totally different world with respect to the
sorts of issues that came up in those early de-
bates and I think the member for Cottesloc
would agree with me. I moved to a position-
perhaps influenced by that experience and to
some degree by the feminist arguments referred
to by the member for Avon-where the sorts of

material coming to me and my committee
should have been restricted and in many cases
banned.

If one were to go through the history of de-
cisions I made in 1983 and when I again gained
control of the censorship area after the last
election, one would certainly find I have taken
a stronger view on those issues as time has
worn on because of my experience. My view
now is that there is certainly a considerable
need for restriction of much of the material
concerned. I am by no means a wowser in my
attitude towards life. I do not take any of those
positions, I never have and I do not think I
ever will. I tend to be non-judgmental of other
people's private affairs.

Much of the material that has been restricted
or banned-whether it be videos or printed
mate rial-t ho roughly deserved to be. I have
been taken to task by a prominent journalist in
this State for abandoning my civil liberties
principles. That is an argument that can be
advanced and one has to wear it as a Minister.
However, I believe I am upholding civil
liberties in the way I am administering the vari-
o us p ieces of censorsh ip legislat ion.

We recently debated legislation where I
sought to gain additional powers for the Minis-
ter of the day to restrict the showing of films in
certain drive-in cinemas. The drive-in industry
is concerned and a little upset, but I believe the
community has a right to be protected from
those films.

The two most informed contributions to the
debate came from the members for Avon and
Albany. They had obviously taken a great deal
of trouble to read the legislation and in the case
of the member for Avon he spent a lot of time
in drafting amendments to the legislation. The
member for Avon has moved amendments
some of which I propose to agree to. The mem-
ber for Albany mentioned petitions which have
been lodged in the House and in particular a
petition about certain videotapes. I have given
notice that I will be moving a new clause to
strengthen the section relating to that petition.

II said, by interjection to the member for
Avon, that he had made a mistake insofar as
the Commonwealth was concerned. I was
pleased to hear the member for Albany indicate
that he agreed with the Government's position.
At the moment there is a Commonwealth film
censor and has been since 1947. Legislative
power with respect to censorship is divided
under the Constitution. The Commonwealth
has power with respect to the importation of
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material. The States have power with respect to
the exhibition of material. Since around 1947
film and video material came in from over-
seas-that is still the case except there is some
material which is made locally-and there were
were extensive areas where the Commonwealth
had power.

During the post-war period an agreement
was reached which provided for the States and
the Commonwealth to reach agreement. From
around that time, power was reserved to the
State Minister to be the State censor. The legis-
lation with regard to films has always
nominated the State Minister as the State cen-
sor. That Minister has had the power to over-
ride decisions of the Commonwealth Film Cen-
sorship Tribunal. It has been done on two or
three occasions in the past few years. It can be
done by the State Minister refusing a classifi-
cation or upgrading a classification for which
the Commonwealth Film Censor has applied. Ii
can also be done by downgrading it.

In 1983 there was much lobbying for me to
downgrade the classification of a film called
Chrisiane F which was about the taking of
drugs. It was fell by many people in the com-
munity that it should be seen by lS-year-olds
because it was a Film about that age group.
There will never be any easy answer about who
should be the ultimate authority in these mat-
ters. In that circumstance. I caused that film to
be seen by the State Advisory Committee on
Publications, the chairman of which is an as-
sociate professor of psychology. The committee
contained a range of well qualified people.
There was talk of its alleged educational merit
so I asked for it to be seen by senior authorities
within the Education Department to gain their
views.

The authorities within the Education Depart-
ment, contrary to the point made to me by
various community groups who felt it should
be seen by children, felt the situation should be
the reverse. The department felt it was justified
in having an -R- certificate and should not be
seen by I 5-year-olds. They thought it would
have the opposite impact on that age group.

In order to give ourselves interim extensive
power in the matter, we decided to amend the
Indecent Publications and Articles Act.

Subsequently, we used the power we gave
ourselves at that time to ban -X--rated videos.
The question of whether the Government did it
quickly enough was raised by the member for
Murchison-Eyre. We did it more quickly than
anyone else and we did it when it became ap-

parent that there was public concern about the
issue. Part of the role of Government is to
listen to public concern and act on it as it did
on that occasion. That is what the Government
tried to do and what it has done in relation to
this Bill.

The member for Avon may hold a legitimate
view, but the Government has to balance it out
against the fundamental responsibilities it has
to the public as a whole and not just to pars icu-
lar interest groups. The idea suggested by the
member for Avon to do away with the Com-
monwealth Government's film classification
system and substitute it with a State system
makes no sense. It would create only a huge
expense bosh for the State Government and for
the video industry. that is, those ordinary and
decent people who run video establishments.

Under this Bill we have a scheme which the
Liberal Opposition supports and which is the
best of both worlds. The work is undertaken by
the Commonwealth's classification system and
if this Government disagrees with its decision
it can substitute it with its own classification.
That is what is proposed and I will reject any
amendments moved by the member for Avon
relating to the taking away of the Common-
wealth's film censorship role. We are totally
protected in regard to anything we want to do
in this State.

One of the strengths of this legislation is that
it enacts in law the fact that this State has
banned "X'-rated videos. Up until now, it has
been a policy decision of the State which. I
suppose, theoretically could have been reversed
by a future Minister or Government to ban
'X--rated videos by the stroke of a pen. Under
this legislation -X--rated videos will-presum-
ing this Bill is passed-by an Act of Parlia-
ment. become banned. If a future Government
wishes to change that position it must seek ap-
proval for that change from the Parliament. It
is a substantial improvement to the current
position.

With all due respect to the member for East
Melville I do not think he has read the legis-
lation. I ask him to do that because all the
issues he raised are dealt with in the Bill.

Perhaps I should give the House an indi-
cation of whether I will support the amend-
ments so be moved by the member for Avon. I
will support the amendments which relate to
the protection of minors: that is, his amend-
ments to ekuses 26. 28 and 36. 1 think there is
more than one amendment in each ease.
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I understand the concern expressed by the
member for Avon and the member for Albany
about the exhibition before minors of -R--
rated material and their concern about whether
that can occur in a school. While I will not be
supporting the amendment moved by the
member for Avon to clause 33 1 would have
thought that a school would be defined as a
public place. To make it clear to everyone so
that there is no argument about it I certainly
would be happy to insert uhe words -or a
school" after the words "public place" in the
first line of clause 33(l). 1 would not support
the lengths to which the member for Avon
wants to go in that regard. I am certainly happy
to deal with the school issue if it is felt that the
protection given to a public place does not ap-
ply to a school. I guess that such an issue could
go before the courts for intepretation and per-
haps it is best that it is specified in this Parlia-
men t.

I am certainly prepared to move down the
route set out by the member for Avon in terms
of further protection of minors. In addition to
the amendment I gave notice of last week to
add a new clause 37 the Bill will substantially
protect the position of those videos which have
been refused classification and will make the
jobs of the police both in their enforcement of
the law on the beat and in the courts much
easier. The police have had a difficulty in not
being able to prove to the courts that particular
items were available for sale and hire and that
they were just not warehoused. My proposed
amendment will overcome that difficulty. The
police will not have to prove that the videos
were for sale or hire, they will just havc, lo
prove possession.

My amendment will also take account of the
position which might arise where people hold
such videos in their homes. It is something
which causes concern especially in the case of
young children going into someone else's home
where such videos are available. The possession
of such material would be an offence and it is
justifiable.

There are some differences in this Bill from
the model legislation that has been used in
other States. The Bill, without the proposed
amendments. proposes a number of changes
which will strengthen the position regarding the
protection of minors. The penalties I inserted
in the Bill are stronger than those which apply
in any other State and with the amendments I
propose in the form of clause 3 7 and those that-.
I propose to accept there is no quyestion that
this Bill will be the strictest Bill of its kind in
Australia.

Included in the Bill is a clause relating to seiz-
ure of this material without warrant. The
Government gave careful consideration as to
whether it would incorporate the clause in the
Bill because it does exist in the Indecent Publi-
cations and Articles Act, but it does not exist in
other Slate legislation. The police asked me to
incorporate the clause in this legislation and.
after Crown Law advice, I was happy to accept
their view.

It appears that there is support for the gen-
eral thrust of the legislation. Some of the
amendments to be moved by the member for
Avon will be supported by the Government,
but others will not. I commend the Bill to the
House.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY CHAMBER
Television Cameras

THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett): Before I take
questions without notice I remind members of
the statement I made late last week: The tele-
vision stations will be filming the whole of
question time today. I have given them per-
mission to do so from the two doors on the
floor of the House. but no sound recordingwill
be taken.

I also advise members in advance that in
view of the seminar which will be held during
the dinner suspension tonight, when I leave the
Chair after questions without notice I will not
return until 7.30 pm.

[Questions taken.j
Sfliing suspended frain 6. 000o 730 pin

VIDEO TAPES CLASS IFICATION AND
CONTROL BILL

In Coiniuie
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Dr

Lawrence) in the Chair; Mr Parker (Minister
for The Arts) in charge of the Bill.

Clause I put and passed.
Clause 2:tommeucemenc-
Mr TRENOR DEN: The National Party be-

lieves that the proclamation of clause 5 of this
Bill should be delayed because of the Common-
wealth's failure to take action in this regard.
That delay could be extended because of the
forthcoming Federal election.
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Mr PARKER: I am not anxious to proclaim
this Bill by any particular date. 1 am happy to
give consideration to the date it should be
proclaimed. I believe that the National Party.
on this issue-not on all issues-has funda-
mentally misconceived the point that the Com-
monwealth is establishing a number of differ-
ent classifications including -1G". "PGR".
.,MI.. -1R". and -X- whether we like it or not.
That does not mean that -X"-rated material
will be allowed into this State. Even if, as
suggested by the member, we set up our own
censorship system in this State, we can do
nothing to alter the Commonwealth's allowing
-X--rated material.

We could do other things such as not
allowing "X"-rated material into this State or
we could make possession of it illegal. That
would make the mail order system more diffi-
cult.

I do not see the connection between clauses 2
and 5 or between clause 5 and the question
raised by the member about joint Cornmon-
wealth-State arrangements.

Mr Trenorden: Will you consider a late proc-
lamation?

Mr PARKER: I am prepared to do that.
although I do not want this legislation hanging
around for ever. The fact that it is proclaimed
later rather than sooner does not worry me.

Clause put and passed.

Clause 3; Interpretation-

Mr WATT: On the bottom of page 2 of the
Bill the definition of -child" means a person
who has not attained the age of 16 years. On
page 3 the definition of a "minor"* means a
person who has not attained the age of I8
years. Again on page 7 clause 9 refers to per-
sons under the age of I S in certain circumn-
stances- It seems that these inconsistencies are
also inconsistent with the definition of a
..child" in the Child Welfare Act and other
legislation. I believe we should be standardising
the definitions in this Bill so that it is consist-
ent.

Mr PARKER: I did not address this issue
which the member for Murchison-Eyre raised
when he spoke about a minor as opposed to a
child. The fundamental difference is that there
are those regulations which apply to the exhi-
bition or sale of particular videotapes to people
of certain ages. The reason for the -M"-rated

classification as shown on page 7 of the Bill and
which relates to a person under the age of 15
years-

M r Watt1: A nd t he '"PG;'-rated vi deo.
Mr PARKER: -is that Australi~a-.wide and

in English speaking countries there is an agree-
ment that the -t- category relates to children
under the age of IS5 years. I guess there is no
magic about any of these ages, but the age as
stated in the Bill is to maintain uniformity.
There would be considerable concern if we
were to change it to a not her age.

Mr Watt: In the interest of uniformity I ac-
cept that.

Mr PARKER: In the case of the child versus
minor definition the basic issue is that there are
provisions in the Bill which regulate the sale
and hire of videotapes to people and for that
purpose the word ".minor" is used. What it
means is that "R"-rated videos or unclassified
videos may not be sold or exhibited to people
under the age of I18 years. That is where the
argument about schools comes into play. It was
suggested that perhaps there are people in
schools who are minors, but not children. That
is wrong, because a minor refers to a person
under the age of 18.

What the Bill is saying is that a person can-
not sell or supply to a person who is under the
age of 18 year-that is. a minor-or cause it
to be exhibited to a minor because it will be an
offence. It relates very much to the -1- -rated
classification wherein people between the age
of two years and IS years are not permitted to
view such films.

The definition of-child"' is relevant in those
sections of the Bill which relate to procurement
or otherwise dealing with children with regard
to the making of videos. In other words, if that
group of people we arc seeking to protect are
involved in the making of pornographic videos,
the video is automatically termed a child por-
nography video. By contrast, if a person is over
the age of 16 years it might still be pornogra-
phy. still be classified -X- and penalties might
still apply, but it does not necessarily automati-
cally apply to someone over the age of 16 years.
I assume that that is because the age of consent
is 16 years.

I understand that the Bill conforms to the
ages in the Child Welfare Act. I cannot guaran-
tee it because I am not familiar with that Act.
but that is what my briefing tells me.

Mr TRENORDEN: The National Party will
be seeking to insert a new definition for a
"restricted area".
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I am sure that all members have walked
around video shops and have found that
unfortunately some video shops do not separ-
ate their *'R"-rated videos from the general
videos. The National Party feels very strongly
that -R--ratcd videos should be separated
from the other videos in the shop. I point out
that in many of the video shops I have visited
they are separated from the other movies.

Although I have been in this House for only
18 months I have been assured that the
Government promised that it would accept a
definition of-restricted area" in video shops.

Mr PARKER: A promise certainly was not
made byrme and I am not aware of any prom-
ises that have been made about restricted areas.
My recollection of the circumstances is that
when Hon. Des Dans was the Minister respon-
sible for this portfolio. 'X"-rated videos were
banned in this State. The initial intention of
the Government was to insist upon a restricted
area for "R"--rated videos and I suppose it was
similar to the restricted areas that apply to
some indeccnt publications.

My recollection is that at that time the video
retailers were claiming that bankruptcy would
be their lot if -X"-rated videos were banned.
They were banned and I do not know if any
retailers went bankrupt. One of the issues on
which they had discussions with the then Min-
ister was the area for the displaying of -R"--
rated videos on the basis that it is always poss-
ible for the Minister to exercise his power if
they are being displayed in a way which is un-
acceptable. For example, only last year a video
which portrayed Santa Claus as a killer was
released. I cannot remember its name but there
was an outcry about it. I viewed the video and I
did not find it interesting or exciting. It was
one of those run-of-the-mill videos with a little
violence and sex in it. but it was not much
compared with many other videos. Some
people called on me to ban the film but I said
to the retailers that I was not prepared to ban
it. However. I advised that I was not happy
with the way it was being advertised. It showed
Santa Claus with blood dripping from an axe he
was holding and I told the retailers and the
distributor of the video that if they employed
that sort of advertising I would ban it because I
thought it would offend and upset children.
They accepted that. The Minister can wield
considerable power.

I understand that the view the Government
has consistently taken is that it would not re-
quire videos, given that they are only little
packages with names and certification on them.

to be displayed in a restricted area. However, if
they were shown to anyone they would have to
be shown in a restricted area.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: I refer to clause 3. par-
ticularly to the interpretation of "display".ln
relation to videotapes I ask the Minister why he
has not included the exhibiting of a video be-
cause it could include the means to display
images. Why has that been specifically
excluded from the interpretation clause?

Mr PARKER: If someone turns on the moni-
tor and shows a video he should not be
exempted from those things which require him
to show them only to people over the age of 18
years. If the videos are just on show, in a pack-
age, the person should not be liable to pros-
ecution.

Mr Lightfoot: Why not?

Mr PARKER: If someone went into a shop
and an -R"-rated video was displayed in its
cartridge, that of itself should not render the
retailer liable to prosecution. If it is sold or
hired to someone or it is put on a monitor and
shown in a store it does render the retailer
liable to prosecution. That is why the word
"exhibit" has not been included in the defi-
nitions clause.

Mr Lightfoot: It must be ifit is exhibited.

Mr PARKER: If it is exhibited on a monitor
the retailer is rendered liable to prosecution.

Mr WATT: I think the member for East
Melville raised the definition of "public place"
during the second weading debate. The defi-
nition includes many things, such as a shop,
store, vehicle or other place to which persons
are invited or permitted to resort to obtain,
view or inspect goods or to Obtain a service.
Does that include a school? It ought to be de-
fined as specifically including a school.

Mr PARKER: Rather than amend the defi-
nition to include a school. I would prefer.
where a public place is referred to under the
section concerned with the prohibition of in-
spection of certain videotapes in the presence
of minors, the wording to say. "public place or
school". I would have thought that served the
member's purpose better.

Parents were concerned about the exhibiting
of -R"-rated videos in schools. They were con-
cerned that that was not specifically
mentioned. Rather than specifically include a
school in the definition of a public place, I
would rather-and I think it is actually
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firmrrC-make it absolutely clear in clause 33 at
the bottom of page 19 that a person shall not
exhibit in a public place or a school.

Mr TRENORDEN: I understand the Minis-
ters attitude, but I am not satisfied that his
explanation will help those people who came to
see Me.

I move an amendment-

Page 3. after line 16-To insert the fol-
lowing-

..restricted area" means an area of a
public place that is set aside for the
display of video tapes with a classifi-
cat ion of -1R", and that is clearly
identifiable as such.

Mr WATT: I support the amendment. Some
years ago in a bookshop, in order to attract
customers. the first thing one saw was a counter
with a row of books, mainly displaying naked
women. There might have been the odd male,
but 1 did not notice. Since then the law has
been changed to make it necessary for books of
that type not to be displayed but kept in a
restricted place. There has been a substantial
improvement in the situation. This amend-
ment would have the same effect.

It would also cover the problem referred to
about the woman with a video of Las! Tango in
Pao-s. Perhaps she thought that because a tango
was a kind of dance, it would be a dance type of
story. She failed to notice the little "R' classifi-
cation on the packet. This would not apply if
all the -1R"-rated titles were in a restricted
place. [ think the Minister said that a
substantial number of video libraries and shops
already kept their -1R"-rated material in a semi-
restricted place, or certainly a separate place.
This amendment will give substance to that
and we support it.

Mr PARKER: The display of "R"--rated
videotapes in a restricted area is not supported.
A number of disadvantages are evident in
separating -1R"-rated videotapes from all other
classifications. A concentration of bR1--rated
videotapes in one area would highlight their
availability and attract the attention of all cus-
tomers, i ncludi ng m inors.

Secondly, retailers would take advantage of
the requirement and exploit the situation for
advertising and sales purposes. Videotapes
could receive undeserved sensationalism and
attract unwarranted and undesired advertising.

Thirdly, the purpose of separating "R"--rated
videotapes would be nullified and attention
would be drawn to them, perhaps for commer-
cial advantage.

Control over the distribution of videotapes
can be exercised only at the point of sale or
hire. Separation would not serve as a control in
itself, and might indeed divert the owners of
the video shop from their primary function and
obligation, which is to make sure that none of
these things goes out to minors.

Mr Lightfoot: I do not follow that argument.
It is convoluted.

Mr PARKER: It is not convoluted at all. The
critical thing is to make sure that the video
retailer does not hire. sell or display to a
minor-

Mr Lightfoot: How does the amendment not
do that'?

Mr PARKER: I am going through a whole
range of things that we see as problems with the
amendment. The most important thing is that
the critical obligation on the part of the retailer
is to make sure that under no circumstances is
such an "R"-rated videotape sold or hired to a
minor. Substantial penalties can be imposed on
him if he does.

This does not help that at all. In fact, it could
possibly hinder it. Most of these video shops
operate on a shoestring. Generally an individ-
ual is running one, and his margins are pretty
low. From a management point of view it
would be difficult for the video retailer to have
a separate area and control his sales. The im-
portant thing is to enforce a sale. If consumers
could go into an area and watch a video, I
would agree entirely with the member for
Avon. But no-one watches them. Indeed it is
illegal to watch them, whether in the shop or
anywhere else.

Mr Lightfoot: Being illegal does not prohibit
them.

Mr PARKER: It does not, but I have never
seen a video shop-perhaps the member for
Murchison-Eyre is more experienced than I
am-

Several members interjected.

Mr PARKER: I was going to say I had never
seen a video shop with a display monitor in it.
The second point is that it is illegal.

Mr Lightfoot: I have never seen one without.

Mr Trenorden: They all have them.
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Mr PARKER: I have seen only a couple in
my electorate. Neither of those I have been to
has them. Perhaps Fremantle is deprived. Even
if they do, whether "R"-rated videos are separ-
ated from the others or not, if they are shown on
a monitor and a minor sees them, that is an
offence.

Mr Lewis: That is not what we are worried
about. We are worried about the minor being
able to come in and peruse those videos rather
than have them kept in a separate area.

Mr PARKER: What is there to peruse?
Mr Lewis: All the titles and bits and pieces

associated with -R--rared videos, including the
covers.

Mr PARKER: They are not entitled to dis-
play anything terribly explicit on the covers of
-R"-rated videos.

*Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: If members take that attitude

there is no point in our doing anything. Allow
me to continue. No other State in Australia has
introduced this form of restriction on -R--
rated videos.

Several members interjected.
Mr PARKER: I am not saying that is of

necessity a reason for not doing it, if membdis
will let me finish. No other States in Australia
have brought in this form of control, and those
States advise that there has been no complaint
or cause for concern- There are no problems in
that area of control.

The complaints that have been received here
in Western Australia-and elsewhere, I under-
stand-have been about the potential sale or
hire of"-R"-rated v ideotapes 10 m inors, not the
method of display. People have complained to
me that they feel their children, or someone
else's children, have been able to get -R"-rated
videos, but no-one has complained to me that
he has been able to see them in the shops.

The video industry, which has put up with a
considerable amount of legislation such as this.
has expressed a preference for flexibility to al-
low for separation by subject matter. The mem-
ber for Albany made the point that very many
of these people do voluntarily separate the
-R--rated films from their other stock. I accept
that, but I do not think it should be obligatory
and I do not see that it in any way serves the
aims of the Act or of the Opposition.

Mr Lightfoot: You may not.
Mr PARKER: The member for Murchison-

Eyre thinks so, and I disagree with him.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Minister is missing
the point. It is a family activity to go to video
stores, walk up and down the aisles, and select
films. As a parent, and having done this several
hundred times-

Mr Parker: You obviously have a tot more
lime than I have.

Mr TRENORDEN: My children do: they
watch videos while I go to bed and read. But
when we walk up and down those aisles to
make a selection of a family video, it is a hor-
rendous job. One lends not to want to select
many of the film titles in the shop, because of
lack of interest and also because of the type of
film they are. When I walk up and down the
aisle, 1 can do without my children tugging at
my shoulder, pulling a film off the shelf, and
saying. -Dad, how about this one?"

The Minister's point about making it easier
for the shop owners to market films is difficult
to grasp. I point out to the Minister that it is a
family occupation for many people to choose
the Saturday night or Sunday night movie, and
they have to come to some agreement, I do not
know the Minister's family situation, but when
I come home to the four members of my family
with a video and three of them do not want to
watch it, I am in trouble. We go down to the
shop as a family to make a movie selection, and
making that selection would be a great deal
easier if the -1R"-rated films were in one sec-
tion of the premises from which 1, as a parent.
could direct my children away.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
M r Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Donovan
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill

Ayes 20
Mr Lightfoot
Mr Rushton
Mr Schell
Mr Spriggs
M r Ste phens
Mr Thompson
M r Trenorde n
Mr Wait
Mr Wiese
Mr Williams

Noes 25
Mr's Henderson
Mr Gordon Kill
Mr Hadge
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Meller)

(Tell-)
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Pairs
Ayes Noes

M r Clarko Mr Tom Jones
MrTubby MrThomas
Mr Crane Mr Taylor
Mr MacKinnon MrTroy
Mr Mensaros Mr Read

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Arrangement with

wealth-
Mr LIGHTFOOT: I would prefer

advice I have had is. that there woul
acceptance of subeilause 5(l) if the
were substituted and replaced by the
General. I propose to move an amei
the following terms-

5. (1) The Attorney General a
Australia shall appoint a malun
Australian public servant (undei
lie Service Act 1978) for the cx4
discharge of each of the function
sor of video tapes and an appeal
video tapes with respect Ito th
cation of video tapes under t his A

Mr Parker: Have you not spok4
member for Albany? He has indicate
Opposition supports this clause.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: The Oppositi'
like the Government: it is not cauc
speak as individuals on this side of t
and the Minister has been here long
know that. He should not make fu:
mistakes like that.

I would like to see the clause an
respect of the function of a
videotapes, and particularly the wot
the fourth line of subclause 5(l) s
and replaced by -and", with the rec
ing.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Natio:
would like to see this clause deleted.
take on board the fact that the Labor
the Liberal Party seem to acceptt
which means we have no chance of c
amendment. As well, the Min
indicated that he is prepared to Io
delaying of the proclamation of tI
which would appease our stance.

Mr PARKER: In relation to the po
by the member for Avon. I understar
cern. which is basically that t
scheme-that the six States of Aust
chosen to ban -X"-rated videos-

thwarted by the fact that the Australian Capital
Territory and the Northern Territory have not
chosen to ban such films as well.

The Government has pressed the Common-
wealth very strongly on this matter and as the
member for Avon pointed out in his speech the
Commonwealth has consistently said that it
was awaiting the report of thejoint Select Com-
mittee. which seems to have been considering

Common- its report for an interminably long time. As the
Federal Parliament has been dissolved the
committee probably will not exist again until

and the after the election. Therefore, the State Govern-
d be more ment is looking at other ways of dealing with
Governor this problem, and one of them is an amend-
Attorney ment listed on the Notice Paper which is to ban

idment in the possession of such videotapes; even if one
succeeds in obtaining an -X"-rated video, it

f Western will be an offence to have it.
Western

rthe Pub- MrTrenorden: Policingthat is the problem.
Dreise and

censor ofn Mr PARKER: Yes, and the far preferable
en c ossf- way would be for the ACT and the NT to falle cassfi-into line with the other States. I might say thattct. the Federal Attorney General wrote to me be-

en to the fore the election reiterating that the Common-
d that the wealth would wait until the joint committee

had reported. He also pointed out that the
on is not Commonwealth had no control over the North-
:used. We emn Territory Government, which now makes
he House. its own decisions.
enough to
idamental I accept that it is desirable and I will consider

the date for proclamation, but I think that there
tended in is no point in proceeding with the arrange-
censor of ments with which the member wanted the

rd or"inChamber to proceed because it seems to me
d or ine that this State has the best of all possible
ustitutedn worlds. The Commonwealth Government does

A reain-all the work and in the vast bulk of cases no-
body would disagree about its decisions. The

nal Party odd one might crop up: the Commonwealth
but I will classifies all films in the -X--rated category
Party and and the State Government has said it will auto-
he clause. matically wipe those particular films from dis-
arrying an tribution here. We have also said that there is
ister has provision for the Government to review any
ok at the other categories of Films, whether 's, "M"s
he clause, or whatever. To institute a whole system of our

own would be duplicating a system which
>int raised already exists and would be expensive.
id his con-
he whole Mr Trenorden: There is a time problem. We
ralia have really do not know how long the Federal
-has been Government is talking about playing games.
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Mr PARISER: No, we do not. Thai is why I
am prepared to examine the member's queries
but I am not sure that the way the member has
suggested is the best way of dealing with it, but
I will consider it.

Also this legislation does not require-I
make this point both to the member for
Murchison-Eyre and to the member for
Avon-the State to enter into an agreement
with the Commonwealth. If if reaches the stage
where we believe the Commonwealth Film
Censor, or whoever, is being totally irrespon-
sible, we can withdraw from the agreement and
institute our own system of censorship. The
Bill provides for that.

I was surprised at the comments of the mem-
ber for Murchison-Eyre, frankly I do not under-
stand what he was talking about, and he seems
to have been at variance with his colleagues.
However. I accept the fundamental ideas which
were put forward by the member for Avon.
although I do not accept that his proposal is the
best way to overcome the problem. However. I
will examine other ways. including the date of
proclamation, which might overcome it.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 6to 8 put and passed.
Clause 9: Classification of video tapes-
Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-

ment-
Page 7. after line 14-To insert a new

subelause (2)-
(2) In determining the classification

of a video tape as "G". -PG- or M
under subsection (1). the censor shall
also determine the extent to which the
video tape includes-
(a) violence:
(b) language: and
(c) explicit sexual behaviour
that may be considered by a reason-
able adult to be unsuitable for exhi-
bition in the presence of a child.

I wish to ask the Minister whether "otherwise
deals" means -implies"-for example, if a
video contains extreme violence without the
viewer actually seeing the violence.

Mr Parker: It can do. If someone says that a
person was chomped up by a crocodile, it
would be up to the censor of the day to decide
whether that renders it liable to be dealt with
under that clause. If they don't actually ex-
plicitly show the person being chomped up but

thcy imply it, yes, it certainly can include that.
It does not have to be explicit: it can be
interpretive.

Mr TRENORDEN: The amendment is fairly
straightforward. It talks about the determi-
nation of classifications of violence, language
and explicit sexual behaviour. The National
Party is seeking to have these done by regu-
lation rather than have them included in the
Bill. We might have to play around with the
system for a while in order to institute a system
which works and which the public understands.
The National Party is prepared to do that by
regulation rather than by putting it precisely in
the Bill.

Mr WATT: The Opposition is certainly in
sympathy with this amendment and will sup-
port it. However, we are concerned about the
fact that although it takes us in the direction we
would like to achieve, the amendment stops
short of providing something specific to hap-
pen actually.

The amendment as moved says that the ceni-
sor shall determine the extent to which the
videotape includes violence, language, and ex-
plicit sexual activity.

Mr Trenorden: We want that done by regu-
lation.

Mr WATT: I accept that: I think there ought
to be some comment included in the debate to
make clear our intention. I come to what I
would call the "Peter Wells proposal". I do not
think anybody would be under any misappre-
hension about what I am talking about when I
refer to it in that way.

That is the display of a panel on each video
packet and each tape with three separate sec-
tions under the headings -"', "S". and ".
which stand for language, sex, and violence.
and each panel would contain a number or
rating on a scale from 0-9. Notwithstanding all
that has been said by the Minister I am absol-
utely convinced that all the problems of
selection of videos could be overcome if this
proposal were adopted. I am perfectly willing
to concede that many people arc not confused
about what they are sold, but I am equally
convinced that people not infrequently are sold
videos which they find, when they get home,
are less desirable than they thought. I am cer-
tain this simple approach, which has been
supported by most people in and out of the
video industry, would overcome the problem.
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I understand that Michael Brock, who used
10 be the president of the video retailers associ-
ation, telephoned from Albany today to speak
to one of our people and say that he supported
this.

Mr Parker: I would bc surprised because they
were very strongly opposed to this sort of thing
when it was first suggested.

Mr WATT: I did not speak to him person-
ally. I understand that to be the case. For any of
us-the Minister. me. or Mr Brock-it some-
times takes more courage to look at a situation
objectively and say. "I have considered this
carefully and on balance I am now inclined to
accept it is a worthy proposal." I think it is a
worthy proposal.

The point I was making is that all the con-
fusion in people's minds would be removed if
they were able to see precisely the content of
bad language. explicit sex, and violence on a
score panel on the cover of the video packet.

I support the amendment on the basis of
what the member for Avon has said-thai he
would like to see this assessment made, with
the qualification that it be done by regulation. I
would hope that regulation would end up in the
form I discussed. I would be happy to provide
the Minister with a copy of the transcript of the
interview between the Premier and Bob
Maumill on his radio show a couple of years
ago. Bob Maumill is a person for whom the
Minister probably has a little more respect than
1. This seems to me a particularly worthwhile
amendment.

Mr PARKER: I will welcome receiving the
transcript. I would be very surprised if the
video retailing industry in Western Australia
wanted to go this way.

Mr Watt: Michael Brock is no longer the
president.

Mr PARKER: Or even individual retailers.
because the principal effect would be to make
the censorship process vastly more expensi .ve.
and that is a concern. However, the principal
concern I have about this amendment is not
that point, but rather its being sought in one
State. It would make the situation in Western
Australia hard to accommodate, given that we
are trying to find a uniform system.

Mr Lightfoot: Use some initiative. It would
not be vastly more expensive.

Mr PARKER: Why?

Mr Lightfoot: It is a matter of logic. You
have to assess it for censorship anyway. Are
you suggesting you cannot put a figure on it at
the same time?

Mr PARKER: That is the point I am making.
The censor in determining the censorship level
already is required to assess the frequency.
explicitness and intensity of purpose of sex.
violence, language and other aspects which in-
clude adult concepts, sexual allusions, horror,
and nudity in each videotape. That is already
required, and as the member for Albany
mentioned, it is published in the Common-
wealth Gazelle. The work is done in the broad
sense and they give it a "G", -PG", "M". R1",
or -X' classification. The member is asking
them to say it is -MV9" or -MS6". or some-
thing along those lines.

Mr Lightfoot: Western Australia's youth is
worth that extra.

Mr PARKER: It may be. We are not talking
about -R- or -X' classifications because they
are already banned for Western Australian
youth. We are talking about "M", -PG-, and
"G" classifications. The members for Avon
and Albany seem to be taking a sensible ap-
proach. I do not say I agree: l am not convinced
of the merits of their case, and Ilam not saying
it has merit. It is not something one can do in
Western Australia alone.

Mr Trenorden: We can lead the nation.

Mr PARKER: The point I am making is not
that we do not need to lead the nation, but that
we will have to set up an apparatus of our own
which we do not have. I am happy to talk to the
members for Avon and Albany because they
are concerned, and I am happy to read the
transcript to which the member referred. I will
raise the matter with my colleagues who have
this responsibility in other States and with the
Federal Attorney General. I have been advised
by the Federal Attorney General that he will be
calling a meeting of all Ministers for censorship
soon. That was before the election was called:
who knows what the outcome will be? There
will be a meeting of Ministers and I am pre-
pared to circulate a proposition seeking their
views to discuss it at a general meeting if it
takes place. I am not saying I will necessarily
advocate this proposal, but I will raise it and
circulate it. I will look at it with an open mibid.
but if it is to be done it must be on a national
and not a State basis. We could not operate the
system only in Western Australia without
massive additional expense.
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Mr TRENORDEN: People going to hire a
video for the night are reasonably entitled to
know what it contains. That is the real core of
this argument about what people watch. As a
parent 1 take out many videos and 1 am con-
cerned each time I take a video off the shelf
because I do not know the content until I watch
it. We understand it could be difficult to im-
plement what we have recommended, and that
is why we arc prepared to do it by regulation so
that theme is some chance to try the system and
see if it works. At some later stage, if it does
work, this proposal could be incorporated into
the Act.

The Minister also said that these classifi-
cations are already published in the Common-
weallh Gazelle and some readings are already
done on sex and violence. All we Are asking is
for that information to be put on both the
jacket and the cassette tape so that when
parents view the cassette or tape they have a far
better knowledge of what will be digested by
their children.

I do not know where my All-Bran has gone; I
think Hansard has eaten it. The basic argu-
ment, however, is that we consume many
things and we need to know what the ingredi-
ents are. One can find out the ingredients of
whatever article one purchases in a supermar-
ket.

It is absolutely crucial to this Bill that
parents and other users of videos have a right
to know what is the content of the videos. The
classification and content of the videos should
be displayed not only on the cover of the video.
but also on the actual cassette.

Mr WATT: I understand what the Minister
said. I intend to support the amendment be-
cause not only is it a good amendment, but also
it establishes a clear intent and it does not im-
pose any administrative burden. In my
opinion, an assessment should be made by the
person making the classification. The infor-
mation is already recorded in the Common-
treat/h Gazette. It would be a relatively simple
procedure to adopt instead of using the letters
to which I referred earlier and I am sure that
they could adopt a different standard by chang-
ing to the numbers we have suggested.

It is apparent that this amendment will be de-
feated. The Minister indicated earlier, with
some reluctance, that he would speak with his
ministerial colleagues in the other States in re-
gard to accepting that change.

Mr Parker: I did not say that. I said that I am
happy to put forward the amendments moved
by the member for Avon and the member for
Albany to other State Ministers. I am not
happy to advocate that, but perhaps my view
might change.

It must be done on a uniform basis.

Mr WATT: In the interest of uniformity I
accept what the Minister has said, but because
the amendment does not impose any adminis-
trative difficulty. I intend to support it.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following resul t-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
MrGrayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett
Mr Carr
Mr Donovan
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson

Ayes
Mr Clarko
Mr Tubby
Mr Crane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes 20
Mr Lightfoot
Mr Rushton
M r Schell
M r Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Watt
Mr Wiese
Mr Williams

Noes 25
M r Gordon Hill
Mr Hodge
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr . L.Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
MrTroy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

M r Tom Jones
Mr Thomas
Mr Taylor
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Read

(1Wer)

f(liIler)

Amendment thuns negatived.

Mr LEWIS: I have some concern about the
provisions that cause the censor to classify a
particular video and the criteria which he or
she uses to do that.

I refer particularly to clause 9(2) which states
that the censor shall refuse to classify a
videotape for which an application for classifi-
cation has been made where the videotape-
the subelause goes on to describe the criteria
used to not classify videos in such cases. In-
cluded in the criteria could be a provision for
incest, homosexual behaviour and the like.
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It would be better for a general clause to be
inserted which would provide for a censor who
believes the degree of sexual modesty of the
average man or woman in the Australian com-
munity is offended, or that it offends to a
substantial degree the contcmporary standards
of decency currently accepted by the Australian
community. It would give the censor the
ability, in his or her opinion, to rate that video
as an -X"-rated video.

I move an amendment-

Page 7, after line 24-To insert a new
paragraph as follows:

(e) offends to a substantial degree
the sexual modesty of the average man
or woman in the Australian com-
munity or offends to a substantial de-
gree the contemporary standards of
decency currently accepted by the
Australian community.

Mr PARKER: There have been two
constructive contributions to this debate by the
member for Albany and the member for Avon.
However, this amendment confirms my view
that the contribution by the member for East
Melville shows that he does not understand the
issue before the Chamber.

I accept that there is an extreme view within
the community which would support this
amendment. I accept also that the Opposition
members have been lobbied about this legis-
lation.

I said earlier that I have modified my
position over the years and I am now much
more strict about censorship than I was in
1983. After a period away from this portfolio
and with the experience I have gained during
those years I believe very strongly that this
amendment-I am not a wowser. but I am
strict about a number of things. as is this
Government-would take us back to the days
prior to Lai- (ihafitrlcr s Lot-n-.

If something offends the average man or
woman, the member is saying it should be
given an -R- certificate and it should be auto-
matically included in an -~X- classification and
banned. That is absolutely impossible to ac-
cept. It is an extreme position. That view is by
no means held by more than a fcw per cent of
the population. I reject it. We have all the con-
trols in the other sections so far as children and
'X"-rated videos are concerned. I do not think
the member's view would be accepted in other
pants of Australia. Queensland included.

Mr LEWIS: The Minister has already made
known his moral views.

Mr Parker: It is not a question of morality. It
is a question of exposure.

Mir LEWIS: As the Minister gets older and
his children grow up. his views may change
again. This amendment is saying to the censor
that there are standards within the community
that are acceptable and that those standards
should be a benchmark under which the censor
should operate.

As times and opinions change within the
community, the censor should be responsible
enough to exercise the discretion that he or she
has. It may be that 15 years down the line we
will see a changing back to the Victorian-type
era -

Mr Parker: That is what you are proposing
by this amendment.

Mr LEWIS: I am not proposing it. Today
homosexuality is accepted as an everyday oc-
currence and people on the Government side
seem to want to normalise it as an everyday
event. I am not one of those persons. I believe
there are certain standards within the com-
munity that should be upheld. All I am saying
is that community standards should be
recognised and accepted as a benchmark for
the censor so that he or she is able to rate a
particular video. Let it be known that people
on this side of the Chamber have different
views from those of the Minister. He may find
it acceptable but we do not. Many people in the
community have similar views and we are
seeking to uplift the moral standards of this
community, which are lowered by the
philosophies expressed by the other side of the
Chamber.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Blaikie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Ayes 20
Mr Lightfoot
Mr Rushton
MrSchell
Mr Spriggs
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Watt
Mr Wiese
Mr Williams

r7"I110
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Noes 24
Dr Alexander Mrs Henderson
Mrs Blegg Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Benram Mr Hode
Mr Bridge Mr Marl borough
MrfBryce Mr Parker
Mr Brian Burke M r Pearce
Mr Burkett Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Carr Mr P. J.Smith
Mr Donovan Mrs Watkins
Mr Evans Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Wilson
Mr Grill Mrs Buchanan

MTd 1-1
Pairs

Ayes Noes
Mr Clarko Mr Tom Jones
Mr Tubby MrThomnas
MrCranc Mr Taylor
Mr MacKinnon Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Mensaros Mr Read
Amendment thus negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 10 to 12 put and passed.
Clause 13: Application for review of decision-
Mr LIGHTFOQT: I do not think that

subelause (1) (b) is sufficient. There should be
added a separate paragraph (c) concerning or-
ganisations because there are organisations in
this State which are appropriately qualified and
respected to make these review decisions. One
of those organisations is the highly respected
National Viewers and Listeners Organisation.
It ought to include a member of the public.
There ought to be some input from the ordi-
nary people in this State. the ordinary man and
woman, who have a high sense of morality and
a high regard for these areas of jurisdiction.
and who show responsibility.

I believe it is wrong merely to put the Minis-
ter there without adding something to it. I
suggest that in line 26. after the word
"decision" the words -of the censor or the
Commonwealth Film Censorship Board" be
added.

Mr TRENORDEN: The National Party feels
very strongly about this issue. There are some
8 000 videos in Western Australia at the mo-
ment, and some 72 000 videos that could make
their way into Western Australia at some time
in the future. We have already agreed that that
future is indefinite while the Federal election is
going on:, given the result of that, who knows
what will happen to the Standing Committee
and all the other questions relating to the
Australian Capital Territory?

We believe strongly that individuals within
our community should be able to make re-
quests for the changing of material that is

already here, and material that comes in in the
future from time to time, or as storms arise
from time to time about videos that are being
shown in Western Australia. We do not bel ieve
it is fair that the only person who can change
the classification is the Minister or the person
who has applied for the classification of a
videotape. That should be the right of all West-
ern Australians. I will give the Minister a
chance to speak, but I will move my amend-
ment on clause 13 after I have heard what he
has to say.

Mr PARKER: The members for Murchison-
Eyre and Avon are ignoring the fact that there
is in this Bill a control, to which I referred in
my second reading speech. That control has
existed for a long time in respect of films and
has worked well, and is now proposed to work
in respect of videos. The control is that West-
ern Australians do have an extra avenue for
appeal in these matters over and above the
Commonwealth Film Censorship Board and its
appellate tribunal, and there are provisions for
appeal to that tribunal.

There are already those two bites at the
cherry. but the third bite available in Western
Australia-both available with respect to films
and proposed with respect to videos-is the
provision contained in clause 17 of the Bill. It
will provide that anyone who is concerned-
and there are people who are concerned-can
apply to the Minister for a review of the de-
cision. It is the Government that makes these
decisions. That was the case when the member
for Cottesloe held the portfolio: he used to
make those decisions. Government must be re-
sponsible and accept the praise or odium that
results from that decision. I do not accept that
apart from those two existing rights-the right
in respect of the Commonwealth board and the
right with regard to the Minister-there is any
furlther need.

The committee which has been set up by
clause 4. vests in the committee existing under
the Indecent Publications and Advisory Act,
the powers under this Act, and it has been
agreed to and accepted unanimously by this
committee that that committee should transfer
over. The constitution of that committee is set
out and has a very wide range of people on it.
The chairman is a highly-regarded psychologist
and academic: there is a woman on the com-
mittee who is also a lawyr-in fact there are
two or three women on it, from recollection;
there is 11,r Doogue who is a well-respected
member of the community, and Mr Savell. who
has been involved in this area for many years
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under Governments of both political com-
plexions. I believe it is a very effective and
strong system. it is a greater avenue for appeal
than anything that exists under the appellate
mechanism that the members for Avon and
Murchison-Eyre are proposing.

Ultimately a Minister of the Crown can say
he does not care what the appeal process results
in. If it results in something which he regards as
unacceptable for the people of the State. he
could override it. That is what has operated in
the film area, and I believe that it will operate
just as successfully in the video area.

Mr WATT: I have to say by way of apology
that because we were not aware of these
amendments-and there are a substantial
number of them-until this morning when I
arrived at Parliament House it has been very
difficult for me. in consultation with my col-
leagues. to adopt a position that has been fully
discussed and understood on every one of
them.

The shadow Minister for this portfolio is in
another place and he-Hon. Phillip Pendal-
will be making some comments in respect of
this clause in that place, and possibly moving
amendments.

It seems to me, although my attention was
diverted, that the remarks just made by the
Minister were more concerned with the actual
classifications than with the fact that we were
talking about appeals. I understand that the
object of the National Party's amendment to
this clause is to allow any person to appeal to
the censor for a review of a decision on a classi-
fication. We think it is fairly important that
members of the public should have the right to
make that appeal to the film censor. There may
be people with quite different views from those
of the Minister or the person who applied for
the classification, and they might have some
very valid points to make that had not been
considered previously. Therefore there may
well be value in allowing any person to make
that appeal for a review.

Mr LEWIS: I point out to the Minister that
clause 13 is rather decisive. It says that the only
two people who can actually appeal are the
person who applied for the classification in the
first place. and the Minister.

Mr Parker: What about clause 17?
Mr LEWIS: That is the point. This clause.

"Applications for review of decision" is the
appropriate clause. Why not provide in this
clause for a person or organisation to have the
right, if need be. to appeal to the Minister? If

one has read that clause, one would accept that
it is only the Minister or the person who has
applied for the classification who has the right
to appeal. I cannot see anything wrong with
others having that right. If the Minister
suggests that under clause 17 a person has the
ability to apply to him, why is it not included in
this clause?

Mr TRENORDEN: I make this further
point: When a classification goes through and
is made in respect of a Film that is going to a
cinema in Western Australia and some time
later it goes onto video, there is a marked dif-
ferenice between those two decisions.

Something which might be acceptable as a
movie need not necessarily be acceptable as a
video.

Mr Parker: Then they have the right to ap-
peal under clause 17.

Mr TRENORDEN: But it comes back to the
fact that one person will decide these values-
the Minister or his successors in the future.
What happens if the Minister considers a case
and believes it is not appropriate because a
classification has already been made? For in-
stance, a movie may come in under an -"
rated classification, and bccausc it is already
classified and because the Minister has more
important things to do. he may not wish to
reclassify it.

Mr Parker: What do you mean?

Mr TRENORDEN: Once something is
classified the Minister may not be too keen to
reclassify it.

Mr Parker: Not true. On each occasion one
has been referred to me I have given the matter
very serious consideration. I can recall three
occasions. One concerned Christiane F where
we went through an exhaustive process of
reviewing it. The other occasion was the video
of the film H-ail Mar 1' which involved another
extensive process of reviewing. The third was
the Santa Claus film, where we also achieved a
resolution with which everyone seemed happy.

Mr TRENORDEN: That places the Minister
in the position of being the upholder of public
morals. But this is really a people's issue where
the individual should have the right to decide
what is reasonable. if a group of people decide
that the Santa Claus video is unacceptable,
they should be able to make application to the
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censor. I remain unconvinced by the Minister's
comments and so!I move the following amend-
ment-

Page 8. lines 22 to 25-To delete the
lines with a view to substituting the follow-
ng-

respect of a video tape or advertise-
ment, any person

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Ayes 20
Mr Blaikie Mr Lightfoot
Mr Bradshaw Mr Rushton
Mr Cash Mr Schell
Mr Court Mr Spriggs
Mr Cowan M r Step hens
Mr Grayden Mr Thompson
Mr Hassell MrTrenorden
Mr House Mr Watt
Mr Laurance Mr Wiese
Mr Lewis Mr Williams

Noes 25
Dr Alexander Mr Gordon Hill
Mrs Beggs Mr Hodge
Mr Bertram Mr Marlborough
Mr Bridge Mr Parker
Mr Bryce M r Pearce
Mr Brian Burke Mr D. L. Smith
Mr Burkett Mr P. J. Smith
MrCarr M rTroy
Mr Donovan Mrs Watkins
Mr Evans Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Wilson
Mr Grill Mrs Buchanan
Mrs Henderson (Teller)

Ayes
Mr Clarko
Mr Tubby
Mr Crane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Pairs
Noes

M r Tom Jones
Mr Thomas
Mr Taylor
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Read

Amendment thus negatived.
Clause putt and passed.
Clauses 14 and 15 put and passed.
Clause 16: Revocation of classification of

video tape-
Mr TRENORDEN: The National Party

views this clause in the same light as clause 13.
so I move an amend ment-

Page 10. lines 20 to 22-To delete the
lines with a view to substituting-

any person
Mr WATT: This clause is not quite the same

as clause 1 3. but it relates to the revocation of
the classification of a videotape. I would have
thought that there was even more reason why
any person should be free to make an approach

for a revocation, not just the two people
mentioned; namely, the person who applies for
the reclassification and the Minister.

Earlier the Minister referred to clause 17,
which relates to ministerial control and minis-
terial discretion, and I will comment on that
clause later. Notwithstanding all he has said. 1
think it would be good if this clause were
amended in the way the member for Avon has
moved to include the words "~any person".

Mr PARKER: As both the member for Avon
and the member for Albany have said, this
matter was debated when we were discussing
clause 1 3, because the issues are the same. In
fact the amendment does not make any sense
given that the previous amendment was de-
feated. The same arguments apply, so I oppose
the amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.

Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-
ment-

Page 11, lines I to 12-To delete the
lines with a view to substituting the follow-
ing-

(b) shall be lodged with the appeals
censor at any time

we believe that there should be no time limit
for lodgment of appeals.

Mr PARKER: The amendment does not
make any sense given the decision that the
Committee made on earlier amendments re-
lated to the ability to appeal to the tribunal
being confined to the Minister and the person
who lodged the application for the classifi-
cation. I suppose it would mean that the Minis-
ter and the person who lodged the application
could appeal at any time. That does not make
sense because it would mean the most likely
result for the film producer, distributor, exhibi-
tor. or video retailer would be that an appeal
could be lodged at any time. I think that is
contradictory to the point of view being put
forward by the Opposition. The view has been
put that, just because something comes to light
six months, 12 months, or two years after the
event, there is no reason that it should not be
dealt with. Clause 1 7 provides absolute dis-
cretion in that regard. A person who comes
across anything years after the event could ap-
peal against it. I believe the powers are there
already for community groups to achieve that
and I do not see any need for this amendment.
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Mr WATT: I agree with the Minister that,
with the defeat of earlier amendments, it would
be pointlcss for the Opposition to support this
amendment.

Amendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 17: Ministerial control-
Mr WATT: I am always a little sensitive

about ministerial discretion. I certainly accept
the need for it but I guess we all share a little
sensitivity about ministerial discretion when in
Opposition. Under what circumstances would
the Minister envisage being called upon to ex-
ercise his powers under this clause?

Mr PARKER: There are a variety of circum-
stances. The clause is a broad one and is basi-
cally taken from the film censorship legislation.
I think Western Australia and Queensland are
the only States to confer this power.
Ultimately. other States could withdraw their
authority to the Commonwealth censor.

This legislation states that the Minister is. in
effect, the State censor. He can, therefore.
change a classification made by the Common-
wealth in order to protect the interests of the
State.

Because the clause is so broad, the circum-
stances can be many. The important thing is
that the clause gives substantial control to the
elected Government to ensure that, in the
interests of the public, it can act to alter a
Commonwealth classification. Individuals will
be able to approach the Minister and suggest
that a Commonwealth film censorship decision
was wrong and they want it changed.

Mr Watt: Have you changed any?
Mr PARKER: The member for Cottesloc.

when Minister, examined two, and I have had
reason to examine one. We used our powers in
a discouraging way and suggested that the stick
was there if we needed to use it.

I believe this power is an excellent one be-
cause it gives the Minister considerable control.

Clause put and passed.
Clause IS: Retention of video tapes by cen-

sor-
Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-

ment-
Page 12. line 21[-To delete -may- and

substitute "shall".
The National Party believes that where a per-
son is refused classification, he should not have
the video returned to him because it would be
illegal for him to own an unclassifiedl film. In

fact, we go as far as to say that the application
form should require that information be
provided as to the number of copies of the
video in existence and that those should be
demanded also.

Mr PARKER: The Government
objection to the amendment.

has no

-Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 19 to 22 put and passed.
Clause 23: Prescribed markings on con-

tainers-
Mr TRENORDEN: The National Party's

point of view has been well documented to this
stage. Its amendments to this clause are minor;
they involve changing the word "or" to "and."
We want the wrapping and the casing to be
marked; that is fair and reasonable because
often the parents see only the cassette. I move
an amendment-

Page 15. line 4-To delete "or" and
substitute "and".

Mr WATT: The Opposition supports the
amendment moved by the member for Avon. I
did not have a strong view on it previously but
in conversation with one of my colleagues I
understand that it is the practice of some
video-hire businesses to distribute the cassettes
in plain wrappers.

Mr Parker: Under this Bill, those wrappers
would have to be marked. The plain boxes
would have to display the same marking that
appeared on the original distributor's box; that
is not the issue. The argument is whether the
marking should be on the plastic cassette.

Mr WATT: At the moment the Bill states
that the marking shall be on either the wrap-
ping or the casing: the amendment means that
it will be displayed on both in the appropriate
manner,

Mr PARKER: I understand the point by the
member for Avon although I think the member
for Albany is off the track. It has become obvi-
ous throughout this debate that I have very
limited experience of video shops but in the
shop I go to the shopkeeper takes the video out
of the distributor's box, puts it in a plain shop
box and sends the video out like that. This
legislation will certainly provide that the box in
which the video is given to the customer con-
tains the rating. Thai is not the issue.

The issue raised by the member for Avon is
whether additionally the cassette should be
stamped with the classification of the film. I do
not feel strongly about it. I understand the ar-
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gument that sometimes the parent sees only the
actual cassette. 1 am happy to accept the
amendment and we will incorporate it in the
legislation.

Amendment put and passed.
Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-

ment-
Page 15. line 11I-To delete "or" and

substitute -and".
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 24 put and passed.
Clause 25: Classified video tapes containing

advertisements for ether video tapes-
Mr TRENORDEN: Our concern with clause

25 is that the person shall not sell, or cause or
permit to be sold a classified videotape that
contains an advertisement relating to, and it
continues. I am prepared to accept guidance
from the Minister if he understands what I am
talking about. We are concerned about the pro-
duction of child pornography and that class of
video. We are concerned that there should be
protection.

Mr Parker: My advice is that your suggestion
to add "produced" is superfluous because all
video tapes produced for commercial purposes
must be classified and they must comply with
the requirements for other materials.

Mr TRENORDEN: In that case. I will not
proceed with my amendment.

Mr WATT: This is a very good clause of the
Bill: it is annoying to take home a good family
movie to find that at the start and the finish
advertisements appear for scruffy films which
are out of character with the film one has hired.
It has been a matter of annoyance to many
people. I compliment the Minister on this part
of the Dill.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 26: Sale of -1R- video tapes to minors

prohibited-
Mr TRENORDEN: 1 move an amend-

ment-
Page 16, line 8-To delete "Sale of" and

substitute the following-
Provision of

Amendment put and passed.
Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-

ment-
Page 16. line 10-To insert after "sell"

the following-
or give

Mr WATT: I indicate my support for this
amendment and I ask the Minister whether, in
seeking to amend the clause in this way, we are
going far enough. One of the irritating things is
the need to be pedantic about this Bill and I
apologise if I am being pedantic. It is proposed
to amend the clause by adding the words "or
g ive":- howeve r, sellIi ng or gi v ing does notI cover
the whole range of possibilities.

Mr Parker: If you go back 10 the definition of
-sell" on page 3 it includes everything, such as
exposing for sale, delivering for sale or letting
on hire:, causing, suffering, or allowing to be
offered or exposed for sale or io be let on hire.
It does not necessarily have to be available for
financial hire. To supply for profit and let on
hire are two different things. "Sell" might
sound simple, but it is designed to mean almost
everything, including hiring and soon.

Mr WATT: I thank the Minister for that ex-
planation. Given the concern I expressed
earlier about the effect on minors of these par-
ticular things. I was going to suggest it could
include "or in any other way supply" but obvi-
ously that is covered by the definition of "sell".
so I accept that.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 27 put and passed.
Clause 28: Display and sale of unclassified

video tapes prohibited-
Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-

ment-
Page 17, after line 26-To insert a new

subelause (f)-
(I') in the case of a video tape that

depicts or otherwise deals with child
abuse-by a fine not exceeding
$ 100 000 i n t he case of a corpo rat ion.
or by a fine not exceeding $25 000 or
by imprisonment for a term not
exceeding 5 years in any other case.

Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 29 to 32 put and passed.
Clause 33: Prohibition of exhibition of certain

video tapes in presence of minors-
M r PARKER: I move an amendment-

Page 19, line 22-After the words
"public place" insert the words "or a
school".

Amendment put and passed.
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Mr TRENORDEN: This is a very important
clause for the National Party. We wish to insert
two amendments in this clause to prevent the
showing of an "R"-rated or 'AO"-classified
video to minors anywhere, including in a pri-
vate home, except by parents-so we are not
buying into the parental argument-and also to
prevent the showing to minors of a video copy
of an "AO"-rated programme, including an
*bR--rated movie, that has been made for tele-
vision. unless the parents have given written
approval. This relates directly to the showing of
videos in schools and other places. even
churches.

Mr PARKER: The Government has already
made it very clear that an "R"-rated or -X"--
rated film cannot be shown to minors, includ-
ing those in a school. That has been added in.
In fact. the drafting of the member's amend-
ment is wrong because there is no longer such a
thing as an -AO- classification. -AQ- has been
replaced by the two classifications -PG" and
"M"II. -AO" was thought to be too broad. "PG"
is, if one likes, the bottom end of what used to
be -AO-, and '"M" is the higher end of what
used to be "AO". So the effect of this amend-
ment would really mean that in a school or
public place. no-one could show such a video.
The clause was going to be red rafted if it was
going to be dealt with at all. but since I am
rejecting the whole thing I do not think it mat-
ters very much.

The point is that what has been said is that
no schoolteacher, for example. or church group
could show that film. It has already been deter-
mined that minors cannot be shown an -R--
rated film, but if a "PG- or -M" film cannot
be shown without the prior written approval of
the parents. I would think that would place the
education system and school and church
groups. and a whole range of people, in a
serious and difficult position. I have not seen
any basis for justifying that. The problem that
the member referred to in his speech and in his
rhetoric about the matter relates to someone
who has got an -R" film or an -X- film, and
that has been dealt with. We are now talking
about "PC- and "-M- films, and I find it hard
to accept that someone has to get the prior
written approval of a parent to show that in a
school environment.

Mr TRENOR DEN: It is not always "*R"-
rated movies that are involved. If the Minister
noted my speech during the second reading de-
bate. my primary concern was the showing of
nuclear disarmament films, where children see
the world being blown away and their whole

future vanishing before their eyes: and that is
probably rated "C". I know the parents are
very concerned that if enough of that is shown
to students, an attitude is being placed into the
minds of their children that there is no future
for them. Such a movie is not necessarily a sex
movie or a violent movie, or any of the other
categories we have talked about.

The other point is that even now in 1987, the
teachers of my children send notes home in the
mail, saying that on Thursday there will be an
exhibition of a Film, or they are taking the chil-
dren here, there afid everywhere. One has the
opportunity to noi send the children to school
or not let them go into that particular class.

Mr Parker: For an "M" or -PC- movie?

Mr TR ENOR DEN: A -PC" movie or even a
"C"movie. I have not seen the movie Threads,
which is about the whole world being blown
away. I am not sure how it is rated. I have a
feeling it might be rated "G".

Mrs Watkins: And it probably should be. too.

Mr TRENORDEN: I oppose any movie that
is telling my children there is no tomorrow. I
do not want my children to think there is no
tomorrow. So it does not always involve an
"X"'-rated or "R"-rated movie. I therefore
move an amendment-

Page 19. line 22-To insert after (Il)

Unless he is a parent or guardian of
the minor,

Mr WATT: I indicate that while originally
being favourably disposed towards this amend-
ment, I have changed tack. I think that with the
inclusion of the words "or a school", it is bet-
ter, but notwithstanding the admirable desire
of the member for Avon not to interfere in
domestic arguments, there are a number of
laws that relate to activities in the home, and
taking perhaps the most extreme case, some-
thing like incest, one might argue that one
should interfere in the domestic issues in a
home. some of which might be very serious and
some of which might be less serious.

There are some things on which we are
entitled 10 set standards, and my personal view
is that the showing of these '.R't rated videos to
minors in the age group specified in the Bill in
any place ought to be prevented. I do not sup-
port the amendment.

Amendment put end negatived.
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Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-
ment-

Page 19, after line 3 I-To insert a new
subelause (3)-

(3) Unless he has prior written ap-
proval from a parent or guardian of
the minor, a person shall not exhibit,
or cause to be exhibited, a video tape
recording of a television programme.
that is classified "AO.Y under regu-
lations of the Commonwealth Broad-
casting and Television Act 1942. if a
minor who has attained the age of 2
years is present at the whole or any
pan of the exhibition of the video
tape.
Penalty: $5 000 in the case of a cor-
poration. and $1 000 in any other
case.

Mr PARKER: I indicate that the comments I
made a little earlier apply to this as well. I do
think this amendment would create a very
severe problem for many people and would
make the education system very difficult to
run. We have already dealt with -R--rated and
-X'-rated videos: they cannot be shown in a
school. But to handle the matter in this way
would create tremendous problems and place
many teachers at risk if they have not complied
with this matter to the letter. I have also
indicated that it is badly drafted and refers to
outdated regulations. For those reasons. I be-
lieve the amendment should be defeated.

Amendment putland negatived.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 34 and 35 put and passed.
Clause 36: Procurement of children for child

abuse video tape prohibited-
Mr TRENORDEN: I move amendment-

Page 21. line 5-After "procure" to in-
sert the following-

or cause
Amendment putland passed.
Mr TRENORDEN: I move an amend-

ment-
Page 21. line 7-To delete -$50000"

and "$20 000" and substitute the follow-
ing-

$100 000 and $25 000
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 37 put and negatived.

New clause 37-
Mr PARKER: I move-

Page 21[-Add after clause 36. the fol-
lowing new clause to stand as clause 37-

Possession of certain video tapes
prohibited
37. (1) A person shall not possess a
video tape-

(a) that has been refused classifi-
cation: or

(b) that-

(i) is a child abuse video
tape:

(i i) describes, depicts.
expresses or otherwise
deals with sexual activity
of any kind between a
human being and an ani-
mal; or

(iii) promotes, incites or en-
courages terrorism.

Penalty: $1 5 000 in the case
of a corporation, and $4 000
or imprisonment* for 12
months in any other case.

(2) In subsection (1) (b) (iii)
"terrorism" has the same meaning as
in the Australian Security' Intelligence
Organisation Act 1979 of the Corn-
monwealih.

This new clause 37 arises from a petition that
was presented in the Chamber and forwarded
to me in the normal way. Actually, I think it
suggested an amendment to clause 30 to pro-
hibit possession of certain video tapes.

As we have discussed in the debate pre-
viously, while this State and every other State
has taken strong action in relation to this type
of videotape there is a problem both with the
Northern Territory, the Government of which,
refuses to ban such videotapes, and the
Australian Capital Territory, where the Com-
monwealth refuses to ban them; and we have
discussed that at some length previously.

It will always be difficult for us to properly
regulate that matter until such time as those
two recalcitrant territories come into line.
Given that we have no power over the restraint
of trade between States, the best way for us to
do it is to ban the possession of these video-
tapes in Western Australia. My advice is that
that would also enable us to deal with advertis-
ing in Western Australia. and with publications
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with advertising in Western Australia, which
may dry up the market.

I believe new clause 37 will meet what was
intended by the signatories to the petition and
what is intended by many people in Western
Australia: that is. that we have the power to
deal with the possession of these videotapes.

Mr WATT: The Opposition sees this as a
substantial improvement. The only comment I
have is that I notice in existingdcause 37. which
is to be deleted, that it would have been an
offence for somebody to make for the purposes
of sale a copy of the whole or pant of any video.

There is no reference to that in new clause
37. although I would assume that the new
clause, which simply says one cannot possess
such videotapes, would cover that. For the sake
of the record I would like the Minister to clarify
that.

Mr Parker: The new clause covers it much
more broadly because we do not have to prove
whether someone copied it.

Mr WATT: People seeking to break the law
are probably more astute at these things than
am I or the Minister. However. I wondered
whether somebody who made a copy and
flogged it quickly could say he did not possess
it. If the Minister says the new clause covers
that. I am happy with the explanation.

Mr Parker: That is what it means.

Mr TRENORDEN: We appreciate the Min-
ister's point of view and support new clause 37.

New clause put and passed
Clauses 38 and 39 put and passed.
Clause 40: Powers of inspection, etc. without

search warrant-

Mr WATT: I query this clause, which pro-
vtdes that an authorised person or a police
officer may enter premises and inspect video-
tapes displayed or kept on the premises, and if
the person is a member of the Police Force he
may seize any such videotapes which are or
appear to be unclassified, and remove them
from the premises. However, if an authorised
person is in that same set of circumstances he
must go and get a policeman, come back, and
have the policeman seize the goods.

If the person is authorised to go onto the
premises and make this inspection and he
should happen to find there videos the subject
of this clause which ought not to be there and
must go and get a policeman. I suspect there is

every likelihood that by the time he returns
with the policeman the offending videos would
have disappeared.

The Minister gave a logical explanation as to
why it should be that way. I realise it is a diffi-
cult situation to extend to a civilian powers of
entry and seizure of goods without warrant. If
the person authorised has the power to do the
job it seems to defeat the purpose if he cannot
finish it off while he is there.

Mr PARKER: The original Bill I introduced
last year which this Bill replaces did not con-
tain this clause. It required the police or any-
body else to obtain a warrant before they could
seize videos. In the redrafting of this matter
between sessions one of the issues raised with
me by police was to indicate their concern that
they would not have a search warrant and the
same situation would happen with them as
would occur with an authorised persoin: they
would come to the shop and then go away and
get a search warrant, and in the meantime the
material would have been disposed of.

It is a breach of fairly fundamental
jurisprudential principles to agree to search
and seizure without a search warrant, even in
the case of the police. However, after review
and not without some considerable concern, we
decided the police were right and we needed to
give them this power. We do not believe the
same power should be given to authorised
people who would be officers of the department
because it is moving away from traditions of
the British system. We felt it should be
confined to people who are properly trained for
the purpose.

This is the clause the police sought, and after
some negotiations it was agreed to by Crown
Law. Whereas a police officer would have to
get a warrant, or organise someone to get a
warrant, which could take a considerable time,
an authorised person would not necessarily
need to leave the premises. He could ring and
get a police officer to come and take the ma-
terial. I do not see it as a problem, and I would
be concerned about extending the power of
seizure without warrant to other than members
of the Police Force.

Mr WATT: I thank the Minister for his ex-
planation. As I said. I had mixed feelings about
the jurisprudential principle to which he re-
ferred. I content myself with the knowledge
that half a loaf is better than no bread at all.

Clause put and passed.

Clauses 41 to 47 put and passed.

2116



[Tuesday. 9 June 1987]111

Clause 48: Regulations-
Mr TRENORDEN: I would like to thank

you, Mr Chairman, for your indulgence and the
Minister for his attitude in adopting a reason-
able approach on this Bill.

Clause put and passed.
Clauses 49 to 54 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with amendments, and the re-

port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr

Parker (Minister for The Arts), and transmitted
to the Council.

BILLS (2): RECEIPT AND FIRST READING
I . Valuation of Land Amendment Bill.
2. Evidence Amendment Bill.

Bills received from the Council;, and,' on
motions by Mr Wilson (Minister for
Lands), read a first time.

MINING AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without
amendment.

BILLS (2): ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and

read notifying assent to the following Bills-
I . Door to Door Trading Bill.
2. Bush Fires Amendment Bill.

POLLUTION OF WATERS BY OIL AND
NOXIOUS SUBSTANCES BILL

C'ognate Debate
MR PEARCE (Armadale-Leader of the

House) 110.00 pm]: I seek leave of the House
for this Bill to be debated concurrently with the
Western Australian Marine Amendment Bill.

Leave granted.

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 20 May.
MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Deputy

Ltader of the Opposition)[l10.0C1 pm): I wish to
say at the outset that the Opposition was quite
happy to agree to treat these Bills cognately.

I will deal firstly with the Pollution of Waters
by Oil and Noxious Substances Bill. It is fair to
say that this Bill has had what one might call a
very long gestation period, mainly because it
seeks to ratify an international convenant. The
legislation we are discussing at this time is
complementary to that which was passed by the
Federal Government when it accepted this in-
ternational convention. I understand that some
of the other States have already passed similar
legislation, so Western Australia is coming into
line with both the Commonwealth and the
other States by passing legislation to accept
that convenant.

The original convention was agreed to in
1973 and it has taken from that time until 1987
to be accepted by all the countries and to be
passed around various Govcrnments and Par-
liaments for its acceptancc. It deals with mar-
ine pollution, and it deals with it on an inter-
national and national level. The second pant of
this cognate debate, the Western Australian
Marine Amendment Bill, deals with a similar
matter but only in relation to State waters. It is
quite appropriate that we deal with these two
Bills together.

It is interesting to briefly relate some of the
background to this question of marine pol-
lution. An international convention in 1954
covered pollution by spillage of oil and that
was accepted by all of the signatory nations.
Eventually it resulted in legislation in Western
Australia which was passed in 1960, so that Bill
took six years from the time of the inter-
national covenant to the time it became law in
this State.

That 1960 Bill was entitled, "The Prevention
of Pollution of Waters by air'. The 1954 con-
vention lasted until the 1973 convention.
which covered five aspects of marine pollution.
There are two mandatory aspects: Firstly, oil,
and secondly, noxious liquid substances in
bulk. The convention related also to three other
factors and these have been subject to a volun-
tary code: they are noxious substances in
packaged form, sewerage, and garbage.

The Commonwealth has accepted the
mandatory clauses I and 2. which refer to oil
and noxious liquid substances in bulk: it has
signed the convention in respect of those items.
It has also indicated that Australia will accept
items 3. 4. and 5, dealing with the other
substances to which I referred. I think it is fair
to say that the original 1960 legislation has
been very effective. The incidence of oil spill-
agc has declined dramatically around the world
as a result of that legislation and this new Bill
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should be even more effective, It is aimed par-
ticularly at oil tankers and ships of over 400
ton nes.

The legislation requires that ships in these
categories have separation and monitoring
equipment. Most rcently-constructed vessels
have this equipment fitted anyway and they
will not be in any way inconvenienced by the
passing of thcse laws. The Bill is a very weighty
document. The legislation contains several
schedules. The First relates to the 1974 inter-
national convention, to which I have already
referred. The second schedule relates to the
protocol. Schedule 3 contains amendments to
the protocol, and when one adds up all those
schedules it comes to a weighty volume.

This maiter is very important from the point
of view of insurance because. as members
would understand, with massive oil spillages
the whole question of insurance is one that
involves possibly millions of dollars and quite
large risks. Therefore, insurance compaieis are
very heavily involved in ensuring that legis-
lation such as this is agreed to and adhered to
so that ships carrying massive quantities of oil
around the world have the correct equipment
and are fitted out with the most modern facili-
lies to ensure that they will not pollute our
waters.

I think all members would agree that this is a
most important matter. I have been given some
background to the insurance arrangements
which are made in respect of these ships that
carry noxious substances. particularly oil. I do
not pretend to understand it. but I am told
there are two insurance arrangements. One is
the TOVALOP. which relates to tan ker owners.
Other ships are covered by an arrangement
called CRYSTAL. These arrangements relate
to the insurance of the various vessels which
will be covered by this legislation and which
are required to ensure that they do not pollute
international waters.

This Bill was introduced into the Parliament
in 19896. but the Minister did not proceed with
debate on it. It lapsed on the Notice Paper at
the end of the last session but was reintroduced
this year. That process will give members an
indication why it has taken since 1984 for the
legislation to be accepted by most countries
around the world. As soon as there is a change
to the legislation all Ihe countries which are
party to thc agreement must be approached in
order to obtain a general agreement.

The Minister has given me an assurance that
the only difference in this Bill, from the Bill
that was introduced into the House last year,
relates to penalties, which are very severe.

M r Troy: Do you have a copy of them?

Mr LAURANCE: Yes, I have.

The penalties have increased substantially
from those penalties included in the Bill
introduced last year. I would like an assurance
from the Minister that the new penalties have
been agreed to by the various part ias. I under-
stand that the Commonwealth Government
has agreed to them. To give an example of the
extent of the increases I advise the Mouse that
several clauses of the previous Bill which car-
ried a penalty of $ 100 000 will now carry a pen-
alty of $250 000. Members will agree that it is a
substantial increase. When the Minister
provided me with a copy of the penalties which
are incorporated in this legislation he gave me
an assurance that they were acceptable to all
panies to the agreement and were in line with
the Commonwealth legislation.

It has not been possible for the Opposition to
check the large number of penalties incorpor-
ated in the Bill:, and the Opposition takes the
Minister's word that the penalties are part of an
agreement and that it is an international con-
vention. The Opposition has no reason to sus-
pect that there is anything untoward about the
hefly increases in penalties.

I find the Bill extremely difficult to compre-
hend and I doubt whether many members have
tried to wade through the schedules attached to
it. Thanks to the Minister, I received a briefing
some time ago from one of his officers. I
indicated to him that while I could read and
understand most of the clauses, when I reached
page 67 of the Bill I found a complicated
equation covering [he hypothetical outflow of
oil. If I were asked to explain the equation to
this House, I could not. It contains several
Greek letters and I do not know how to pro-
nounce them. I asked the officer who briefed
me to find out what was the formula.

Mr Cash: Is it Russian?

M r LA URANCE: I t Is defin itely not R ussian
but I understand that it is Greek. The formula
relates to the size and positioning of tanks
within ships. I understand that if the ships con-
form to the standards required by the conven-
tion they gain an international construction
certificate and are,' eligible for insurance cover.
If they do not comply with this formula and the
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other requirements of the international con-
vention, they do not qualify for insurance
cover.

We have not had a lot of instances of oil
spillage, but there was one at Kwinana about
two or three weeks ago. I understand that the
company was quick to rectify the problem.

Of course, there was a major oil spillage in
the Fremantle area last year. There are require-
ments in this international convention to en-
sure that companies have the right equipment
and do the right thing, particularly -in respect of
oil spillages. [ pay tribute to BP Aust Ltd which
was the company involved in the major oil
spillage at Fremantle. Apparently a pipe burst
and oil spilt mostly onto the land, but some of
it did flow into the waterways. The company
was quick to act and it carried out the clean-up
operations to the requirements of the Depart-
menit of Marine and Harbours. The most im-
portant thing is that the company paid for the
clean-up which involved its own contractors,
Government agencies and the Royal Australian
Navy.

The Opposition is happy to support the Pol-
lution of Waters by Oil and Noxious
Substances Bill.

With reference to the Western Australian
Marine Amendment Bill 1 advise that it also
was before the Parliament in 1986 and lapsed
on the Notice Paper. but was reintroduced this
year. It is complementary to the Bill to which I
have just referred.

As I indicated earlier the first Bill relates to
international waters, but this Bill refers only to
the control of State waters. The Bill ensures
that the rules applying to ships carrying
noxious substances, in particular oil,- are
required to maintain certain standards and
equipment and comply to certain requirements
when they are not only in international waters.
but also in State waters.

I have been told by an officer of the depart-
ment that the ships which will be affected by
the passage of this Bill will be tankers which are
I50 tonnes and above. I understand that at
present there are eight ships which fit into this
category in Western Australia. One is a fishing
vessel, another is a passenger charter vessel and
the other six arc involved in offshore dredging
operations. Each of these vessels is quite mod-
ern and they do comply with the requirements
of this legislation. Therefore, the requirements
of this legislation will not be forced on them at
short notice.

The Minister may be in receipt of further
information about the vessels which will be af-
fected by this legislation, but I understand that
to be the position in Western Australia. In any
event, it is appropriate that what is considered
on the international scene to he minimum re-
quirements. both within Australia and
internationally, should also apply to those
vessels that will move from international
waters into this State's waters.

On the basis that that is not going to result in
great hardship to the industry in this State, we
are prepared to support this legislation also.
However, there are a couple of matters to
which I would like the Minister to refer in his
response. One such question relates to the in-
crease in penalties since he first introduced the
Bill last year. Also. coutd he give us some infor-
mat ion about the vessels which will be affected
in Western Australian waters as a result of the
passage of the Western Australian Marine
Amendment Bill.

[Quorumn formed.]
MR COWAN (Merredin-Leader of the

National Party) [10.21 pm]: The National
Party supports this legislation. We also had the
benefit of a detailed briefing from officers of
the department when this Bill was first
introduced in 1986 and was subsequently al-
lowed to lapse from the Notice Paper.

I understand that this is complementary
legislat ion, and even if the Parliament decided
not to proceed with this matter, the legislation
would still have effect because of the power of
the Commonwealth to act in those waters
outside the three-mile territorial limit. In fact it
still does. As a result of passing this legislation
the State will be able to exercise control within
that three-mile territorial limit.

The National Party is a very strong advocate
of State rights, and for that reason and that
reason alone we support this legislation in that
it gives us some control over what happens
within that three-mile limit. While the Bill is
detailed, we have had a briefing, we have been
satisfied as a result and we support the legis-
lation.

MR TROV (Mundaring-Minister for
Transport) j1O.23 pm): I thank the Opposition
parties for their support of this Bill. I can deter-
mine from their comments following the brief-
ing carried out last year that they are more than
happy with the provisions of the Bill,
bearing in mind it satisfies an international
convention, and as such a convention which

2119



2120 ASSEMBLY]

Australia subsequently adopted. This legis-
lation ensures through both these Bills that the
State-s powers are protected.

The international convention referred to by
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition as having
first arisen in 1973 was a long, drawn-out prop-
cess. The protocol arising from the convention
was established in 1 978 in relation to the pol-
lution of waters by oil and noxious substances.
It was known as the Marpol convention, and a
series of amendments occurred to finalise the
agreement between the parties. This led to the
Australian adoption of that convention, and in
turn the States moved to initiate parallel legis-
lation. I shall not dwell too long on this aspect.
in view of the support of the Opposition par-
ties. I will address those areas raised by the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition.

The penalties, as they are now set out, are
uniform across Australia. I cannot speak for
international comparisons, though. One of the
reasons we did not proceed last year was the
difficulty in getting the legislation through at
that stage. Instead of bringing the Bills back to
the floor of the House in their original form. we
took the opportunity to upgrade the penalties
to ensure that they were in step with the Com-
monwealth.

The other query of the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition was in regard to particular vessels.
He referred to about eight such vessels. In the
second Bill we are referring not so much to
local waters as to the construct ion of vessels in
this State so that adequate standards are
maintained for the vessels which operate
within State waters, particularly on interstate
trade.

The second Bill, the Western Australian
Marine Amendment Bill, really covers two sec-
tions which take into account the provision for
surveyors of equipment to ensure that they
satisfy the international convention. I under-
stand that currently there are I I vessels in the
State. There may have been some growth since
the period of the America's Cup. I am not sure
if I have the figure for after the America's Cup.
but a vessel from Tasmania fell into this
category. We are talking about eight to I I
vessels. I think that number is very low.

I thank the Opposition partics for their sup-
port and 1 commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.

Bill rcad a second time.

In Comin ntee. etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate, reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Troy

(Minister for Transport), and transmitted to
the Council.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARINE
AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Order of the Day read for the resumption of

debate from 20 May.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee. etc.
Bill passed through Committee without de-

bate. reported without amendment, and the re-
port adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time. on motion by Mr Troy

(Minister for Transport), and transmitted to
the Council.

STATE FORESTS
Revocation of Dedication: Motion

Debate resumed from 2 June.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) 1 10.34 pmj: I take this

opportunity to continue my remarks on this
revocation motion. I thank the Government for
agreeing to this course being followed, because
the spokesman on this matter is the member
for Murray-Wellington who is the shadow Min-
ister for Conservation and Land Management.

The revocation motion concerns five areas.
Area No.1I is an area of some 4.3 hectares ad-
joining the Collie townsite and it is proposed to
excise pant of this area for the Department of
Conservation and Land Management so that
the department can sell pant of this area. The
Opposition has no objection to that proposal,
and supports it.

Area No. 2 is an area of some 10 hectares
adjacent to the Dwellingup townsite. On that
portion of State forest are some 40 departmen-
tal houses. 23 of which are scheduled for dis-
posal once the individual freehold titles are
prepared. Again, the Opposition fully supports
this move by the Government.
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Aresi No. 3 consists of an area of some 1 686
square metres situated approximately 1.5 kilo-
metres. west of the Pickering Brook townsiie. A
house has been erected close to the northern
boundary of the property, and because the re-
mainder of the properly is subject to inun-
dation it is intended to have some access
provided to that location. The Opposition has
no argument with that and supports the
Government's endeavours in this regard.

Area No. 4 consists of two portions of State
forest No. 27. having a total area of about 102
hectares, located five kilomeitres south of the
Donnybrook townsite. This is to be exchanged
for land of equal value comprising Nelson Lo-
cation 2101. In his notes the Minister has
indicated that the forest to be revoked is in fact
a very poor grade forest and that the exchange
land will be of more benefit to the forest re-
source. The Opposition has no argument with
that proposal, and supports it.

Area No. 5 consists ofiportions of State forest
Nos. 38, 40. 4 1, and 5 5 situated approximatel y
23 kilometres east of the Northcliffe townsite
and having a total area of about 43 000 hec-
tares. This area forms the bulk of Crown land
within the Shannon River watershed and is
intended to be set aside as an "A"-class.
national park vested in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority. It is on item
No. 5 that we take issue with the Government
in two respects.

Firstly, there is the paucity of notes that the
Minister has supplied to indicate why the
Government wants this 43 000 hectares of
land. We all know the political reasons, but in
respect of a proposal to diminish the State for-
est resource area by 100 000 acres-a very
substantial area-I would have expected the
Minister at least to give Parliament some very
detailed reasons why and how those reserves
would be made up elsewhere. I hope that all the
people listening to this debate tonight take note
of the paucity of information that the Minister
supplied. I believe one of the reasonis he sup-
plied so little information was that he could
well have been hoping that the Parliament
would overlook the reason for this very signifi-
cant amount of land to be taken out of the
forest area and put into a national park. It does
not do the Government any good to come here
and try to play funny tricks. It is incumbent on
the Minister to provide the Parliament with a
full and detailed explanation of why this land is
to be set aside and how the land will be made
up elsewhere.

I refer to the four other areas of which I have
just spoken. Area No. 3 concerns an area of
1 686 square metres. There is a full and
detailed explanation as to why it should be
taken over, yet that is only one-third of an acre.

Yet we have 43 000 hectares- tOO000
aecs-and the Minister is very short on de-
tails. The Minister should not treat this Parlia-
ment with contempt over a matter the Parlia-
ment will have to make a decision on. Quite
frankly, if it were not for the fact that I wish to
cooperate and move this debate along, we
should report progress to give the Minister time
to come back and give us a full and proper
explanation.

The Opposition has to work on the little in-
formation it can pick up. I refer to the area
contained in the Shannon River basin. If ever
there wasa history in this State ofenvironmen-
tal intrigue, the Shannon River basin would
have to be at the top of the list. This situation
will bring about the Governmenfs downfall.

I intend to oppose part 5 of the revocation
motion. It is important the Parliament has the
record restated for the Shannon River basin.

I moved a motion on 19 October 1983 in the
following terms-

That this House charges the Govern-
ment with gross irresponsibility for the de-
cision it has made in relation to the
Shannon River Basin, and expresses its
concern for the future of the Donnybrook
sunkland pine-planting programme and
further expresses its concern that the im-
plementation of the Australian Labor
Party State platform in relation to forests
will cause incalculable damage as they-
(a) have neglected to have regard for

recognised forest management,
(b) cause grave concern for community

and industry who will be affected; and
(c) will be of economic disadvantage to

the State and its people.
All the arguments raised at that time still stand.
H-ansard is an important document because
one is able to recap arguments advanced to see
whether one was right at the time. The calcu-
lations we made in 1983 are quite important
today.

In 1971 the Tonkin Government carried out
a review of the need for a system of national
parks and nature reserves. It was carried out by
a body known as the Conservation Through
Reserves Committee. That committee studied
Western Australia in its entirety, and an in-
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lerin system report was published in 1974. It
recommended that clear felling should not be
permitted in the Shannon River basin for the
first 15 years of the licence period or the
woodchipping agreement. It also went on to say
that the Conservation Through Reserves Com-
mittee did not recommend the Shannon River
basin be reserved as a national park. That was
the first time this matter had been received in a
scientific sense.

In September 197$ the Environmental Pro-
tection Authority set up a special committee to
review the Conservation Through Reserves
Committee's proposals for reserves in the south
coast and south west areas. It also rec-
ommended. in its second interim report on the
Manjimup woodehipping project, that some
denigrated pants of the Shannon basin be cut
over and rehabilitated. While it made those rec-
ommendations, it rejected proposals for the
Shannon River basin as a major karri conser-
vation national park. It is important to have this
on the record because I wish to put beyond any
doubt the scientific and expert argument that
has been advanced in this whole question of the
Shannon River basin.

In July 1976 the Environmental Protection
Authority, in its final report on the south west
and south coast areas. recommended that a
south coast national park be proclaimed be-
tween the Scott River and Nornalup, subject to
existing rights for the Shannon River basin, it
recommended that two areas-just over 1 100
hectares and the lower Shannon River of 1 000
hectares-be set aside as forest parks, not to be
logged except in the ordinary course of forest
management. That happened during 1976.

It is important to note that in 1978 the
Australian Labor Party. at its conference,
rejected a motion that the Shannon River basin
be made a national park: In 1980, two years
later, a subsequent conference moved a motion
that the Shannon River basin be declared a
national park.

In June 1982 the Environmental Protection
Authority appointed a Dr Peter Attwill to do a
further review of the woodehipping programme
and in particular of the claim that the Shannon
should be made a national park. The final re-
port rejected the proposed Shannon River
basin as a national park reserve because the
central Shannon was fire damaged and in need
of rehabilitation. Atiwill rejected the notion for
a national park.

It is a very sordid trail. In August of that
year, the Australian Labor Party at its confer-
ence rejected an attempt to water down the
party's commitment of declaring the Shannon
River basin a national park.

Dr Alexander: Why is that sordid?
Mr BLAIKIE: The member's political organ-

isation made a political decision, not based on
scientific fact and expert opinion but simply on
the fact of being able to roll the numbers for the
occasion.

Dr Alexander: You have been very selective
in your use of evidence.

Mr BLAIKIE: I will tell the member how
selective I have been. My evidence has been
provided by the South West Forest Defence
Foundation. I imagine they are a very selective
group as well.

Mr Hodge: Do you think that organisation
will support your remarks tonight?

Mr BLAlKIE: I do not expect that organis-
ation to support my remarks. I will be taking
issue with that organisation's views. I wish to
make a point to the member for Perth. The
decision as to why we are here tonight and why
the Government has proceeded in this direc-
tion is one based on not one shred of accepted,
scientific, or expert advice to the Government.
It has been based on a political decision at its
conference in August 1982 when, because cer-
tain groups of people had the numbers, they
made the decision and were not prepared to
water it down.

Mr IHodge: That is your interpretation.
Mr BLAIKIE: It also happens to be the in-

te rpretat io n of one of t he M in ister's col leagues.
At that stage in 1 982. his colleague was deeply
embarrassed by what the Labor Party had
done.

it is all recorded in flansard, the history of
this place. I suggest that the member read it
carefully. A decision was made then that would
be impossible for some of his colleagues to live
with. I warn the member for Perth that the
decision by his Government to proceed with
this matter tonight will ensure that the Labor
Party will lose the seat of Warren at the next
election or when the sitting member retires.

Mr Evans: You have been saying that for
years.

Mr BLAIKIE: The member has not retired
yet, The whole question of the environment is
an extremely sensitive one for political parties.
it ranks alongside Aboriginal affairs in its sen-
sitivity. Both of these areas have become plat-
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forms for political activists. How often has the
Minister been placed under pressure by the ex-
tremists who screw him to the wall on those
matters? Those extremists parade under the
guise of conservationists. but I warn members
on both sides of the House that they represent
an extreme view and not the view of reason-
able, thinking Australians. I certainly want to
represent that mainstream thinking of the
Australian people and I completely dissociate
myself from the radicals and extremists in the
conservation and Aboriginal movements. It is
sad for the people of Australia that those ex-
tremists have sought and round refuge in she
Australian Labor Party. They will desert the
Labor Party as quickly as they joined it, be-
cause the Labor Party cannot deliver to them
what it promised. It could not carry out its
promises in relation to the mining and export
of uranium. My policy on uranium has stood
fast because I do not mind the exporting of it.

Point of Order

Dr ALEXANDER: The member is talking
about uranium, which has absolutely nothing
to do with the matter being discussed by the
House.

The SPEAKER: The member has a small
point. it is a little difficult for me to relate the
two. Perhaps the member for Vasse can con-
vince me that he is speaking to the point.

Debate Resumed

Mr BLA IK IE: We are here ton ight because of
a decision made at an Australian Labor Party
conference, a decision carried by the numbers,
without the conference having any regard for
the Australian community. I was saying that
the people who supported the Government of
the day on those issues were the same people
who supported the Government to reject
uranium mining and exporting.

The Australian Conservation Foundation
has mainlined a very high profile on conser-
vation issues and, particularly, on the Shannon
River basin. It is my view that the foundation,
while it parades as a reasonable environmental
organisation, is controlled by radicals rejected
by most reasonable Australians. The Australian
Conservation Foundation has been very much
involved in environmental and forest manage-
ment movements both federally and in this
State. It should be of no surprise to members to
know that in 1973 the movement was taken
over by Jack Mundey and the movement at that

time directed the thinking of the Australian
Labor Party. That is pant of the dilemma that
this Government is now facing,

A political decision was made not only to
lock up 50 000 hectares in the Shannon River
basin, but also to lock up the northern jarrab
forests and to stop any further development of
the Donnybrook sunklartds. The sunklands
were going to be the major pine plantation
south of Donnybrook, north of Margaret River,
and south east of Busselton. Thai involved an
area of 283 000 hectares of degenerated forests,
of wh ich 80 per cen t was to be left i n i ts nat ural
state and 60 000 hectares were to be developed
as a pine plantation. At the last count, about
10000 or [ 1 000 hectares had been planted.
Because of a political decision made at the last
State Conference of the Australian Labor
Party, no further plantings have been carried
out. This State has effectively been denied the
development of about 50000 of additional
plantation forests, which would have meant
that no fewer than four timber mills costing
approximately $15 million each would have
been constructed in the area, a very significant
contribution to the progress of the State.

However, the decision was made to stop de-
velopment of the sun klands and the Shannon
River basin will now become a national park.
The Labor Party is not concerned with the
people in the region or, more particularly, the
people of t he M anj im up area.

It is disappointing and galling to see the Min-
ister adopt this attitude. I believe that it is also
disappointing for the member for Warren to be
reminded of the people who championed this
cause in 1982, namely Neil Bartholemeus, Bill
Hare, and the member for Welshpool, who is
not here tonight to carry out the final act.
Those men were able to get the numbers on the
floor of the conference to vote for these
measures without worrying about the
consequences the decision would have on the
people of Western Australia.

The Shannon River basin provides in the
order of 20 per cent of the State's total hardwood
production. It has been through a series of
exhaustive inquiries by very experienced, pro-
fessional, recognised people over the last 12
years; yet political, rather than scientific, con-
siderations, are now the order of the day. The
local community has been ignored and it is
passing strange that the Shire of Manjimup
even employed a consultant and issued its own
publication entitled "Save the Shannon Sen-
sibly". It was distributed far and wide in West-
ern Australia and I hope that the new members
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in this House have seen a copy of that publi-
cation. The Shire of Manjimup felt so strongly
on this issue that it preferred to seek advice
rather than publish controversial advertise-
ments. The shire employed Dr Brian O'Brien.
who is a well respected Australian consultant.
The consultant's proposals were that-

1. The central portion of the Shannon
Basin, including the vicinity of the
townsite, should be rehabilitated and
managed by the Forests Department
towards the present goal of it becoming a
National Park. with the major idea being
that it cater to public recreation;,

2. The areas within the Shannon Basin
that were recommended for reservation by
the E.P.A. in 1976 and that are now listed
as Management Priority Areas for the Con-
servation of Fauna. Flora. and Landscape
should be designated "Forest Sanctuaries"
or a similar title, indicating preservation
against both commercial timber pro-
duction and unmanaged public use;

3. The remaining areas of the Shannon
Basin should continue to be managed by
the Forests Department in its overall re-
sponsibility for forest management. with a
view to the use of commercial logging, con-
t rolled burning and such other devices that
will enhance, in decades to come, the re-
generation of healthy coupes of karri. in
much the same way that the Department
has already begun regeneration of about
seventy coupes in the central area since the
nineteen sixties.

4. The Forests Department, together
with the new Tourism Commission and
Local Authorities, should proceed to de-
velop informative and accurate tourist
pamphlets and maps, 'so as to increase the
general understanding of multiple uses of
the karri forests.

The Shire of Manjimup adopted a very sensible
and balanced approach towards the whole
question of forest management. Forest manage-
ment will have an effect on future generations
in that local government area. The views of she
shire stand today and yet the Government is
completely ignoring those views and is pro-
ceeding to carry out the dictates of those who
attended the 1982 conference. This will ensure
that the Shannon basin is declared a full
national park area, without regard for the local
community, but having regard only for the

poeple in its hierarchy who demand that the
Government implements this policy. They are
the facts.

Dr Alexander: They are the facts as you see
them.

Mr BLAIKIE: (s the Minister proceeding
against the wishes of the hierarchy? Do they
not want him to proceed?

Dr Alexander: There are other good reasons
which you know about. It is a balanced policy.

Mr BLAIKIE: I would like to hear the other
good reasons. When this came to a head there
was a great deal, of concern in the Manjimup
shire. A public meeting was attended by many
people, including the member for Warren and
me, and when the Premier was asked why the
Government was declaring the Shannon River
basin a national park he said he did not know
and that the question should be asked of Bill
Hare. BillI Hare was attending that meeting as a
representative of the South-West Forests De-
fence Foundation Inc. Bill Hare had the num-
bers and he used them at the Labor Panty con-
ference in 1982. That upset the member for
Warren, and I shared his despair. I continue to
share that despair at what the Government will
create for the future of the forest industry.

The end of the Government's intrusion in
this direction and its failure to follow a sensible
management programme is that once the area
becomes a national park a series of things will
happen. Logging will not be permitted in any
form: a nd no graz ing leases or wi ld flower picek-
ing licences will be issued because under sec-
tion 99 of the Conservation and Land Manage-
men[ Act, no commercial production of any
form is permitted in a national park apart from
the keeping of bees or the production of bees-
wax.

This area of 100000 acres will be managed
as a national park, with all the restrictions of
national park management, without regard for
the fire-control areas around it. I venture to say
to the Government that should this move be
successful-and I hope it will not-successive
Governments in due course will be obliged to
change this plan because of the extreme fire
hazard which will be created. I advise the mem-
bers who took the trouble to find out what
happened at Walpole that that was only the tip
of the iceberg. A few years ago the Eastern
States had a Black Friday: with this measure
Western Australia will head in that direction.
Management and fire control within a national
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park are totally different from that within for-
est production areas. I do not know why the
Government cannot understand that.

A very good friend of mine was burned in a
forest fire at Diamond Creek. before the days
when the previous Forests Department
upgraded its programme of forest management
and fire protection. Any member who thinks
trees are more important than people should
say so now. I believe the protection of the total
system is important and fire protection will be
one of the most critical factors.

The Labor Party is hoist with its own petard.
It has followed the line which radical extrem-
isis have advocated-they have found a happy
haven within the Labor Party. Tonight we are
seeing the first pay-off in that regard. I do not
support the extreme radical views of the en-
vironmental movement. The Government
should reject them also. This is only the first
instalment in the pay-off.

Members tonight were offended about com-
ments which appeared in the newspaper, and I
understand the reasons for that. The threat of
red incursion into the Government is what
people fear most. That is what I fear most and
it is happening not only in Western Australia
but also within the Australian Conservation
Foundation. When one goes through the names
of directors of that foundation and their politi-
cal activities, as removed from their conser-
vation activities, it makes very interesting
reading.

I support items I to 4 but reject item 5. The
Government has not provided surnicient infor-
mation and'on the other hand is doing the State
a total disservice in its recommendation that
the Shannon basin be declared a national park.

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)
[11. 10 pm]: I certainly support the partial revo-
cation of State forest Nos. 4. 14, and 27. How-
ever. like the member for Vasse I also have
grave reservations and oppose the inclusion of
Nos. 38, 40, 41, and 55 in this motion. One
might ask why the Minister has brought this
motion on in this form. It certainly is a strange
situation when one considers the fact that the
Department of Conservation and Land Man-
agement has just put out a series of draft man-
agement plans for the future management of
forests and national parks in Western
Australia, on which the people of Western
Australia have the opportunity to comment.
This is the opportunity for people to say how

they believe our forests and national parks
should be looked after, and which areas should
become reserves, national parks. etc.

However, the Minister in this case has sud-
denly picked out a piece of forest and said.
"Here we are;, we are going to put it to Parlia-
ment to turn it into a national park", without
any comment from the public. It is an indict-
ment on the Minister that he has not given the
people of Western Australia the opportunity to
comment, and it shows a complete contempt
for those people. It would seem this is a politi-
cal move by the Minister. Either he is trying to
get the proposal through in a sneaky fashion
without too much notice, or it has been brought
on for political reasons because of the forth-
coming election, to show the conservationists
that the Government is trying to do what it
wanted some years ago.

The proposal to turn the Shannon basin into
a national park is not supported by many
people-, it is supported by only a minority
group. The fact is that the professional foresters
who have managed the forests in Western
Australia for many years certainly did not have
this in mind. Earlier in the piece. some mis-
takes might have been made, but they have
learned by the mistakes and learned that the
way to preserve forests is to regenerate them,
and that national parks need to be set aside for
the future. The foresters certainly oppose the
Government's proposal. yet they are in the un-
fortunate situation where they have to take no-
tice of their master, which currently is the
Labor Government, and because of that the
foresters cannot speak out publicly and say
where they stand on this particular matter. One
can look back to pre-1983 and find that the
management plans were certainly not to set
aside the Shannon basin as a national park.

The timber processors will certainly oppose
this motion, and perhaps one can be sceptical
and say obviously they are only worried about
their future. I guess they should have the right
to be worried about their future, but I do not
think they are irresponsible enough to say, "Let
us chop down all the forests now and get rid of
them." They must look to the future, just as
much as anyone else. I am sure they do have a
responsible attitude and are committed to
preserving the forests, ensuring regeneration
and a resource for the future.

The Shire of Manjirnup has done its home-
work, as the mem ber fa r Vasse h as poi nted out.
They got in an expert to look at the situation,
and they believed that the unique parts of the
Shannon basin should be set aside for a
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national park. The Opposition supports that
point of view. However, it does not believe in a
blanket setting aside of the whole Shannon
basin area. It worries a lot of people that this
proposal Will remove a major part of the timber
resource, which cannot be processed, resulting
in a toss of jobs and income. Millions of dol-
lans-worth of timber is imported into Western
Australia from overseas. At a time when we
need to look after our overseas dollars, we
should look to reducing our timber imports.
Obviously we cannot take that as the main
reason for logging the Shannon basin, but it
certainly is one consideration. The Shannon is
an area that should be managed in such a way
as to ensure regeneration and the preservation
of the timber resource.

As I said, the Opposition does not want to
knock down the unique parts of the State's for-
ests--those areas which have a particular
value-but there are certain areas that can be
logged and regenerated. The Shannon basin
certainly is not a virgin forest. There has been
logging in the area in the past: at one stage a
golf course was set up there: other areas need
rehabilitation. It has always been submitted
that the parts that need rehabilitation should
be rehabilitated, and the pants that are unique
should be set aside. The Government's pro-
posal would take out a huge area of forests-
some 100 000 acres or 40000 hctlars-and
that is hard to replace overnight, as the mem-
ber for Vasse said. The Minister did not discuss
how that area is going to be replaced.

In £983 when the meeting was held at
Manjimup. the Government said it was going
to do all sorts of marvellous things. They have
never eventuated. It was going to start pine
planting in Manjimup. That has been a dismat
failure, and only a very small amount of land
has been planted.

Mr Read: Would you call 1 000 hectares this
year and another 1 000 next year a dismal fail-
ure? You were just prepared to let the hard-
wood industry wither on the vine.

Mr BRADSHAW: Certainly not. I have not
said that. I am saying that the professional for-
esters should have been able to manage the
forests. This has been taken out of their hands
by a Government that has been led up the
garden path by a mob of conservationists. So
far as I am concerned, it is not good enough.
and the way the Government has treated the
foresters is a downright insult to them.

I will not go through the history of events, as
that has been supplied by the member for
Vasse. but the reviews that have taken place
over the years have all recommended that the
Shannon should not become a total national
forest; it should be managed and logged in vari-
ous ways, with unique areas put aside. I will
not dwell on that, but it really annoys me that
the Government has thrown out logic and has
been led up the garden path by these
conservationists. It is time the Government
started to show a little bit of gumption and did
not simply look for the votes that it thought it
had lost in the last year on various issues, such
as uranium, and perhaps in this area as well,
and did not press ahead in the way it is doing
tonight to try to make the Shannon basin a
national park.

I restate the fact that there arc drafting man-
agement plans which give the people of West-
ern Australia the opportunity to comment.
This Government insults those people by just
taking out one piece of forest and treating it in
a special way.

Ameundment to Motion
I move an amend ment-

Lines 2 and 3-Ta delete the passage
-38,.40. 41 and 55".

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Con-
servation and Land Management) [11.20 pm]:
The Government opposes the amendment. I
take it that the member for Vasse supports the
amendment moved by the member for Murray-
Wellington, which leads me to say that I am
absolutely amazed that tonight, in 1987. the
Opposition is opposing the creation of a new
43 000-hectare karri national park in this State.

For all intents and purposes this national
park was created by the Government in 1983.
The Shannon River basin has been managed by
the Government as a national park since 1983.

The member for Vasse stood here tonight
and said that we had given no detailed reasons
for creating this national park. In fact. both he
and the member for Murray-Wellington said
that we wanted to sneak it through and that the
Government was up to funny tricks, or words
10 that effect. They both know that is not true.

The member for Murray-Wellington knows
that I only tabled the relevant papers in the
House but also had my office phone him and
inform him fully of what was happening, which
included mentioning that the original motion
contained a small error which we would move
to change. So we were far from trying to sneak
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anything through. All the papers were tabled in
lime for the Opposition to consider them, and
a phone call was made to bring members op-
posite up to dale.

Mr Blaikie: What about details on the
Shannon?

Mr HODGE: The member for Vasse
proceeded to quote from Hiansard. quoting
chapter and verse, giving a very detailed re-
sume of what had gone on with the Shannon.
going right back to 1971. He reminded us how
useful If ansard was on these occasions and how
all the arguments had been thrashed out in
1983- [am amazed that he thinks we should go
back ahd cover all That ground again, because
this matter has been debated in the Parliament
at length. It has been debated at length in the
community:. public meetings have been held.

The member for Murray-Wellington was
wrong when he said that the public had not had
a chance to comment on the draft management
plans for the Shannon national park. A draft
management plan has been available to the
public for management of the D'Entrecasteaux
and Shannon national parks. I have a briefing
note here from the Executive Director of
CALM, and I quote as follows-

The draft management plan titled
"'Shannon Park and D'Entrecasteaux" was
published in 1986 and also received a
strong public response.

He went to explain that over 1 000 public sub-
missions were received on the draft manage-
ment plan. So it is totally incorrect for mem-
bers. opposite to say the public have had no
chance to make an input.

Mr Blaikie: What is your decision on the
public comnment?

Mr HODGE: The final management plan has
not yet been publicly released.

Mr Blaikic: Yet you are presenting legislation
to Parliament to pre-empt that.

Mr H-ODGE: No. The thrust of the sub-
missions from the public is that the Govern-
ment should get on with the job and create the
national park as we promised we would do. We
certainly have not rushed into it.

One of the reasons we have not rushed into it
is that we want to be absolutely certain we can
reassure all those people with an interest-local
authorities, conservationists, and the timber in-
dustry-that we could, manage the conser-
vation estate and the timber industry success-
fully even with the excision of the Shannon
national park.

The draft timber industry strategy I released
a few weeks ago together with the management
plan for the northern, central, and southern
forest districts proves beyond a shadow of a
doubt that not only can we maintain a strong
and viable timber industry but also we arc able
to provide greater security for the timber in-
dustry and indeed the growth of that indus-
try-a rosy, long-term future. In addition it
provides for in excess of 500 000 hectares to be
added to (he conservationist estate and to be
preserved properly, with security of tenure be-
ing guaranteed by this Parliament. Now is the
appropriate time to guarantee the future of this
magnificent piece of forest area forever by
declaring it a national park and placing it under
the management of the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority.

As I said in my opening remarks, it is as-
tounding to see in 1987 that the Liberal Party
is prepared publicly to oppose the creation of a
magnificent new karri national park in this
State. I am a bit of a fan of the television
programme "Yes, Minister", and to use the
jargon of that show, the Opposition's decision
is a "courageous" one in opposing the creation
of the Shannon national park.

Mr Pearce: Is it the "courageous" that loses a
seat or loses an elect ion?

Mr I-ODGE: The one that loses an election.
Mr Blaikie: You have made a political de-

cision and you will rue the day.
Mr IHODGE: The Government does not

deny it made this decision. It is proud of the
decision. We were put into office to govern,
which is precisely what we are doing. We think
it is a correct decision and we are proud of it.
We do not intend to back out of it. If the con-
servative parties in this Parliament want to risk
the odium of knocking back our motion, it will
be on their heads.

I will refer now to an article which appeared
under the heading "Lib call for logging in the
Shannon" which appeared in the Warren-
Blackwood Times on Wednesday, 25 February
this year-

The Shannon Basin forest should be
opened to immediate logging, according to
conservation and land management
shadow minister John Bradshaw.

Mr Bradshaw, MLA for Murray-
Wellington, who last week toured the
southern forest region with fellow Liberals,
Lower Central Province MLCs Bill Stretch
and Sandy Lewis and National Parks di-
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rector Chris Haynes said the Shannon's re-
source was valuable to the WA timber in-
dustry.

He went on to say that the Liberal Party be-
lieved that we should actually log the Shannon
River basin.

Mr Bradshaw: Read it all.

Mr HODGE: I am not going to read all this.
The Speaker pulled up another member tonight
for reading out something like ibis.

The Liberal Party has spelt out loud and
clear in Ihis newspaper article its attitude to the
Shannon River basin-it would go in there and
log this magnificent karri area and lose it for all
time as a national park for the people of WA. I
hope that the public hear of this: I hope our
friends in the media let them know. Certainly I
will be writing to all sorts of people who are
interested in this matter and letting them know
the attitude of the Liberal Party. It will be
interested to see whether the Opposition in the
upper House is prepared to maintain that
position.

The Government unequivocally rejects the
amendment moved by the member for Murray-
Wellington.

MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [11.29 pm]: The
National Party supports the amendment
moved by the member for Murray-Wellington.'
The amendment is similar to part of our
amendment on the Notice Paper. After these
numbers are deleted we will be wanting to add
additional words and to clarify our stand.

I do not intend to make two or three
speeches d uring t he course of the even ing, but I
will move another amendment later on behalf
of the National Party. The National Party does
not oppose the revocation of State forest Nos.
4. 14. 22. and 27. That is practical and realistic."
but the Shannon River basin is quite a different
situation.

I would like to quote from a report of the
Conservation through Reserves Committee to
the Environmental Protection Authority in
1974. If we go back to that period we may be
able to put the situation in perspective.
Commenting on the Shannon River drainage
system the report said-

With their associated understorey the
giant Karris of south Western Australia
constitute a unique and ancient forest-, one
of the great botanical associations of the
world.

We have no argument with that. We support it
and recognise the need for Parliament to make
decisions which will reserve and preserve for
all time the unique forest flora and fauna of our
State. This must be done in areas sufficient to
be ecologically viable so they can be preserved
fo r all t ime. Th e re port goes on as fol lows-

There is no likelihood that Karri will
become an extinct species.

Further on it states-
Because the State's forest resources arc

so small, two extreme positions on their
future are possible. The completely
utilitarian argument is, that if timber re-
sources are so meagre, it is impossible to
justify the non-commercial reservation of
more than a token area of natural forest.
Conversely. militant conservationists con-
tend that, for the same reason, timber pro-
duction in wet selerophyll forests should
be completely suspended. The Committee
seeks a compromise between these two
viewpoints that will ensure the conser-
vation of Western Australian forests as
multiple-purpose assets of incalculable
value.

This is the stand the National Party would
take-a compromise between two extreme
positions. In the report reference is made to the
1973 Western Australian Forests Department
environmental impact statement to assess the
likely effects of the woodehipping operation.
and it comments as follows-

The Environmental Impact Statement
does not attempt to disguise the fact that
most of the consequences of the woodehip
project cannot be fully assessed. Among
these potential effects are modifications to
patterns of stream and ground water hy-
drology, to the spread of pathogenic organ-
isms and to the distribution of soil nutri-
ents. In its discussion of the adverse effects
of the operation of the public's bemotive
values" the Environmental Impact
Statement correctly points out that the
principles of modern forest management
are not widely understood.

Further on it states-
In view of the many imponderables

expressed explicitly or which are implicit
in the Impact Statement, the Committee
believes that the clear-felling of large areas
of forest should proceed cautiously, es-
pecially during the first licence period of
1 5 years. Cutting should be excluded from
a relatively large single continuous area.
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During ibis time changes in biological.
hydrological. pedological and sediment-
ological parameters must be monitored in
the other pants of the licenc concession
and the observations assessed. This will
help ensure that a large area of virtually
untouched Karri-Marri forest remains,
should unpredicted. long-term, deleterious
effects result from the initial clear-felling
operations.

They pointed out the reasons for setting aside
and reserving a large area because they were
unsure of the effects of woodehipping.

Mr Hodge: We have done that.

Mr STEPHENS: That is the point they
making. A large area should be set aside
cause the effects of woodehipping were
known.

are
be-
un-

Mr Hedge: Approximately half of the State
forest is set aside in reserves and national
parks.

Mr STEPHENS: They are making that point
because the consequences of the new
woodehipping industry were unknown.

Mr Hodge: That is out of date now.

Mr STEPHENS: Okay. I will continue.
Further on the report states-

The drainage basin of the Shannon
River is best suited to the concept of a
controlled area to be exempt from clear-
felling activities during the first term of the
Wood Chipping Agreement. Most of the
catchment area is in undeveloped State
Forest although some blocks, principally in
the north-western part of the catchment,
have been partially cut-over. In addition.
the Shannon flows into Broke Inlet, one of
the largest estuaries in the State which, be-
cause of its inaccessibility, is still in a fairly
intact natural state.

They pointed out that the Shannon River
drainage basin was largely intact and could be
used as a control area to compare what was
happening in the woodehip areas where exten-
sive logging was going on. They recognised the
Shannon River basin was not virgin forest and
some parts had been cut, but it was esentially
untouched and they were keeping it as a control
area. That is adm irable. What they had i n m ind
in 1974 must be borne in mind now. That is
why this report is so important and why I am
quoting from it.

I turn now to the recommendations of the
committee. There were six in all, but No. 4 is
pertinent to the debate. It states-

that, towards the end of the first license
period when the effects of clear-felling in
other areas can be assessed, a committee
select, from within the Shannon River
Drainage Basin, a substantial area of wet
sclcrophyll forest to be conserved in per-
petuity as natural forest;

We are now 13 years down the track, and
although I understand there have been several
committee reports since this report was pre-
pared, the longer the period between the ori-
ginal assessment of the impact of logging and
woodehipping, the greater opportunity we have
to make a scientific assessment. It is clear from

Ibhis report that the committee was playing safe.
it was locking up an area until further knowl-
edge was obtained about the impact of logging
operations. The committee was unsure of what
would happen. We arc now in a position to
assess the impact of logging. The time is ripe
for the area to be scientifically appraised and
for an expert committee-not members of Par-
liament-to look into this to see which panis of
t he Sh a nnon R i ver basi n sh oulId be preserved.

Mr Hodge: Didn't you hear the member for
Vasse recount in great detail all the studies
which have been done and the experts who
have looked at this?

Mr STEPHENS: I have a slightly different
approach from the member for Vasse, and I
will make my case. I support the members for
Vasse and Murray-Wellington in their criticism
of the Minister's speech in bringing this motion
before the House. It told us exactly nothing,
and we have had to go into it and find out the
facts ourselves. The least the Minister could
have done was to give a resum6 of the situation
and not say "take it or leave it, we do not have
to advise you or keep you informed." We have
made our own inquiries, and while we are con-
scious of the need to set aside parts of our
forest and retain them in perpetuity for future
generations, we are also aware of the need to
maximise the utilisation of our resources for
the economic benefit of all.

We have to make a compromise. I believe we
did not receive sufficient information on this
matter when it was introduced to this Parlia-
ment, so We Cannot make a genuine decision on
whether this is the correct road to follow.

The National Party is happy to support this
amendment and we hoped that the Govern-
rnent might also accept it because, as is
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indicated on the Notice Paper, it was my inten-
lion on behalf of the National Party to move
that these numbers be deleted and to add that
the question of State forests be referred to an
expert committee appointed by the Minister
which could report back to the Parl iament. The
National Party does not reject this motion out
of hand: in effect the National Party is saying
that the Minister should appoint an expert
committee to give the House all the infor-
mation available now.

Mr Hodge: That is just a ruse because you do
not have the nerve to reject it out of hand.

Mr STEPHENS: The Minister is saying.
"Befieve us. we have the numbers and we know
we are right." The National Party wants some
scientific information and facts on which to
make a judgment.

Mr Hodge: This has been debated since
1983.

Mr STEPHENS: I know it has and I know
that various opinions have been expressed, but
the period between then and now has seen great
changes in logging. All the National Ponty asks
is that a committee be appointed to give the
House some facts on which it can make a
judgment. Centainly that would not be possible
on the paltry speech the Minister gave to the
House. It is obvious the Minister is following
an ideological line on behalf of his porty. I
think that is a pretty blatant thing to do and to
bri ng to thItis place.

The National Ponty's policy is to make de-
cisions on the facts and not simply because the
Minister has brought something before Parlia-
ment in a cavalier way, giving members no
information and virtually saying, "Please your-
selves:, we've got the numbers." The National
Panty is asking for a reasonable approach.

I am disappointed that the Minister has
taken this attitude. It is very easy to win de-
hates when one has the numbers, but the Min-
ister certainly has not won the debate in respect
of the information he has made available to the
House.

The National Party supports the amend-
ment.

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) ( 11.44 pm]: I also sup-
port the amendment moved by the member for
Murray-Wellington.

One of the difficulties the House faces
tonight is that the Minister in charge of the Bill,
irrespective of what he says, will not provide
the general details that members expect to be
provided in a motion of this sort. It is not good

enough for the Minister to day, ")Vell it was
debated in 1983. 1984, 1985, and 1986." At
that stage members debated this matter on
what we assumed would happen. It was written
in the Australian Labor Party's platform, but at
no stage since the last election has this Govern-
ment said, on the hustings, that it would create
national parks in either the Shannon River
basin area or the northern jarrab forest. The
Minister said he would create reserves but he
did not say to the public of Western Australia
that he would create national parks.

Mr Hodge: Rubbish! The Shannon national
park has been a promise for years.

Mr BLAIKIE: I challenge the Minister to
find that in the ALP's platform or in the policy
statement that his Premier or any other spokes-
man gave.

Mr Hodge: The Premier made a public com-
mitment in 19B3.

Mr Evans interjected.
Mr BLAIKIE: The Minister would under-

stand the election was held in January 1983.
Mr Parker: Have you forgotten the last one?
Mr Hodge interjected.

Mr BLAIKIE: The Premier did not an-
nounce. in the run-up to the 1983 election, that
the Government intended to create national
parks. Nothing was said in the 1986 election
papers about a national park.

Mr Hodge: It had already been announced
on 8iune 1983.

Mr BLAIKIE: I am telling the Minister what
was said in the election papers in 1986-that
is. that the Government was going to create
reserves in the Shannon River basin.

Mr Hodge: What do you think a national
park is? A national park is an -A"-elass reserve.

Mir BLAIKIE: I take issue with that. This is
the first time that this has been introduced to
the Parliament in this form. It ill behoves the
Minister not to give for the record of the Parlia-
ment the reasons this has happened. This has
already been argued and canvassed, and I sup-
port the remarks of the member for Stirling and
the member for Murray-Weilington.

Some months ago the Minister for Conser-
vation and Land Management announced a
working plan for the State's forests and
national pork areas and invited public partici-
pation. They were announced on 8 April and a
series of meetings held throughout the State.
The Government has seen fit to extend the
time for people making submissions by a

2130



[Tuesday, 9 June 1987J]13

month, but I believe that time should be
further extended. The time for submissions to
be presented has been extended until July. yet
now the Government is presenting legislation
which pre-empts--

Mr Hodge: No, it isn't. The timber strategy is
based on the assumption that the Shannon
River basin will become a national park.

Mr BLAIKIE: But people have been asked to
comment on that and many people could say, if
they chose to. "No, the Shannon basin national
park should not proceed."

Mr Hodge: Our reaction has been the exact
opposite. Almost all the submissions are saying
to the Government that they wish to urge us to
go ahead.

Mr BLAlKIE: But there is still an oppor-
tunity for people to make their submissions on
this matter. The Minister has pre-empted any
decision that might be made. The Minister has
disregarded the public's input ic his own in-
quiry.

The Government has done a fantastic snow
job on the community. It has said, "Hlere we
are, it is open for all to see and we invite every-
one to participate", yet before the ink has dried
the Government is saying, "However, you can-
not participate in this." What else have the Min-
ister and the Government stopped the comn-
munity participating in? The Minister has done
a complete snow job and has claimed he has
provided the facts. I would be very interested
to hear from the member for Warren about
how he sees the national park and whether he
supports it.

Mr Hodge: He is totally supportive.

Mr BLAIKIE: 1 think the member for War-
ren can speak for himself. The Liberal Party
has moved this amendment to reduce the area
the Minister seeks to put into a national park.
The member for Warren can indicate how he
feels about the matter. The Liberal Party cer-
tainly strongly supports the creation of man-
agement areas, and conservation areas for flora
and fauna. and we certainly expect that
substantial areas should be put aside for these
purposes. However we do not believe that an
area of 100 000 hectares, which the Min ister is
talking about, should be turned into a national
park.

The Shire of Manjimup put forward what the
Liberal Party considered to be a sensible and
reasonable approach. 1 would be interested to
hear the comments of the member for Warren
in that regard. He is the member who rep-

resents the area and his constituents, on the
one hand, would like to know what is the ALP's
attitude: but, more importantly, on the other
hand, they would like to know the views of
their representative.

At no stage has the Minister responded to the
arguments advanced by members from this
side of the House. An argument was advanced
by the member for Stirling on scientific evi-
dence that has been put forward relating to the
Shannon basin over the years.

We are not talking about a political dog fight
on conservation. We are talking about a
position, on scientific evidence, that has been
put forward by competent experts in this field.
The Shannon basin has been the subject of
most extensive inquiries since 1981 by a num-
ber ofr people who a re regarded as com petent i n
that field. One of the persons to whom I refer-
Dr Brian O'Brien-presented a paper to the
Shire of Manjimup. What does the Minister
believe Dr O'Brien's level of standing to be in
this issue? Dr O'Brien has been working as a
consultant to the Government for years. The
Government made a good choice:, he is a com-
petent person. If the Minister believes that
some of the people who have put forward
papers in the past should have their com-
peten ce q uest ioned, I ask h im to do so.

There is no reply from the Minister. A de-
cision was reached at a torrid meeting of' the
ALP in 1982 because it had the numbers to roll
the decent people in the community. If those
decent people had not been rolled we would
not be in this House tonight debating the issue,
because commonsense would have prevailed.

The ALP is sensitive to a number of issues. It
claims it will take issue with this side of the
House in relation to the Shannon River basin. I
advise the Minister that I will take issue with
him on any day of the week on the subject of
uranium. I would like to know where he stands
on that issue. After all, he is the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management. lHe has a
policy, and I would be interested to see how his
policy differs from the policy of his Federal
counterparts.

We have already seen what happened with
regard to the Federal Government's inter-
vention in the forest issue in Tasmania. Does it
mean that we will have a similar intervention
in Western Australia? Quite frankly the Federal
Government has no right to intervene, and I
certainly hope that it does not.
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There is a real need wo have a balanced and
proper debate without the political dogma
which is completely ruining the field of conser-
vation. The Opposition has indicated that in
supports the conservation of priority areas. Ii
has been the Opposition's stock in trade. If in
had not been for some of the posit ive forms of
management that various Governments, in-
eluding Governments of the Opposition's
colour, instituted in the past, the Minister
would not have brought forward this issue
tonight. It is pant of that balance that we need
to get back to.

The amendment moved by the member for
Murray-Wellington is deserving of support of
members of this House. I would be keen to hear
the comments of the member for Warren.

MR EVANS (Warren) [ 11.56 pm]: I would
like to clarify some of the points raised by
members of the Opposition. In the first in-
stance, a policy was undertaken by this
Government to ensure that there were reserves
and national parks but, at the same time. to
ensure that a significant input of hardwood to
timber mills would be maintained at the level
that was laid down in the forest management
plan. It set out the details of the availability of
wood to those mills far the future.

Not only has this Government achieved that.
but also it has increased the quantity of avail-
able hardwood. It is determined to proceed
with its policy and to establish a softwood unit
that will, in the course of 15 years. provide two
softwood timber mills that will take up the
slack from the decline of the hardwood indus-
try.

The hardwood forests have certainly been
massacred over the years. The Government
does not blame anyone for that. It was the cir-
cumstances that prevailed at the time. Unlike
the Liberal-National Party coalition which
would have allowed the employment rates in
those areas to gradually decline as the avail-
ability of hardwood diminished and would
have done nothing about it, the Burke Govern-
ment undertook a programme that has not only
maintained that level of employment, but also
has established a totally new industry. One
thousand hectares of softwood will be planted
this year and another I1000) hectares will be
planted next year.

If the Opposition cares to ask former Liberal
Panly member, Ross Young, who has done so
much in this area, he will give it chapter, book.
and verse.

Mr Bradshaw: Are you up to date with your
planting?

Mr EVANS: It will be by the end of the
planting season. It is not the planting season in
the summer months!

Mr Bradshaw: I know that, but you made a
commitment in 1983.

Mr EVANS: It will be up to date in the next
two planting seasons. It is very good going,
considering the production sta rted from
scratch.

Mr Blaikic: What about the Donnybrook
sunklands?

Mr EVANS: I will deal with the Donnybrook
sunklands. It involved, not the dieback-infecred
forest which was so clearly quoted, but prime
jarrab forest and it was cleared to make way for
softwood planting. The Opposition, when in
Government. tried to tell us. the then Oppo-
sition, that it was planting softwood in mongrel
country which was no good for anything. The
planting took place on the best of land.

What irks me more is that while the hard-
wood industry diminished and employment
decreased, the Opposition, when in Govern-
ment. was not prepared to do anything about it.
The Opposition had better not proceed with
that issue, because morally it was a disaster and
it was completely wrong. It did not care a jot
for jobs.

Let us get to the crunch of the issue. The
Opposition mealy-mouths that it vqill have a
balance of reserves and good production. I ask
the Opposition to tell the House how it will do
that. It is all very well for it to say that.

In launching the video, "'The Last Stand of
Denmark", Dr Vincent Serventy said that five
per cen t of nat ive forest sh oulId be set as ide fo r
wood production, and 95 per cent should be set
aside as reserve. I suspect that some people in
the timber industry would agree with the same
figures, but in reverse.

Where does the Liberal Party stand? How
much of the forest does it see as being reserve,
and how much does it see as being available for
wood production?

The timber strategy released by the Minister
nearly two months ago sets it right on the line
as far as this Government is concerned. It indi-
cates that 51 per cent of the forest will be re-
served and 49 per cent of it will be made avail-
able for timber production.
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The Liberal Party generalises and comes up
with nothing. Let it give this House a few facts
and figures. How much of the forest would it
reserve?

Mr Stephens: Now that is what we want the
Minister to answer.

Mr EVANS: It is in the timber strategy that
was released. Has the member for Stirling pus
forward his submission?

Mr Stephens: No.

Mr EVANS: It is time the member for
Stirling did.

M r Stephens: Have you?

Mr EVANS: I certainly have.

Mr Pearce: You have not even read it.

Mr EVANS: He has not. I will bet not many
members opposite have read it. Their under-
standing is abysmal.

Several members interjected.

Mr EVANS: Come out and tell us. What is
the policy of members opposite? Which areas
would they reserve? Which areas would they
have for production? This is laid down in the
timber strategy document as far as this Govern-
ment is concerned, and members opposite have
not even read it.

They are not even worth arguing with.

Amendment put and a division taken wish
the following resul-

Mr Blailcie
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bertram
M r Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Carr
Mr Donovan
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
MrGriII
MrGordort Hill
Mr Hodge

Ayes IS
Mr Lightfoot
M r Rushton
MrSehell
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trinorden
Mr Watt
M r Wiese
Mr Williams

Noes 23
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. LSmith
Mr P. i. Smith
MrTroy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Ayes
Mr Clarko
MrTubby
Mr Crane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros
Mr Spriggs
Mr Cowan

Pairs
Noes

M r Tom Jones
Mr Thomas
Mr Taylor
Mr Peter Dowdiung
Mr Road
Mr Brian Burke
Mr Burkett

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) ( 12.04 am): t will

spare everybody the thought of going through
the same speech in different words. In speaking
to the amendment previously I made the point
that the National Party considered important.
With the Government's rejection of that
amendment, the amendment I had on the No-
tice Paper would not have sufficed, so I have
reworded it somewhat to try to achieve the
same objective.

A anendinent to inoliori
I move an amend men t-

After "out" in line 6. to add she follow-
ing-

after the question has been referred
to an expert committee appointed by
the Minister and the report of that
committee is adopted by Parliament.

I quote recommendation 6. the final
recommendation of the report of the Conser-
vation through Reserves Committee-

that during the first licence period of the
Wood Chipping Agreement, the environ-
mental Protection Authority collaborate
with the Forests Department in initiating a
project to study in detail and over a pro-
longed period-

Thai is the important point I was making when
speak ing to t he amendme nt.

The recommendation continues-
-any aspects of the biology, hydrology,

sedimentology, pedology and geology of
f7Wln-) the Shannon River Drainage Basin

(including Broke Inlet) that appear rel-
evant to assessment of the environmental
effects of the woodchip industry and to the
conservation of the wet selerophylt forest.

All this amendment is doing is asking the Min-
ister to refer the matter to a n expert com m ittee,
a committee appointed by himself. All we are
asking is that they be experts with a fair sprink-
ling of scientists to cover the matters referred
to in the recommendation I have read, and for

Medl-) that committee's report to be made available to
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the Parliament so that Parliament is well
informed and can make a decision based on the
latest available information-not information
available in 1983 or 1985, but information
available in 1987.

The Minister made an accusation that we arc
not prepared to make a judgment. Give this
Parliament the information upon which to
make an intelligent and reasoned judgment and
the National Party will be prepared to make its
judgment. It may be that the judgment will be
along the lines of this pamphlet prepared for
the Shire of Manjimup by Brian O'Brien and
Associates. and that is to save the Shannon
sensibly.

The National Party would be the first to ad-
mit there are parts of the Shannon River which
have to be preserved, and we would have no
objection to setting them aside as a national
park. Based on the report which comes for-
ward, it may be that we will become convinced
that the whole area should be set aside, but
from the information that I have at this stage I
question whether that would be the
recommendation in a report of an expert com-
mittee.

Is the Minister afraid of giving the Parlia-
ment the opportunity of getting that infor-
mation in case it damages his own case? I chal-
lenge the Minister to give the committee the
opportunity-it does not have to be over a pro-
longed period-to make a report so that the
Parliament and the members here, who are act-
ing in the interests not only of the present gen-
eration but also of future generations. can
make an informed judgment on factual and
scientific information.

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington)
[12.10 amJ: The Opposition supports the
amendment moved by the member for Stirling_

Mr Hodge: Is this a mutual arrangement
whereby you forget each other's title? The mem-
ber for Stirling can never remember your seat,
either.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Opposition supports
thc amendment.

Mr Parker: What do you think about the
Kementon site?

Mr BRADSHAW: If the Minister for Min-
erals and Energy wants to talk about that. I can
talk about it as well. The Opposition supports

the amendment. The Government makes it
sound as though the Liberal Party wants to
desecrate the whole Shannon basin..

Mr Hodge: You should read the report in the
Warrrn-Rkackwood Times.

Mr BRADSHAW: I will get onto that in a
minute, and I will stand by my remarks.

Mr Hodge: You will fall by them, too. I will
gi ve iti wide ci rc ulat ion.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Minister can go for
his life.

Mr Hodge: I will.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Government wants to
shut it down: it does not worry about jobs and
what it will cost to replace the timber. The
Government has indicated that we just want to
desecrate the whole area. We have stated on
several occasions that there are unique areas of
the Shannon basin that require preservation for
the future. We support the amendment by the
member for Stirling to refer it to experts to
decide which areas should be preserved.

Mr Evans: You are just like John Koward.
What is your policy?

Mr BRADSHAW: The member will find out
our policy in good time.

Several members interjected.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Labor Party takes the
best parts of our policy and uses them; there is
no point in giving it early.

Mr Hodge: Tell us about transferable
national parks.

Mr BRADSHAW: That is a very good idea.
Does the Minister want to hear about that? I
also made reference to that in the Warren-
Blackwood Times. but I will not go into that
now because the Speaker wants to go home.

The SPEAKER: Not at all.

Mr BRADSHAW: In that Warrcn-8Iackwvood
Times article in which I was quoted earlier this
year I did say that it is time now that the pro-
fessional foresters got back to managing the
forests and stopped being dictated to by
Governments and the conservationists of this
world-the minority groups that want to shut
down industry all over the place and not do the
right thing. They appear plausible to many
people because they say they want the trees to
be preserved and that all we are doing by

2134



[Tuesday, 9 June 19871 23

knocking down trees is making deserts. I agree
that mistakes were made in the past, but people
are now much more aware of how the environ-
ment should be protected and looked after. It is
time forests were put back into the hands of
professional foresters.

The Opposition supports the amendment.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Con-
servation and Land Management) [ 12.14 am]: I
hardly need to formally indicate it, but the
Government opposes this amendment, which
is almost identical to what was attempted to be
achieved a few minutes ago; that is. when the
National Party and the Liberal Party wanted to
refer this whole matter to another expert com-
mittee.

The National Party must have a permanently
sore backside from sitting on the fence on all
these areas. They are not prepared to come out
into the open. At least the Liberal Party has
come out and said it is opposed to the Shannon
basin national park and that if it gets into office
it will log the area. The National Party has not
had the political nerve to say that. What it
wants to do is its usual move for every prob-
lem that is. to refer it to a committee.

Obviously we do not see the need for this
matter to be referred to any sort of committee.
The question is clear-cut: Members either sup-
port the creation of the Shannon River national
park or they do not. The Liberal Party in the
last few minutes has said that it is opposed to
the entire area being included in the park be-
cause pants of it should be logged. We have not
been told which parts should be and which
parts should not be.

Mr Bradshaw. the shadow Minister, in the
Warren-Blackti'ood Times on 25 February. re-
ferred to a new concept of transferable national
parks. It is an interesting concept. The article
stated that a transferable national park would
allow a forest, as it gets to the end of its life, to
be replaced by a suitable forest area, thereby
sustaining the timber industry. What he meant
was that as they wreck one piece of forest they
transfer that into a national park and transfer
out ofa national park a new area to log. That is
the marvellous and unique policy unveiled by
the Liberal Party.

After ton ight's debate we know clearly where
the Liberal Party stands and we think we know
where the National Party stands. The Liberal
Party is opposed to the creation of this new
national park and if it is elected to office it will

log the Shannon River basin. The public of
Western Australia should know whcre each
party stands on this issue.

The Burke Government made it clear when
the Premier made his announcement on 8 June

1 983 that we will create a new 43 000 hectare
national park in this magnificent karri forest.
and that is what this House is being asked to do
tonight.

I urge all members of this House to put aside
politics and these gimmicks for referring mat-
ters to committees and support the motion.

MRX BLAIKIE (Vasse) [ 12.19 am]: I support
the amendment moved by the member for
Stirling. The amendment seeks the appoint-
ment of an expert committee to report to the
Government so that at least the Parliament will
receive up-to-date advice on scientific issucs
relating to these matters.

The Opposition has produced sensitive argu-
ments about why the Shannon River area has
been rejected for this purpose over the last 17
years. The member for Stirling said that the
Minister did not produce any facts to the Par-
liament as to why he wants to create the
Shannon River national park.

There arc some very competent people in
Western Australia and the member for
Stirling's amendment allows the Minister to
select his own members of the proposed com-
mittee. This Parliament expects the Minister to
select respected people in this field who could
then make a sensitive evaluation removed from
the dogmas of gutter politics. Someone who I
believe should be available for selection would
be Professor Bert Main. He. because of his pre-
vious position with the Environmental Prote-
tion Authority, would be certainly favoured by
me and by other members of this place who
have a great respect for him.

The Minister has not produced any argu-
ments substantiating his reasons for the cre-
ation of this park other than his rather narrow
point of view about why the area should be
included. The member for Stirling has given
the Minister the opportunity to provide the
other House with his reasons for creating the
park.

The expert committee might produce evi-
dence for extending the proposed park and I
am prepared to take a chance on that. The
amendment will be a test to see whether the
Minister is prepared to accept the reasonable-
ness of the Opposition or whether he will con-
ti nue with his current intransigent manner.
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Amendment put and a division taken with
the following result-

Mr Blaikic
Mr Bradshaw
Mr Cash
Mr Court
M r G rayden
Mr H'assell
Mr House
Mr Laurance
Mr Lewis

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggp
Mr Bertram
Mr Bridge
Mr Bryce
Mr Carr
Mr Donovan
Mr Evans
Dr Gallop
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill

Ayes
Mr Clarko
Mr Tubby
Mr Crane
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes I8
Mr Lightfoot
Mr Rushton
MrSchetl
Mr Stephens
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Wall
Mr Wiese
Mr Williams

Noes 24
Mr Hodge
Dr Lawrence
Mr Marlborough
Mr Parker
Mr Pearce
Mr D. L. Smith
Mr P. J. Smith
Mr Troy
Mrs Watkins
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Buchanan

Pairs
Noes

Mr Tom Jones
Mr Thomas
Mr Taylor
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Read

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (an inotion) Resumed
MR RUSHTON (Dale) [12.25 am): My

query relates to the area in the Town of
Dwellingup. The documents contain little in-
formation about the long-term intentions of the
Government for that area. Apparently 40 de-
partmental houses will be included in it. Will
the 17 to be retained be retained for CALM
officers and will the other 23 to be disposed of
be offered on the open market, first to the
people residing in them and then to people who
live in the community? The Shire of Murray
and the people of that area want to retain those
homes because it is important to maintain the
population in that attractive little community.

Local people would like advice in advance as
to the sale of those properties. They need to be
aware of the Government's intentions for that
area.

MR HODGE (Melville-Minister for Con-
servation and Land Management) [12.28 am]:
The Government's original plan was to sell the
houses by auction because they were surplus to
the needs of the Department of Conservation
and Land Management. I received strong rep-
resentations from Hon. Beryl Jones.

Mr Rushton: I also wrote to you on a number
of occasions.

Mr HODGE: The member may have, I can-
not recall. I have received representations from
a number of people. As a result of these rep-
resentations, we changed our attitude and I did
not take the department's advice. I directed
that its attitude be more sympathetic to meet-
ing the needs of the local people who wanted an
opportunity to purchase the houses.
Technically, that was impossible, because the
area was reserved for State forest. This matter
is before the House tonight so that that area
can be removed from the State forest land,
subdivided. and sold. Obviously we would not
be going to all this trouble if we were not con-
cerned about alleviating the worries of the local
people.

I am only too happy for the local people to
have an opportunity to purchase the houses
and land. To the best of my knowledge, the
department has not decided how it will handle
the sale. Obviously, to be scrupulously fair, we
need to make it an auction or a tender arrange-
menit.

Mr Rushton: Could you advise me when you
reach a decision as to what you are going to do?

Mr HODGE: Yes. I am happy to do that:, I
will let the member know when we have made
a decision on the method of disposal and the
details. I suspect that we will probably need to
put them out to auction to ensure that every
person in the community has an opportunity to
purchase, otherwise we could be open to accu-
sations of Favouring one party. It is the Govern-
ment's intention to give the local people an
opportunity to purchase these houses and keep
them as pant of the community in Dwellingup.

Question put and passed.
Resolution transmitted to the Council and its

concurrence desired therein, on motion by Mr
Hodge (Minister for Conservation and Land
Management).

WITHDRAWAL OF REMARK
Personal Explanation

MR LAURANCE (Gascoyne-Deputy
Leader of the Opposition) [12.32 amj-by
leave: Earlier this evening you, Mr Speaker,
asked me to withdraw certain remarks, and it
has been drawn to my attention since that I
qualified my withdrawal.

I do not want to enter into debate about the
words used at the time, but I made a statement
about the Minister for Minerals and Energy:
the Minister said the statement was untrue and
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you asked me to withdraw the words. I with-
drew the remarks and added that I believed the
words I had used were the truth. You then
asked me if I had withdrawn and then said it
was the truth and I said. **No, not at all." You
then apologised to me.

There seems to be a misunderstanding about
what took place. Mr Speaker. I do not want the
position to remain as it is at the moment; I still
maintain that I changed those words by saying

I believed what I had said to be the truth. I do
not want to enter into an argument about the
semantics of the matter and, therefore. I take
the point of view that I attempted to qualify my
withdrawal. That is not satisfactory to you or to
me and I wish to make it clear that my with-
drawal is unqualified.

The SPEAKER: Thank you very much for
that explanation.

House adjourned at 1234 ain (Wednesdav)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

SMALL CLAIMS TRIBUNAL
AMembehrs ol'Pariameni: Approach

1047. Mr COWAN. to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:
(1) Will the Attorney General make avail-

able to members of Parliament. at
both State and Federal levels, a writ-
ten statement that-
(a) advises them to be more circum-

spect when dealing with matters
before the Small Claims Tribunal:

(b) warns them of the danger of con-
tempt when dealing with matters
before the Small Claims Tri-
bunal?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The question of contempt of the Small
Claims Tribunal has been thc subject
of differing legal opinions. However, it
is clearly desirable that all members
exercise proper restraint when dealing
with the Small Claims Tribunal.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS
Pasioral Lease's: Evaisions

1093. Mr BLAIKIE, to the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) Will he give details of the pastoral

leases where excisions for Aboriginal
people have been-
(a) agreed:
(b) under consideration:

(c) rejcctcd?
(2) Further to (1). what is the land area

involved in each instance?
(3) Will he indicate the responses he has

had from various organisations. in-
cluding the Pastoralists and Graziers
Association of Western Australia In-
corporated, the Western Australian
Farmers Federation, local govern-
ment, and pastoralists concerned?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) and (2) (a) Since the election of the

Labor Government in 1983. the fol-
lowing excisions for Aboriginal people
have been agreed by the Aboriginal

Affairs Planning Authority and the
Department of Land Administration,
after negotiations with pastoral ists-
Cherrabun-Djugerari Community-
259 hectares;
Christmas Creek Station-Ngumpan
Aboriginal Community-2 634 hec-
tares;
Go Go Station-Muludja Coin-
nfunity-140 heetarcs:
Louisa Downs Station-Yiyili Abor-
iginal Corporation-761 hectares:
Lake Gregory-Mulan Aboriginal
Community-97 hectares:
Billiluna-Mindibungu Aboriginal
Community-32 hectares.
(b) and (c) A number of applications

are currently being considered.
However assessment and docu-
mentation of the applications
have not yet been finalised. and
accordingly the detail required is
not available.

(3) There are continuing discussions with
the pastoral industry representatives
including the Pastoralists and Graz-
iers Association of Western Australia,
Western Australian Farmers Feder-
ation. and Aboriginal interests, with
the aim of finalising guidelines on Ab-
original pastoral excisions. These will
facilitate the conclusion of agreements
between Aboriginal groups and pastor-
alists which will recognise the legit-
imnate needs and concerns of both
groups.
I have also had fruitful discussions
with the local shires in areas affected
by applications for excisions concern-
ing liaison upon the provision of ser-
vices to excised areas and other re-
lated matters. These contacts are on-
going.

CITIZENS' ADVICE BUREAUS
Budget XIiocai ion

1127. Mr WATT, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:

Further to my question 992 of 1987
concerning budgeted figures for citi-
zens' advice bureaus, how is the re-
maining $70000 budgeted to be
allocated?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
The grant of $70000 is provided
towards the bureau's central office
operating expenses and includes
$25 000 for rental costs.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Adoptions: Processing

1132. Mr CASH. to the Minister representing
the Minister for Community Services:

What is the average ti me taken to pro-
cess an adoption after the natural
mother has legally relinquished the
child, and the child has come under
the care of the Minister for Com-
munity Services?

Mr WILSON replied:
The average time taken to process an
adoption is currently two months.

POLICE
Bat eman: Noaliniba Centre

1140. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:

Now that one hectare of land at
Bateman's Noalimba Centre has been
set aside for the Police Department.
when will a new police facility be
constructed on that site?

M rGOR DON H ILL repl ied:
As a result of my personal inter-
vention, one hectare of land has been
set aside for police purposes at
Bateman. I am grateful for the assist-
ance of the Western Australian Devel-
opment Corporation in facilitating the
acquisition of the land for the police.
As the member is aware, construction
of any facility on the land will depend
upon the approach taken by the police
in meeting the reasonable policing
needs of the community. police
priorities, and the budgetary process.

GOVER N MENT I NSTR U MENTA LITI ES
A4dvertising Budget

1149. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Water Resources:
(1) Will he advise how much money has

been allocated for commercial adver-
tising in the 1986-87 financial year for
the Western Australian Water Auth-
ority?

(2) How much has been allocated for-
(a) television:
(b3) radio,
(c) newspapers?

Mr BR IDGE replied:
See reply to question 1147.

LAND VALUATIONS
Unimprov~ed Value

1156. Mr LEWIS. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Budget
Management:

Referring to various legislation to do
with taxing and rating which specifics
the basis of the valuation to be used to
be that of unimproved value-
(a) what is the definition of

"'unimproved value":,
(b) how is "unimproved value" de-

termined;
(c) is there more than one method of

determining the "unimproved
value" of a parcel of land;

(d) who determines what is the
",unimproved value"?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
(a) "Unimproved value" is defined in

section 4 of the Valuation of Land Act
1978;

(b3) from the analysis of sales of compar-
able land, and as prescribed by the
Act:,

(c) yes-.section 4 of the Valuation of Land
Act refers:

(d) the Valuer General.

FAM ILY LAW ACT
Amendments: O'Connor Report

1158. Mr MENSAROS, to the Minister
representing the Attorney General:

Having received the O'Connor report
on the Commonwealth Family Law
Act amendments, to what further
examinations and/or discussions.
comments& etc., within and/or outside
Crown Law Department, were the
Commonwealth amendments sub-
jected before drafting the presently
introduced Bill amending the Family
Court Act?
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Mr PETER DOWDING replied:
A number of officers of the Crown
Law Depantment were involved in this
matter. Non-departmental comment
included comment from the Chief Jus-
lice. shc Chairman of Judges of the
Fam ily Court. and the Registrar of the
Family Court.

WA DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION
(asb Assess Hlandling

1161. M rCOURT to the Treasurer:
Who has replaced Mr Len Brush at the
Western Australian Development
Corporation in his role of handling the
cash assets for Government and semi-
Govern ment sectors?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
The WA DC's money market oper-
at ions are managed by the corpor-
ation's treasurer. Mr Stuart Gregory,
and a team of professional money
market dealers.

FOR MIULA B TECH NOLOGY A USTRALIA
PTY LTD

Goivaernn Investmntn
1186. Mr HASSELL, to the Deputy Premier:

(1) What is the nature of the Govern-
mont's investment in Formulab Tech-
nology Australia Pty Ltd?

(2) When was that investment made?
(3) What return has been achieved on that

investment?
(4) What arrangements, agreements, or

undertakings were made in relation to
the investment?

(5) Was the Government represented on
any board of trustees or board of man-
agement?

(6) Who was that representative?
(7) How many meetings did he attend?

(8) When did the Government's represen-
tative last attend a meeting?

(9) What is the progress of the pursuit of
the purposes for which the investment
was made?

(10) Is the Government continuing its in-
volvement in all aspects of the busi-
ness and its operations?

Mr BRYCE replied:

(t) The Technology Development Auth-
ority owns a 16.2/3 per cent interest in
Forinulab unit trust.

(2) The investment was madq in stages.
with payments being made ,on 14 May
1984, 29 May 1984. 20 June 1984, 19
July 1984. 21 August 1984, and 26
October 1984.

(3) None to date.

(4) The authority entered into a confiden-
tial commercial agreement for the pur-
chase of units dated I May 1984.

(5) The authority was represented by Mr
S. C. Beere. who acted as a director of
the trustee company. Formulab Tech-
nology Australia Pty Ltd, until his res-
ignation from the Government on I
October 1986. As the technology had
been transferred to a public company.
Formulab International Ltd, prior to
this date in preparation for a public
float, a replacement on the board of
the trustee company was not con-
sidered necessary.

(6) See (5) above.

(7) The authority's representative
attended two formal meetings of the
board and numerous informal meet-
ings with directors during the period
of his appointment-

(8) The last meeting attended by the rep-
resentative with officials of the
company was on 30 September 1986.

(9) The authority invested to assist the
company through its research and de-
velopment phase and in its progress
towards comnmercial isat ion- The
company has recently reached agree-
ment with a major international secur-
ity company to market the company's
products in Australasia and South
East Asia.

(10) The Government has acquired a sig-
nificant interest in the public
company through its interest in the
unit trust. The authority has no rep-
resentation on the board of the public
company but is kept informed as a
unit holder.
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SUPERANNUATION BOARD

In vestments: The Anchorage

1201. Mr MacKINNON, to the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Has he been kept fully informed of the
negotiations between the Chairman of
the State Superannuaton Board, Mr
Tony Lloyd, and the Department of
Marine and Harbours on the proposed
Anchorage development in North
Fremantle?

(2) If so, is he prepared to release details
of the extent to which it is proposed to
reduce the width of the Swan River to
accommodate the development?

M r TROY replied:

(1) and (2) Yes. I have been kept briefed
on the discussions between the Chair-
man of the State Superannuation
Board, Mr Tony Lloyd, and the De-
partment of Marine and Harbours on
the proposed Anchorage development
in North Fremantle as per normal pro-
ceedings on such developmental pro-
posals. The main element of these dis-
cussions has concerned the existing
Department of Marine and Harbours'
lessees in their Proposed relocation.

At present there is a concept for the
Anchorage development but no firm
proposal. The Superannuation Board
is seeking detailed proposals from
major developers. It has been made
clear to the board that the department
can only make recommendations once
a firm proposal has been received.
However, in the meantime a guide has
been prepared to consider a proposal
but within which full consideration
would still be required.

It should be pointed out that once a
firm proposal is in hand, the Anchor-
age projeci will be subject to normal
environmental, planning, and marine
requirements. It should also be
pointed out that there are existing
jetty structures in the area, that solid
fill structures are not proposed at this
stage, and the width of the Swan River
from a water flow point of view is not
likely to be markedly affected.

LIVESTOCK MARKET REPORTING
SERVICE

Cost
1203. Mr STEPHENS. to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) In each of the previous three years,

what has been the cost of the livestock
market reporting service?

(2) H ow a nd by w homn was th is cost met?
(3) Will the service be continued on ihe

same basis?
(4) If no to (3), why not, and in what way

will it be varied?
Mr GRILL replied:
(1) and (2)

1983-94
1984-85
1985-86

Consahi-
dated

171 247
181447
190412

subwcrp.
cins
8993

12654
1488

Total
180 240
194 101
205 300

The subscriptions are paid by the media
and others who receive reports directly
from the service. The fee is intended to
recoup the cost of transmission of the
reports.

(3) and (4) The Government holds the
view that the LMRS is of direct ben-
efit to farmers in the operation of their
businesses and as such should be paid
for by the beneficiaries. The industry
wishes the service to continue, and the
Government is currently consulting
with the two major producer bodies to
identify an appropriate way of
recovering the cost of running the ser-
vice.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Child Prostitution: Television Report

1205. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Community
Service:
(1) Is the Minister aware of a recent seg-

ment shown on Channel 7 which it-
ferred to children sleeping "on the
street" in Perth, and displayed an
unnamed park in Perth where it was
implied children could be "picked up"
for $ 10?

(2) If the Minister-is not aware of the item
referred to, will she kindly pursue an
investigation of it?

(3) Is the Minister's department aware of
the problem referred to?
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(4) What action is being taken in relation
to it?

Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Yes.
(4) Depart menial officers are working in

close cooperation with Perth Inner
City Youth Service streetwork team
and the vice squad 1o protect young
people.
The efforts are ongoing and include-

arranging return of young people
10 their families where possible;
arranging suitable accommo-
dation:
individual and family
counselling:
assisting in securing employment
or applying for social security
benefits.

LOCAL GOV ERN MENT G RANTS
.4 I/ocation

1207. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) Is it correct that the Seate Grants

Commission will now allocate grants
on the basis of 70 per cent needs-30
per cent population, whereas pre-
viously it was the reverse?

(2) If not correct. what is the present situ-
ation?

(3) Has a change been made in the allo-
cation formula?

(4) Was that change made under stat utory
authority, and if so, what is it?

(5) if legislation is required. when will it
be introduced?

(6) Was the change, if any. directed by the
Cornmon wealth?

(7) If not. what policy considerations
were applied by the State Government
in making the change?

M rCA RR repl ied:
(I) The Local Government Grants Com-

mission has calculated total grants for
local governments since 1978. These
have been allocated on the basis of

population and need. The proportions
have been 70 per cent need and 30 per
cent population since 1983-84.

(2) and (3) Local governments will con-
tinue to be entitled to a 30 per cent per
capita grant under new legislation.
The legislation will take effect in the
coming financial year. Following a
phasing-in period of four years. a
small number of local governments
will receive the per capita entitlement
alone and the remainder will receive
an equalisation grant.

(4) The Local Government Grants Com-
mission is required under the Local
Government Grants Act 1978 to pur-
sue general equalisation as far as prac-
ticable. Its development meets the re-
qu irements of the Commonwealth Lo-
cal Government (Financial Assist-
ance) Act 1 986. The new method for
achieving equalisation is known as the
balanced budge1 approach, and has
been derived fro m principles
formulated in consultation with the
associations of local government and
based on the requirements of the
Commonwealth Local Govcrnment
(Financial Assistance) Act 1986.

(5) Legislative amendments, predomin-
antly of a machinery nature, will be
introduced in the spring session.

(6) See (4).

(7) The Local Government Grants Com-
mission has sought to ensure that
funds are made available to the most
disadvantaged local governments. The
commission has had regard to the
differing revenue and expenditure
needs of local governments. The Com-
mission's report setting out principles
and methods has been accepted by the
Government and a final submission
will be forwarded to the Common-
wealth Government shortly. The re-
port and resultant allocations have
been distributed to parliamentarians.
They are urged to attend the public
hearings which the commission is con-
ducting at various centres throughout
the State until the end of July.
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STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

Motor Vehicles:- Porn' Stickers

1208. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(I) Is it contrary to the operational policy
of the State Energy Commission for its
vehicles to display party political
stickers?

(2) If so, what action is taken to enforce
the policy?

(3) Will he investigate why, at 7.55 am on
29 May, a Labor panty sticker adver-
tising a by-election candidate was
affixed to the vehicle XQX 833?

(4) As the driver of that vehicle can no
doubt be identified from its number,
the time mentioned. and its position
at that time, what action will be taken
in relation to the misuse of a Govern-
ment vehicle in this way?

Mr PARKER repli&I:

(1) Yes.

(2) Stickers are removed when found, and
SEC employees are instructed not to
affix such stickers or allow them to be
affixed.

(3) Yes.

(4) The matter will be investigated by
SEC management and appropriate ac-
tion taken.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION

Foreign Exvchange Transactions

1209. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

As at 30 June 1986. what total sum in
Australian dollars had been
capitalised by the State Energy Com-
mission in respect of foreign exchange
transactions and liability losses?

Mr PARKER replied:

The State Energy Commission
reported deferred-unrealised-
foreign exchange losses of $457.231I
million in its balance sheet at 30 June
1986.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Foreign ExYchange Transactions

1210. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

In respect of the period between I July
1986 and the present, what losses have
been incurred by the State Energy
Commission, in total, in Australian
dollars, with respect to foreign
exchange transactions and liabilities?

Mr PARKER replied:
Nil.

ENERGY: GAS
Take-or-paw: Liability

1211. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister (or
Minerals and Energy:

In the period since I July last year,
what average monthly percentage of
available gas for which the State En-
ergy Commission is liable to pay
under the take-or-pay arrangements
has been taken?

Mr PARKER replied:
The average monthly percentage of
gas to be paid for by the commission
which has been taken by the com-
mission during the I1I month period to
31 May 1987 is 77.5 per cent.

ENERGY: GAS
Woodada: Contract Cancellation

1212. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
Mi nerals and Energy:
(1) On what date did the State Energy

Commission cancel its arrangements
to take Woodada gas?

(2) On what date was the arrangement
reinstated, and for how long?

(3) Was the reinstatement to allow for
maintenance on the State Energy
Commission gas pipeline?

(4) Was Alcoa of Australia Ltd short of its
gas requirements for that period?

(5) Is the State Energy Commission now
attempting to renegotiate the
Woodada contract?

(6) Have negotiations been completed,
and. if not, when will they be
completed?
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(7) What arrangement is being sought by
the State Energy Commission, in re-
spect of what period, and at what cost?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Purchases of Woodada gas ceased on 6

April 1987.
(2) The arrangement has not been

reinstated.

(3) No.
(4) Alcoa purchased a small quantity of

Woodada gas from the Woodada par-
ticipants over the period 8 May 1987
to 10 May 1987. North West Shelf
supplies to Alcoa were reduced be-
cause of essential maintenance work
being undertaken at the Dam pier
plant by Woodside.

(5) No. The Woodada participants have
approached the commission with a
new offer for the ongoing sale of
Woodada gas.

(6) and (7) The commission is considering
the offer made by the Woodada par-
ticipants.

MINERAL

Coat Stockpile
1213. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for

-Minerals and Energy:
What was the coal stockpile at Collie
on the last day of each of the months
commenci ng July 1986 to the present?

Mr PARKER replied:

Coal stocks held at Collie on the last
day of each month commencing July
1986 to the present-

Month

July
August
September
October
November
December
January
February
March
April
May

1986
1986
1986
1986

1986
1986
1987
1987
1987
1987
1987

Total
Stocks
M uja

945 882
1013 151
1 046 905
1 194215
1312420
1 356 502
1 286072
1 356401
1481 465
I 513 137
1 503 122

MINERAL
Col:ate Energy Comninission Paymvients

1214. Mr HASSELL, to the Minister for
M inerals and Energy:
(1) What is the current monthly pro-

duction of coal at Collie for which the
State Energy Commission is required
to pay?

(2) What is the current monthly con-
sumption of coal by the Slate Energy
Cornmission?

(3) What is the annual cost to the State
Energy Commission of maintaining its
stockpile of coal at Collie?

(4) How many people are engaged in the
construction and maintenance of the
stockpile?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) The State Energy Commission has

contracted to purchase an average of
250 883 tonnes of coal per month.

(2) For the first I I months of 1986-87,
the State Energy Commission burnt
on average 183 467 tornes of coal per
month.

(3) The annual operating cost of the re-
serve coal stockpile for 1986-87 is
estimated to be $1 million.

(4) The number of people engaged in the
construction and maintenance of the
reserve coal stockpile varies from 16
to 22 people depending on the amount
of coal being stocked out and the
weat her cond it ions.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Indebtedness

1215. Mr HASSELL. to the Minister for
M in eralIs a nd Ene rgy:
(1) What is the total indebtedness of the

State Energy Commission?
(2) What proportion of that indebtedness

is represented by liabilities in foreign
currencies?

(3) What is the average rate of interest
applicable to the Australian dollar
debt liabilities of the State Energy
Commission?

(4) What is the average rate of interest
applicable to the foreign currency debt
liabilities of the State Energy Com-
mission?
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(5) How are the averages referred to
calculated?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The total indebtedness of the com-
mission in relation to Australian dol-
lar and foreign currency loan
liabilities is $A3.448 billion, valued at
29 May 1987 exchange rates.

(2) 39.72 percent.

(3) 11.88 per cent pa. weighted average.

(4) 7.66 per cent pa. weighted average.
(5) The weighted averages are calculated

by converting the loan amounts to an
Australian dollar equivalent at 29
May 1987 and taking a weighted aver-
age 'of the interest rates; that is. the
sum of the principals multiplied by
the interest rates divided by the sum
of the principals.

PARLIAMENT: OPENING DAY

Motor Vehicles: To ii Truck

1216. Mr THOMPSON. to the Speaker:

(1) On the day that Parliament opened
this year. were arrangements made to
have a tow truck standing by in case it
was nccssaiy to remove any vehicle
which would interfere with the cer-
emony associated with the special
event?

(2) When was the last occasion that the
House Controller was obliged to make
such arrangements?

The SPEAKER replied:

(1) No.

(2) To the best of my knowledge, never.

WA EXIM CORPORATION

A1 LCCO Leases: Management

1217. Mr COURT. to the Minister for
Economic Development:

What pastoralists or pastoralist organ-
isations have recommended to the
Government that Exim Corporation
would be the most appropriate body
to handle the management of the
Australian Land and Cattle Co Lid
leases if they are resumed by the
Government?

168)

Mr PARKER replied:

The Pastoralists' and Graziers' Associ-
ation and individual pastoralists in
the region have suggested that the
resumed ALCCO leases should be in-
cluded in the Kimberley pastoral re-
construction programme being under-
taken by WA Livestock Holdings Ltd.

The Kimberley pastoral industry gen-
erally is right behind the Govern-
ment's plans to restructure the indus-
try in the interests of its long-term
prosperity.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT

Engineer, Bicycle Management 7T'atn

1220. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Local Government:

(1) What work will the engineer bicycle
management team recently advertised
by the Department of Local Govern-
menit attend to?

(2) Who is actually carrying out this work
at the current time?

Mr CARR replied:

1I) The engineer will be responsible lor-

coordination of bicycle facility
design and construction standards
in Western Australia to maximise
safety and public benefits:

providing technical and policy ad-
vice to the State bicycle com-
mittee on bicycle engineering
matters;

assisting local authorities in
bicycle planning and linking up
regional routes for cyclists

working on implementation of
Perth and other regional bike-
plans:

advising the State bicycle com-
mittee on priorities for allocation
of funds to local governnient en-
gineering projects.

(2) Until November 1986. the Perth
Bikeplan team engineer was respon-
sible for some of these duties. That
of~ficer was on secondment from the
Main Roads Department and has now
returned to his former duties-
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GOV ER N MENT BUI LDI NGS
A usintark. Buinburv: Einployees

1222. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Public Sector Management:
(1) How many full-time employees of the

Government are now located in the
Bunbury tower?

(2) To which departments have those em-
ployees been allocated and how many
have been allocated to each depart-
ment?

(3) How many of these employees have
been actually relocated from appoint-
ments they previously held in the
metropolitan area?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:
This question has been addressed
incorrectly. It has been directed to the
Minister for The South West. and he
wilt a nswer t he quest ion i n writIi ng.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POLICE OFFICERS
A-ssaults; Sirat egi'

175. Mr MacKINNON. to the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Has the Minister discussed any

Government initiative-if it has
any-with the Police Union to help
the Western Australia Police Force
combat the increasing problem of as-
saults on police officers which it is an-
ticipated. from figures already avail-
able, will increase this year by a stag-
gering 41 percent?

(2) If not. is the Minister not concerned at
the increase in violence against the
upholders of law and order in this
State?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1) The Police Union has not raised the

matter with me. I do not have the de-
tails of this specific increase to which
he refers. I have not seen the figures or
the report-only speculation on the
part of the Leader of the Opposition
in this House and in the media.

(2) This is a ridiculous assertion which
the Leader of the Opposition makes.
as he does frequently as the new
spokesperson for police matters.

MINERAL: IRON ORE

Robe River; Production

176. Mr LAURANCE, to the Minister for
Minerals and Energy:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the results of
the Robe River iron ore operation
during the month of May which was.
firstly, a record for the production of
iron ore mined-, secondly, a record for
the shipment of ore; thirdly. an excel-
lent safety record; and finally, a very
high level of morale amongst the work
force?

(2) Will he now acknowledge that this has
been a remarkable turnaround, and
will he applaud the company and the
work force for being able to break the
grip of the restrictive work practices
regime and achieve such outstanding
results?

M r PARKER replied:

(1) and (2) Not only I but the Govern-
ment has taken a very consistent
position on these matters since long
before the Robe River issue. There has
been in the iron ore industry a large
range of unacceptable practices on the
part of unions, unionists, and manage-
ment which needed to be changed if
the iron industry was to achieve the
role it could achieve within the world
iron ore market. It could be of great
benefit to the State of Western
Australia and to the country. Indeed,
on a number of occasions the Govern-
ment has not only supported publicly
but has taken action in many ways to
assist the pantics achieve results in
some of those areas which relate to
just that point.

Our comments at the time of the Robe
Rivek dispute were never related to
the niaure of the problems which Peko
and the management of the parent
company and the other companies
had with work practices. On innumer-
able occasions the Premier, the Minis-
ter for industrial Relations as he then
was, and I supported the need for
change in work practices and so on at
Robe and elsewhere. Our concern has
always been expressed, not about the
results sought. but the methods by
which they were achieved.
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If one looks across the Pilbara at the
four iron ore companies, the other
three represent something like 85 per
cent of the ironr ore production in
Western Australia compared with
Robe River's 15 per cent or so. All
those companies have made very
substantial improvements in their
work practices, productivity, and in
the diminution of industrial disputes
and so on. All the companies have
been highly productive and have
improved their productivity very
substantially.
Robe has achieved that in some re-
spects. I am not sure of the accuracy of
some of the other remarks made by
the Deputy Leader of the Oppostion
about morale and safety, but in the
case of productivity there is no qlues-
tion but that that has improved. I
have acknowledged that on many oc-
casions in the past. The difference is
that the other three companies went
about achieving their results in more
acceptable ways.

STOCK: SHEEP
Lupinosis

177. Mr P. J. SMITH. to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Has the Minister seen a copy of the

article on page IS of today's The West
A ustralian dealing with cruelty to ani-
mals?

(2) What is the disease lupinosis?
(3) Is it a disease well known among

Western Australian sheep farmers?
(4) Is the Department of Agriculture

aware of the disease?
(5) If so. has the department engaged in

any extension work to ensure farmers
are aware of the nature of the disease
and the steps to take to prevent it
infecting sheep?

The SPEAKER: Before calling on the Min-
ister. may I make a special request?
Will Ministers try to be brief with
their answers, for obvious reasons.

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) to0'(5) 1 thank the member for the

question, and I expect that a majority
of Western Australians read about the
disease lupinosis in this morning's
The H est .usira/ian. I have a copy of

the article here, and I quote from that
article. It is headed. "Maximum fine
for cruelty to sheep", and it reads-

MAGISTRATE Ken Moore yes-
terday imposed the maximum
fine available for cruelty to ani-
malIs.

He said he hoped that by im-
posing the $200 Fine on Mark
Andrew Lightfoot (28), assistant
bottle-shop manager, of Walcott
Street. Mt Lawley. he would dis-
play the wrath that the com-
munity felt far such an offence.

The maximum penalty, under
the Prevention of Cruelty to Ani-
mals Act, has an alternative of six
months in gaol.

Lightfoot had pleaded not
guilty in the Perth Magistrate's
Court to a charge of subjecting
sheep to unnccssary cruelty on
the farm of his father. Mr Ross
Lightfoot, at Bindoon between
June 24andiuly 21 last year.

Further on the article continues-

RSPCA inspector Clifford
Thomas Young told the court that
he had visited the Bindoon prop-
erty a dozen times during the al-
leged period and each time had
found sheep on the ground unable
to get up.

On his first visit to the 770-hcc-
tare farm, he said he was forced to
put down 27 ewes and five
orphaned lambs which were lying
in agony.

He told the court he found 33
dead sheep, half of which he
estimated had been dead for eight
to 10 days.

Mr Young said that some sheep
had had their eyes pecked out by
ravens and had thrashed deep
holes in the ground in their futile
efforts to escape. He said many of
the sheep he had discovered had
been lying in agony for up to 24
hours.

He said he had put down 85
adult sheep and 16 lambs.
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Lightfoot told the court that he
had taken over the management
of his father's property when it
had been left suddenly without a
manager.

The SPEAKER: Order! We are not allowed
to do that in this place. I understand
that there is a need for some of that
article to be read, but we are not al-
lowed to read the whole article. I am
not going to allow members to do it
any more. What you need to do is to
read the substantial part of it and
paraphrase the balance.

Mr GRILL: To finish off 1 will read the
last sentence and leave it at that. It
reads-

He said he had never managed a
property before but had spent all

-his school holidays on this
father's properties in the
Gascoyne and Shark Bay areas.

For the information of the House, I be-
lieve the owner of the property was Mr
Ross Lightfoot, the member of
Murchison-Eyre, who also has had
property interests in the Gascoyne and
Shark Bay areas.

An Opposition member: What has that to
do with it?

Mr GRILL: Lupinosis is a fungal infection
activated into toxic form when the
stems of dry lupin stubble are subject
to moisture. It can be widespread and
people have learned to live with it.
The basic farming rule when sheep are
grazing on lupin stubble is to inspect
the stock every day.
The Western Australian department is
indeed very well aware of the disease
and has written extensively on the
subject over a long period, It fact
much information goes back to at least
1949. Through the department's ex-
tension effort on radio, field days. on-
farm visits, and extensive publi-
cations, the identification and trcat-
ment of lupinosis is well known.
Going back to the article in today's
paper-

Mr House: How do you treat lupinosis?
Mr GRILL: The treatment is to take the

sheep off the stubble as soon as poss-
ible-remove them from the environ-
ment. Having done that, one takes
care of the sheep which are suffering.

In this case none of those measures
were taken. The sheep were left dying
in agony, The property was not
inspected. It was not even inspected in
a su perf ic ial fa sh ion.

Paint of Order
Mr LIGHTFOOT: As a preamble to that

disgraceful behaviour of the Minister
for Agriculture, it is true that the prop-
erty is partly owned by me. I feel
Firstly for my son, who does not wear
the yellow cloak of parliamentary
privilege, like the member.

Government members: What is the point
of order?

Mr LIGH-TFOOT: The point of order is
that what the Minister is saying is
patently untrue. The sheep were
treated, care was taken. It is unfortu-
nate that the sheep died. 1t is unfortu-
nate that they were on the main road
where they were in full view.

Mr PEARCE: Had they been in a back
paddock no-one would have seen
them.

Mr LIGHTFOOT: What the Leader of the
House is saying is quite right. it is
patentlly untrue. The Minister should
not tell untruths in this place.

The SPEAKER: I am sorry, there is no
point of order.

Questions without Novice Resumoed
Mr GRILL: Going back to today's article

in The West AIustralian. it seems clear
to me. as it would to anybody who had
read that article, that the member for
Murchison-Eyrc. despite his-

Mr Lightfoot: He does not beat his wife,
Minister.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! That is
enough.

Mr GRILL: Despite his continual-
Mr Lightfoot: He does not have a criminal

record like you, Minister.
The SPEAKER: Order! Very frequently in

this place things are said about vari-
ous members which upset them, and
their being upset is understandable:
but the member for Murchison-Eyre
cannot take the sort of action he is
trying to take now as an alternative
course. He just has to think of other
ways in which he can handle the mat-
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ter under Standing Orders. It is not
appropriate for him to do what he is
trying to do at the moment.

Mr GRILL: It secms quite clear. despite
the almost-

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, you have

already reminded the Ministry collcc-
tively of your request that they keep
their answers within reason, and we
have had a parlicularly cowardly and
disgusting attack on a pcrson outside
this House as a means of attacking a
member-

Mr Lightfoot: Gutless wretch!
Mr HASSELL: -and the Minister insists

on going on and on. I ask you. Mr
Speaker. to rule that he has finished
his answer.

The SPEAKER: I will not rule that he has
Finished, but I will rule that he is
about to finish-very quickly.

Questions withbout Notice Resumed
Mr GRILL: None of the facts I have

presented here today is other than
those presented in court and madc
quite public in The West Australian,
except that it is quite clear from the
facts presented that the member for
Murchison-Eyre is more than a little
responsible for the actions of his
son-

Mr Lightfoot: Don't you have any shame?
Several members interjected.
Mr GRILL: -in allowing his son, without

either experience or qualification of
any sort whatsoever. to take on the
management of a properly in this
fashion.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Point of Order
Dr GALLOP: M r Speaker, under Standing

Order No. I131 1 request that you ask
the member for Murchison-Eyre to
withdraw his previous comment.

Several members interjected.
Mr Blaikie: You will be attacking unborn

babies next.

The SPEAKER: Order! No. I am not pre-
pared to do that. The Minister for
Agriculture' will please draw his
answer to a conclusion. It has already
been far too long.

Questions without Notice Resumted
Mr GRILL: Mr Speaker. I have concluded

my remarks.

POLICE UNION
Premier's Comments

178. Mr CASH, to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services:

Does the Minister support the
statements recently made by the
Premier that the police union is no
better than the Builders Labourers
Federation?

Mr Brian Burke: Not only does he; I sup-
port them myself.

MrGORDON HILL replied:
I am pleased to say that I
wholeheartedly support the comments
made by the Premier. The Police
Union Executive in this State has be-
haved in a reprehensible and political
manner.

Mr Cash: You are a disgrace.

PORTS AND HARBOURS
Fremantle: Stoppages

179. Mr MARLBOROUGH. to the Minister
for Transport:
(1) Can the Minister inform the House of

the current state of industrial dispu-
tation within the Port of Fremantle?

(2) Specifically, can the Minister indicate
the trends that are emerging?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) and (2) Waterfront industrial dispu-

tation has been paraded before this
House and misrepresented and
overstated by some members for sus-
pect political ends.
Let me say that the myth that is
portrayed does not accord with the re-
ality. The record of the Government
in this area indicates that innovation
and attention to causes of disputation
have led to both a drop in the number
of disputes and the lessening of costs
pressures on the industry.
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The first point that should be noted is
that in the area under the direct con-
trol of the Fremantle Port Authority-
that is& its own work force-the dispu-
tation was minimal. Indeed, over a
period of ten months the only dispu-
tation was a stop-work meeting of one
hour's duration.

With regard to the wider industry. I
need only refer the House to the
trends indicated by my answers to
questions on notice from the member
for Cottesloe. If the member compares
the answers provided, he will note that
disputes of a local nature have signifi-
cantly declined, in both number and
length of dispute.

For the six-month period between I
January 1986 and 30 June 1986. total
local disputes were 42. or 7 per
month. For the 10 /-month period be-
tween I Juty 1986 and 20 May 1987.
the figure was 50 disputes, or 4.75 per
month. Removing safety disputes. the
figure is six as against 3.5 per month.

The total delay to shipping. including
safety disputes. was 1 020 hours 'in the
first six-month period, and 582 hours
in the latter 10-month period. This
achievement is all the more remark-
able as the latter period was during the
America's Cup. when the pressure and
volume of work was very much
greater.

As to those diputes that are the result
of directions from Federal principals
or unions. let me say that this Govern-
mnin has endeavoured to minimise
the effects, and especially the effects
upon primary industry exporters. Ar-
rangements are in place to put perish-
able exports in controlled temperature
storage and then to do everything
possible to m in im ise d isruption.

Initiatives taken by this Government
have included the establishment of a
system of easily and promptly avail-
able arbitration. My colleague. the
Minister for Labour. Productivity and
Employment, has provided for the es-
tablishment of Iwo easily available ar-
bit rators. agreed to by all parties in the
industry. The industry and exporters
who have used it are happy with this
system and it is an undoubted success.

Certainly all is not perfect; indeed, the
industry has industrial problems that
need attention. However, perpetuating
a mythology of increasing disputation
despite the facts does not aid the sol-
ution, it merely adds to the problems.

EDUCATION
Cu rtn Llniersif)' of Technology: Funding

180. Mr STEPHENS. to the Minister for
Education:

In the debate on the legislation to es-
tablish the Curtin University of Tech-
nology the Minister advanced as an
argument in favour of the move that it
would enable that institution to claim
greater funding as a university than as
a college.

(1) Has there been any commitment
to increase funding?

(2) If so. to what extent?

M r PEARCE repl ied:
(1) and (2) In the submission which this

State made to the Commonwealth
Terti a ry Education Commission
through the Western Australian Post
Secondary Education Commission, we
sought additional funding for the
Curtin University of Technology in-
side the existing guidelines-that is.
we did not ask the Commonwealth to
transfer the Curtin University of
Technology from level 2, the CAE list,
to level 1, the university list, but we
sought an additional amount of re-
search funding for WAIT-now
Curtin-which would give it the ca-
pacity to do the things which I pointed
to in the debate. CTEC is considering
that proposal at the moment and will
report in due course for the current
triennium. My understanding is that
CTEC is likely to increase the research
component of Curtin's grant in order
to do precisely what the State sought
to do. I understand also that CTEC is
likely to do that for all the institutes of
technology around the country: thus
the move which started in Western
Australia to get more money for re-
search in the big institutes of tech-
nology-which in many ways have a
greater impact on individual States'
economies because of the applied
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nature of their research-is likely to
benefit not only Western Australia but
the other States as well.

Mr Stephens: Would not that have
happened regardless?

Mr PEARCE: No. it would not have
happened at all.

MINISTER FOR AGRICULTURE
Prmier's Atititude

181. Mr HASSELL, to the Premier:
(1) Ddes the Premier completely support

and endorse the action of the Minister
for Agriculture in arranging a Dorothy
Dix question and choosing to attack
the member for Murchison-EyrC
through the unfortunate prosecution
of his son?

(2) Does he regard that conduct as an ac-
ceptable standard for the behaviour of
members of his Government?

Mr BRIAN BURKE repliedl:
(1) and (2) Each of the Ministers has my

full support, as does the Minister for
Agriculture in this and those other
questions that have been asked of him
and answered by him from time to
time. I make that perfectly clear.
I also make it perfectly clear that no-
one in this Chamber-unless it is the
member for Gascoyne-is better at
making unsubstantiated allegations
than the member for Murehison-Eyre.
In a very short period of time the
member for Murchison-Eyre has
earned the reputation of being some-
one prepared to say all sorts of things
about different people, inside and
outside the 1-ouse. I do not want to
repeat those things and I do not want
to be drawn into some sort of to-ing
and fro-ing. because we all know it is
true. Members opposite know it is
true.
I am trying to point out gently to the
member for Murehison-Eyre that,
while the member for Gascoyne says
quite honestly that he is prepared to
dish it out and that he enjoys all those
sorts of things and does not mind the
burly-burly. the member for
Murchison-Eyre has very rapidly
earned a reputation of exceeding int
extravagance even the member for
Gascoyne.

Mr MacKinnon: Rubbish!

Mr BRIAN BURKE: It is the view of
everyone but the Leader of the Oppo-
sition, then, that the member for
M urch ison-Eyre has already earned
that reputation.

I would that Parliament was always
conducted in a dignified and decorous
manner and that no-one was ever
cross with anyone else in this place,
but I have been here long enough to
know that that rarely comes to pass.

In this case I would not say that the
Minister for Agriculture has done any-
thing except serve back to the member
for Murchison-Eyre the sort of mnedi-
cine that he delights in serving up.
That is all. If the member for
M~urchison-Eyre has made his bed, he
must lie in it. I have not heard the
Minister for Agriculture attack the
member for Kalamunda, the member
for Coliesic. or the member for Dale.
But if the cap fits or if he makes the
bed, then he should wear the cap or ie
in the bed. The member for
Murchison-Eyre cannot expect to
trade in that sort of material and ex-
pect it always to be a one-way street. If
he is going to dish up that sort of ma-
terial he must accept that from time to
time people like the Minister for
Agriculture, and even the Premier.
will say in return, ".Look, you have
dished out a fair bit. Cop a bit back in
return."

Mr Lightfoot: I will dish it out.

Mr BRIAN BURKE: That does not worry
me. But the member had to cop a bit
back in return today. If the member
for Cottesloc wants to object to that.
what the member for Cottesloc should
do first is point out to the member for
Murchison-Eyre that if he is going to
trade in that sort of garbage and that
sort of personal vilification, he must
accept that he will be on the receiving
end from time to time. That is unfor-
tunate, and'1 feel sorry for the member
for Murchison-Eyre that today he has
recei ved i n k ind some of tha t wh ich he
has dished out from time to time. But,
then, life was not meant to be easy.
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PASTORAL LEASES
.4ustralian Land and Ca/tie Coa Lid.

Resum p/ions
182. Mr BLAtIKIE. to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Has the Government decided not to
proceed with the legislation to resume
the ALCCO, pastoral leases in the
Kimberley?

(2) If so. why not?

M r WILSON replied:
(1) and (2) It gives me great pleasure to

indicate to my honourable friend that
he willI find out i n due cou rse.

COMMUNITY SERVICES
Domestic Violence Task Force

183. Mr TRENORDEN. to the Minister for
Women's Interests:

I gave notice of this question last
week. Can he advise the House in gen-
era! terms of the progress made in
considering or implementing the
recommendations of the task force in-
quiry into domestic violence?

Mr BRIAN BURKE replied:

It is true that the member did give
some notice of (his question the other
afternoon. and I have caused some in-
quiries to be made. but unfortunately
I do not have the prepared answer
with me. I am sorry that I forgot it and
ask him to ask his question again
tomorrow.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT

Female Staff
184. Mr LIGHTFOOT. to the Minister for

Education:

(1) Does the Minister agree with the
reported statement of the member for
Subiaco that the number of women
employed in the top echelon of the
Education Department has been
slashed as a result of the recent
restructuring?

(2) If he does agree. what action does he
propose to take to change the situ-
ation?

(3) if he does not agree. what is the cor-
rct situation?

Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) to (3) The position outlined by the

member for Subiaco-and I might say
her research is usually excellent and
impeccable, and I would not normally
query it-is accurate insofar as it re-
lates to the top structure of the
changed Education Department. If
one draws a cut-off line at a certain
point it would appear that the number
of women in the top management
positions has diminished. It is equally
true, as the member for Subiaco
pointed out in her address to the
women in education conference, that
at the very highest levels-the depart-
mental executive-three women are
represented out of seven or eight
people, which is the biggest proportion
of women at the absolute highest
levels.
The situation is not the same in the
middle levels, and there arc two
reasons for that. The first is that it
depends on how one draws the line.
The new structure does not correlate
directly with positions in the old struc-
ture. What the member for Subiaco
was saying was that if we consider
positions of district superintendent
and above, and do not include the
position of consultant, which replaced
many of the superintendency
positions-

Mr Lightfoot: You are discriminating
against women.

Mr PEARCE: No. it is a matter of how one
draws lines. The second point con-
cerns the structure of the Education
Department in its restructured form.
No positions-apart from the top
three-have been filled on a perma-
nent basis: people have been shuffled
into positions on a temporary basis.
All of the positions will be open for
advertisement later in the year. It is
not reasonable to draw a conclusion
on the affirmative action policy in the
management of the old Education
Department from the temporary
reshuffling that has taken place since
the department was restructured. The
Government proposes to advertise all
those positions in due course, and I
would be very surprised if the percent-
age of women in those top positions
was not better than it ever was in the
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Education Department as a result of
the permanent filling of those
positions.
Equally, in the Ministry of' Educa: ion
we do not operate on a system of
giving positions to women who do not
have the qualifications or experience
of comparable men. All the women

holding positions in the top manage-

ment of the Ministry of Education,

even on an acting basis, do so because
they have been able to win those

positions on merit, and I would expect

that to continue to be the case.
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